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Preface

Volume I, Part 1 of 2

This information has been assembled to support the 2005 Department of
Defense recommendations for base closures and realignments inside the United
States.

The Secretary of Defense transmitted his recommended closures and
realignments to the 2005 Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission and
to the Congress on May 13, 2005, and published them in the Federal Register on
May 16, 2005, pursuant to Public Law 101-510, as amended.

Part 1 of 2 of Volume | of this report contains an overview of the process
and summarizes the results.

Part 2 of 2 of Volume | contains the statutory recommendations,
justifications, and process summaries that the Secretary of Defense transmitted to
the Commission and the Congress.

The other eleven volumes of this report provide supporting documentation
for the Department’s recommendations.






THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
1000 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1000

May 13, 2005

Honorable Anthony J. Principi

Chairman

Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission
2521 S. Clark Street, Suite 600

Arlington, Virginia 22202

Dear Mr. Chairman:

The decade since the last BRAC has been a period of dramatic change. The U.S.
national security strategy addresses the new challenges posed by international terrorism,
the proliferation of weapons of mass destruction, ungoverned areas, rogue states, and
non-state actors. BRAC 2005 provides the Department a unique opportunity to adjust
U.S. base structure to meet these developments, and to be positioned to meet the
challenges envisioned during the next two decades.

As required by Public Law 101-510, as amended, I am providing to the
Commission the Department of Defense Base Closure and Realignment Report
containing the Department’s recommendations to realign or close military installations
within the United States and its territories. These recommendations strengthen national
security by reshaping the domestic installations at which U.S. military forces perform
their assigned missions. Volume I describes the Department’s overall BRAC selection
process; provides an unclassified version of the force structure plan; and details the
Department’s closure and realignment recommendations and their justifications. Eleven
other volumes (II-XII) will be provided under separate cover. Volume II is the classified
force structure plan, which is available on a restricted basis. Should you have any
questions about the proper handling of classified material, the Department stands ready to
assist. Volumes III-XII further describe the analytical processes and recommendations of
each of the Department’s 10 proponent organizations -- the three Military Departments
and seven Joint Cross-Service Groups (JCSGs).

The Department’s recommendations will align U.S. base structure with the force
structure that is expected to be needed over the next 20 years. These proposals will
implement the Department’s global force reposturing; facilitate the ongoing
transformation of U.S. forces to meet the challenges of the 21% Century; and restructure
important support functions to capitalize on advances in technology and business
practices. The Department’s BRAC recommendations address almost every Defense
mission area and affect most of the Department’s major U.S. installations. Overall, these
recommendations support force transformation; address new threats, strategies, and force
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protection concerns; consolidate business-oriented support functions; promote joint- and
multi-service basing; and provide significant savings.

As required by law, the BRAC process entailed comprehensive and comparable
analyses of all installations in the United States and its territories, using military value as
the primary consideration. In reviewing its base structure, the Department considered the
capabilities needed to support potential mobilization and surge requirements, as well as
the unique installation needs of Reserve Component forces. The Department placed
emphasis on retaining the infrastructure and capabilities necessary to respond to
contingencies. The Military Departments and Joint Cross-Service Groups incorporated
surge assessments throughout their analyses.

The Department organized its analysis into two categories: seven Joint Cross-
Service Groups scrutinized the bases and functions that constitute the Department’s
common support infrastructure, while the Military Departments analyzed installations
devoted exclusively to those Department’s requirements, as well as supporting
operational forces. The joint groups were composed of senior representatives of the
Military Departments, the Joint Staff, and OSD, and were empowered to issue candidate
recommendations that were considered jointly by the executive groups with responsibility
for overseeing the entire process. In performing these analyses, all proponents were
challenged to look beyond Service boundaries, and particularly to consider joint basing
options, including the joint use of critical assets and the creation of centers of excellence.
This work was difficult, and the accomplishments of each of the 10 proponents were
significant.

The individual groups conducting the BRAC 2005 analyses reviewed each
installation from its functional perspective. Their candidate recommendations were then
integrated, or “knitted” together, based on functional or strategic relationships. The
resulting recommendations consequently should be viewed as interdependent. This
interdependence will need to be considered as the Commission conducts its review.

The Joint Staff actively participated in the development of the BRAC
recommendations. The Chairman of the Joint Chiefs consulted with the combatant
commanders to ensure that the recommendations would not degrade operational
capabilities. The Military Departments retained critical real estate and facilities that
would be difficult to reconstitute through reinvestment or reliance on the private sector.
They ensured that the U.S. base structure could support the forces that remain deployed
overseas. The Secretaries of the Military Departments, the members of the Joint Chiefs
of Staff, and the Chairman and Vice Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff all support the
Department’s recommendations.

The Department is confident that these recommendations will improve the posture
of U.S. forces for years to come. Increasing combat effectiveness and transforming U.S.



forces are critical if our country is to be able to meet tomorrow’s national defense
challenges. Because the dynamism of the current environment will continue to require
the Department to optimize its resources, we recommend that a BRAC review be
conducted every five to ten years.

A number of the recommended actions will present challenges to local
communities as they face a drawdown of military missions or, in some instances,
significant increases in military presence. The Department stands ready to assist
communities affected by BRAC 2005.

The Department is providing identical letters, with enclosures, to the Chairmen of
the House and Senate Armed Services Committees and the House and Senate
Appropriations Committees and all Members of Congress. The list of recommended
closures and realignments is also being published in the Federal Register. Copies of the
unclassified portion of the report will be available on the website
www.defenselink.mil/BRAC.

I thank each member of the Commission for agreeing to perform this challenging
task for the American people. Your review is an essential confirmation of the
reasonableness of the military judgment behind each BRAC recommendation, as well as
the fairness of the overall BRAC analytical process. The Military Departments and the
Joint Cross-Service Groups stand ready to assist the Commission during its review,
providing information and sharing the rationale for the recommendations that have been
made. You have a critical role in securing and strengthening tomorrow’s armed forces.

Sincerely,

D 4y

Enclosure:
As stated
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Chapter 1
Base Realignment and Closure Overview and Results

The Need for Base Realignments and Closures

The national security environment in America--the threats it faces and its force to counter them--
has seldom been more dynamic. The military base structure from which our forces are
organized, trained, equipped, and deployed plays an important role in ensuring mission
effectiveness and efficiency. The Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) process provided a
unique opportunity to reshape the Department’s physical plant, that is, its installations and
associated weapons ranges, as well as the organization and stationing of its forces.

General Process

In 1988, 1991, 1993, and 1995, the Defense Department executed base realignments and closures
through a legally specified process. That process, then and now, involves the President, the
Defense Department, the Congress, an independent commission, and local communities.

Through the BRAC process, the Defense Department evaluates its current stationing plan against
multiple variables: the changes in threat, force structure, technologies, doctrine, organization,
business practices, and plant inventory. By assessing similar facilities using a set of
comprehensive criteria, the Department develops realignment and closure recommendations in a
fair, consistent, and transparent manner. An independent commission reviews the Secretary of
Defense’s BRAC recommendations and makes its own recommendations to the President. The
President, in turn, reports his decision on the recommendations to the Congress for its review and
approval. Both the President and the Congress are limited to accepting or rejecting the entire
package of the Commission’s recommendations.

Related Studies

As in previous BRAC rounds, the statutory focus for BRAC 2005 was on military installations
and activities within the 50 States, the District of Columbia, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico,
Guam, the Virgin Islands, American Samoa, and any other commonwealth, territory, or
possession of the United States. The closure or realignment of military bases in foreign locations
proceeds under a different, bilateral approval process between the United States and the host
nation. Nevertheless, as in the early 1990s, changes in overseas basing and overall force
projections affected BRAC 2005.

Before the initiation of formal BRAC 2005 activities, the Secretary of Defense requested that the
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs direct geographic combatant commanders to prepare draft overseas
basing plans for their respective areas of responsibility. These drafts were part of a larger
interagency assessment of the Department’s long-term overseas force projection and basing
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needs. This assessment resulted in a series of recommendations that are included in the
Department’s “Integrated Global Presence and Basing Study” (IGPBS), which is classified. That
study outlined the recommended size, character, and location of our long-term overseas force
presence. On the basis of the IGPBS results, the Secretary of Defense announced that some
forces currently based overseas will return to the United States over a period of years. The
Department’s BRAC analyses took into account all the basing recommendations of the IGPBS.

In addition to the interagency study, under section 2912 of the BRAC statute, the Department
conducted an analysis of its facility inventory to determine whether its excess capacity warranted
another BRAC round. For this assessment, the Department used a parametric approach to
compare 1989 base loading, using indicators of forces and infrastructure existing at that time, to
the proportionate requirements of forces and infrastructure projected for 2009. From this study,
the Department concluded that it had an aggregate 24 percent of excess capacity. On March 23,
2004, the Secretary certified the need for an additional round of base realignments and closures.

While the parametric capacity analysis was useful to assess the need for an additional round of
base realignments and closures, the results of the analysis could not be used to project the
number of potential BRAC realignments or closures that could be achieved in each installation
category. The report’s methodology did not include a comparison of base capacity with specific
need for that capacity. Nor did it include an assessment of particular characteristics of specific
bases that are critical to assessing the relative military value of any specific BRAC option.
Ultimately, specific BRAC recommendations are based on certified data regarding specific base
capacity, the unique infrastructure needs of specific force elements or military functions, and the
application of selection criteria that heavily weigh the military value of each installation
considered for closure or realignment.

In addition to the Department’s two studies, through the fiscal year 2004 Military Construction
Appropriations Act (Public Law 108-132), the Congress created the Commission on Review of
Overseas Military Facility Structure of the United States to provide Congress an independent
assessment of the nation's requirements for overseas military bases. The Commission reported
its findings on May 9, 2005.

Process Characteristics

The base closure process was designed in law to be objective, open, and fair. Each
recommendation, rooted in the Department’s long-term force structure plan and installation
inventory, was measured against eight criteria that were previously subjected to both
congressional review and public comment. In developing the criteria, the Department, pursuant
to statute, gave priority consideration to military value (criteria 1-4), then considered costs and
savings (criterion 5), and finally assessed the economic impact on local communities, the
community support infrastructure, and the environmental impact (criteria 6-8). Ultimately, these
criteria were amended and codified in law.

Each person submitting data for the BRAC analysis certified that the information was accurate
and complete to the best of his or her knowledge and belief. The DoD Inspector General, the

2 Chapter 1: Base Realignment and Closure Overview and Results



Service audit agencies, and the Government Accountability Office oversaw the Department’s
procedures.

The Department’s recommendations are the results of two and a half years of intense work. In
his initial instruction in November 2002, the Secretary of Defense challenged the Department to
use the opportunity of the BRAC authority to “reconfigure our current infrastructure into one in
which operational capacity maximizes both war fighting capability and efficiency.” The
Secretary directed that senior civilian and military leadership across the Department engage in
this effort.

As in the past, each Military Department analyzed and recommended ways to reshape its
operational base structure to more effectively support its forces located in the United States.
Seven joint cross-service groups scrutinized the bases and functions that constitute the
Department’s common support infrastructure. They were challenged to look beyond Service
boundaries to create joint basing options. The groups were organized around the following
functions: education and training, headquarters and support, industrial activities, intelligence,
medical support, supply and storage, and technical functions. For BRAC 2005, the chairs of
these seven groups were empowered to formulate their own recommendations for the Secretary’s
consideration.

Process Results

The Secretary of Defense initiated the BRAC 2005 process to rationalize the Department’s base
infrastructure within the United States in support of the Department’s long-term strategic
capabilities. The Secretary’s initial BRAC planning guidance, contained in a memorandum
dated November 15, 2002, focused the BRAC effort on five key goals:

Transforming the current and future force and its support systems to meet new threats;
Eliminating excess physical capacity;

Rationalizing the base infrastructure with the new defense strategy;

Maximizing both warfighting capability and efficiency; and

Examining opportunities for joint activities.

This package of recommendations advances all of these goals. The following themes emerge
from the Department’s recommendations:

e Support force transformation. Forces returning from overseas will be transformed
through technology enhancements, capabilities-based restructuring, and basing that
provides the needed training infrastructure. Support functions within both the Active and
Reserve Army components will be reorganized into capabilities-based combat forces.

e Rebase forces to address new threat, strategy, and force protection concerns. Dispersed
forces and activities within the United States will be placed on more secure, military-
controlled sites. This rebasing offers opportunities to increase combat power, enhance
security, and promote efficiency while generating significant savings.
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e Consolidate business-oriented support functions. Supply, maintenance, and medical
functions will be consolidated to capitalize on proven, state-of-the-art business
technologies and practices. Technical facilities, including research and development
laboratories, will be consolidated to encourage better-focused investment strategies.

e Promote joint and multi-Service basing. Joint activities will be established in key
administrative functions and selected training missions. A joint training environment will
be created for initial pilot training for the new Joint Strike Fighter. Other multi-Service
basing will encourage integration and achieve economies of scale.

e Achieve savings. The recurring and aggregate savings will almost equal the total savings
of all previous BRAC rounds. Restructuring support functions will generate
unprecedented savings. The reduction of support personnel and disposal of land and
facilities are less predictive of savings. In comparing the one-time cost to the total net
present value, the Department will realize two dollars in savings for every dollar in
BRAC costs.

While it is difficult to measure the full extent of the improvements in effectiveness and
efficiency of the BRAC 2005 recommendations, the following statistics illustrate the breadth and
depth of the impact of these actions:

e Five percent of plant replacement value will be reduced,

e About 12 million square feet of leased space will be vacated for more secure, functionally
enhanced facilities;

e About 18,000 civilian support positions will be eliminated; and

e At the 6-year point in implementation, the Department will begin to realize annual net
savings of over $5 billion from BRAC 2005 actions, in addition to about $7 billion from
previous BRAC rounds.

Conclusion

BRAC is a powerful management tool for the Department. It invites a comprehensive, long-term
review of the Department’s basing and offers a unique authority to reposition forces and
reevaluate support missions. The rapidly changing national security threat and the evolving
military response suggest that fundamental change will always be a part of the national defense
mission. For this reason, the Department needs to conduct a BRAC review every five to ten
years.
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Chapter 2
Force Structure Plan

Introduction

The Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff provided a long-term force structure plan for the
Defense Department based on analysis of current and future threats, challenges, and
opportunities and on the President’s national strategy to meet such circumstances. In accordance
with Section 2912 of the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 1990, Public Law 101-
510, as amended, the force structure plan for Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) 2005 is
based on the probable threats to national security for a 20-year period, from 2005 to 2024. In
previous BRAC rounds, a similar requirement provided an assessment and projection of force
structure for only 6 years into the future. It is important to note that this report focuses on a
snapshot of force structure through Fiscal Years 2011 due to security classifications.

An unclassified portion of the force structure plan is included in this report. The entire plan is
classified and available through restricted distribution. The force structure plan does not reflect
temporary adjustments to the force structure of one or another military service that the Secretary
of Defense may make from time to time in response to unique but transient conditions. The
Secretary of Defense submitted the force structure plan to Congress in March 2004 and provided
a revised submission in March 2005 per Public Law 101-510.

Strategy and Force Development

The President’s National Security Strategy and the Secretary of Defense’s Strategy provide a
new focus for U.S. military forces. These strategies require that U.S. forces, by their presence
and activities, assure friends and allies of the United States resolve and the ability to fulfill
commitments. Military forces must dissuade adversaries from developing dangerous
capabilities. In addition, forces must provide the President with a wide range of options to deter
aggression and coercion, and if deterrence fails, forces must have the ability to defeat any
adversary at the time, place, and in the manner of U.S. choosing.

Based on detailed analysis since the Secretary’s 2001 Quadrennial Defense Review, the
Department of Defense has updated its strategic thinking, incorporating lessons learned from
recent military operations.

The Department’s planning has informed decisions to date on the force’s overall mix of
capabilities, size, posture, patterns of activity, readiness, and capacity to surge globally.

Just as strategy is constantly updated to incorporate and account for a changing global security
environment, force planning standards also are adaptive and dynamic over time.
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The Department’s force planning framework does not focus on specific conflicts. It helps
determine capabilities required for a range of scenarios. The Department analyzes the force
requirements for the most likely, the most dangerous, and the most demanding circumstances.
Assessments of U.S. capabilities will examine the breadth and depth of this construct, not seek to
optimize in a single area. Doing so allows decision makers to identify areas where prudent risk
could be accepted and areas where risk should be reduced or mitigated.

The defense strategy requires the creation of new forms of security cooperation to support U.S.
efforts to swiftly defeat an adversary with modest reinforcement. Specifically, security
cooperation will underpin diversified, operational basing access and training opportunities for
forward stationed forces, and strengthen U.S. influence with potential partners that could provide
coalition capabilities for future contingencies. Security cooperation efforts will focus on
activities to build defense relationships that promote U.S. and allied security interests, develop
allied and friendly military capabilities for self-defense and coalition operations, and provide
U.S. forces with peacetime and contingency access and en route infrastructure.

Transformation To A Capabilities-Based Approach

Continuous defense transformation is part of a wider governmental effort to transform America’s
national security institutions to meet 21st-century challenges and opportunities. Just as our
challenges change continuously, so too must our military capabilities.

The purpose of transformation is to extend key advantages and reduce vulnerabilities. We are
now in a long-term struggle against persistent, adaptive adversaries, and must transform to
prevail.

Transformation is not only about technology. It is also about:

e Changing the way we think about challenges and opportunities;

e Adapting the defense establishment to that new perspective; and

e Refocusing capabilities to meet future challenges, not those we are already most prepared
to meet.

Transformation requires difficult programmatic and organizational choices. We will need to
divest in some areas and invest in others.

Transformational change is not limited to operational forces. We also want to change long-
standing business processes within the Department to take advantage of information technology.
We also are working to transform our international partnerships, including the capabilities that
our partners and we can use collectively.

Derivative of a transformational mindset is adoption of a capabilities-based planning
methodology. Capabilities-based planning focuses more on how adversaries may challenge us
than on whom those adversaries might be or where we might face them. It focuses the
Department on the growing range of capabilities and methods we must possess to contend with
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an uncertain future. It recognizes the limits of intelligence and the impossibility of predicting
complex events with precision. Our planning aims to link capabilities to joint operating concepts
across a broad range of scenarios.

The Department is adopting a new approach for planning to implement our strategy. The
defense strategy will drive this top-down, competitive process. Operating within fiscal
constraints, our new approach enables the Secretary of Defense and Joint Force Commanders to
balance risk across a range of areas.

We seek to foster a culture of innovation. The War on Terrorism imparts an urgency to defense
transformation; we must transform to win the war.

Addressing Capabilities Through Force Transformation

The Department’s transformation strategy will balance near-term operational risk with future risk
in investment decisions. It will invest now in specific technologies and concepts that are
transformational, while remaining open to other paths towards transformation. Capabilities will
be developed, supported by force transformation, which will allow us to meet the defense
strategy while remaining open to explore new and essential capabilities. This force
transformation will allow us to create a new/future force structure, which will move from its
current platform-centric condition to a more capabilities-based and network-centric philosophy
that addresses the full spectrum of conflict. It will allow the U.S. military to create conditions
for increased speed of command and opportunities for coordination across the battlespace.

Probable Threats To National Security
Range of Challenges

Uncertainty is the defining characteristic of today’s strategic environment. We can identify
trends but cannot predict specific events with precision. While we work to avoid being
surprised, we must posture ourselves to handle unanticipated problems -- we must plan with
surprise in mind.

We contend with uncertainty by adapting to circumstances and influencing events. It is not
enough to react to change. We must safeguard U.S. freedoms and interests while working
actively to forestall the emergence of new challenges.

The U.S. military predominates in the world in traditional forms of warfare. Potential
adversaries accordingly shift away from challenging the United States through traditional
military action and adopt asymmetric capabilities and methods. An array of traditional, irregular,
catastrophic, and disruptive capabilities and methods threaten U.S. interests.

These categories overlap. Actors proficient in one can be expected to try to reinforce their
position with methods and capabilities drawn from others.

Chapter 2: Force Structure Plan 7



Indeed, recent experience indicates that the most dangerous circumstances arise when we face a
complex of such challenges. For example, our adversaries in Iraq and Afghanistan presented
both traditional and irregular challenges. Terrorist groups like al Qaida pose irregular threats but
also actively seek catastrophic capabilities. The government of North Korea at once poses
traditional, irregular, and catastrophic challenges. In the future, the most capable opponents may
seek to combine truly disruptive capacity with traditional, irregular, and catastrophic forms of
warfare.

Traditional challenges come largely from states employing recognized military capabilities and
forces in well-known forms of military competition and conflict. While traditional forms of
military competition remain important, trends suggest that these challenges will receive lesser
priority in the planning of adversaries vis-a-vis the United States. This can be attributed, in part,
to U.S. and allied superiority in traditional forms of warfare and the enormous cost to develop,
acquire, and maintain conventional capabilities. But it is also explained by the increasing
attractiveness of irregular methods, as well as the increasing availability of catastrophic
capabilities. Even where adversaries possess considerable capacity in traditional domains, they
often seek to reinforce their position with catastrophic, irregular, and disruptive methods and
capabilities. Therefore, some strictly traditional or hybrid challenges require the active
maintenance of sufficient combat overmatch in key areas of traditional military competition.

Irregular challenges are characterized as “unconventional” methods employed by state and
non-state actors to counter the traditional advantages of stronger opponents. Irregular methods
of increasing sophistication -- including terrorism, insurgency, civil war, and third-party coercion
-- will challenge U.S. security interests to a greater degree than they have in the past. Our
adversaries are likely to exploit a host of irregular methods in an attempt to erode U.S. influence,
power, and national will over time.

Two factors in particular have intensified the rapid growth and potential danger of irregular
challenges: the rise of extremist ideologies and the erosion of traditional sovereignty.
Worldwide political, religious, and ethnic extremism continue to fuel deadly and destabilizing
conflicts. Particularly threatening are those extremist ideologies that sanction horrific violence
targeted at civilians and noncombatants. Areas in Central and South America, Africa, the
Middle East, and South, Central, and Southeast Asia have provided havens for terrorists,
criminals, insurgents, and other groups that threaten global security. Many governments in these
areas are unable or unwilling to extend effective control over their territory, thus increasing the
area available to hostile exploitation. Irregular challenges in and from these areas will grow
more intense over time and are likely to challenge the security of the United States and its
partners for the indefinite future.

Our ongoing War on Terrorism and our resulting operational experience call for a reorientation
of our military capabilities to contend with these challenges more effectively.

Catastrophic challenges involve the acquisition, possession, and use of weapons of mass
destruction (WMD) or methods producing WMD-like effects. A number of state and non-state
actors are vigorously seeking to acquire dangerous and destabilizing catastrophic capabilities.
States seek these capabilities to offset perceived regional imbalances or to hedge against U.S.
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.military superiority. Terrorists seek them because of the potential they hold for greater physical
and psychological impact on targeted audiences.

Porous international borders, weak controls over weapons-related materials and expertise, and
ongoing revolutions in information technology are increasingly enabling this trend. Particularly
troublesome is the nexus of transnational terrorists, WMD proliferation, and rogue states.
Unchecked, this confluence raises the prospect of direct WMD employment against the United
States or our allies and partners. Indeed, many would-be adversaries likely believe the best war
to check American reach and influence is to develop the capability to threaten the U.S. homeland
directly. Catastrophic attacks could arrive via a number of delivery means ranging from rogue
use of WMD-armed ballistic missiles to surreptitious delivery through routine commercial
channels to innovative attacks like those undertaken on 9/11.

Elements of the U.S. national infrastructure are vulnerable to catastrophic attack. The
interdependent nature of the infrastructure crests more vulnerability because attacks against one
sector -- the electric power grid for instance -- would impact other sectors as well. Parts of the
defense-related critical infrastructure are vulnerable to a wide range of attacks, especially those
that rely on commercial sector elements with multiple single points of failure.

The continuing illicit proliferation of WMD technology and expertise makes contending with
catastrophic challenges an enduring necessity. A single catastrophic attack against the United
States is an unacceptable prospect. The strategic effect of such an attack transcends the mere
economic and social costs. It represents a more fundamental, existential threat to our nation, our
institutions, and our free society. Thus, new emphasis must be applied to capabilities that enable
us to dissuade acquisition of catastrophic capabilities, deter their use, and finally, when
necessary, defeat them prior to their posing direct threats to us and our partners.

Disruptive challenges are those posed by competitors employing breakthrough technology that
might counter or negate our current advantages in key operational domains. In doing so,
competitors seek to provide new military options that offset our advantages in niche areas and
threaten our ability to operate from the strategic commons -- space, international waters and
airspace, and cyberspace. Such developments will afford opponents only temporary advantage.
In a few instances, however, the United States could confront technological breakthroughs that
would fundamentally alter our approach to security. These might include, but are not limited to,
breakthroughs in biotechnology, cyber-operations, space, directed-energy, and other emerging
fields. Although such developments are unpredictable, we must be attentive to the consequences
that such possibilities hold, and plan and invest accordingly.

The goal of our transformation is to contend effectively with these challenges and channel future
security competition in ways favorable to the United States and its international partners. We
accomplish this by assuring our allies and friends -- demonstrating our resolve to fulfill defense
commitments and protect common interests; dissuading potential adversaries from adopting
threatening capabilities and ambitions; deterring aggression and coercion by maintaining capable
and rapidly deployable military forces. Finally, at the direction of the President, we will defeat
adversaries at the time, place, and in the manner of our choosing -- setting the conditions for
future security.
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The Unclassified Force Structure Plan

The following table shows the programmed force structure, manning, and funding for the Army,
Navy, Marine Corps, and Air Force for Fiscal Years 2005, 2007, 2009, and 2011. When
reviewing this plan, it should be noted that it depicts only Service force units; that is, not all of
the force structure is identified. For example, the unclassified version does not account for Army
non-divisional units including its associated assets like aviation and special operations; Navy
non-carrier-based aircraft and construction battalions; and Air Force airlift, special operation,
tankers, and missiles.
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FY05
Army UEX
Active 6
Reserve 1
Army Divisions
Active 5
Reserve 7
Aircraft Carriers 12
Carrier Air Wings
Active 10
Reserve 1
Battle Force Ships 324
Air Force AEFs
10
USMC Divisions
Active 3
Reserve 1
FYO05
USA* AC 482
RC 555
USN AC 366
RC 83
USMC*AC 175
RC 40
USAF AC 360
RC 183

Service Force Units

FYO07

11
5

325

10

End-strength (k)

FYO07
482
555
345
71
175
40
356
182

FYO09

11

337

10

FY09
482
555
345
70
175
40
350
182

FY11

11

342

10

FY11
482
555
345

70
175
40
350
183

* The Army projects it will end FY05 with end strength of 511,800 or 29,400 above the baseline of 482,400. The Marine Corps projects it will
end FYO05 with end strength of 177,675 or 2,675 above the baseline of 175,000. The FYO05 Supplemental request includes $1.7 billion to support

these overstrengths. In FY06, the Army and Marine Corps plan to exceed the funded end strength levels by at least 30,000 and 3,000 end
strength, respectively. Both Services plan to seek Supplemental funding for any additional end strength above the baseline in support of the

Global War on Terrorism.

Anticipated Level of Funding ($B)

FYO05
USA 115
USN 103.7
USMC 18.9
USAF 119.6

FYO07
110.1
110.5

18.5
133.3

FYO09
120.3
122.7

20.6
138.7
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FY11
125.6
131.5

219
146.8
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Chapter 3
Analytical Process

Background
Planning Guidance

The Secretary of Defense’s memorandum of November 15, 2002, Transformation Through Base
Realignment and Closure, initiated the Department’s BRAC process. The Secretary emphasized
the need to eliminate excess physical capacity and transform the Department by rationalizing
infrastructure with the defense strategy. This direction, along with later Department of Defense
policy guidance, established policies, procedures, and authorities for selecting bases for
realignment or closure. All U.S. installations, as defined by law, were considered equally.
Copies of the Department’s policy memoranda are provided in Appendix E.

Changes From Earlier BRAC Rounds

The BRAC 2005 process differed in a number of ways from procedures established in earlier
BRAC rounds. These changes reflect congressional requirements established in BRAC
legislation as well as alterations in the Department’s analytical process designed to ensure the
most comprehensive review of DoD’s infrastructure. Significant legislative changes include the
following:

e The Secretary of Defense was required to provide, with the Fiscal Year 2005 budget
justification documents, a detailed report regarding the need for BRAC 2005.

e The force structure plan must include a 20-year threat assessment rather than the 6-year
threat assessment required in previous BRAC rounds.

e Authority to proceed with BRAC 2005 was contingent on the Secretary of Defense’s
certification that further base closures and realignments are needed and that such actions
would result in annual net savings for each of the Military Departments beginning not
later than Fiscal Year 2011. (The Secretary forwarded his certification to Congress in
March 2004.)

e Military value must be the primary consideration in making realignment and closure
recommendations and factors related to other criteria must be addressed. (In prior rounds
the Department made military value the primary consideration as a matter of policy.)

e The Commission will have one additional member, totaling nine.

e The Commission may add an installation to the Secretary of Defense’s list of
recommended closures and realignments only if:

= Seven of the nine Commissioners support the addition,
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= At least two Commissioners visit the added installation, and

= The Commission provides the Secretary 15 days to explain why an installation was
not included in a BRAC recommendation.

The Commission shall invite the Secretary of Defense to testify at a public hearing, or a
closed hearing if classified information is involved, on any of the Commission’s
proposed changes to the Secretary’s recommendations.

Key dates, such as the nomination of members for the Defense Base Closure and
Realignment Commission, were adjusted.

Regarding implementation and reuse of an installation, DoD is authorized no-cost
conveyances but is directed to seek fair market value, as determined by the Secretary of
Defense.

The Secretary of Defense may implement a closure through privatization in place only if
that method of realignment or closure is specifically authorized in the Commission’s
recommendations and is the most cost-effective method of implementation.

BRAC 2005 Organizational Structure

The Secretary of Defense’s November 15, 2002, memorandum, Transformation Through Base
Realignment and Closure, established a separate governing structure to oversee and operate the
Department’s BRAC 2005 process. The following chart illustrates this structure.

Membership: (10) Membership: (10)
» Vize Chattrean, JC3 = Service Secretaries
= Iylilitary Diepartioent | SECDEF | » Chairrnan, JC3

& geistant Secretaries (I&E) = Service Chiefs
= Service Wice Chiefs “USD (AT&L)
= DUSD (I&E) K

Infrasiructure Executive Council (JEC) .
Chair: DEFSECDEF

Infrastructure Sieering Group (ISG)
Chair: USDATEL)

[ SEC ARMY ] [ SEC NAVY ] [SEC ATR FORCE]

[ 7JOINT CROSS-SERVICE GROUPS | [ AHMY ][ NATE ][ ALRFORCE

Sinalytical Teamms Analytical Teamns A nalytical Teatns
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. o Headguarters & Support
Education & Training .
Chair: Principsl Dep USD (P&R) LIS BN A B
., " L. Am}’r .y
. ] Technical )
Industrial e
S Chair: Director, Defense Research
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Supply & Storage A Intelligence

Chair: Director, Defense Logistics Chair: DUSD {Counterinteligence
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BRAC Management Structure

The Infrastructure Executive Council (IEC), chaired by the Deputy Secretary of

Defense, and composed of the Secretaries of the Military Departments and their Chiefs of
Service, the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, and the Under Secretary of Defense
(Acquisition, Technology & Logistics) (USD (AT&L)), was the policy-making and oversight
body for the entire BRAC 2005 process. This group ultimately shaped a coherent package of
recommendations to present to the Secretary of Defense for his review and approval. The IEC
met more than 20 times during the BRAC process.

The subordinate Infrastructure Steering Group (ISG), chaired by the USD(AT&L) and composed
of the Vice Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, the Military Department Assistant Secretaries
for Installations and Environment, the Service Vice Chiefs, and the Deputy Under Secretary of
Defense (Installations & Environment), oversaw the joint cross-service analyses of common
business-oriented functions and ensured the integration of that process with the Military
Departments’ analysis of all other functions. The ISG met more than 60 times during the BRAC
process, setting milestones and resolving issues as the analyses unfolded.

Joint Cross-Service Groups

To facilitate a robust joint analysis during BRAC 2005, the Secretary of Defense chartered seven
joint cross-service groups (JCSGs) to make realignment and closure recommendations related to
common business-oriented support functions. The JCSGs, each of which had representatives
from the Military Services, the Office of the Secretary of Defense, and the Joint Staff, were
chartered as analytical proponents with exclusive authority to make recommendations related to
assigned support functions. Each performed a broad, comprehensive review of these functions.
The final BRAC 2005 package illustrates that these JCSGs generated a significant portion of the
overall recommendations. By contrast, during the BRAC 1995 round, joint analytical groups
simply developed alternatives for consideration by the Military Departments. Few of these
suggestions were included in the Secretary’s 1995 recommendations.

The seven joint cross-service groups established for BRAC 2005 were:

Education and Training (E&T),

Headquarters and Support Activities (H&SA),
Industrial (IND),

Intelligence (INTEL),

Medical (MED),

Supply and Storage (S&S), and

Technical (TECH).

A summary of each JCSG’s analytical process, along with its recommendations, is presented in
Part 2 of this volume. Detailed JCSG reports are provided in Volumes VI-XII.
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The Military Departments

The Military Departments analyzed the remaining Service-unique or operational functions. A
summary of each Military Department’s analytical process, along with its recommendations, is in
Part 2 of this volume. Detailed Military Department reports are provided in VVolumes I11-V.

Special Joint Teams

During the BRAC analytical effort, the Department formed several teams to facilitate a common
approach among analytical proponents. A Joint Action Scenario Team (JAST), chaired by the
Army, was established to develop and manage the process for conducting joint analyses of
Military Department-to-Military Department joint basing or joint use opportunities and scenarios
that were outside the purview of the JCSGs. This advisory group tracked suggestions for the
joint basing of operational forces and assisted Military Department analytical groups in assessing
these opportunities.

The Department also established four Joint Process Action Teams (JPATS). Each JPAT (named
for the selection criterion on which it worked) was tasked to develop procedures, analytical tools,
and databases to facilitate a common analytical approach to the four nonmilitary value selection
criteria. JPAT 5 focused on the Cost of Base Realignment Actions (COBRA) model and was
chaired by the Army. JPAT 6, Economic Impact, was chaired by the Office of the Secretary of
Defense; JPAT 7, Community Infrastructure Impact, was chaired by the Air Force; and JPAT 8,
Environmental Impact, was chaired by the Navy. The work of each JPAT is discussed later in
this chapter.

Government Accountability Office, Inspector General, and Other Groups

The Government Accountability Office (GAOQ), the DoD Inspector General, and the audit
agencies of the Military Departments played a key role in monitoring each phase of the BRAC
analytical process. The GAO had full access to the Department’s non-deliberative meetings,
briefings, proceedings, and analytical work. The Department provided the GAO the minutes of
deliberative meetings once they were signed. This degree of access should assist the GAO in
rendering its independent assessment of the Department’s BRAC process, as required by Public
Law 101-510, as amended.

In the latter stages of the BRAC analysis, the Department engaged a small group of executive-
level former government officials. Called the “Red Team,” this group was asked to provide an
independent assessment of candidate recommendations. The team included:

e The Honorable Hansford T. Johnson, General, USAF Retired, former Assistant Secretary
and Acting Secretary of the Navy and member of the 1993 BRAC Commission;

e The Honorable Robert B. Pirie, Jr., former Assistant Secretary, Under Secretary, and
Acting Secretary of the Navy and former Assistant Secretary of Defense; and
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e General Leon E. Salomon, USA Retired, former Commander of the U.S. Army Materiel
Command.

The Red Team met with each Military Department and JCSG. It reviewed candidate
recommendations, report drafts, and supporting materials. The team’s insights provided valuable
feedback and suggestions for improving the quality of the candidate recommendation packages
relative to the standard by which the Commission may alter the Secretary’s recommendations.

Analytical Framework

Public Law 101-510, as amended, requires that the Department base its recommendations on its
20-year force structure plan, the inventory of installations and facilities provided to the Congress
in March 2004, and the final BRAC selection criteria. The Department also established a set of
overarching BRAC principles to guide the analytical process.

20-Year Force Structure Plan

The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 1990, as amended, required the Department
to develop a 20-year force structure plan as the basis for its BRAC analysis. This plan, provided
previously to Congress, is based on an assessment of probable threats to national security during
the 20-year period beginning with fiscal year 2005. It identifies the probable Military
Department end-strength levels and the major military units needed to meet these threats, along
with anticipated levels of funding available for national defense purposes during this period. The
Military Departments and JCSGs used the force structure plan to guide their analyses and to
develop candidate recommendations.

As part of the assessment of probable threats to national security, the National Defense
Authorization Act for 2004 requires the Department to “determine the potential, prudent, [sic]
surge requirements to meet those threats.” The Military Departments and JCSGs incorporated
surge assessments in multiple steps of their analyses. Each determined the surge capacities
needed to support the Department’s force structure plan, evaluated the capability of assigned
installations and facilities to surge, and incorporated these capabilities in their capacity
assessments. During the military value analysis, analytical proponents evaluated infrastructure
supporting their functions within the framework provided by the BRAC selection criteria.
Criteria 1, “current and future” mission capabilities, and criteria 3, “ability to accommodate
contingency, mobilization, surge, and future total force requirements,” capture the concept of
surge. By appropriately weighting criteria attributes and metrics, Military Departments and
JCSGs ensured that surge was appropriately reflected in military value analyses. Finally, during
scenario analysis, proponents analyzed alternative infrastructure configurations within the
context of the force structure plan and selection criteria. This analysis provided another
opportunity to fully consider surge since it incorporated surge considerations made during the
evaluation of capabilities necessary to support the force structure and capacity and military
analyses. Policy Memorandum 7, Appendix E, provides additional information on the
Department’s approach to evaluating surge requirements
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The classified force structure plan is Volume Il of this report. An unclassified discussion of the
force structure plan is included in Chapter 2 of this volume.

BRAC 2005 Selection Criteria

The BRAC 2005 statute directed the Department to provide draft selection criteria to the
Congress and the public for a period of review and comment before final criteria could be
adopted and applied in the BRAC analytical process. On December 23, 2003, the Secretary of
Defense provided the Congress draft criteria and published them in the Federal Register for
public comment. Following review of these comments, the Secretary published final criteria on
February 12, 2004. The Congress later amended and codified these criteria in the National
Defense Authorization Act for FY 2005. The final BRAC 2005 Selection Criteria follow:

18

Military Value

(1) The current and future mission capabilities and the impact on operational readiness of
the total force of the Department of Defense, including the impact on joint warfighting,
training, and readiness.

(2) The availability and condition of land, facilities, and associated airspace (including
training areas suitable for maneuver by ground, naval, or air forces throughout a diversity
of climate and terrain areas and staging areas for the use of the Armed Forces in
homeland defense missions) at both existing and potential receiving locations.

(3) The ability to accommodate contingency, mobilization, surge, and future total force
requirements at both existing and potential receiving locations to support operations and
training.

(4) The cost of operations and the manpower implications.

Other Considerations

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

(6) The economic impact on existing communities in the vicinity of military installations.

(7) The ability of the infrastructure of both the existing and potential receiving
communities to support forces, missions, and personnel.

(8) The environmental impact, including the impact of costs related to potential
environmental restoration, waste management, and environmental compliance activities.
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Installation Inventory

As required by Public Law 101-510, as amended, the Department submitted its inventory of
military installations and facilities to the Congress in March 2004. The Department derived the
inventory of owned facilities from the DoD’s Facilities Assessment Database (FAD), a resource
updated annually from the real property records of the Military Departments. The Department
owns more than 520,000 facilities (buildings and structures), of which about 87 percent are in the
United States and territories. These real property records provided the basis for determining
facilities subject to BRAC analysis.

BRAC Principles

To assist in the development of scenarios for base realignment or closures, the Department
established the following BRAC principles. Policy Memorandum 2, Appendix E, provides
additional information on the development of these principles.

e Recruitand Train. The Department must attract, develop, and retain active, reserve,
civilian, and contractor personnel who are highly skilled and educated and have access to
effective, diverse, and sustainable training space to ensure current and future readiness, to
support advances in technology, and to respond to anticipated developments in joint and
Service doctrine and tactics.

e Quality of Life. The Department must provide a quality of life, including a quality of
workplace, that supports recruitment, learning, and training and enhances retention.

e Organize. The Department needs its force structure organized, equipped, and located to
match the demands of the National Military Strategy. These forces must be effectively
and efficiently supported by properly aligned headquarters and other DoD organizations
and take advantage of opportunities for joint basing.

e Equip. The Department needs to retain, or make available within the private sector,
research, development, acquisition, test, and evaluation capabilities. These functions
must efficiently and effectively place superior technology in the hands of the warfighter
to meet current and future threats and facilitate knowledge-enabled and net-centric
warfare.

e Supply, Service, and Maintain. The Department needs access to logistical and
industrial infrastructure capabilities that are optimally integrated into a skilled and cost-
efficient national industrial base that provides agile and responsive global support to
operational forces.

e Deploy & Employ (Operational). The Department needs secure installations that are
optimally located for mission accomplishment (including homeland defense); that
support power projection, rapid deployment, and expeditionary force requirements for
reach-back capability; that sustain the capability to mobilize and surge; and that ensure
strategic redundancy.
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e Intelligence. The Department needs intelligence capabilities to support the National
Military Strategy by delivering predictive analyses, warning of impending crises,
providing persistent surveillance of our most critical targets, and achieving horizontal
integration of networks and databases.

Analytical Process

During the BRAC 2005 process, the Military Departments and JCSGs followed a series of
related, but separate analyses. These basic steps were capacity analysis, military value analysis,
scenario development, and scenario analysis. Using these analytical elements, each proponent
tailored its procedures to analyze its assigned installations and activities. The chart below
provides a summary of this process.

Recommendations
to Commission

Capacity Data Capacity Military Value Military s . Scenario Finalize
Call Dev Analysis & Other Data Value D cvlenarlo Analysis/ | | Recommen-
& Issuance Calls & Issuance Analysis evelopment COBRA dations

Key Aspects of Process

CAPACITY MILITARY VALUE SCENARIO DEVELOPMENT SCENARIO ANALYSIS
Inventory Selection Criteria 1 - 4 ® 20-year force structure plan ®Selection Criterion 5 - Potential
° . . Costs & Savings (COBRA)
® What ® What's important Capacity Analysis
o 11 . ®Criteria 6, 7, 8 —
® Where ® How to measure Military Value Analysis Economic,
* How Big * How to weight ® Transformational ideas Community, &
e o Environmental Impacts
® Usage ® Rank order ® Guiding principles
® Surge
Capacity Analysis

To maximize warfighting capabilities and the efficiency of the current domestic infrastructure,
each Military Department and JCSG began its analysis by determining the capacity of the
installations and activities within its purview. The intent of this analysis was to develop a
comprehensive inventory based upon certified data that included both physical capacity
(buildings, runways, maneuver acres, etc.) and operational capacity (workload or throughput).
Each proponent prepared a comprehensive capacity data call to meet its requirements. The
groups’ task was to determine which bases and sites performed each function, how the physical
and operational capacity at those installations was being used, whether surge capabilities would
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meet contingency needs, and the maximum potential capacity at each location. Once the data
call questions were completed, they were forwarded to the field by the Military Departments and
Defense Agencies. Each group evaluated capacity analysis responses to identify opportunities
for efficiency and effectiveness.

Military Value Analysis (Criteria 1-4)

As required by statute, the military value of an installation or activity was the primary
consideration in developing the Department’s recommendations for base realignments and
closures. The Department determined that military value had two components: a quantitative
component and a qualitative component. The qualitative component is the exercise of military
judgment and experience to ensure rational application of the criteria. This component is
discussed further in the context of scenario analysis. The quantitative component, explained in
greater detail below, assigns attributes, metrics, and weights to the selection criteria to arrive at a
relative scoring of facilities within assigned functions.

To arrive at a quantitative military value score, the proponents began by identifying attributes, or
characteristics, for each criterion. The proponents then weighted attributes to reflect their
relative importance based upon things such as their military judgment or experience, the
Secretary of Defense’s transformational guidance, and BRAC principles. A set of metrics was
subsequently developed to measure these attributes. These were also weighted to reflect relative
importance, again using, for example, military judgment, transformational guidance, and BRAC
principles. Once attributes had been identified and weighted, the proponent developed questions
for use in military value data calls. If more than one question was required to assess a given
metric, these were also weighted. Each analytical proponent prepared a scoring plan, and data
call questions were forwarded to the field. These plans established how answers to data call
questions were to be evaluated and scored. With the scoring plans in place, the Military
Departments and JCSGs completed their military value data calls. These were then forwarded to
the field by the Military Departments and Defense Agencies. The analytical proponents input
the certified data responses into the scoring plans to arrive at a numerical score and a relative
quantitative military value ranking of facilities/installations against their peers.

Scenario Development

With capacity and military value analyses complete, the Military Departments and JCSGs then
began an iterative process to identify potential closure and realignment scenarios. These
scenarios were developed using either a data-driven optimization model or strategy-driven
approaches. Each approach relied heavily on the military judgment and experience of analytical
proponents.

The optimization models used by proponents incorporated capacity and military value analysis
results and force structure capabilities to identify scenarios that maximized military value and
minimized the amount of capacity retained. These models were also used to explore options that
minimized the number of sites required to accommodate a particular function or maximized
potential savings. As data results were analyzed, additional scenario options were evaluated.
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A second, equally valid methodology of generating scenarios for analysis was driven by
overarching Military Department or JCSG strategy. For example, the Headquarters and Support
Activities JCSG identified a strategy objective that would reduce the number of single-function
administrative installations. Scenarios identified by this method were verified against data
collected in earlier capacity and military value analyses. Regardless of the initial approach to
scenario development, qualitative or quantitative, all scenario proposals were refined through
further analysis.

Scenario Analysis

During scenario analysis, proponents evaluated scenarios against selection criteria 5-8 and also
looked again at military value, criteria 1-4. The overall scenario analysis process was
characterized by an effort to identify options that best support force structure capabilities;
enhance military value; provide, in the aggregate, significant infrastructure and/or cost savings;
and are not limited by negative community, economic, or environmental consequences.

For the second look at military value, each scenario was evaluated against the military value
ranking discussed previously to assess how the scenario compared to the quantitative assessment
of military value (i.e., does the scenario favor a location with higher quantitative military value
over a location with lower quantitative military value). Decision makers also applied their
military judgment and experience to assess the overall military value of the proposal. Once the
decision makers determined that the scenario was consistent with or enhanced military value,
they proceeded to evaluate the scenario against the remaining selection criteria, as further
explained below.

Determining Payback (Criterion 5)

Selection Criterion 5 requires the Department to consider the “extent and timing of potential
costs and savings, including the number of years, beginning with the date of completion of the
closure or realignment, for the savings to exceed the costs.” The analytical groups used the
COBRA model to calculate estimated costs and savings associated with various alternatives.
This model was used in previous BRAC analyses and was updated by JPAT 5.

Although the COBRA model is simply an estimating tool, its principal strength is the uniform
approach it applies to all competing scenarios. Its cost and savings estimates are not “budget
quality,” but COBRA'’s consistent methodology ensures that the financial implications of each
competing scenario are analyzed in a uniform manner. The GAO has consistently cited the use
of the COBRA model as effective for estimating costs and savings. In general, COBRA-
generated cost and savings estimates tended to prove conservative once more discrete, budget-
quality assessments were accomplished early in the BRAC implementation phase.

Section 2913(d) of the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 1990, as amended,
requires the Department’s cost and savings criteria to “take into account the effect of the
proposed closure or realignment on the costs of any other activity of the Department of Defense
or any other Federal agency that may be required to assume responsibility for activities at the
military installations.” By estimating the costs and savings to the Department of Defense
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associated with a proposed closure or realignment action, the COBRA model takes into account
the effect of the proposed closure or realignment action on the costs of all DoD activities,
satisfying the requirements of Section 2913(d) with respect to activities of the Department of
Defense.

With respect to determining the effect of the proposed action on the costs of “any other Federal
agency that may be required to assume responsibility for activities” at a closing or realigning
installation, the COBRA model is insufficient because it does not include estimates of non-DoD
entity costs or savings. Furthermore, independently estimating the costs and savings to these
agencies may be inadequate because such information is outside the control of the Department
and therefore any effort to estimate these costs would be highly speculative. Additionally, the
non-DoD agency may choose to relocate rather than remain and assume base operating
responsibilities, potentially achieving savings that would skew any DoD cost estimates.
Consequently, the Department cannot rely on the COBRA model or undertake independent
estimates of the costs and savings to these agencies in order to take into account the effect on
these costs and satisfy the requirements of Section 2913(d) with respect to non-DoD Federal
agencies.

In order to satisfy the requirements of Section 2913(d) with respect to non-DoD Federal
agencies, when a scenario directly impacted a non-DoD Federal agency, the scenario proponent
assumed that such agency will be required to assume responsibility for base operating activities
on the military installation. The scenario proponent further assumed that because such agency
will be required to assume base operating responsibilities it did not have before the proposed
action, the effect of the action will be to increase that agency’s costs. The scenario proponent
documented these effects for consideration by decisionmakers.

Policy Memorandum 3, Appendix E, provides additional information on the Department’s
approach to considering the costs and savings of its recommendations.

Determining Economic Impact (Criterion 6)

Selection criterion 6 requires the Department to consider the “economic impact on existing
communities in the vicinity of military installations.” The Department used a certified database
and calculator developed by JPAT 6 to assess the economic impact of closures and realignments
on communities. The calculator, called the Economic Impact Tool (EIT), measured the total
potential job change (direct and indirect) in the economic area or region of influence (ROI) of a
scenario, and the total potential job change as a percentage of total employment in that region.

To assist in assessing the relative economic impact of a scenario, the EIT also displayed the:
e population and employment of the region of influence,

installation’s authorized manpower,

authorized manpower as a percentage of the region’s employment,

total job change (the sum of the estimated direct and indirect job changes), and

total job change as a percentage of the region’s employment.
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Additionally, the EIT provided graphs displaying the total employment from 1988-2002, the
annual unemployment rates from 1990-2003, and the per capita income during 1988-2002 for
each region of influence. These graphs provided users a basis for assessing the relative impact a
scenario might have on a local community’s economy. Policy Memorandum 6, Appendix E,
provides additional information on the Department’s approach to evaluating economic impact.

As the Department finalized its recommendations, decision makers reviewed the aggregate
economic impacts to understand how all the actions encompassed in the BRAC 05
recommendation package might affect a given ROL.

Assessing Community Infrastructure (Criterion 7)

Selection Criterion 7 requires the Department to consider the “ability of the infrastructure of both
the existing and potential receiving communities to support forces, missions, and personnel.”
Using procedures that JPAT 7 developed, the Military Departments and JCSGs examined the
ability of both the existing and potential receiving communities’ infrastructure to support forces,
missions, and personnel. The process required the evaluation of 10 key community attributes--
demographics, childcare, cost of living, education, employment, housing, medical care,
safety/crime, transportation, and utilities. JPAT 7 created databases on each military installation
for the Military Department and JCSG assessments. Policy Memorandum 4, Appendix E,
provides additional information on the Department’s approach to evaluating Community Impact.

As the Department finalized its recommendations, decision makers reviewed the aggregate of all
recommendations in a community to assess the ability of the communities to support missions,
forces, and personnel.

Determining Environmental Impact (Criterion 8)

Selection Criterion 8 requires the Department to consider the “environmental impact, including
the impact of costs related to potential environmental restoration, waste management, and
environmental compliance activities.” To assist the Military Departments and JCSGs in
assessing these impacts, JPAT 8 obtained environmental data from all DoD installations and
provided procedural instructions on a range of environmental assessment issues.

Environmental Resources Impact To assess and consider the environmental resource impacts
of different scenarios, JPAT 8 identified 10 environmental resource areas for consideration: air
quality; cultural/archeological/tribal resources; dredging; land use constraints/sensitive resource
areas; marine mammals/marine resources/marine sanctuaries; noise; threatened and endangered
species/critical habitat; waste management; water resources; and wetlands. The Military
Departments and the Defense Logistics Agency (DLA) arrayed environmental data on these
resource areas for each of their installations in an environmental profile. The profiles also noted
the Fiscal Year 2003 estimate of the costs to complete restoration of sites managed under the
Defense Environmental Restoration Account (DERA).

Analytical groups used these profiles to assess each scenario. When a scenario appeared to merit
additional review, the proponent requested a Summary of Scenario Environmental Impacts to
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evaluate impacts in the 10 environmental resource areas and identify any one-time waste
management and compliance costs. The Military Departments and JCSGs then evaluated their
scenarios in light of any identified impacts.

Impact of Potential Environmental Restoration Costs. The Department considered the
impact of costs related to potential environmental restoration through the review of certified data
on preexisting environmental restoration projects at installations that were identified during
scenario development as candidates for closure or realignment. In this regard, the certified data
considered by the Military Departments and JCSGs included the Fiscal Year 2003 estimate of
costs to complete for Installation Restoration (IR) sites managed and reported under the DERA.

Under DERA, the costs are generally calculated on a “clean-to-current-use” standard. The cost of
environmental restoration did not dictate any installation closure decision. The presence of
DERA-managed sites, however, was considered as a land use constraint for installations
receiving missions as a result of a potential realignment decision.

Since the Department is legally obligated to perform environmental restoration whether a base is
closed, realigned, or remains open, proponents did not consider environmental restoration costs
in their payback calculations. Moreover the consideration of such costs could provide a perverse
incentive that would reward (through retention) polluted sites and close clean sites. This
approach was consistent with procedures used in prior BRAC rounds and responds to the
Government Accountability Office (GAQO) concerns. The GAO has stated that determining final
restoration costs could be problematic before a closure decision, since neither reuse plans nor
studies to identify related restoration requirements would have been initiated.

Impact of Potential Waste Management and Environmental Compliance Cost. Any one-
time waste management and compliance costs associated with closing a facility (e.g., costs
generated as the result of operation permit termination requirements) or similar one-time costs
associated with realignment actions (expanding treatment or compliance operation permits) were
also identified for inclusion in the payback calculations.

In addition to this overall effort to create environmental profiles of each installation that address
major issues, the groups also asked scenario-specific questions about environmental issues at
gaining and losing bases. The results are incorporated in their recommendations and
justifications.

It should be noted that the process for applying criterion 8 did not include an environmental
assessment or impact study under the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 USC 4321
et seq.) (NEPA). Under the BRAC statute (Section 2905(c) of the Defense Base Closure and
Realignment Act of 1990, as amended through the FY05 Authorization Act), the NEPA process
is not triggered until the implementation of the BRAC recommendations. Rather, the
environmental part of the BRAC process was an effort to efficiently package and analyze the
certified environmental data, thus making it easily accessible to the Military Departments and
JCSGs for integration into their analytical processes. Policy Memoranda 4 and 8, Appendix E,
provide additional information on the Department’s approach to evaluating environmental
impact.
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As the Department finalized its recommendations, decisionmakers reviewed the summary of
aggregate environmental impacts for each affected installation to assess whether the combination
of all the actions encompassed in the BRAC 2005 recommendation package might generate
environmental concerns that would need further review.

Integrating Military Department and JCSG Recommendations

In the final stages of the scenario analysis process, using its analysis against all eight selection
criteria, each analytical proponent deliberated and decided which of its scenarios to recommend
to the 1ISG and IEC for approval. Any scenario so recommended became a candidate
recommendation.

After the ISG and IEC completed their review and approval of individual candidate
recommendations, the Department conducted a process of integration. Integration involved
allocating costs and savings among candidate recommendations and combining multiple
candidate recommendations into a single candidate recommendation where that would produce a
complete closure or would make functional or strategic sense. All newly combined
recommendations were then evaluated against selection criteria 5-8, as described above.
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Chapter 4
Implementation and Reuse

When implementing decisions during the past four BRAC rounds, the Department worked
diligently to assist its military and civilian personnel in transition, to transfer property for reuse,
and to assist communities in converting surplus military installations to civilian reuse. The
Department attempted to minimize involuntary separations of Defense civilians at closing or
realigning installations through a variety of placement, retirement, and federal retraining
programs.

As a result of prior BRAC efforts, the Department has transferred over 450,000 acres of land and
related facilities by deed or long-term lease to other entities for reuse. These transfers have
permitted the creation of more than 110,000 new jobs, and redevelopment is continuing at those
former installations. New job creation has continued to increase at an average annual rate of
nearly ten percent over the past four years. In implementing BRAC 2005 decisions, the
Department plans to assist community redevelopment, capitalizing on its previous experience
and adapting to changing economic and market conditions. While some installations will close
and others will experience job losses through realignment, other installations will expand to
accommodate missions and relocated personnel. Relocations of missions and associated
personnel were a significant aspect of BRAC 2005.

Guiding Principles

Out of its experience assisting communities during the implementation of previous BRAC
rounds, the Department believes that the following principles will be particularly useful in the
transition in communities supporting the Department’s mission:

e 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.

e 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 sale to state or local
government, conservation conveyances, and public sale, by which to transfer 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 “one-size-fits-all-solution,” the Department will use this array of
authorities in a way that considers individual circumstances.
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Rely on and leverage market forces. After four rounds of BRAC, both the public and
private sectors are aware of the range of opportunities available for property reuse. A
broad spectrum of practitioners has gained experience in all phases of base closure and
redevelopment. This expertise should allow market forces to work effectively.
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. If installation growth is substantial, 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.

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. While BRAC sometimes challenges the
existing supportive partnership between the installation and the community, both parties
can benefit from the change if they continue to recognize themselves as partners whose
individual interests in carrying out BRAC decisions are interrelated. EXisting
partnerships may need to expand to include state officials because of their environmental,
historic preservation, and economic development responsibilities. Military-community
partnerships need to be flexible enough to adapt to the specific market forces and other
circumstances at each location.

Speak with one voice. The Department, executing disposal and reuse activities through
the Military Departments and Defense Agencies, will provide clear and timely
information through single focal points and will encourage affected communities to do
the same. Timely information regarding facility and environmental conditions and
closure and realignment schedules are critically important. In the past, when
communities spoke with one voice about their reuse goals and activities, the Department
was better positioned to consider local redevelopment plans. This was also true when
installations and communities experienced substantial personnel increases. The
Department recognizes that installation base commanders and local officials need to
integrate elements of their growth planning so that appropriate off-base facilities and
services are available for arriving personnel and their families.

Information About BRAC

The Department recognizes that BRAC decisions and their implementation are of high public
interest. To keep information as current as possible, the Department maintains a BRAC 2005
website (www.defenselink.mil/BRAC). The Department’s Office of Economic Adjustment
(OEA) also maintains a website (www.oea.gov). Information on the OEA site could prove
useful to local communities during their initial planning phases.

Concerns about the implementation of BRAC decisions are numerous and based on very
installation-specific circumstances. For many of these concerns, sufficient information may be
available only after BRAC decisions are finalized and installation-specific implementation plans
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are developed. The Department, however, has highlighted three particular areas for attention:
assistance for personnel, environmental responsibilities, and assistance for affected communities.

Assistance for Personnel

One of the Department’s challenges at installations subject to BRAC decisions is the fair and
effective management of human resources. The closure of installations with the potential for
separating a large number of civilian employees presents major challenges to commanders and
human resource personnel. While these installations will still have missions to accomplish, the
employees will be stressed about their careers and employment security. In this atmosphere,
productivity will suffer and the employees’ overall quality of life may diminish. The
Department has a number of mitigating placement, transition, and worker assistance programs to
draw from, including the following:

e The Priority Placement Program provides for the referral and mandatory placement of
displaced employees who are qualified for other vacancies within the Department. Other
programs provide various types of referral and priority considerations for Defense and
other Federal agencies’ job vacancies.

e The Department’s permanent VVoluntary Early Retirement Authority allows eligible
employees to retire early and receive a reduced annuity.

e The Voluntary Separation Incentive Program (with a cash payment) authorizes the
Department to encourage displaced employees to separate voluntarily by resignation or
retirement to avoid an involuntary separation of another employee.

e The Department’s Homeowners Assistance Program provides financial assistance to
relocating military and DoD civilians when they must sell their homes in a market that
has been adversely impacted by a BRAC action.

e The U.S. Department of Labor provides funding for assistance to displaced Federal
employees. Under the Workforce Investment Act, assistance may include counseling,
testing, placement assistance, retraining, and other related services. This assistance is
available through the appropriate state employment security agencies.

Military commanders and human resource personnel have learned from previous BRAC rounds
the importance of stressing job placement and training to employees. When dislocations are
likely to be large, establishing transition assistance offices at the installation encourages a strong
partnership for providing the range of programs available from the Department of Labor and the
Military Departments.
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Realigning and Closing Bases: Environmental Responsibilities

The Department intends to transfer BRAC property expeditiously for reuse. However, the
Department will comply with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), which requires all
Federal agencies to identify and consider possible environmental impacts of proposed reuse
activities before transferring any real property. This analysis will also include the potential
impacts on historical and cultural resources. While NEPA does not apply to the BRAC decisions
themselves, the Act does require an environmental analysis for each installation receiving
additional functions. Any mitigation that may be required will be identified and considered for
implementation.

The Military Departments are responsible for environmental remediation of closing installations.
Early in the implementation process, the Military Departments will assess and document the
environmental condition of all transferable property in terms of the extent of contamination and
the current phase of any remedial or corrective action.

If no remedial action on the installation is required, surplus real estate may be transferred. If
remediation is required, the Military Department may complete the work before the transfer, or
alternatively, with agreement from the affected community, the remediation to current use
standards may be completed after transfer. Some property transfer negotiations have the new
owner managing cleanup as a part of the redevelopment process. With regulatory concurrence,
remediation and redevelopment activities may be integrated, potentially saving time and money.
An ideal candidate for this type of transfer is property that has manageable environmental
contamination, is readily marketable, and has community and regulator support.

Assistance for Communities

From a community’s perspective, BRAC actions take several forms -- complete closure, partial
closure, realignment with a loss, and realignment with gains. Complete closure means the end of
the military use of the property. Realignment actions, from a community view, take two distinct
forms—either gaining or losing jobs. During a gaining realignment, a community will experience
growth as it receives an additional military presence. On the other hand, a losing realignment
action may mean reducing a large military presence in a community but not closing the
installation in its entirety. In those cases, real property may become available for civilian reuse.

From both the military and community perspectives, the challenges posed by losing scenarios,
i.e., closures or realignments, differ from those posed by growth realignments. The
Department’s Office of Economic Adjustment (OEA) is prepared to help a community adjust to
a significant BRAC action whether a loss or a gain. Such assistance from the Department and
other Federal agencies is designed to facilitate the organization, planning, and execution of
community-based adjustment strategies.

State and local officials may request OEA assistance. OEA maintains information on all aspects
of local economic adjustment through a series of written documents, available on the OEA

website—~www.0ea.gov.
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Realignments With Growth at Receiving Installations

Significant personnel increases at a military installation may substantially increase demands on
community services and facilities. These demands could affect current residents. For example,
off-base housing scarcity and over-crowded schools have been major areas of concern shared by
both the military and the community.

In a number of cases, the community will clearly be able to accommodate growth because the
number and timing of arriving personnel is less than the community’s excess capacity and near-
term capability for expansion. This situation is not always the case, however. If questions arise
regarding support capacity, OEA is prepared to assist communities in formulating growth
management plans.

An essential first step for the community is forming a partnership with the military installation so
that information and expectations can be shared. The preparation of a growth management plan
involves study and analysis as well as participation by community leaders so that growth
strategies get the support necessary for implementation. The overall goal is to formulate and
implement a community adjustment strategy so that the off-base impacts of significant military
expansions can be accommodated in a timely manner.

Closures and Losing Realignments

BRAC actions can affect local communities in terms of reduced economic activity and job
cutbacks. In the previous four rounds, many BRAC actions had a negligible effect on the
surrounding community’s economy. However, over 100 BRAC actions significantly affected the
local community, triggering a coordinated program of federal assistance from the Department of
Defense and other Federal agencies.

Jobs gained through the economic redevelopment of former installations can be critically
important to mitigate the impact of BRAC actions. Civilian redevelopment is often the single
most important opportunity for an affected community to overcome adverse impacts while
building upon a community’s strengths and opportunities.

To ease the economic effects on communities, the Department seeks to close installations as
expeditiously as possible. This strategy makes property available for community redevelopment
objectives and also saves DoD resources. For some communities, surplus military installations
represent advantageously located real estate in the midst of rapidly growing and prosperous local
economies. For other communities, opportunity may be difficult to recognize initially. No
matter the situation, the redevelopment of a former military installation is often a complex effort.

Because the needs of affected communities vary so greatly, the Department is prepared to assist
communities in a variety of ways:

e Interms of planning, the Department provides detailed information on the condition of an
installation so that community redevelopment plans and potential users can identify
baseline conditions and any required environmental cleanup needs.
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e While job creation, new business development, and tax-base expansion are common
redevelopment goals adopted in communities, public use facilities may also be part of a
base’s redevelopment. Federal property laws provide a variety of property transfer
mechanisms to satisfy and support diverse redevelopment scenarios.

e During the past four rounds of BRAC, OEA provided about $280 million in economic
planning and redevelopment assistance to local communities. Other Federal agencies
provided approximately $1.6 billion in coordinated grant assistance: Federal Aviation
Administration ($760 million); the Commerce Department’s Economic Development
Administration ($611 million); and the Labor Department’s Employment and Training
Administration ($223 million).

Redeveloping a military base becomes an opportunity for community leaders to reinvent the
base’s usefulness and prosper from a diverse range of new civilian activities. The Department
provides important assistance for reuse planning and property transfer. Other Federal agencies
can provide additional help in acquiring and redeveloping base property. States have assisted
community efforts with technical and financial assistance and direct participation in
redevelopment efforts. Most importantly, closed bases find new life through the commitment of
community leaders to create and sustain a widely shared vision for base redevelopment.

The successful redevelopment of surplus military property does not occur without a genuine
partnering between the Military Departments and the communities that will absorb the former
installations. Likewise, it is important to recognize that this necessary Military-community
partnership needs to be flexible to adapt to the specific market forces and private sector
circumstances found at each location. Government agencies at all levels can bring critical
knowledge and resources to this effort. The private sector’s entrepreneurial perspective and
capital ultimately turn reuse visions into viable economic redevelopment and job creation.
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Appendix A:

Cross Reference: Recommendations to Installations by State

Installations: Recommendations Impacting  Report Location Page
Installation
Alabama
Abbott U.S. Army Reserve Center Tuskegee
RC Transformation in Alabama Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 25
Anderson U.S. Army Reserve Center Troy
RC Transformation in Alabama Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 25
Anniston Army Depot
Commaodity Management Privatization Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S-5
Section
Marine Corps Logistics Base, Barstow, CA Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 6
Naval Weapons Station Seal Beach, CA Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind - 4
Red River Army Depot, TX Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 16
Rock Island Arsenal, IL Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind-7
Supply, Storage, and Distribution Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S - 13
Management Reconfiguration Section
Armed Forces Reserve Center Mobile
Navy and Marine Corps Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 29
BG William P Screws U.S. Army Reserve Center Montgomery
RC Transformation in Alabama Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 25
Birmingham Armed Forces Reserve Center
USAR Command and Control — Southeast Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 115
Birmingham International Airport Air Guard Station
Birmingham International Airport Air Guard Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF -5
Station, AL
Dannelly Field Air Guard Station
Birmingham International Airport Air Guard Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF -5
Station, AL
Great Falls International Airport Air Guard Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 30
Station, MT
Fort Ganey Army National Guard Reserve Center Mobile
RC Transformation in Alabama Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 25
Fort Hanna Army National Guard Reserve Center Birmingham
RC Transformation in Alabama Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 25



Installations: Recommendations Impacting  Report Location Page
Installation
Fort Rucker
Auviation Logistics School Vol 1: Part 2 - Education & E&T -5
Training Section
Establish Centers for Rotary Wing Air Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech - 26
Platform Development and Acquisition, Test
and Evaluation
Gary U.S. Army Reserve Center Enterprize
RC Transformation in Alabama Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 25
Maxwell Air Force Base
Consolidate Air and Space C4ISR Research, Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech-6
Development and Acquisition, Test and
Evaluation
Joint Center of Excellence for Religious Vol 1: Part 2 - Education & E&T -9
Training & Education Training Section
Mansfield-Lahm Municipal Airport Air Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 39
Guard Station, OH
Navy Recruiting District Montgomery
Navy Recruiting Districts Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 34
Navy Reserve Center Tuscaloosa
Navy Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 37
Navy-Marine Corps Reserve Center Mobile
Navy and Marine Corps Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 29
Redstone Arsenal
Co-locate Missile and Space Defense Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 15
Agencies Support Activities Section
Combat Service Support Center Vol 1: Part 2 - Education & E&T -6
Training Section
Consolidate Ground Vehicle Development & Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech-7
Acquisition in a Joint Center
Depot Level Reparable Procurement Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S-7
Management Consolidation Section
Establish Centers for Rotary Wing Air Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech - 26
Platform Development and Acquisition, Test
and Evaluation
Fort Gillem, GA Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA-6
Fort Monmouth, NJ Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA-11
Relocate Army Headquarters and Field Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 46
Operating Agencies Support Activities Section
The Adjutant General Bldg, Alabama Army National Guard Montgomery
RC Transformation in Alabama Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 25
Wright U.S. Army Reserve Center
RC Transformation in Alabama Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 25
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Installations: Recommendations Impacting  Report Location Page
Installation
Alaska

Eielson Air Force Base
Eielson Air Force Base, AK, Moody Air Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 6
Force Base, GA, and Shaw Air Force Base,
sC

Elmendorf Air Force Base
Ellsworth Air Force Base, SD, and Dyess Air Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 43
Force Base, TX
Kulis Air Guard Station and Elmendorf Air Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 7
Force Base, AK
Mountain Home Air Force Base, ID, Nellis Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 18
Air Force Base, NV, and ElImendorf Air
Force Base, AK

Fort Richardson
Consolidate Civilian Personnel Offices Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 19
(CPOs) within each Military Department and Support Activities Section
the Defense Agencies
Joint Basing Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 41

Support Activities Section

Kulis Air Guard Station
Kulis Air Guard Station and Elmendorf Air Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 7
Force Base, AK

Arizona

Air Force Research Lab, Mesa City
Defense Research Service Led Laboratories Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech - 22

Allen Hall Armed Forces Reserve Center, Tucson
RC Transformation in Arizona Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 28

Fort Huachuca
Consolidate Civilian Personnel Offices Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 19
(CPOs) within each Military Department and Support Activities Section
the Defense Agencies
Depot Level Reparable Procurement Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S -7
Management Consolidation Section

Leased Space - AZ
Co-locate Defense/Military Department Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA -5
Adjudication Activities Support Activities Section
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Installations: Recommendations Impacting  Report Location Page

Installation
Luke Air Force Base
Air Force Logistics Support Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 53
Fort Smith Air Guard Station, AR and Luke Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF -9

Air Force Base, AZ

Hill Air Force Base, UT, Edwards Air Force Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 47

Base, CA, Mountain Home Air Force Base,

ID, Luke Air Force Base, AZ, and Nellis Air

Force Base, NV

Joint Strike Fighter Initial Joint Training Site Vol 1: Part 2 - Education & E&T - 10
Training Section

Marine Corps Air Station Yuma

Fleet Readiness Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind - 19
Phoenix Sky Harbor International Airport

Birmingham International Airport Air Guard Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF -5

Station, AL

Arkansas

Camp Pike (90th)

USAR Command and Control — Southwest Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 117
El Dorado Armed Forces Reserve Center

RC Transformation in Arkansas Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 30
Fort Smith Regional

Fort Smith Air Guard Station, AR and Luke Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF -9

Air Force Base, AZ
Little Rock Air Force Base
Air Force Logistics Support Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 53

Ellsworth Air Force Base, SD, and Dyess Air Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 43
Force Base, TX

General Mitchell Air Reserve Station, WI Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 52

Mansfield-Lahm Municipal Airport Air Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 39
Guard Station, OH

Niagara Falls Air Reserve Station, NY Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 33
Pope Air Force Base, NC, Pittshurgh Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 35

International Airport Air Reserve Station,
PA, and Yeager Air Guard Station, WV

Reno-Tahoe International Airport Air Guard Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 31

Station, NV
Schenectady County Airport Air Guard Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 34
Station, NY
Stone U.S. Army Reserve Center, Pine Bluff
RC Transformation in Arkansas Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 30
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Base, CA, Mountain Home Air Force Base,
ID, Luke Air Force Base, AZ, and Nellis Air
Force Base, NV

Installations: Recommendations Impacting  Report Location Page
Installation
California
Armed Forces Reserve Center Bell
Navy and Marine Corps Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 29
Army National Guard Reserve Center Bell
RC Transformation in California Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA-33
Beale Air Force Base
Beale Air Force Base, CA and Selfridge Air Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 10
National Guard Base, Ml
Camp Parks (91st)
USAR Command and Control — Southwest Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 117
Channel Islands Air Guard Station
Pope Air Force Base, NC, Pittsburgh Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 35
International Airport Air Reserve Station,
PA, and Yeager Air Guard Station, WV
Reno-Tahoe International Airport Air Guard Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 31
Station, NV
Defense Distribution Depot San Joaquin
Commodity Management Privatization Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S-5
Section
Defense Finance and Accounting Service, Oakland
Defense Finance and Accounting Service Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 37
Support Activities Section
Defense Finance and Accounting Service, San Bernardino
Defense Finance and Accounting Service Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 37
Support Activities Section
Defense Finance and Accounting Service, San Diego
Defense Finance and Accounting Service Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 37
Support Activities Section
Defense Finance and Accounting Service, Seaside
Defense Finance and Accounting Service Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 37
Support Activities Section
Edwards Air Force Base
Consolidate Air and Space C4ISR Research, Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech-6
Development and Acquisition, Test and
Evaluation
Consolidate Correctional Facilities into Joint Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 22
Regional Correctional Facilities Support Activities Section
Hill Air Force Base, UT, Edwards Air Force Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 47
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Installations: Recommendations Impacting
Installation

Report Location

Page

Fort Hunter Liggett

USAR Command and Control — Southwest

Fresno Air Terminal

Fort Smith Air Guard Station, AR and Luke
Air Force Base, AZ

Mountain Home Air Force Base, ID, Nellis
Air Force Base, NV, and ElImendorf Air
Force Base, AK

Reno-Tahoe International Airport Air Guard
Station, NV

Human Resources Support Center Southwest

Consolidate Civilian Personnel Offices
(CPOs) within each Military Department and
the Defense Agencies

Leased Space - CA

Co-locate Defense/Military Department
Adjudication Activities

Co-locate Military Department Investigation
Agencies with DoD Counterintelligence and
Security Agency

Los Alamitos (63rd)

USAR Command and Control — Southwest

March Air Reserve Base

March Air Reserve Base, CA

Marine Corps Base Camp Pendleton

Consolidate Correctional Facilities into Joint
Regional Correctional Facilities

Fleet Readiness Centers
Marine Corps Base Miramar

Consolidate Correctional Facilities into Joint
Regional Correctional Facilities

Fleet Readiness Centers
Joint Strike Fighter Initial Joint Training Site

Marine Corps Logistics Base Barstow
Marine Corps Logistics Base, Barstow, CA

Supply, Storage, and Distribution
Management Reconfiguration

Marine Corps Reserve Center Pasadena CA
Navy and Marine Corps Reserve Centers

Moffett Field

USAR Command and Control — Southwest

Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section

Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section

Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section

Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section

Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and
Support Activities Section

Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and
Support Activities Section

Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and
Support Activities Section

Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section

Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section

Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and
Support Activities Section

Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section

Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and
Support Activities Section

Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section

Vol 1: Part 2 - Education &
Training Section

Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section

Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage

Section

Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section

Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section

USA - 117

USAF -9

USAF - 18

USAF - 31

H&SA - 19

H&SA -5

H&SA -8

USA - 117

USAF - 11

H&SA - 22

Ind - 19

H&SA - 22

Ind - 19
E&T - 10

DoN - 6
S&S - 13

DoN - 29

USA - 117
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Installations: Recommendations Impacting  Report Location Page

Installation
Naval Air Station Lemore
Fleet Readiness Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind - 19
Naval Air Weapons Station China Lake
Create a Naval Integrated Weapons & Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech - 15

Armaments Research, Development and
Acquisition, Test and Evaluation Center

Create an Integrated Weapons & Armaments Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech - 19
Specialty Site for Guns and Ammunition

Fleet Readiness Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind - 19
Navy Sensors, Electronic Warfare, and Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech - 28

Electronics Research, Development and
Acquisition, Test and Evaluation

Naval Base Coronado

Consolidate Civilian Personnel Offices Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 19
(CPOs) within each Military Department and Support Activities Section
the Defense Agencies

Fleet Readiness Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind - 19
Naval Base Point Loma

Consolidate Maritime C4ISR Research, Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech-9

Development and Acquisition, Test and

Evaluation

Create a Naval Integrated Weapons & Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech - 15

Armaments Research, Development and
Acquisition, Test and Evaluation Center

Naval Station Ingleside, TX, and Naval Air Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 26
Station Corpus Christi, TX

Naval Base Ventura City

Consolidate Maritime C4ISR Research, Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech -9
Development and Acquisition, Test and

Evaluation

Create a Naval Integrated Weapons & Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech - 15

Armaments Research, Development and
Acquisition, Test and Evaluation Center

Fleet Readiness Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind - 19
Naval Support Activity Corona, CA Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN -7
Navy Sensors, Electronic Warfare, and Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech - 28

Electronics Research, Development and
Acquisition, Test and Evaluation

Naval Medical Center San Diego

San Antonio Regional Medical Center, TX Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 10
Naval Station San Diego

Naval Station Ingleside, TX, and Naval Air Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 26

Station Corpus Christi, TX

Supply, Storage, and Distribution Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S - 13

Management Reconfiguration Section
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Installations: Recommendations Impacting  Report Location Page
Installation

Naval Support Activity Corona

Naval Support Activity Corona, CA Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN -7
Naval Weapons Station Fallbrook
Create an Integrated Weapons & Armaments Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech - 19

Specialty Site for Guns and Ammunition
Naval Weapons Station Seal Beach Dat Concord

Create a Naval Integrated Weapons & Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech - 15
Armaments Research, Development and
Acquisition, Test and Evaluation Center

Naval Weapons Station Seal Beach, CA Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind - 4
Navy-Marine Corps Reserve Center, Encino

Navy and Marine Corps Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 29
Navy-Marine Corps Reserve Center, Los Angeles

Navy and Marine Corps Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 29
Onizuka Air Force Station

Onizuka Air Force Station, CA Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 12
Riverbank Army Ammunition Plant

Riverbank Army Ammunition Plant, CA Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind -5
U.S. Army Reserve Center Moffett Field

RC Transformation in California Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA-33
Vandenberg Air Force Base

Onizuka Air Force Station, CA Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 12

Portland International Airport Air Guard Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 41

Station, OR
Vandenburg Air Force Base

Onizuka Air Force Station, CA Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 12

Portland International Airport Air Guard Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 41

Station, OR

Colorado

Air Reserve Personnel Center

Consolidate/Co-locate Active and Reserve Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 33
Personnel & Recruiting Centers for Army Support Activities Section
and Air Force

Defense Finance and Accounting Service Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 37
Support Activities Section

Buckley Air Force Base
New Orleans Air Reserve Station, LA Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 22

Springfield-Beckley Municipal Airport Air Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 40
Guard Station, OH,
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Installations: Recommendations Impacting  Report Location Page
Installation
Fort Carson
Convert Inpatient Services to Clinics Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 12
Fort Hood, TX Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 15
Leased Space - CO
Co-locate Military Department Investigation Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA -8
Agencies with DoD Counterintelligence and Support Activities Section
Security Agency
Peterson Air Force Base
Co-locate Military Department Investigation Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA -8
Agencies with DoD Counterintelligence and Support Activities Section
Security Agency
Ellsworth Air Force Base, SD, and Dyess Air Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 43
Force Base, TX
Schriever Air Force Base
Niagara Falls Air Reserve Station, NY Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 33
United States Air Force Academy
Convert Inpatient Services to Clinics Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 12
Connecticut
Bradley International Airport Air Guard Station
Bradley International Airport Air Guard Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 14
Station, CT, Barnes Air Guard Station, MA,
Selfridge Air National Guard Base, Ml,
Shaw Air Force Base, SC, and Martin State
Air Guard Station, MD
Otis Air National Guard Base, MA, Lambert Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 25
St. Louis International Airport, Air Guard
Station, MO, and Atlantic City Air Guard
Station, NJ
SGT George D. Libby U.S. Army Reserve Center, New Haven
RC Transformation in Connecticut Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 35
Submarine Base New London
Create Joint Mobilization Sites Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 35
Support Activities Section
Submarine Base New London, CT Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 10
Turner U.S. Army Reserve Center, Fairfield
RC Transformation in Connecticut Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 35
U.S. Army Reserve Center Area Maintenance Support Facility Middletown
RC Transformation in Connecticut Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 35
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Delaware

Dover Air Force Base
New Castle Airport Air Guard Station, DE Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 15
Walter Reed National Military Medical Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 4
Center, Bethesda, MD

Kirkwood U.S. Army Reserve Center, Newark
RC Transformation in Delaware Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 37

New Castle County Airport Air Guard Station
New Castle Airport Air Guard Station, DE Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 15

District of Columbia

Bolling Air Force Base
Co-locate Defense/Military Department Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA -5
Adjudication Activities Support Activities Section
Consolidate Civilian Personnel Offices Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 19
(CPOs) within each Military Department and Support Activities Section
the Defense Agencies
Joint Basing Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 41

Support Activities Section

Relocate Air Force Real Property Agency Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 44
(AFRPA) Support Activities Section

Leased Space - DC
Consolidate Media Organizations into a New Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 30
Agency for Media and Publications Support Activities Section
Relocate Miscellaneous Department of Navy Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 49
Leased Locations Support Activities Section

Naval District Washington
Co-locate Defense/Military Department Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA -5
Adjudication Activities Support Activities Section
Co-locate Military Department Investigation Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA -8
Agencies with DoD Counterintelligence and Support Activities Section
Security Agency
Consolidate Maritime C4ISR Research, Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech-9
Development and Acquisition, Test and
Evaluation
Consolidate Sea Vehicle Development & Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech - 13
Acquisition
Navy Reserve Readiness Commands Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 44
Relocate Miscellaneous Department of Navy Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 49
Leased Locations Support Activities Section

Potomac Annex
Joint Centers of Excellence For Chemical, Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 15

Biological, and Medical Research and
Development and Acquisition
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Walter Reed Army Medical Center
Joint Centers of Excellence For Chemical, Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 15
Biological, and Medical Research and
Development and Acquisition
Submarine Base New London, CT Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 10
Walter Reed National Military Medical Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 4
Center, Bethesda, MD

Florida

Defense Finance and Accounting Service, Orlando

Defense Finance and Accounting Service Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 37
Support Activities Section

Eglin Air Force Base
Consolidate Air and Space C4ISR Research, Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech -6
Development and Acquisition, Test and
Evaluation
Create an Air Integrated Weapons & Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech - 18
Armaments Research, Development and
Acquisition, Test and Evaluation Center
Fort Bragg, NC Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 10
Joint Strike Fighter Initial Joint Training Site Vol 1: Part 2 - Education & E&T - 10

Training Section

Homestead Air Reserve Station
Hill Air Force Base, UT, Edwards Air Force Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 47
Base, CA, Mountain Home Air Force Base,
ID, Luke Air Force Base, AZ, and Nellis Air
Force Base, NV
Richmond Air Guard Station, VA, and Des Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 50
Moines International Airport Air Guard
Station, 1A

Hurlburt Field
Air Force Logistics Support Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 53

Jacksonville International Airport Air Guard Station
F100 Engine Centralized Intermediate Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 55
Repair Facilities
Mountain Home Air Force Base, ID, Nellis Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 18
Air Force Base, NV, and ElImendorf Air
Force Base, AK
Otis Air National Guard Base, MA, Lambert Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 25

St. Louis International Airport, Air Guard
Station, MO, and Atlantic City Air Guard
Station, NJ
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MacDill Air Force Base
Beale Air Force Base, CA and Selfridge Air Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 10
National Guard Base, Ml
Convert Inpatient Services to Clinics Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 12
Grand Forks Air Force Base, ND Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 37
Naval Air Station Jacksonville
Consolidate Correctional Facilities into Joint Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 22
Regional Correctional Facilities Support Activities Section
Consolidate Maritime C4ISR Research, Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech-9
Development and Acquisition, Test and
Evaluation
Engineering Field Division/Activity Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 28
Fleet Readiness Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind - 19
Naval Air Station Brunswick, ME Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 18
Navy Regions Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 35
Supply, Storage, and Distribution Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S - 13
Management Reconfiguration Section
Naval Air Station Pensacola
Co-locate Navy Education and Training Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 17
Command and Navy Education and Training Support Activities Section
Professional Development & Technology
Center
Consolidate Correctional Facilities into Joint Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 22
Regional Correctional Facilities Support Activities Section
Consolidate Maritime C4ISR Research, Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech -9
Development and Acquisition, Test and
Evaluation
Defense Finance and Accounting Service Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 37
Support Activities Section
Joint Centers of Excellence For Chemical, Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 15
Biological, and Medical Research and
Development and Acquisition
Joint Strike Fighter Initial Joint Training Site Vol 1: Part 2 - Education & E&T - 10
Training Section
Navy Regions Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 35
Officer Training Command, Pensacola, FL Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 12
Submarine Base New London, CT Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 10
Undergraduate Pilot and Navigator Training Vol 1: Part 2 - Education & E&T - 14
Training Section
Naval Station Mayport
Fleet Readiness Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind - 19
Naval Station Pascagoula, MS Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 20

A-12



Installations: Recommendations Impacting  Report Location Page
Installation

Naval Support Activity Panama City

Consolidate Defense Information Systems Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 27
Agency and Establish Joint C4ISR D&A Support Activities Section
Capability

Navy Reserve Center ST Petersburg

Navy Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 37

Patrick Air Force Base

Consolidate Navy Strategic Test & Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech - 12
Evaluation

Tyndall Air Force Base

F100 Engine Centralized Intermediate Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 55
Repair Facilities

Joint Centers of Excellence For Chemical, Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 15
Biological, and Medical Research and

Development and Acquisition

Langley Air Force Base, VA Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 49
Georgia

Dobbins Air Reserve Base
General Mitchell Air Reserve Station, WI Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 52

Naval Air Station Atlanta, GA Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 13

Navy and Marine Corps Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 29
Fort Benning

Fort Gillem, GA Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA -6

Maneuver Training Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 20

Single Drill Sergeant School Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 105
Fort Benning Bldg 15

RC Transformation in Georgia Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA -39
Fort Gillem

Fort Gillem, GA Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA-6

Naval Air Station Atlanta, GA Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 13
Fort McPherson

Fort McPherson, GA Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA -8
Inspector/Instructor Rome

Navy and Marine Corps Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 29
Leased Space - GA

Co-locate Military Department Investigation Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA -8

Agencies with DoD Counterintelligence and Support Activities Section

Security Agency
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Marine Corps Logistics Base Albany
Depot Level Reparable Procurement Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S-7
Management Consolidation Section
Marine Corps Logistics Base, Barstow, CA Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 6
Naval Weapons Station Seal Beach, CA Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind - 4
Red River Army Depot, TX Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 16
Supply, Storage, and Distribution Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S-13
Management Reconfiguration Section
Moody Air Force Base
Eielson Air Force Base, AK, Moody Air Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 6
Force Base, GA, and Shaw Air Force Base,
SC
Pope Air Force Base, NC, Pittsburgh Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 35
International Airport Air Reserve Station,
PA, and Yeager Air Guard Station, WV
Undergraduate Pilot and Navigator Training Vol 1: Part 2 - Education & E&T - 14
Training Section
Naval Air Station Atlanta
Naval Air Station Atlanta, GA Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 13
Naval Supply Corps School Athens
Navy Supply Corps School Athens, GA Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 14
Peachtree Leases Atlanta
Fort McPherson, GA Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA -8
Robins Air Force Base
Consolidate Civilian Personnel Offices Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 19
(CPOs) within each Military Department and Support Activities Section
the Defense Agencies
Consolidate/Co-locate Active and Reserve Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 33
Personnel & Recruiting Centers for Army Support Activities Section
and Air Force
Depot Level Reparable Procurement Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S-7
Management Consolidation Section
Establish Centers for Fixed Wing Air Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech - 24
Platform Research, Development and
Acquisition, Test and Evaluation
Establish Centers for Rotary Wing Air Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech - 26
Platform Development and Acquisition, Test
and Evaluation
Naval Air Station Atlanta, GA Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 13
Robins Air Force Base, GA Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 16
Supply, Storage, and Distribution Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S - 13
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Savannah International Airport Air Guard Station
Fort Smith Air Guard Station, AR and Luke Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF -9
Air Force Base, AZ
New Castle Airport Air Guard Station, DE Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 15
Submarine Base Kings Bay
Consolidate Navy Strategic Test & Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech - 12
Evaluation
Submarine Base New London, CT Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 10
U.S. Army Reserve Center Columbus
RC Transformation in Georgia Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA -39
Guam
Andersen Air Force Base
Joint Basing Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 41
Support Activities Section
Hawaii
Army National Guard Reserve Center Honokaa
RC Transformation in Hawaii Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 40
Hickam Air Force Base
Air Force Logistics Support Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 53
Grand Forks Air Force Base, ND Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 37
Joint Basing Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 41
Support Activities Section
Naval Station Pearl Harbor
Commodity Management Privatization Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S-5
Section
Consolidate Civilian Personnel Offices Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 19
(CPOs) within each Military Department and Support Activities Section
the Defense Agencies
Defense Finance and Accounting Service Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 37
Support Activities Section
Naval Shipyard Portsmouth, Kittery, ME Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 23
Idaho
Boise Air Terminal Air Guard Station
Boise Air Terminal Air Guard Station, ID Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 17
Great Falls International Airport Air Guard Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 30

Station, MT
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Mountain Home Air Force Base
Hill Air Force Base, UT, Edwards Air Force Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 47
Base, CA, Mountain Home Air Force Base,
ID, Luke Air Force Base, AZ, and Nellis Air
Force Base, NV
Mountain Home Air Force Base, ID, Nellis Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 18
Air Force Base, NV, and Elmendorf Air
Force Base, AK
Navy Reserve Center Pocatello
Navy Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 37
Ilinois
Army National Guard Reserve Center Carbondale
RC Transformation in lllinois Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 42
Capital Airport Air Guard Station
Capital Air Guard Station, IL and Hulman Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 20
Regional Airport Air Guard Station, IN
Fort Sheridan
USAR Command and Control — Northeast Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 109
Greater Peoria Regional Airport
Nashville International Airport Air Guard Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 44
Station, TN
Naval Station Great Lakes
Convert Inpatient Services to Clinics Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 12
Engineering Field Division/Activity Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 28
Joint Centers of Excellence For Chemical, Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 15
Biological, and Medical Research and
Development and Acquisition
Navy Regions Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 35
Navy Reserve Readiness Commands Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 44
San Antonio Regional Medical Center, TX Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 10
Navy Reserve Center Forest Park
Navy Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 37
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Rock Island Arsenal
Consolidate Civilian Personnel Offices Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 19
(CPOs) within each Military Department and Support Activities Section
the Defense Agencies
Defense Finance and Accounting Service Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 37
Support Activities Section
Depot Level Reparable Procurement Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S -7
Management Consolidation Section
Fort Gillem, GA Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA -6
Relocate Army Headquarters and Field Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 46
Operating Agencies Support Activities Section
Rock Island Arsenal, 1L Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind -7
Scott Air Force Base
Air Force Logistics Support Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 53
Consolidate Transportation Command Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 31
Components Support Activities Section
Convert Inpatient Services to Clinics Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 12
Grand Forks Air Force Base, ND Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 37
Indiana
Defense Finance and Accounting Service, Indianapolis
Consolidate Civilian Personnel Offices Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 19
(CPOs) within each Military Department and Support Activities Section
the Defense Agencies
Defense Finance and Accounting Service Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 37
Support Activities Section
Fort Wayne International Airport Air Guard Station
Capital Air Guard Station, IL and Hulman Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 20
Regional Airport Air Guard Station, IN
Hulman Regional Airport Air Guard Station
Capital Air Guard Station, IL and Hulman Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 20
Regional Airport Air Guard Station, IN
Leased Space - IN
Consolidate/Co-locate Active and Reserve Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 33

Personnel & Recruiting Centers for Army
and Air Force

Support Activities Section
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Naval Support Activity Crane
Create a Naval Integrated Weapons & Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech - 15
Armaments Research, Development and
Acquisition, Test and Evaluation Center
Create an Integrated Weapons & Armaments Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech - 19
Specialty Site for Guns and Ammunition
Fleet Readiness Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind - 19
Joint Centers of Excellence For Chemical, Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 15
Biological, and Medical Research and
Development and Acquisition
Navy Marine Corps Reserve Center Grissom Air Reserve Base, Bunker Hill
Navy Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 37
Navy Recruiting District HQ Indianapolis
Navy Recruiting Districts Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 34
Navy Reserve Center Evansville
Navy Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 37
Newport Chemical Depot
Newport Chemical Depot, IN Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind - 8
U.S. Army Reserve Center Lafeyette
RC Transformation in Indiana Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 44
U.S. Army Reserve Center Seston
RC Transformation in Indiana Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 44
lowa
Army National Guard Reserve Center Camp Dodge
RC Transformation in lowa Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 46
Des Moines International Airport Air Guard Station
Capital Air Guard Station, IL and Hulman Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 20
Regional Airport Air Guard Station, IN
Great Falls International Airport Air Guard Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 30
Station, MT
Richmond Air Guard Station, VA, and Des Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 50
Moines International Airport Air Guard
Station, 1A
Springfield-Beckley Municipal Airport Air Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 40
Guard Station, OH,
Navy Reserve Center Cedar Rapids
Navy Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 37
Navy Reserve Center Sioux City
Navy Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 37
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Navy-Marine Corps Reserve Center Dubuque
Navy and Marine Corps Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 29
Sioux Gateway Airport Air Guard
Fairchild Air Force Base, WA Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 51
Kansas
Forbes Field Air Guard Station
Grand Forks Air Force Base, ND Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 37
Portland International Airport Air Guard Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 41
Station, OR
Fort Leavenworth
Consolidate Correctional Facilities into Joint Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 22
Regional Correctional Facilities Support Activities Section
Fort Riley
Consolidate Civilian Personnel Offices Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 19
(CPOs) within each Military Department and Support Activities Section
the Defense Agencies
Operational Army (IGPBS) Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 22
Kansas Army Ammunition Plant
Kansas Army Ammunition Plant, KS Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind-9
McConnell Air Force Base
Grand Forks Air Force Base, ND Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 37
Lackland Air Force Base, TX Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 46
March Air Reserve Base, CA Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 11
Robins Air Force Base, GA Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 16
U.S. Army Reserve Center Wichita
USAR Command and Control — Northwest Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 112
Kentucky
Army National Guard Reserve Center Paducah
RC Transformation in Kentucky Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 48
Defense Finance and Accounting Service, Lexington
Defense Finance and Accounting Service Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 37
Support Activities Section
Fort Campbell
Fort Gillem, GA Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA -6
Operational Army (IGPBS) Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 22
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Fort Knox
Consolidate Correctional Facilities into Joint Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 22
Regional Correctional Facilities Support Activities Section
Consolidate/Co-locate Active and Reserve Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 33
Personnel & Recruiting Centers for Army Support Activities Section
and Air Force
Convert Inpatient Services to Clinics Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 12
Fort Monmouth, NJ Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA-11
Fort Monroe, VA Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 19
Maneuver Training Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 20
Relocate Army Headquarters and Field Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 46
Operating Agencies Support Activities Section
USAR Command and Control — Southeast Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 115
Louisville International Airport Air Guard Station
Mansfield-Lahm Municipal Airport Air Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 39
Guard Station, OH
Nashville International Airport Air Guard Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 44
Station, TN
Navy Recruiting Command Louisville
Create an Integrated Weapons & Armaments Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech - 19
Specialty Site for Guns and Ammunition
Navy Reserve Center Lexington
Navy Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 37
U.S. Army Reserve Center Louisville
USAR Command and Control — Southeast Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 115
U.S. Army Reserve Center Maysville
RC Transformation in Kentucky Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 48
Louisiana
Army National Guard Reserve Center Baton Rouge
RC Transformation in Louisiana Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 50
Barksdale Air Force Base
Eielson Air Force Base, AK, Moody Air Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 6
Force Base, GA, and Shaw Air Force Base,
SC
New Orleans Air Reserve Station, LA Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 22
Baton Rouge Armed Forces Reserve Center
Navy and Marine Corps Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 29
Leased Space - Slidell
Consolidate Defense Information Systems Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 27

Agency and Establish Joint C4ISR D&A
Capability

Support Activities Section
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Naval Air Station New Orleans
F100 Engine Centralized Intermediate Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 55
Repair Facilities
Fleet Readiness Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind - 19
Marine Corps Support Activity Kansas City, Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 19
MO
Naval Air Station Atlanta, GA Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 13
Naval Support Activity New Orleans, LA Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 15
New Orleans Air Reserve Station, LA Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 22
Portland International Airport Air Guard Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 41
Station, OR
Naval Support Activity New Orleans
Naval Support Activity New Orleans, LA Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 15
Navy-Marine Corps Reserve Center Baton Rouge
Navy and Marine Corps Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 29
Roberts U.S. Army Reserve Center, Baton Rouge
RC Transformation in Louisiana Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 50
Maine
Bangor International Airport Air Guard Station
Birmingham International Airport Air Guard Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF -5
Station, AL
Key Field Air Guard Station, MS Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 28
Niagara Falls Air Reserve Station, NY Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 33
Defense Finance and Accounting Service, Limestone
Defense Finance and Accounting Service Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 37
Support Activities Section
Naval Air Station Brunswick
Naval Air Station Brunswick, ME Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 18
Naval Reserve Center, Bangor
Navy Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 37
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Maryland

Aberdeen Proving Ground
Brooks City Base, TX Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 6
Combat Service Support Center Vol 1: Part 2 - Education & E&T -6

Training Section

Consolidate Army Test and Evaluation Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 18
Command (ATEC) Headquarters Support Activities Section
Consolidate Civilian Personnel Offices Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 19
(CPOs) within each Military Department and Support Activities Section
the Defense Agencies
Defense Research Service Led Laboratories Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech - 22
Depot Level Reparable Procurement Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S-7
Management Consolidation Section
Fort Monmouth, NJ Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA-11
Joint Centers of Excellence For Chemical, Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 15
Biological, and Medical Research and
Development and Acquisition
Relocate Army Headquarters and Field Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 46
Operating Agencies Support Activities Section
Walter Reed National Military Medical Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 4
Center, Bethesda, MD

Andrews Air Force Base
Andrews Air Force Base, MD, Will Rogers Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 23
Air Guard Station, OK, Tinker Air Force
Base, OK, and Randolph Air Force Base, TX
Cannon Air Force Base, NM Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 32
Co-locate Military Department Investigation Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA -8
Agencies with DoD Counterintelligence and Support Activities Section
Security Agency
Co-locate Miscellaneous Air Force Leased Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA -3
Locations and National Guard Headquarters Support Activities Section
Leased Locations
Convert Inpatient Services to Clinics Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 12
Martin State Air Guard Station, MD Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 24

Army Research Laboratory, Adelphi
Create an Integrated Weapons & Armaments Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech - 19
Specialty Site for Guns and Ammunition

Bethesda/Chevy Chase
Joint Centers of Excellence For Chemical, Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 15
Biological, and Medical Research and
Development and Acquisition

Defense Finance and Accounting Service, Patuxent River
Defense Finance and Accounting Service Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 37

Support Activities Section
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Fort Detrick
Joint Centers of Excellence For Chemical, Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 15
Biological, and Medical Research and
Development and Acquisition
Walter Reed National Military Medical Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 4
Center, Bethesda, MD
Fort Lewis
Relocate Miscellaneous Department of Navy Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 49
Leased Locations Support Activities Section
Fort Meade
Co-locate Defense/Military Department Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA -5
Adjudication Activities Support Activities Section
Consolidate Defense Information Systems Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 27
Agency and Establish Joint C4ISR D&A Support Activities Section
Capability
Consolidate Media Organizations into a New Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 30
Agency for Media and Publications Support Activities Section
Fort Monmouth, NJ Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 11
1-270 Corridor
Joint Centers of Excellence For Chemical, Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 15
Biological, and Medical Research and
Development and Acquisition
Leased Space - MD
Co-locate Defense/Military Department Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA -5
Adjudication Activities Support Activities Section
Co-locate Military Department Investigation Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA -8
Agencies with DoD Counterintelligence and Support Activities Section
Security Agency
Martin State Airport Air Guard Station
Bradley International Airport Air Guard Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 14
Station, CT, Barnes Air Guard Station, MA,
Selfridge Air National Guard Base, Ml,
Shaw Air Force Base, SC, and Martin State
Air Guard Station, MD
Martin State Air Guard Station, MD Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 24
National Naval Medical Center Bethesda
Co-locate Extramural Research Program Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech-5
Managers
Walter Reed National Military Medical Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 4
Center, Bethesda, MD
Naval Air Facility Washington
Joint Basing Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 41

Support Activities Section
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Naval Air Station Patuxent River

Consolidate Maritime C4ISR Research,
Development and Acquisition, Test and
Evaluation

Create a Naval Integrated Weapons &
Armaments Research, Development and
Acquisition, Test and Evaluation Center

Establish Centers for Rotary Wing Air
Platform Development and Acquisition, Test
and Evaluation

Fleet Readiness Centers

Relocate Miscellaneous Department of Navy
Leased Locations

Naval Station Annapolis
Naval Shipyard Detachments

Naval Surface Warfare Center Indian Head

Create a Naval Integrated Weapons &
Armaments Research, Development and
Acquisition, Test and Evaluation Center

Create an Integrated Weapons & Armaments
Specialty Site for Guns and Ammunition

Naval Surface Weapons Station Carderock

Consolidate Sea Vehicle Development &
Acquisition
Navy Reserve Center Adelphi

Navy Reserve Centers

PFC Flair U.S. Army Reserve Center, Frederick

RC Transformation in Maryland

Massachusetts

Armed Forces Reserve Center New Westover
USAR Command and Control New England

Barnes Municipal Airport Air Guard Station

Bradley International Airport Air Guard
Station, CT, Barnes Air Guard Station, MA,
Selfridge Air National Guard Base, Ml,
Shaw Air Force Base, SC, and Martin State
Air Guard Station, MD

Otis Air National Guard Base, MA, Lambert
St. Louis International Airport, Air Guard
Station, MO, and Atlantic City Air Guard
Station, NJ

Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section

Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section

Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section

Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section

Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and
Support Activities Section

Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section

Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section

Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section

Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section

Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section

Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section

Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section

Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section

Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section

Tech-9

Tech - 15

Tech - 26

Ind - 19
H&SA - 49

Ind - 26

Tech - 15

Tech - 19

Tech - 13

DoN - 37

USA - 52

USA - 107

USAF - 14

USAF - 25
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Hanscom Air Force Base
Consolidate Air and Space C4ISR Research, Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech-6
Development and Acquisition, Test and
Evaluation
Defense Research Service Led Laboratories Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech - 22
Malony U.S. Army Reserve Center
USAR Command and Control New England Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 107
Natick Soldier Systems Center
Co-locate Defense/Military Department Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA -5
Adjudication Activities Support Activities Section
Depot Level Reparable Procurement Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S-7
Management Consolidation Section
Naval Shipyard Puget Sound-Boston Detachment
Naval Shipyard Detachments Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind - 26
Otis Air Guard Base
Otis Air National Guard Base, MA, Lambert Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 25
St. Louis International Airport, Air Guard
Station, MO, and Atlantic City Air Guard
Station, NJ
Westover Air Force Base
Submarine Base New London, CT Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 10
Westover U.S. Army Reserve Center, Cicopee
USAR Command and Control New England Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 107
Michigan
Detroit / Selfridge
Commodity Management Privatization Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S-5
Section
Consolidate Ground Vehicle Development & Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech-7
Acquisition in a Joint Center
Consolidate Sea Vehicle Development & Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech - 13
Acquisition
Depot Level Reparable Procurement Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S-7
Management Consolidation Section
U.S. Army Garrison Michigan (Selfridge) Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 106
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Detroit Arsenal

Commodity Management Privatization Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S-5

Section

Consolidate Ground Vehicle Development & Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech-7

Acquisition in a Joint Center

Consolidate Sea Vehicle Development & Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech - 13

Acquisition

Depot Level Reparable Procurement Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S -7

Management Consolidation Section

U.S. Army Garrison Michigan (Selfridge) Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 106
Navy Reserve Center Marquette

Navy Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 37
Parisan U.S. Army Reserve Center, Lansing

RC Transformation in Michigan Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 55

Selfridge Air National Guard Base
Beale Air Force Base, CA and Selfridge Air Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 10
National Guard Base, Ml

Bradley International Airport Air Guard Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 14
Station, CT, Barnes Air Guard Station, MA,

Selfridge Air National Guard Base, Ml,

Shaw Air Force Base, SC, and Martin State

Air Guard Station, MD

W.K. Kellogg Airport Air Guard Station, MI Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 27
Selfridge Army Activity
U.S. Army Garrison Michigan (Selfridge) Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 106

W. K. Kellogg Airport Air Guard Station
W.K. Kellogg Airport Air Guard Station, Ml Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 27

Minnesota
Fort Snelling
USAR Command and Control — Northwest Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 112
Navy Reserve Center Duluth
Navy Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 37
Mississippi

Columbus Air Force Base

Pope Air Force Base, NC, Pittsburgh Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 35
International Airport Air Reserve Station,
PA, and Yeager Air Guard Station, WV

Undergraduate Pilot and Navigator Training Vol 1: Part 2 - Education & E&T - 14
Training Section
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Human Resources Support Center Southeast
Consolidate Civilian Personnel Offices Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 19
(CPOs) within each Military Department and Support Activities Section
the Defense Agencies
Jackson International Airport Air Guard Station
Key Field Air Guard Station, MS Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 28
Keesler Air Force Base
Convert Inpatient Services to Clinics Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 12
Key Field Air Guard Station
Key Field Air Guard Station, MS Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 28
Mississippi Army Ammunition Plant
Mississippi Army Ammunition Plant, MS Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind - 11
Naval Air Station Meridian
Joint Center of Excellence for Religious Vol 1: Part 2 - Education & E&T -9
Training & Education Training Section
Naval Station Pascagoula
Naval Station Pascagoula, MS Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 20
U.S. Army Reserve Center Vicksburg
RC Transformation in Alabama Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 25
Missouri
Army National Guard Reserve Center Jefferson Barracks
RC Transformation in Missouri Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 58
Army Reserve Personnel Center St Louis
Consolidate/Co-locate Active and Reserve Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 33
Personnel & Recruiting Centers for Army Support Activities Section
and Air Force
Defense Finance and Accounting Service, Kansas City
Defense Finance and Accounting Service Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 37
Support Activities Section
Defense Finance and Accounting Service, St. Louis
Defense Finance and Accounting Service Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 37
Support Activities Section
Fort Leonard Wood
Prime Power to Fort Leonard Wood, MO Vol 1: Part 2 - Education & E&T - 13
Training Section
Single Drill Sergeant School Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 105
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Lambert International Airport- St Louis

Otis Air National Guard Base, MA, Lambert Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 25
St. Louis International Airport, Air Guard

Station, MO, and Atlantic City Air Guard

Station, NJ

Marine Corps Support Center Kansas City

Marine Corps Support Activity Kansas City, Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 19
MO

Navy Recruiting District HQ Kansas

Navy Recruiting Districts Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 34
Navy Reserve Center Cape Girardeau

Navy Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 37

Rosecrans Memorial Airport Air Guard Station

Andrews Air Force Base, MD, Will Rogers Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 23
Air Guard Station, OK, Tinker Air Force
Base, OK, and Randolph Air Force Base, TX

Whiteman Air Force Base
New Orleans Air Reserve Station, LA Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 22

Montana

Galt Hall U.S. Army Reserve Center, Great Falls
RC Transformation in Montana Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 60

Great Falls International Airport Air Guard Station
Great Falls International Airport Air Guard Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 30

Station, MT
Nebraska

Army National Guard Reserve Center Columbus

RC Transformation in Nebraska Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 62
Army National Guard Reserve Center Grand Island

RC Transformation in Nebraska Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 62
Army National Guard Reserve Center Kearny

RC Transformation in Nebraska Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 62
Naval Recruiting District HQ Omaha

Navy Recruiting Districts Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 34
Navy Reserve Center Lincoln

Navy Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 37
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Offutt Air Force Base
Defense Finance and Accounting Service Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 37
Support Activities Section
Pope Air Force Base, NC, Pittsburgh Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 35
International Airport Air Reserve Station,
PA, and Yeager Air Guard Station, WV
Nevada
Hawthorne Army Depot
Hawthorne Army Depot, NV Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind - 12
Naval Air Station Fallon
Fleet Readiness Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind - 19
Nellis Air Force Base
Cannon Air Force Base, NM Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 32
Eielson Air Force Base, AK, Moody Air Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 6
Force Base, GA, and Shaw Air Force Base,
sC
Hill Air Force Base, UT, Edwards Air Force Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 47
Base, CA, Mountain Home Air Force Base,
ID, Luke Air Force Base, AZ, and Nellis Air
Force Base, NV
Mountain Home Air Force Base, ID, Nellis Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 18
Air Force Base, NV, and Elmendorf Air
Force Base, AK
New Orleans Air Reserve Station, LA Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 22
Otis Air National Guard Base, MA, Lambert Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 25
St. Louis International Airport, Air Guard
Station, MO, and Atlantic City Air Guard
Station, NJ
Reno-Tahoe International Airport Air Guard Station
Reno-Tahoe International Airport Air Guard Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 31
Station, NV
New Hampshire
Doble U.S. Army Reserve Center Portsmouth
RC Transformation in New Hampshire Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 65
Naval Shipyard Portsmouth
Naval Shipyard Portsmouth, Kittery, ME Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 23
Pease International
March Air Reserve Base, CA Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 11
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New Jersey
Atlantic City International Airport Air Guard Station
Otis Air National Guard Base, MA, Lambert Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 25
St. Louis International Airport, Air Guard
Station, MO, and Atlantic City Air Guard
Station, NJ
Portland International Airport Air Guard Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 41
Station, OR
Fort Dix
Create Joint Mobilization Sites Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 35
Support Activities Section
Joint Basing Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 41
Support Activities Section
Naval Air Station Joint Reserve Base Willow Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 21
Grove, PA, and Cambria Regional Airport,
Johnstown, PA
Navy and Marine Corps Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 29
USAR Command and Control — Northeast ~ Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 109
Fort Monmouth
Fort Monmouth, NJ Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA-11
Inspector/Instructor West Trenton
Navy and Marine Corps Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 29
Kilmer U.S. Army Reserve Center, Edison
USAR Command and Control — Northeast Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 109
McGuire Air Force Base
Naval Air Station Joint Reserve Base Willow Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 21
Grove, PA, and Cambria Regional Airport,
Johnstown, PA
New Castle Airport Air Guard Station, DE Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 15
Naval Air Engineering Station Lakehurst
Establish Centers for Rotary Wing Air Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech - 26
Platform Development and Acquisition, Test
and Evaluation
Joint Basing Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 41
Support Activities Section
Naval Weapons Station Earle
Create an Integrated Weapons & Armaments Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech - 19
Specialty Site for Guns and Ammunition
Submarine Base New London, CT Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 10
Picatinny Arsenal
Create an Integrated Weapons & Armaments Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech - 19

Specialty Site for Guns and Ammunition
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SFC Nelson B. Brittin U.S. Army Reserve Center

RC Transformation in New Jersey Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 66

New Mexico

Cannon Air Force Base

Cannon Air Force Base, NM Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 32
Holloman Air Force Base

Brooks City Base, TX Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 6
Jenkins Armed Forces Reserve Center Albuquerque

RC Transformation in New Mexico Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 68
Kirtland Air Force Base

Cannon Air Force Base, NM Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 32

Consolidate Correctional Facilities into Joint Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 22

Regional Correctional Facilities Support Activities Section

Defense Research Service Led Laboratories Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech - 22
White Sands Missile Range

Defense Research Service Led Laboratories Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech - 22

New York

Armed Forces Reserve Center Amityville

RC Transformation in New York Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 69
Army National Guard Reserve Center Niagara Falls

RC Transformation in New York Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 69
Carpenter U.S. Army Reserve Center,Poughkeepie

USAR Command and Control — Northeast ~ Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 109
Defense Finance and Accounting Service, Rome

Defense Finance and Accounting Service Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 37

Support Activities Section

Fort Totten / Pyle

USAR Command and Control — Northeast ~ Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 109
Navy Recruiting District HQ Buffalo

Navy Recruiting Districts Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 34
Navy Reserve Center Glenn Falls

Navy Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 37
Navy Reserve Center Horsehead

Navy Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 37
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Navy Reserve Center Watertown
Navy Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 37
Niagara Falls International Airport Air Guard Station
Niagara Falls Air Reserve Station, NY Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 33
Rome Laboratory
Defense Research Service Led Laboratories Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech - 22
Schenectady County Air Guard Station
Schenectady County Airport Air Guard Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 34
Station, NY
United States Military Academy
Fort Monmouth, NJ Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA-11
North Carolina
Army Research Office, Durham
Co-locate Extramural Research Program Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech-5
Managers
Charlotte/Douglas
New Castle Airport Air Guard Station, DE Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 15
Fort Bragg
Fort Bragg, NC Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 10
Pope Air Force Base, NC, Pittsburgh Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 35
International Airport Air Reserve Station,
PA, and Yeager Air Guard Station, WV
Marine Corps Air Station Cherry Point
Convert Inpatient Services to Clinics Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 12
Fleet Readiness Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind - 19
Naval Air Station Joint Reserve Base Willow Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 21
Grove, PA, and Cambria Regional Airport,
Johnstown, PA
Supply, Storage, and Distribution Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S - 13
Management Reconfiguration Section
Marine Corps Base Camp Lejeune
Consolidate Correctional Facilities into Joint Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 22
Regional Correctional Facilities Support Activities Section
Fleet Readiness Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind - 19
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MCAS Cherry Point
Convert Inpatient Services to Clinics Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 12
Fleet Readiness Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind - 19
Naval Air Station Joint Reserve Base Willow Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 21
Grove, PA, and Cambria Regional Airport,
Johnstown, PA
Supply, Storage, and Distribution Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S-13
Management Reconfiguration Section
Navy Reserve Center Asheville
Navy Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 37
Niven U.S. Army Reserve Center, Albermarle
RC Transformation in North Carolina Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 72
Pope Air Force Base
Fort Gillem, GA Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA -6
Fort McPherson, GA Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA-8
General Mitchell Air Reserve Station, WI Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 52
Pope Air Force Base, NC, Pittsburgh Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 35
International Airport Air Reserve Station,
PA, and Yeager Air Guard Station, WV
Seymore Johnson Air Force Base
F100 Engine Centralized Intermediate Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 55
Repair Facilities
Grand Forks Air Force Base, ND Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 37
North Dakota
Grand Forks Air Force Base
Grand Forks Air Force Base, ND Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 37
Ohio
Armed Forces Reserve Center Akron
Navy and Marine Corps Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 29
Army National Guard Reserve Center Mansfield
RC Transformation in Ohio Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 75
Army National Guard Reserve Center Westerville
RC Transformation in Ohio Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 75
Defense Finance and Accounting Service, Cleveland
Defense Finance and Accounting Service Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 37

Support Activities Section
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Defense Finance and Accounting Service, Dayton
Defense Finance and Accounting Service Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 37
Support Activities Section
Defense Supply Center Columbus
Commodity Management Privatization Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S-5
Section
Consolidate Civilian Personnel Offices Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 19
(CPOs) within each Military Department and Support Activities Section
the Defense Agencies
Defense Finance and Accounting Service Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 37
Support Activities Section
Depot Level Reparable Procurement Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S-7
Management Consolidation Section
Fort Monmouth, NJ Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 11
Supply, Storage, and Distribution Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S-13
Management Reconfiguration Section
Glenn Research Center
Defense Research Service Led Laboratories Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech - 22
Leased Space - OH
Co-locate Defense/Military Department Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA -5
Adjudication Activities Support Activities Section
Co-locate Military Department Investigation Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA -8
Agencies with DoD Counterintelligence and Support Activities Section
Security Agency
Mansfield Lahm MAP Air Guard Station
Mansfield-Lahm Municipal Airport Air Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 39
Guard Station, OH
Navy-Marine Corps Reserve Center Akron
Navy and Marine Corps Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 29
Navy-Marine Corps Reserve Center Cleveland
Navy and Marine Corps Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 29
Parrott U.S. Army Reserve Center Kenton
RC Transformation in Ohio Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA-75
Rickenbacker Army National Guard Bldg 943 Columbus
RC Transformation in Ohio Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA-75
Rickenbacker International Airport Air Guard Station
Springfield-Beckley Municipal Airport Air Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 40
Guard Station, OH,
Scouten U.S. Army Reserve Center Mansfield
RC Transformation in Ohio Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA-75
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Springfield-Beckley Municipal Airport Air Guard Station

Toledo Express Airport Air Guard Station
Mansfield-Lahm Municipal Airport Air

Springfield-Beckley Municipal Airport Air

Guard Station, OH,

Guard Station, OH

Richmond Air Guard Station, VA, and Des
Moines International Airport Air Guard

Station, 1A

U.S. Army Reserve Center Whitehall

RC Transformation in Ohio

Wright Patterson Air Force Base

Brooks City Base, TX

Consolidate Air and Space C4ISR Research,
Development and Acquisition, Test and

Evaluation

Consolidate Civilian Personnel Offices
(CPOs) within each Military Department and

the Defense Agencies

Defense Research Service Led Laboratories

Establish Centers for Fixed Wing Air
Platform Research, Development and

Acquisition, Test and Evaluation

Establish Centers for Rotary Wing Air
Platform Development and Acquisition, Test

and Evaluation

Joint Centers of Excellence For Chemical,
Biological, and Medical Research and

Development and Acquisition

Youngstown-Warren Regional Airport

Oklahoma

Pope Air Force Base, NC, Pittsburgh
International Airport Air Reserve Station,
PA, and Yeager Air Guard Station, WV

Altus Air Force Base

Air Force Logistics Support Centers

Armed Forces Reserve Center Broken Arrow
Navy and Marine Corps Reserve Centers

Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section

Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section

Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section

Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section

Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section
Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section

Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and
Support Activities Section

Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section
Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section

Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section

Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section

Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section

Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section

Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section

Army National Guard Reserve Center Broken Arrow RC

RC Transformation in Oklahoma

Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section

Army National Guard Reserve Center Tishomingo

RC Transformation in Oklahoma

Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section

USAF - 40

USAF - 39

USAF - 50

USA -75

Med - 6
Tech -6

H&SA - 19

Tech - 22
Tech - 24

Tech - 26

Med - 15

USAF - 35

USAF - 53

DoN - 29

USA - 77

USA - 77
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Ashworth U.S. Army Reserve Center Muskogee
RC Transformation in Oklahoma Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 77
Fort Sill
Consolidate Correctional Facilities into Joint Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 22
Regional Correctional Facilities Support Activities Section
Defense Finance and Accounting Service Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 37
Support Activities Section
Net Fires Center Vol 1: Part 2 - Education & E&T - 12
Training Section
Operational Army (IGPBS) Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 22
USAR Command and Control — Southwest Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 117
Krowse U.S. Army Reserve Center Oklahoma City
RC Transformation in Oklahoma Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 77
Navy-Marine Corps Reserve Center Tulsa
Navy and Marine Corps Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 29
Oklahoma City (95th)
USAR Command and Control — Southwest Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 117
Tinker Air Force Base
Andrews Air Force Base, MD, Will Rogers Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 23
Air Guard Station, OK, Tinker Air Force
Base, OK, and Randolph Air Force Base, TX
Commodity Management Privatization Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S-5
Section
Consolidate Civilian Personnel Offices Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 19
(CPOs) within each Military Department and Support Activities Section
the Defense Agencies
Depot Level Reparable Procurement Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S-7
Management Consolidation Section
Establish Centers for Fixed Wing Air Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech - 24
Platform Research, Development and
Acquisition, Test and Evaluation
Portland International Airport Air Guard Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 41
Station, OR
Red River Army Depot, TX Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 16
Supply, Storage, and Distribution Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S-13
Management Reconfiguration Section
Tulsa International Airport Air Guard Station
Fort Smith Air Guard Station, AR and Luke Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF -9
Air Force Base, AZ
Mountain Home Air Force Base, ID, Nellis Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 18
Air Force Base, NV, and Elmendorf Air
Force Base, AK
Richmond Air Guard Station, VA, and Des Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 50

Moines International Airport Air Guard

Station, 1A
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Vance Air Force Base

Pope Air Force Base, NC, Pittsburgh Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 35
International Airport Air Reserve Station,
PA, and Yeager Air Guard Station, WV

Undergraduate Pilot and Navigator Training Vol 1: Part 2 - Education & E&T - 14
Training Section

Will Rogers World Airport Air Guard Station

Andrews Air Force Base, MD, Will Rogers Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 23
Air Guard Station, OK, Tinker Air Force
Base, OK, and Randolph Air Force Base, TX

Oregon

Navy Reserve Center Central Point
Navy Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 37

Portland International Airport Air Guard Station
Portland International Airport Air Guard Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 41

Station, OR
Umatilla Army Depot

Umatilla Chemical Depot, OR Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind - 14

Pennsylvania

Bristol U.S. Army Reserve Center, Philadelphia

RC Transformation in Pennsylvania Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 82
Defense Distribution Depot Susquehanna

Commodity Management Privatization Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S-5

Section

Engineering Field Activity Northeast

Engineering Field Division/Activity Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 28
Human Resources Support Center Northeast
Consolidate Civilian Personnel Offices Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 19

(CPOs) within each Military Department and Support Activities Section
the Defense Agencies

Kelly Support Center

USAR Command and Control — Northeast ~ Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 109
Letterkenny Army Depot

Marine Corps Logistics Base, Barstow, CA Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 6

Naval Weapons Station Seal Beach, CA Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind - 4

Red River Army Depot, TX Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 16

Rock Island Arsenal, 1L Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind -7

A-37



Installations: Recommendations Impacting  Report Location Page
Installation

Marine Corps Reserve Center Johnstown

Naval Air Station Joint Reserve Base Willow Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 21
Grove, PA, and Cambria Regional Airport,
Johnstown, PA

Naval Air Station Willow Grove
Fleet Readiness Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind - 19

Naval Air Station Joint Reserve Base Willow Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 21
Grove, PA, and Cambria Regional Airport,
Johnstown, PA

Naval Support Activity Mechanicsburg

Commodity Management Privatization Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S-5
Section
Depot Level Reparable Procurement Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S-7
Management Consolidation Section
Naval Support Activity Philadelphia
Consolidate Civilian Personnel Offices Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 19

(CPOs) within each Military Department and Support Activities Section
the Defense Agencies

Navy Crane Center Lester

Engineering Field Division/Activity Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 28
Navy Philadelphia Business Center

Naval Shipyard Detachments Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind - 26
Navy-Marine Corps Reserve Center Lehigh

Navy and Marine Corps Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 29
Navy-Marine Corps Reserve Center Pittsburgh

Navy and Marine Corps Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 29
Navy-Marine Corps Reserve Center Reading

Navy and Marine Corps Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 29
North Penn U.S. Army Reserve Center, Norristown

RC Transformation in Pennsylvania Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 82
Pitt U.S. Army Reserve Center, Corapolis

USAR Command and Control — Northeast Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 109
Pittsburgh International Airport Air Reserve Station

Pope Air Force Base, NC, Pittsburgh Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 35

International Airport Air Reserve Station,
PA, and Yeager Air Guard Station, WV

Serrenti U.S. Army Reserve Center, Scranton
RC Transformation in Pennsylvania Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 82
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Tobyhanna Army Depot
Lackland Air Force Base, TX Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind - 15
Marine Corps Logistics Base, Barstow, CA Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 6
Naval Weapons Station Seal Beach, CA Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind-4
Red River Army Depot, TX Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 16
Supply, Storage, and Distribution Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S-13
Management Reconfiguration Section
U.S. Army Reserve Center Bloomsburg
RC Transformation in Pennsylvania Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 82
U.S. Army Reserve Center Lewisburg
RC Transformation in Pennsylvania Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 82
U.S. Army Reserve Williamsport
RC Transformation in Pennsylvania Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 82
W. Reese U.S. Army Reserve Center/OMS, Chester
RC Transformation in Pennsylvania Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 82

Puerto Rico

Army National Guard Reserve Center Humacao

RC Transformation in Puerto Rico Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA -85
Fort Buchanan

Relocate Army Headquarters and Field Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 46

Operating Agencies Support Activities Section
Lavergne U.S. Army Reserve Center Bayamon

RC Transformation in Puerto Rico Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA -85
U.S. Army Reserve Center Ramey

RC Transformation in Puerto Rico Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA -85
U.S. Army Reserve Center Rubio

RC Transformation in Puerto Rico Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA -85

Rhode Island

Bristol U.S. Army Reserve Center

RC Transformation in Rhode Island Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 87
Harwood U.S. Army Reserve Center, Providence
RC Transformation in Rhode Island Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 87
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Naval Station Newport
Consolidate Maritime C4ISR Research, Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech -9
Development and Acquisition, Test and
Evaluation
Joint Center of Excellence for Religious Vol 1: Part 2 - Education & E&T -9
Training & Education Training Section
Naval Station Newport, RI Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 25
Navy Reserve Readiness Commands Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 44
Navy Supply Corps School Athens, GA Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 14
Officer Training Command, Pensacola, FL Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 12
Submarine Base New London, CT Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 10
Quonset State Airport AG
Martin State Air Guard Station, MD Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 24
Pope Air Force Base, NC, Pittsburgh Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 35
International Airport Air Reserve Station,
PA, and Yeager Air Guard Station, WV
Quonset State Airport Air Guard Station
Martin State Air Guard Station, MD Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 24
Pope Air Force Base, NC, Pittsburgh Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 35
International Airport Air Reserve Station,
PA, and Yeager Air Guard Station, WV
South Carolina
Defense Finance and Accounting Service, Charleston
Defense Finance and Accounting Service Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 37
Support Activities Section
Fort Jackson
Create Joint Mobilization Sites Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 35
Support Activities Section
Joint Center of Excellence for Religious Vol 1: Part 2 - Education & E&T -9
Training & Education Training Section
Single Drill Sergeant School Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 105
USAR Command and Control — Southeast Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 115
Marine Corps Air Station Beaufort
Fleet Readiness Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind - 19
McEntire Air Guard Station
Mountain Home Air Force Base, ID, Nellis Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 18

Air Force Base, NV, and ElImendorf Air
Force Base, AK
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Naval Weapons Station Charleston

Consolidate Correctional Facilities into Joint Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and
Support Activities Section

Regional Correctional Facilities

Consolidate Maritime C4ISR Research,
Development and Acquisition, Test and

Evaluation
Joint Basing

Shaw Air Force Base

South Naval Facilities Engineering Command
Engineering Field Division/Activity

South Dakota

Bradley International Airport Air Guard
Station, CT, Barnes Air Guard Station, MA,
Selfridge Air National Guard Base, Ml,
Shaw Air Force Base, SC, and Martin State

Air Guard Station, MD

Eielson Air Force Base, AK, Moody Air
Force Base, GA, and Shaw Air Force Base,

SC
Fort Gillem, GA

Fort McPherson, GA

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

Mountain Home Air Force Base, ID, Nellis
Air Force Base, NV, and ElImendorf Air

Force Base, AK

Ellsworth Air Force Base

Ellsworth Air Force Base, SD, and Dyess Air

Force Base, TX

Joe Foss Field Air Guard Station

Tennessee

McGee Tyson Airport Air Guard Station
Beale Air Force Base, CA and Selfridge Air

Cannon Air Force Base, NM

Capital Air Guard Station, IL and Hulman
Regional Airport Air Guard Station, IN

National Guard Base, Ml

Birmingham International Airport Air Guard

Station, AL

Key Field Air Guard Station, MS
March Air Reserve Base, CA

Vol 1:

Vol 1:

Part 2 - Technical Section

Part 2 - Headquarters and

Support Activities Section

Vol 1:

Vol 1:

Vol 1:
Vol 1:
Vol 1:

Vol 1:

Vol 1:

Vol 1:

Vol 1:
Vol 1:

Vol 1:

Vol 1:

Vol 1:
Vol 1:

Part 2 - Air Force Section

Part 2 - Air Force Section

Part 2 - Army Section
Part 2 - Army Section
Part 2 - Air Force Section

Part 2 - Air Force Section

Part 2 - Navy Section

Part 2 - Air Force Section

Part 2 - Air Force Section
Part 2 - Air Force Section

Part 2 - Air Force Section
Part 2 - Air Force Section

Part 2 - Air Force Section
Part 2 - Air Force Section

H&SA - 22

Tech-9

H&SA - 41

USAF - 14

USAF - 6

USA -6
USA -8
USAF - 47

USAF - 18

DoN - 28

USAF - 43

USAF - 32
USAF - 20

USAF - 10

USAF -5

USAF - 28
USAF - 11
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McGee Tyson APT Air Guard Station

Beale Air Force Base, CA and Selfridge Air Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 10
National Guard Base, Ml

Birmingham International Airport Air Guard Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF -5
Station, AL

Key Field Air Guard Station, MS Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 28
March Air Reserve Base, CA Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 11

Memphis International Airport Air Guard Station

Nashville International Airport Air Guard Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 44
Station, TN

Nashville International Airport Air Guard Station

Nashville International Airport Air Guard Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 44
Station, TN

Naval Support Activity Mid South

Co-locate Navy Education and Training Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 17
Command and Navy Education and Training Support Activities Section
Professional Development & Technology

flz::rSupport Activity New Orleans, LA Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 15
U.S. Army Reserve Area Maintenance Support Facility Kingsport

RC Transformation in Tennessee Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 89

Texas

Army National Guard Reserve Center # 2 Dallas

RC Transformation in Texas Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 91
Army National Guard Reserve Center (Hondo Pass) El Paso

RC Transformation in Texas Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA -91
Army National Guard Reserve Center California Crossing

RC Transformation in Texas Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 91
Army National Guard Reserve Center Ellington

RC Transformation in Texas Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 91
Army National Guard Reserve Center Marshall

RC Transformation in Texas Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA -91
Army National Guard Reserve Center New Braunfels

RC Transformation in Texas Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 91
Brooks City Base

Brooks City Base, TX Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 6
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Carswell Air Reserve Station, Naval Air Station Fort Worth
Andrews Air Force Base, MD, Will Rogers Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 23
Air Guard Station, OK, Tinker Air Force
Base, OK, and Randolph Air Force Base, TX
Hill Air Force Base, UT, Edwards Air Force Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 47
Base, CA, Mountain Home Air Force Base,
ID, Luke Air Force Base, AZ, and Nellis Air
Force Base, NV
Corpus Christi Army Depot
Supply, Storage, and Distribution Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S-13
Management Reconfiguration Section
Defense Finance and Accounting Service, San Antonio
Defense Finance and Accounting Service Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 37
Support Activities Section
Dyess Air Force Base
Ellsworth Air Force Base, SD, and Dyess Air Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 43
Force Base, TX
Ellington Field Air Guard Station
Ellington Air Guard Station, TX Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 45
Fort Bliss
Net Fires Center Vol 1: Part 2 - Education & E&T - 12
Training Section
Operational Army (IGPBS) Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 22
Fort Hood
Fort Hood, TX Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 15
Operational Army (IGPBS) Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 22
Fort Sam Houston
Brooks City Base, TX Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 6
Fort McPherson, GA Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA -8
Joint Basing Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 41
Support Activities Section
Joint Centers of Excellence For Chemical, Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 15
Biological, and Medical Research and
Development and Acquisition
Relocate Army Headquarters and Field Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 46
Operating Agencies Support Activities Section
San Antonio Regional Medical Center, TX Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 10
Submarine Base New London, CT Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 10
Walter Reed National Military Medical Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 4

Center, Bethesda, MD
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Lackland Air Force Base
Brooks City Base, TX Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 6
Capital Air Guard Station, IL and Hulman Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 20
Regional Airport Air Guard Station, IN
Consolidate Air and Space C4ISR Research, Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech-6
Development and Acquisition, Test and
Evaluation
Consolidate Correctional Facilities into Joint Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 22
Regional Correctional Facilities Support Activities Section
Depot Level Reparable Procurement Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S -7
Management Consolidation Section
Joint Center for Consolidated Transportation Vol 1: Part 2 - Education & E&T -7
Management Training Training Section
Joint Center of Excellence for Culinary Vol 1: Part 2 - Education & E&T -8
Training Training Section
Lackland Air Force Base, TX Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 46
Lackland Air Force Base, TX Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind - 15
Niagara Falls Air Reserve Station, NY Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 33
Relocate Air Force Real Property Agency Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 44
(AFRPA) Support Activities Section
San Antonio Regional Medical Center, TX Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 10
Springfield-Beckley Municipal Airport Air Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 40
Guard Station, OH,

Laughlin Air Force Base
Pope Air Force Base, NC, Pittsburgh Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 35
International Airport Air Reserve Station,
PA, and Yeager Air Guard Station, WV
Undergraduate Pilot and Navigator Training Vol 1: Part 2 - Education & E&T - 14

Training Section

Leased Space - TX
Consolidate Defense Commissary Agency Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 26
Eastern, Midwestern Regional, and Support Activities Section
Hopewell, VA, Offices
Consolidate Media Organizations into a New Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 30
Agency for Media and Publications Support Activities Section

Lone Star Army Ammunition Plant
Lone Star Army Ammunition Plant, TX Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind - 16

Naval Air Station Corpus Christi
Naval Station Ingleside, TX, and Naval Air Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 26
Station Corpus Christi, TX
Navy Regions Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 35
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Naval Air Station Joint Reserve Base Ft. Worth
Andrews Air Force Base, MD, Will Rogers Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 23
Air Guard Station, OK, Tinker Air Force
Base, OK, and Randolph Air Force Base, TX
Fleet Readiness Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind - 19
Hill Air Force Base, UT, Edwards Air Force Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 47
Base, CA, Mountain Home Air Force Base,
ID, Luke Air Force Base, AZ, and Nellis Air
Force Base, NV
Naval Air Station Atlanta, GA Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 13
Naval Support Activity New Orleans, LA Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 15
Navy Reserve Readiness Commands Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 44
Naval Station Ingleside
Naval Station Ingleside, TX, and Naval Air Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 26
Station Corpus Christi, TX
Navy Reserve Center Lubbock, TX
Navy Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 37
Navy Reserve Center Orange, TX
Navy Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 37
Randolph Air Force Base
Andrews Air Force Base, MD, Will Rogers Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 23
Air Guard Station, OK, Tinker Air Force
Base, OK, and Randolph Air Force Base, TX
Brooks City Base, TX Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 6
Consolidate Civilian Personnel Offices Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 19
(CPOs) within each Military Department and Support Activities Section
the Defense Agencies
Consolidate/Co-locate Active and Reserve Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 33
Personnel & Recruiting Centers for Army Support Activities Section
and Air Force
Joint Basing Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 41
Support Activities Section
Pope Air Force Base, NC, Pittsburgh Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 35
International Airport Air Reserve Station,
PA, and Yeager Air Guard Station, WV
Undergraduate Pilot and Navigator Training Vol 1: Part 2 - Education & E&T - 14
Training Section
Red River Army Depot
Red River Army Depot, TX Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 16
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Sheppard Air Force Base
Joint Strike Fighter Initial Joint Training Site Vol 1: Part 2 - Education & E&T - 10
Training Section
Pope Air Force Base, NC, Pittsburgh Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 35
International Airport Air Reserve Station,
PA, and Yeager Air Guard Station, WV
San Antonio Regional Medical Center, TX Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 10
Undergraduate Pilot and Navigator Training Vol 1: Part 2 - Education & E&T - 14
Training Section
U.S. Army Reserve Center # 2 Houston
RC Transformation in Texas Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA -91
U.S. Army Reserve Center Lufkin
RC Transformation in Texas Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 91
Utah
Deseret Chemical Depot
Deseret Chemical Depot, UT Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind - 17
Fort Douglas
USAR Command and Control — Northwest Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 112
Hill Air Force Base
Cannon Air Force Base, NM Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 32
Consolidate Civilian Personnel Offices Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 19
(CPOs) within each Military Department and Support Activities Section
the Defense Agencies
Create an Air Integrated Weapons & Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech - 18
Armaments Research, Development and
Acquisition, Test and Evaluation Center
Depot Level Reparable Procurement Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S-7
Management Consolidation Section
Establish Centers for Fixed Wing Air Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech - 24
Platform Research, Development and
Acquisition, Test and Evaluation
Hill Air Force Base, UT, Edwards Air Force Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 47
Base, CA, Mountain Home Air Force Base,
ID, Luke Air Force Base, AZ, and Nellis Air
Force Base, NV
Supply, Storage, and Distribution Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S-13
Management Reconfiguration Section
Vermont
Burlington International Airport Air Guard Station
Otis Air National Guard Base, MA, Lambert Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 25

St. Louis International Airport, Air Guard
Station, MO, and Atlantic City Air Guard

Station, NJ
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Virginia
Center for Naval Research
Co-locate Extramural Research Program Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech-5
Managers
Defense Finance and Accounting Service, Arlington
Defense Finance and Accounting Service Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 37
Support Activities Section
Defense Supply Center Richmond
Commodity Management Privatization Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S-5
Section
Depot Level Reparable Procurement Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S-7
Management Consolidation Section
Supply, Storage, and Distribution Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S - 13
Management Reconfiguration Section
Fort Belvoir
Co-locate Extramural Research Program Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech-5
Managers
Co-locate Military Department Investigation Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA -8
Agencies with DoD Counterintelligence and Support Activities Section
Security Agency
Co-locate Miscellaneous Army Leased Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 10
Locations Support Activities Section
Co-locate Miscellaneous OSD, Defense Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 12
Agency, and Field Activity Leased Locations Support Activities Section
Co-locate Missile and Space Defense Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 15
Agencies Support Activities Section
Consolidate Media Organizations into a New Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 30
Agency for Media and Publications Support Activities Section
Create an Air Integrated Weapons & Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech - 18
Armaments Research, Development and
Acquisition, Test and Evaluation Center
Depot Level Reparable Procurement Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S-7
Management Consolidation Section
Fort Monmouth, NJ Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA-11
Joint Centers of Excellence For Chemical, Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 15
Biological, and Medical Research and
Development and Acquisition
Prime Power to Fort Leonard Wood, MO Vol 1: Part 2 - Education & E&T -13
Training Section
Relocate Army Headquarters and Field Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 46
Operating Agencies Support Activities Section
Walter Reed National Military Medical Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 4

Center, Bethesda, MD
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Fort Eustis
Auviation Logistics School Vol 1: Part 2 - Education & E&T -5
Training Section
Combat Service Support Center Vol 1: Part 2 - Education & E&T -6
Training Section
Consolidate Transportation Command Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 31
Components Support Activities Section
Convert Inpatient Services to Clinics Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 12
Create Joint Mobilization Sites Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 35
Support Activities Section
Fort McPherson, GA Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA -8
Fort Monroe, VA Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 19
Joint Basing Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 41
Support Activities Section
Fort Lee
Co-locate Miscellaneous OSD, Defense Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 12
Agency, and Field Activity Leased Locations Support Activities Section
Combat Service Support Center Vol 1: Part 2 - Education & E&T -6
Training Section
Consolidate Defense Commissary Agency Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 26
Eastern, Midwestern Regional, and Support Activities Section
Hopewell, VA, Offices
Joint Center for Consolidated Transportation Vol 1: Part 2 - Education & E&T -7
Management Training Training Section
Joint Center of Excellence for Culinary Vol 1: Part 2 - Education & E&T -8
Training Training Section
Fort Monroe
Fort Monroe, VA Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 19
Headquarters Battalion, Headquarters Marine Corps, Henderson Hall
Co-locate Miscellaneous Air Force Leased Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA -3
Locations and National Guard Headquarters Support Activities Section
Leased Locations
Joint Basing Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 41

Support Activities Section
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Langley Air Force Base
Air Force Logistics Support Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 53
Eielson Air Force Base, AK, Moody Air Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 6
Force Base, GA, and Shaw Air Force Base,
SC
F100 Engine Centralized Intermediate Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 55
Repair Facilities
Hill Air Force Base, UT, Edwards Air Force Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 47
Base, CA, Mountain Home Air Force Base,
ID, Luke Air Force Base, AZ, and Nellis Air
Force Base, NV
Kulis Air Guard Station and Elmendorf Air Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF -7
Force Base, AK
Langley Air Force Base, VA Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 49
Niagara Falls Air Reserve Station, NY Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 33
Langley Research Center
Defense Research Service Led Laboratories Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech - 22

A-49



Installations: Recommendations Impacting  Report Location Page
Installation

Leased Space - VA
Co-locate Defense/Military Department Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA -5

Adjudication Activities Support Activities Section

Co-locate Extramural Research Program Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech-5
Managers

Co-locate Military Department Investigation Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA -8
Agencies with DoD Counterintelligence and Support Activities Section

Security Agency

Co-locate Miscellaneous Air Force Leased Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA -3

Locations and National Guard Headquarters Support Activities Section

Leased Locations

Co-locate Miscellaneous Army Leased Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 10
Locations Support Activities Section

Co-locate Miscellaneous OSD, Defense Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 12
Agency, and Field Activity Leased Locations Support Activities Section

Co-locate Missile and Space Defense Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 15
Agencies Support Activities Section
Consolidate Army Test and Evaluation Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 18
Command (ATEC) Headquarters Support Activities Section
Consolidate Civilian Personnel Offices Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 19

(CPOs) within each Military Department and Support Activities Section

the Defense Agencies

Consolidate Defense Commissary Agency Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 26
Eastern, Midwestern Regional, and Support Activities Section

Hopewell, VA, Offices

Consolidate Defense Information Systems Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 27
Agency and Establish Joint C4ISR D&A Support Activities Section

Capability

Consolidate Media Organizations into a New Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 30
Agency for Media and Publications Support Activities Section

Consolidate Transportation Command Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 31
Components Support Activities Section

Consolidate/Co-locate Active and Reserve Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 33
Personnel & Recruiting Centers for Army Support Activities Section
and Air Force

Fort Monmouth, NJ Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA-11
Joint Centers of Excellence For Chemical, Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 15

Biological, and Medical Research and
Development and Acquisition

Relocate Army Headquarters and Field Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 46
Operating Agencies Support Activities Section
Relocate Miscellaneous Department of Navy Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 49
Leased Locations Support Activities Section

Marine Corps Base Quantico
Co-locate Military Department Investigation Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA -8
Agencies with DoD Counterintelligence and Support Activities Section
Security Agency
Consolidate Correctional Facilities into Joint Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 22
Regional Correctional Facilities Support Activities Section
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Nacval Surface Warfare Center Dahlgren
Consolidate Maritime C4ISR Research, Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech-9
Development and Acquisition, Test and
Evaluation
Create a Naval Integrated Weapons & Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech - 15
Armaments Research, Development and
Acquisition, Test and Evaluation Center
Create an Integrated Weapons & Armaments Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech - 19
Specialty Site for Guns and Ammunition
Joint Centers of Excellence For Chemical, Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 15
Biological, and Medical Research and
Development and Acquisition
Naval Air Station Oceana
Fleet Readiness Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind - 19
Joint Strike Fighter Initial Joint Training Site Vol 1: Part 2 - Education & E&T - 10
Training Section
Naval Amphibious Base Little Creek
Consolidate Maritime C4ISR Research, Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech -9
Development and Acquisition, Test and
Evaluation
Naval Medical Center Portsmouth
San Antonio Regional Medical Center, TX Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 10
Submarine Base New London, CT Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 10
Naval Shipyard Norfolk
Engineering Field Division/Activity Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 28
Naval Shipyard Detachments Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind - 26
Naval Shipyard Portsmouth, Kittery, ME Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 23
Ship Intermediate Maintenance Activity Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind - 18
Norfolk, VA
Submarine Base New London, CT Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 10
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Naval Station Norfolk
Commodity Management Privatization Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S-5
Section

Consolidate Correctional Facilities into Joint Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 22
Regional Correctional Facilities Support Activities Section

Consolidate Maritime C4ISR Research, Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech-9
Development and Acquisition, Test and

Evaluation

Defense Finance and Accounting Service Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 37
Support Activities Section

Engineering Field Division/Activity Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 28
Fleet Readiness Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind - 19
Naval Station Ingleside, TX, and Naval Air Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 26
Station Corpus Christi, TX

Naval Station Newport, RI Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 25
Navy Reserve Readiness Commands Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 44
Ship Intermediate Maintenance Activity Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind - 18
Norfolk, VA

Submarine Base New London, CT Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 10
Supply, Storage, and Distribution Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S - 13
Management Reconfiguration Section

Naval Support Activity Norfolk
Consolidate Correctional Facilities into Joint Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 22

Regional Correctional Facilities Support Activities Section

Engineering Field Division/Activity Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 28

Naval Support Activity New Orleans, LA Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 15
Naval Weapons Station Yorktown

Consolidate Maritime C4ISR Research, Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech-9

Development and Acquisition, Test and

Evaluation

Create a Naval Integrated Weapons & Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech - 15

Armaments Research, Development and
Acquisition, Test and Evaluation Center

Richmond International Airport Air Guard Station

Richmond Air Guard Station, VA, and Des Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 50
Moines International Airport Air Guard
Station, 1A

USMC Direct Reporting Program Manager Advanced Amphibious Assault

Consolidate Ground Vehicle Development & Vol 1: Part 2 - Technical Section Tech-7
Acquisition in a Joint Center

Washington

1L T Richard H. Walker U.S. Army Reserve Center
RC Transformation in Washington Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 97
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Army National Guard Reserve Center Everett
RC Transformation in Washington Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 97
Fairchild Air Force Base
Fairchild Air Force Base, WA Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 51
Fort Lewis
Consolidate Correctional Facilities into Joint Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 22
Regional Correctional Facilities Support Activities Section
McChord Air Force Base, WA Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 9
USAR Command and Control — Northwest Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 112
Human Resources Support Center Northwest
Consolidate Civilian Personnel Offices Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 19
(CPOs) within each Military Department and Support Activities Section
the Defense Agencies
McChord Air Force Base
Joint Basing Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 41
Support Activities Section
McChord Air Force Base, WA Vol 1: Part 2 - Medical Section Med - 9
Portland International Airport Air Guard Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 41
Station, OR
Naval Air Station Whidbey Island
Fleet Readiness Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind - 19
Naval Station Bremerton
Commaodity Management Privatization Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S-5
Section
Naval Shipyard Detachments Vol 1: Part 2 - Industrial Section Ind - 26
Naval Shipyard Portsmouth, Kittery, ME Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 23
Supply, Storage, and Distribution Vol 1: Part 2 - Supply and Storage S&S-13
Management Reconfiguration Section
Navy-Marine Corps Reserve Center Tacoma
Navy Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 37
Submarine Base Bangor
Consolidate Correctional Facilities into Joint Vol 1: Part 2 - Headquarters and H&SA - 22
Regional Correctional Facilities Support Activities Section
U.S. Army Reserve Center Fort Lawton
USAR Command and Control — Northwest Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 112
Vancover Barracks
USAR Command and Control — Northwest Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 112
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Installations: Recommendations Impacting  Report Location Page
Installation
West Virginia
Army National Guard Reserve Center Fairmont
RC Transformation in West Virginia Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 99
Bias U.S. Army Reserve Center, Huntington
RC Transformation in West Virginia Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 99
Eastern West Virginia Regional Airport Sheppard Field Air Guard Station
Pope Air Force Base, NC, Pittsburgh Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 35
International Airport Air Reserve Station,
PA, and Yeager Air Guard Station, WV
Ewvra Sheppard Air Guard Station
Pope Air Force Base, NC, Pittsburgh Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 35
International Airport Air Reserve Station,
PA, and Yeager Air Guard Station, WV
Navy-Marine Corps Reserve Center Moundsville
Navy and Marine Corps Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 29
Yeager Airport Air Guard Station
Pope Air Force Base, NC, Pittsburgh Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 35
International Airport Air Reserve Station,
PA, and Yeager Air Guard Station, WV
Wisconsin
Armed Forces Reserve Center Madison
Navy and Marine Corps Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 29
Dane County Regional Airport
Cannon Air Force Base, NM Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 32
Capital Air Guard Station, IL and Hulman Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 20
Regional Airport Air Guard Station, IN
Fort McCoy
Maneuver Training Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 20
USAR Command and Control — Northwest Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 112
Gen Mitchell International Airport Air Reserve Station
General Mitchell Air Reserve Station, WI Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 52
Key Field Air Guard Station, MS Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 28
Navy Reserve Center La Crosse
Navy and Marine Corps Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 29
Navy-Marine Corps Reserve Center Madison
Navy and Marine Corps Reserve Centers Vol 1: Part 2 - Navy Section DoN - 29
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Installations: Recommendations Impacting  Report Location Page
Installation

O'Connell U.S. Army Reserve Center

RC Transformation in Wisconsin Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 102
Olson U.S. Army Reserve Center, Madison

RC Transformation in Wisconsin Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 102

Wyoming

Army Aviation Support Facility Cheyenne

RC Transformation in Wyoming Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 103
Army National Guard Reserve Center Thermopolis

RC Transformation in Wyoming Vol 1: Part 2 - Army Section USA - 103
Cheyenne Airport Air Guard Station

Boise Air Terminal Air Guard Station, ID Vol 1: Part 2 - Air Force Section USAF - 17
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Appendix B
BRAC 2005 Closure and Realignment Impacts by Economic Area

Note

The listing of installations in this appendix does not include BRAC actions for where
there are no (zero) net job changes. In a limited number of cases, the impact of National
Guard or Reserve facility job changes were aggregated with those of the closest active
military installation, or of a nearby National Guard or Reserve facility.

Definitions

Economic Area is the economic region of influence assigned to each installation for
BRAC 2005. Details on the assignment of installations to economic areas can be found
in the description of the activities of Joint Process Action Team 6.

Installation is the common name of the installation. In a limited number of cases, the
impact of National Guard or Reserve facility job changes were aggregated with those of
the closest active military installation, or of a nearby guard or reserve facility.

Action is the BRAC 2005 action for the installation, such as close, realign, or gain.

Out Mil is the number of military personnel authorizations that are either eliminated or
re-located from the installation to a new location outside of their current economic area.
Relocations within the same economic area do not constitute a BRAC economic impact.

Out Civ is the number of civilian personnel authorizations that are either eliminated or
re-located from the installation to a new location outside of their current economic area.
Relocations within the same economic area do not constitute a BRAC economic impact.

In Mil is the number of military personnel authorizations relocating into the installation
from another economic area.

In Civ is the number of civilian personnel authorizations relocating into the installation
from another economic area.

Net Gain/(Loss) Mil is the net change in the number of military personnel authorizations
by installation.



Net Gain/(Loss) Civ is the net change in the number of civilian personnel authorizations
by installation.

Net Mission Contractors is the change in the number non-government employees who
perform one or more of the military missions on the installation, and whose work tasks
are virtually identical to government civilian employees or military personnel, expressed
in full time equivalents.

Indirect Changes is the sum of estimated indirect and induced job changes in the
community associated with the change in Total Direct Jobs. Indirect job changes are the
net addition or loss of local non-government jobs supporting installation material,
service, and infrastructure needs, such as a local motor pool parts distributors or base
operations support (BOS) contractors. Induced job changes are the net addition or loss of
local non-government jobs in industries that provide goods or services to the households
of direct or indirect installation employees. Examples include local grocery stores, retail
stores, and restaurants.

Total Job Changes is the sum of the Total Direct and Indirect Changes entries.

Economic Area Employment is employment in the economic area for calendar year
2002, which was the most recent official employment data available from the Department
of Commerce’s Bureau of Economic Analysis (BEA) at the time of the development of
the BRAC 2005 Economic Impact Tool.

Changes as a Percent of Employment is the result of dividing Total Job Changes by
Economic Area Employment.



BRAC 2005 Closure and Realignment Impacts by Economic Area

Economic Area Out In Net Gain/(Loss) Net Mission  Total Indirect Total Economic Changes as

. Action . . . . . : i Percent of
Installation ! Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ Contractor ~ Direct  Changes Job Area Emplovment
Changes Employment ploy

Abilene, TX Metropolitan Statistical Area
Dyess Air Force Base Gain (1,615) (65) 1,925 129 310 64 0 374 358 732 92,846 0.8%

Total (1,615) (65) 1,925 129 310 64 0 374 358 732 92,846 0.8%
Aguadilla-lsabela-San Sebastian, PR Metropolitan Statistical Area

Aguadillla-Ramey U.S. Army  Realign (10) 0 0 0 (10) 0 0 (10) (5) (15) 80,981 0.0%
Reserve Center/BMA-126

Total (10) 0 0 0 (10) 0 0 (10) (5) (15) 80,981 0.0%

Akron, OH Metropolitan Statistical Area

Navy-Marine Corps Reserve  Close (26) 0 0 0 (26) 0 0 (26) (10) (36) 398,976 0.0%
Center Akron
Armed Forces Reserve Center Gain 0 0 37 0 37 0 0 37 14 51 398,976 0.0%
Akron

Total (26) 0 37 0 11 0 0 11 4 15 398,976 0.0%

Alamogordo, NM Micropolitan Statistical Area
Holloman Air Force Base Realign 17) 0 0 0 a7 0 0 a7 (11) (28) 27,515 -0.1%

Total a7 0 0 0 17) 0 0 7 11) (28) 27,515 -0.1%
Albany, GA Metropolitan Statistical Area

Marine Corps Logistics Base ~ Gain 2) (42) 1 193 1) 151 0 150 119 269 79,160 0.3%
Albany

Total (2 (42) 1 193 (1) 151 0 150 119 269 79,160 0.3%

Albany-Schenectady-Troy, NY Metropolitan Statistical Area

Schenectady County Air Guard Realign (10) 9) 0 0 (10) 9) 0 (19) (29) (38) 529,819 0.0%
Station

Total (10) 9) 0 0 (10) 9) 0 (19) (19) (38) 529,819 0.0%
This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-1

Military figures include student load changes.



Economic Area Out In Net Gain/(Loss) Net Mission  Total Indirect Total Economic CPhanges afs
. Action . . . : . . i ercent o
Installation Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ Contractor  Direct Changes Job Al Emplovment
Changes Employment ploy
Albemarle, NC Micropolitan Statistical Area
Niven U.S. Army Reserve CenterClose (34) 0 0 5 (34) 5 0 (29) (13) (42) 26,102 -0.2%
Albermarle
Total (34) 0 0 5 (34) 5 0 (29) (13) (42) 26,102 -0.2%
Albuquerque, NM Metropolitan Statistical Area
Jenkins Armed Forces Reserve Close (35) Q) 0 0 (35) 1) 0 (36) (29) (65) 454,397 0.0%
Center Albuquerque
Kirtland Air Force Base Gain (@) 0 37 176 30 176 0 206 206 412 454,397 0.1%
Total (42) (2) 37 176 5) 175 0 170 177 347 454,397 0.1%
Allentown-Bethlehem-Easton, PA-NJ Metropolitan Statistical Area
Navy-Marine Corps Reserve  Gain 0 0 8 0 8 0 0 8 3 11 396,091 0.0%
Center Lehigh
Total 0 0 8 0 8 0 0 8 3 11 396,091 0.0%
Altus, OK Micropolitan Statistical Area
Altus Air Force Base Realign (16) 0 0 0 (16) 0 0 (16) (10) (26) 16,463 -0.2%
Total (26) 0 0 0 (16) 0 0 (16) (10) (26) 16,463 -0.2%
Anchorage, AK Metropolitan Statistical Area
Kulis Air Guard Station Close (218)  (241) 0 0 (218)  (241) 0 (459) (377) (836) 211,967 -0.4%
Elmendorf Air Force Base Realign (1,499) (65) 397 233 (1,102) 168 0 (934) (643) (1,577) 211,967 -0.7%
Fort Richardson Realign (86)  (199) 0 0 (86)  (199) @ (286) (244) (530) 211,967 -0.3%
Total (1,803)  (505) 397 233 (1,406)  (272) ) (1,679) (1,264) (2,943) 211,967 -1.4%
Anniston-Oxford, AL Metropolitan Statistical Area
Anniston Army Depot Gain 0 (87) 0 1121 0 1,034 0 1,034 766 1,800 60,648 3.0%
Total 0 (87) 0 1,121 0 1,034 0 1,034 766 1,800 60,648 3.0%
This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-2

Military figures include student load changes.



Changes as

Economic Area Out In Net Gain/(Loss) Net Mission  Total Indirect Total Economic 5 -
. Action . . . : . . i ercent o
Installation Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ Contractor  Direct Changes Job Al Emplovment
Changes Employment ploy

Aroostook County, ME
Defense Finance and AccountingClose 0 (241) 0 0 0 (241) 0 (241) (149) (390) 41,134 -0.9%
Service, Limestone

Total 0 (241) 0 0 0 (241) 0 (241) (149) (390) 41,134 -0.9%
Asheville, NC Metropolitan Statistical Area
Navy Reserve Center Asheville Close @ 0 0 0 @ 0 0 (@) 2) 9) 217,211 0.0%

Total ) 0 0 0 ) 0 0 ) %) 9) 217,211 0.0%
Athens-Clarke County, GA Metropolitan Statistical Area
Naval Supply Corps School ~ Close (393)  (108) 4 0 (389)  (108) (16) (513) (317) (830) 96,829 -0.9%
Athens

Total (393)  (108) 4 0 (389)  (108) (16) (513) (317) (830) 96,829 -0.9%
Atlanta-Sandy Springs-Marietta, GA Metropolitan Statistical Area
Fort Gillem Close (517)  (570) 6 0 (511)  (570) 0 (1,081) (734) (1,815) 2,777,548 -0.1%
Fort McPherson Close (2,260) (1,881) 0 0 (2,260) (1,881) 0 (4,141) (2,705) (6,846) 2,777,548 -0.2%
Naval Air Station Atlanta Close (1,274)  (156) 0 0 (1,274)  (156) (68) (1,498) (807) (2,305) 2,777,548 -0.1%
Peachtree Leases Atlanta Close (65) (97) 0 0 (65) 97) 0 (162) (114) (276) 2,777,548 0.0%
Dobbins Air Reserve Base Gain 0 0 73 45 73 45 0 118 74 192 2,777,548 0.0%

Total (4,116) (2,704) 79 45 (4,037) (2,659) (68) (6,764) (4,286) (11,050) 2,777,548 -0.4%
Atlantic City, NJ Metropolitan Statistical Area
Atlantic City International Airport Gain 3) (53) 62 263 59 210 0 269 207 476 175,797 0.3%
Air Guard Station

Total 3) (53) 62 263 59 210 0 269 207 476 175,797 0.3%
Bakersfield, CA Metropolitan Statistical Area
Edwards Air Force Base Gain (14) 0 23 42 9 42 0 51 62 113 325,440 0.0%
Naval Air Weapons Station Chinaain (44) (14) 198 2,329 154 2,315 0 2,469 3,129 5,598 325,440 1.7%
Lake

Total (58) (14) 221 2371 163 2,357 0 2,520 3,191 5,711 325,440 1.8%
This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-3

Military figures include student load changes.



Economic Area Out In Net Gain/(Loss) Net Mission  Total Indirect Total Economic Changes as

. Acti . . . . . : i Percent of
Installation ction Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ Contractor  Direct Changes Job Area Emplovment
Changes Employment ploy

Baltimore-Towson, MD Metropolitan Statistical Area

Leased Space - MD Close/Realign 3) ((121) 0 0 3) @21) 0 (124) (118) (242) 1,568,140 0.0%
Aberdeen Proving Ground Gain (3,862)  (290) 451 5,661 (3411) 5,371 216 2,176 2,814 4,990 1,568,140 0.3%
Fort Meade Gain ) 0 684 2,915 682 2,915 1,764 5,361 4,875 10,236 1,568,140 0.7%
lé/ltartt_in State Airport Air Guard  Realign a7)  (106) 0 0 a7) (106) 0 (123) (114) (237) 1,568,140 0.0%
N:/znswtion Annapolis Realign 0 (13) 0 0 0 (13) 0 (13) (12) (25) 1,568,140 0.0%

Total (3,884)  (530) 1,135 3,576 (2,749) 8,046 1,980 7,277 7,445 14,722 1,568,140 0.9%

Bangor, ME Metropolitan Statistical Area
Naval Reserve Center, Bangor Close (@) 0 0 0 @) 0 0 () (2) 9) 92,291 0.0%

Bangor International Airport Air  Gain 0 0 45 195 45 195 0 240 173 413 92,291 0.4%
Guard Station

Total (7 0 45 195 38 195 0 233 171 404 92,291 0.4%

Barnstable Town, MA Metropolitan Statistical Area
Otis Air Guard Base Close (62)  (443) 0 0 (62)  (443) 0 (505) (322) (827) 137,499 -0.6%

Total (62)  (443) 0 0 (62)  (443) 0 (505) (322) (827) 137,499 -0.6%

Baton Rouge, LA Metropolitan Statistical Area

Baton Rouge Army National Close (128) 0 11 0 (117) 0 0 (117) (57) (174) 411,691 0.0%
Guard Reserve Center

Navy-Marine Corps Reserve  Close (18) 0 0 0 (18) 0 0 (18) 8) (26) 411,691 0.0%
Center Baton Rouge

Roberts U.S. Army Reserve Close (30) 0 0 0 (30) 0 0 (30) (14) (44) 411,691 0.0%

Center, Baton Rouge
Total (176) 0 11 0 (165) 0 0 (165) (79) (244) 411,691 -0.1%

Battle Creek, Ml Metropolitan Statistical Area

W. K. Kellogg Airport Air Guard Close (68)  (206) 0 0 (68) (206) 0 (274) (166) (440) 74,652 -0.6%
Station
Total (68)  (206) 0 0 (68) (206) 0 (274) (166) (440) 74,652 -0.6%
This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-4

Military figures include student load changes.



Changes as

Economic Area Out In Net Gain/(Loss) Net Mission  Total Indirect Total Economic 5 -
. Action . . . : . . i ercent o
Installation Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ Contractor  Direct Changes Job Al Emplovment
Changes Employment ploy
Beaumont-Port Arthur, TX Metropolitan Statistical Area
Navy Reserve Center Orange, TXClose (11) 0 0 0 (11) 0 0 (11) (6) a7) 193,048 0.0%
Total (11) 0 0 0 (11) 0 0 (11) (6) a7 193,048 0.0%
Bethesda-Frederick-Gaithersburg, MD Metropolitan Division
PFC Flair U.S. Army Reserve  Close (20) %) 0 0 (20) @ 0 (22) (15) (37) 727,010 0.0%
Center, Frederick
Fort Detrick Gain 0 0 76 43 76 43 (15) 104 81 185 727,010 0.0%
National Naval Medical Center  Gain 0 0 982 936 982 936 (29) 1,889 1,529 3,418 727,010 0.5%
Bethesda
Naval Surface Weapons Station Gain 0 0 0 6 0 6 0 6 5 11 727,010 0.0%
Carderock
Army Research Laboratory, Realign 0 (43) 0 0 0 (43) 0 (43) (39) (82) 727,010 0.0%
Adelphi
1-270 Corridor Realign (16) (35) 0 0 (16) (35) 0 (51) (38) (89) 727,010 0.0%
Total (36) (80) 1,058 985 1,022 905 (44) 1,883 1,523 3,406 727,010 0.5%
Birmingham-Hoover, AL Metropolitan Statistical Area
Fort Hanna Army National GuardClose (28) 0 0 0 (28) 0 0 (28) (12) (40) 622,605 0.0%
Reserve Center Birmingham
Birmingham Armed Forces ~ Realign (146)  (159) 0 0 (146)  (159) 0 (305) (193) (498) 622,605 -0.1%
Reserve Center
Birmingham International Airport Realign (66)  (117) 0 0 (66)  (117) 0 (183) (124) (307) 622,605 0.0%
Air Guard Station
Total (240)  (276) 0 0 (240)  (276) 0 (516) (329) (845) 622,605 -0.1%
Bloomsburg-Berwick, PA Micropolitan Statistical Area
U.S. Army Reserve Center Close (20) ) 0 0 (20) 2 0 (22) (12) (34) 49,836 -0.1%
Bloomsburg
Total (20) @ 0 0 (20) %) 0 (22) (12) (34) 49,836 -0.1%
Boise City-Nampa, ID Metropolitan Statistical Area
Boise Air Terminal Air Guard ~ Realign (22) (62) 0 1 (22) (61) 0 (83) (73) (156) 314,811 0.0%
Station
Total (22) (62) 0 1 (22) (61) 0 (83) (73) (156) 314,811 0.0%
This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-5

Military figures include student load changes.



Economic Area Out In Net Gain/(Loss) Net Mission  Total Indirect Total Economic Cphanges afs
. Action : : . : . . i ercent o
Installation Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ Contractor  Direct Changes Job fuesl Emplovment
Changes Employment ploy

Boston-Quincy, MA Metropolitan Division
Naval Shipyard Puget Sound-  Realign 0 (108) 0 0 0 (108) 0 (108) (105) (213) 1,343,997 0.0%
Boston Detachment

Total 0 (108) 0 0 0 (108) 0 (108) (105) (213) 1,343,997 0.0%
Bremerton-Silverdale, WA Metropolitan Statistical Area
Human Resources Support Gain 0 0 0 23 0 23 0 23 24 47 119,170 0.0%
Center Northwest
Naval Station Bremerton Gain 0 0 0 1,401 0 1,401 0 1,401 1,475 2,876 119,170 2.4%
Submarine Base Bangor Realign 0 Q) 0 0 0 1) 0 1) (1) 2) 119,170 0.0%

Total 0 1) 0 1,424 0 1,423 0 1,423 1,498 2,921 119,170 2.5%
Bridgeport-Stamford-Norwalk, CT Metropolitan Statistical Area
Turner U.S. Army Reserve Close (13) (4) 0 0 (13) (4) 0 a7 (20) 27) 578,009 0.0%
Center, Fairfield

Total (13) (4) 0 0 (13) 4) 0 7) (10) (27) 578,009 0.0%
Buffalo-Niagara Falls, NY Metropolitan Statistical Area
Army National Guard Reserve Close 1) 0 0 0 Q) 0 0 2) 0 1) 643,318 0.0%
Center Niagara Falls
Navy Recruiting District Close (25) (6) 0 0 (25) (6) (6) (37) (16) (53) 643,318 0.0%
Headquarters Buffalo
Niagara Falls International Airpor€lose (215)  (527) 0 0 (115) (527) 0 (642) (430) (1,072) 643,318 -0.2%
Air Guard Station

Total (141)  (533) 0 0 (141)  (533) (6) (680) (446) (1,126) 643,318 -0.2%
Burlington-South Burlington, VT Metropolitan Statistical Area
Burlington International Airport AiGain 0 0 3 53 3 53 0 56 39 95 145,790 0.1%
Guard Station

Total 0 0 3 53 3 53 0 56 39 95 145,790 0.1%
This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-6

Military figures include student load changes.



Economic Area Out In Net Gain/(Loss) Net Mission  Total Indirect Total Economic Changes as

. Acti . . . . . : i Percent of
Installation ction Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ Contractor  Direct Changes Job Area Emplovment
Changes Employment ploy

Cambridge-Newton-Framingham, MA Metropolitan Division

Malony U.S. Army Reserve Centélose (200) (55) 0 0 (100) (55) 0 (155) (87) (242) 1,054,892 0.0%
Hanscom Air Force Base Gain (47) (223) 546 828 499 605 0 1,104 662 1,766 1,054,892 0.2%
Natick Soldier Systems Center Realign 0 (29) 0 0 0 (19) 0 (19) (12) (31) 1,054,892 0.0%

Total (147)  (297) 546 828 399 531 0 930 563 1,493 1,054,892 0.1%

Camden, NJ Metropolitan Division

SFC Nelson V. Brittin U.S. Army Close (34) 1) 0 0 (34) 1) 0 (35) (29) (64) 619,919 0.0%

Reserve Center

Fort Dix Gain 0 0 209 144 209 144 0 353 326 679 619,919 0.1%

McGuire Air Force Base Gain 0 0 498 37 498 37 0 535 450 985 619,919 0.2%
Total (34) (2) 707 181 673 180 0 853 747 1,600 619,919 0.3%

Cape Girardeau-Jackson, MO-IL Micropolitan Statistical Area

Navy Reserve Center Cape Close @) 0 0 0 @ 0 0 (@) 1) 8) 59,473 0.0%
Girardeau

Total @ 0 0 0 @) 0 0 @) (1) (8) 59,473 0.0%

Carbondale, IL Micropolitan Statistical Area

Armed Forces Reserve Center Close (32) 0 0 0 (32) 0 0 (32) 7) (49) 38,275 -0.1%
Carbondale

Total (32) 0 0 0 (32) 0 0 (32) 17) (49) 38,275 -0.1%

Cedar Rapids, IA Metropolitan Statistical Area

Navy Reserve Center Cedar  Close @ 0 0 0 @ 0 0 (@) 2) 9) 162,044 0.0%
Rapds

Total (7 0 0 0 @) 0 0 ) ) 9) 162,044 0.0%

Chambersburg, PA Micropolitan Statistical Area

Letterkenny Army Depot Gain 0 0 0 409 0 409 0 409 223 632 65,783 1.0%
Total 0 0 0 409 0 409 0 409 223 632 65,783 1.0%
This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-7

Military figures include student load changes.



Economic Area Out In Net Gain/(Loss) Net Mission  Total Indirect Total Economic Changes as

. Action . : : . : : i Percent of
Installation Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ Contractor  Direct Changes Job Al Emplovment
Changes Employment ploy
Charleston, WV Metropolitan Statistical Area
Yeager Airport Air Guard Station Realign 27) (129 0 0 (27) (129) 0 (156) (89) (245) 176,245 -0.1%
Total 27) (129) 0 0 27 (129 0 (156) (89) (245) 176,245 -0.1%
Charleston-North Charleston, SC Metropolitan Statistical Area
Defense Finance and AccountingClose 0 (368) 0 0 0 (368) 0 (368) (607) (975) 331,580 -0.3%
Service, Charleston
South Naval Facilities Close (6) (492 0 0 (6)  (492) (45) (543) (890) (1,433) 331,580 -0.4%
Engineering Command
Naval Weapons Station Realign (170)  (149) 45 24 (125) (125) 0 (250) (379) (629) 331,580 -0.2%
Charleston
Total (176) (1,009) 45 24 (131)  (985) (45) (1,161) (1,876) (3,037) 331,580 -0.9%
Charlotte-Gastonia-Concord, NC-SC Metropolitan Statistical Area
Charlotte/Douglas International Gain 0 0 6 0 6 0 0 6 2 8 936,991 0.0%
Airport
Total 0 0 6 0 6 0 0 6 2 8 936,991 0.0%
Cheyenne, WY Metropolitan Statistical Area
Army Aviation Support Facility ~Close (23) 0 0 0 (23) 0 0 (23) (10) (33) 55,849 -0.1%
Cheyenne
Cheyenne Airport Air Guard Gain 0 0 21 58 21 58 0 79 48 127 55,849 0.2%
Station
Total (23) 0 21 58 2 58 0 56 38 94 55,849 0.2%
Chicago-Naperville-Joliet, IL Metropolitan Division
Navy Reserve Center Forest Parlose (15) 0 0 0 (15) 0 0 (15) 4) (29) 4,607,077 0.0%
Total (15) 0 0 0 (15) 0 0 (15) 4 (19) 4,607,077 0.0%
Clarksville, TN-KY Metropolitan Statistical Area
Fort Campbell Realign (433) 0 73 9 (360) 9 0 (351) (252) (603) 128,456 -0.5%
Total (433) 0 73 9 (360) 9 0 (351) (252) (603) 128,456 -0.5%
This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-8

Military figures include student load changes.



Economic Area Out In Net Gain/(Loss) Net Mission  Total Indirect Total Economic CPhanges afs
. Action . . . : . . i ercent o
Installation Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ Contractor  Direct Changes Job Al Emplovment
Changes Employment ploy
Cleveland-Elyria-Mentor, OH Metropolitan Statistical Area
Navy-Marine Corps Reserve  Close (24) Q) 0 0 (24) 1) 0 (25) 8) (33) 1,301,423 0.0%
Center Cleveland
Defense Finance and AccountingRealign (15) (1,013) 0 0 (15) (1,013) 0 (1,028) (847) (1,875) 1,301,423 -0.1%
Service, Cleveland
Total (39) (1,014) 0 0 (39) (1,014) 0 (1,053) (855) (1,908) 1,301,423 -0.1%
Clovis, NM Micropolitan Statistical Area
Cannon Air Force Base Close (2,385)  (384) 0 0 (2,385)  (384) (55) (2,824) (1,955) (4,779) 23,348 -20.5%
Total (2,385) (384) 0 0 (2,385) (384) (55) (2,824) (1,955) (4,779) 23,348 -20.5%
Colorado Springs, CO Metropolitan Statistical Area
Leased Space - CO Close/Realign 0 (11) 0 0 0 (1) 0 (11) (11) (22) 349,783 0.0%
Fort Carson Gain 0 0 4,178 199 4,178 199 0 4,377 3,310 7,687 349,783 2.2%
Peterson Air Force Base Gain 0 (27) 482 19 482 (8) 36 510 375 885 349,783 0.3%
Schriever Air Force Base Gain 0 0 44 51 44 51 0 95 85 180 349,783 0.1%
United States Air Force AcademyRealign (30) 9) 0 0 (30) 9) 1) (40) (32) (72) 349,783 0.0%
Total (30) 47) 4,704 269 4,674 222 35 4,931 3,727 8,658 349,783 2.5%
Columbia, SC Metropolitan Statistical Area
Fort Jackson Gain 0 0 435 180 435 180 0 615 368 983 418,871 0.2%
McEntire Air Guard Station Gain 0 0 418 8 418 8 0 426 260 686 418,871 0.2%
Total 0 0 853 188 853 188 0 1,041 628 1,669 418,871 0.4%
Columbus, GA-AL Metropolitan Statistical Area
U.S. Army Reserve Center Close 9) 0 0 0 9) 0 0 9) 5) (14) 163,565 0.0%
Columbus
Fort Benning Gain (842) (69) 10,063 687 9,221 618 0 9,839 4,003 13,842 163,565 8.5%
Total (851) (69) 10,063 687 9,212 618 0 9,830 3,998 13,828 163,565 8.5%
This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-9

Military figures include student load changes.



Changes as

Economic Area Out In Net Gain/(Loss) Net Mission  Total Indirect Total Economic 5 -
. Action : : . : . . i ercent o
Installation Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ Contractor  Direct Changes Job fuesl Emplovment
Changes Employment ploy
Columbus, MS Micropolitan Statistical Area
Columbus Air Force Base Gain 0 0 104 3 104 3 0 107 70 177 34,053 0.5%
Total 0 0 104 3 104 3 0 107 70 177 34,053 0.5%
Columbus, NE Micropolitan Statistical Area
Army National Guard Reserve  Close (31) 0 0 0 (31) 0 0 (31) (16) (47) 22,545 -0.2%
Center Columbus
Total (31) 0 0 0 (31) 0 0 (31) (16) (47) 22,545 -0.2%
Columbus, OH Metropolitan Statistical Area
Army National Guard Reserve Close (12 0 0 0 (12) 0 0 (12) 4) (16) 1,122,033 0.0%
Center Westerville
U.S. Army Reserve Center Close (25) 0 0 0 (25) 0 0 (25) 9) (34) 1,122,033 0.0%
Whitehall
Leased Space - OH Close/Realign 0 (187) 0 0 0 (187) 0 (187) (153) (340) 1,122,033 0.0%
Defense Supply Center Columbu&ain (2) (960) 65 2,655 63 1,695 0 1,758 1,412 3,170 1,122,033 0.3%
Rickenbacker International Gain 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 1,122,033 0.0%
Airport Air Guard Station
Rickenbacker Army National ~ Realign (4) 0 0 0 (4) 0 0 (4) 1) (5) 1,122,033 0.0%
Guard Bldg 943 Columbus
Total (43) (1,147) 65 2,656 22 1,509 0 1,531 1,245 2,776 1,122,033 0.2%
Corpus Christi, TX Metropolitan Statistical Area
Naval Station Ingleside Close (1,901)  (260) 0 0 (1,901)  (260) (57) (2,218) (2,582) (4,800) 221,376 -2.2%
Corpus Christi Army Depot Realign 0 (92) 0 0 0 (92) 0 (92) (132) (224) 221,376 -0.1%
Naval Air Station Corpus Christi Realign (926) (89) 0 0 (926) (89) (10) (1,025) (1,183) (2,208) 221,376 -1.0%
Total (2,827)  (441) 0 0 (2,827)  (441) (67) (3,335) (3.897) (7,232) 221,376 -3.3%
Dallas-Plano-Irving, TX Metropolitan Division
Army National Guard Reserve  Close (90) 0 0 0 (90) 0 0 (90) (48) (138) 2,410,769 0.0%
Center # 2 Dallas
Army National Guard Reserve Close 47) 0 0 0 47) 0 0 (47) (25) (72) 2,410,769 0.0%
Center California Crossing
Total (137) 0 0 0 (137) 0 0 (137) (73) (210) 2,410,769 0.0%
This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-10

Military figures include student load changes.



Economic Area Out In Net Gain/(Loss) Net Mission  Total Indirect Total Economic Cphanges afs
. Action . . . . . . i ercent o
Installation Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ Contractor  Direct Changes Job Area Emplovment
Changes Employment ploy

Davenport-Moline-Rock Island, IA-IL Metropolitan Statistical Area

Rock Island Arsenal Realign (3) (1,537) 157 120 154 (1,417) 0 (1,263) (1,172) (2,434) 229,053 -1.1%
Total (3) (1,537) 157 120 154 (1,417) 0 (1,263) (1,171) (2,434) 229,053 -1.1%

Dayton, OH Metropolitan Statistical Area

Defense Finance and AccountingClose 0 (230) 0 0 0 (230) 0 (230) (194) (424) 512,393 -0.1%

Service, Dayton

Wright Patterson Air Force Base Gain 69 (729) 658 559 589 (170) 75 494 376 870 512,393 0.2%

Glenn Research Center Realign 0 (50) 0 0 0 (50) 0 (50) (42) (92) 512,393 0.0%
Total (69) (1,009) 658 559 589  (450) 75 214 140 354 512,393 0.1%

Del Rio, TX Micropolitan Statistical Area

Laughlin Air Force Base Gain 0 0 102 80 102 80 0 182 137 319 21,096 1.5%
Total 0 0 102 80 102 80 0 182 137 319 21,096 1.5%

Denver-Aurora, CO Metropolitan Statistical Area

Buckley Air Force Base Gain 0 0 13 81 13 81 0 94 78 172 1,545,580 0.0%

Air Reserve Personnel Center ~ Realign (159) (1,447) 57 1,500 (102) 53 (59) (108) (54) (162) 1,545,580 0.0%
Total (159) (1,447) 70 1,581 (89) 134 (59) (14) 24 10 1,545,580 0.0%

Des Moines, IA Metropolitan Statistical Area

Des Moines International Airport Gain (31) (172) 54 196 23 24 0 47 27 74 362,215 0.0%

Air Guard Station

Armed Forces Reserve Center Realign (217) @) 0 0 (217) @ 0 (218) (84) (302) 362,215 -0.1%

Camp Dodge
Total (248)  (173) 54 196 (194) 23 0 (a71) (57) (228) 362,215 -0.1%

Detroit-Livonia-Dearborn, Ml Metropolitan Division

Detroit Arsenal Gain (4) (104 4 751 0 647 0 647 407 1,054 994,108 0.1%
Total (4) (104) 4 751 0 647 0 647 407 1,054 994,108 0.1%

This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-11

Military figures include student load changes.



Economic Area Out In Net Gain/(Loss) Net Mission  Total Indirect Total Economic Changes as

. Action . . . . . : i Percent of
Installation Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ Contractor  Direct Changes Job Area Emplovment
Changes Employment ploy
Dover, DE Metropolitan Statistical Area
Dover Air Force Base Gain 0 0 115 133 115 133 0 248 254 502 74,718 0.7%
Total 0 0 115 133 115 133 0 248 254 502 74,718 0.7%

Dubuque, IA Metropolitan Statistical Area

Navy-Marine Corps Reserve  Close (19) (5) 0 0 (19) (5) 0 (24) (8) (32) 62,005 -0.1%
Center Dubuque

Total (19) (5) 0 0 (19) (5) 0 (24) 8) (32) 62,005 -0.1%

Duluth, MN-WI Metropolitan Statistical Area
Navy Reserve Center Duluth ~ Close (8) 0 0 0 (8) 0 0 (8) 2) (10) 157,359 0.0%

Total ®) 0 0 0 @) 0 0 ®) ) (10) 157,359 0.0%

Durham, NC Metropolitan Statistical Area
Army Research Office, Durham Realign (1) (@113 0 0 (1) (113) 0 (114) (67) (181) 319,576 -0.1%

Total 1) (113) 0 0 1) (113) 0 (114) (67) (181) 319,576 -0.1%

Edison, NJ Metropolitan Division

Fort Monmouth Close (620) (4,652) 0 0 (620) (4,652) 0 (5,272) (4,465) (9,737) 1,220,335 -0.8%

Kilmer U.S. Army Reserve Close (23) (21) 0 0 (23) (21) 0 (44) (31) (75) 1,220,335 0.0%

Center, Edison

Naval Air Engineering Station  Realign (132) (54) 0 0 (132) (54) 0 (186) (123) (309) 1,220,335 0.0%

Lakehurst

Naval Weapons Station Earle  Realign 0 (63) 2 0 2 (63) 0 (61) (54) (115) 1,220,335 0.0%
Total (775) (4,790) 2 0 (773) (4,790) 0 (5,563) (4,673) (10,236) 1,220,335 -0.8%

El Dorado, AR Micropolitan Statistical Area

El Dorado Armed Forces Reserv€lose (24) 0 0 0 (24) 0 0 (24) (12) (36) 29,093 -0.1%
Center

Total (24) 0 0 0 (24) 0 0 (24) (12) (36) 29,093 -0.1%
This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-12

Military figures include student load changes.



Economic Area Out Net Gain/(Loss) Net Mission  Total Indirect Total Economic CPhanges afs
. Action . . . . . . i ercent o
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Changes Employment ploy

El Paso, TX Metropolitan Statistical Area

Army National Guard Reserve  Close (106) 0 0 0 (106) 0 0 (106) (81) (187) 328,741 -0.1%

Center (Hondo Pass) El Paso

Fort Bliss Gain (4,564) (223) 15,918 370 11,354 147 0 11,501 8,882 20,383 328,741 6.2%
Total (4,670) (223) 15,918 370 11,248 147 0 11,395 8,801 20,196 328,741 6.1%

Elizabethtown, KY Metropolitan Statistical Area

Fort Knox Realign 10,159)  (772) 5292 2,511 (4,867) 1,739 184 (2,944) 8 (2,936) 65,926 -4.5%
Total  (10,159)  (772) 5292 2,511 (4,867) 1,739 184 (2,944) 8 (2,936) 65,926 -4.5%

Elmira, NY Metropolitan Statistical Area

Navy Reserve Center HorseheadClose @) 0 0 0 @ 0 0 @) (6) (13) 50,494 0.0%
Total @ 0 0 0 @ 0 0 ) (6) (13) 50,494 0.0%

Enid, OK Micropolitan Statistical Area

Vance Air Force Base Gain 0 0 93 6 93 6 0 99 94 193 34,406 0.6%
Total 0 0 93 6 93 6 0 99 94 193 34,406 0.6%

Enterprise-Ozark, AL Micropolitan Statistical Area

Gary U.S. Army Reserve Center Close (9) 1) 0 0 9) 1) 0 (20) (8) (18) 48,094 0.0%

Enterprize

Fort Rucker Gain (423) (80) 2,157 234 1,734 154 0 1,888 1,689 3,577 48,094 7.4%
Total (432) (81) 2,157 234 1,725 153 0 1,878 1,681 3,559 48,094 7.4%

Evansville, IN-KY Metropolitan Statistical Area

Navy Reserve Center Evansville Close @) 0 0 0 @ 0 0 (@) 1) (8) 212,719 0.0%
Total @ 0 0 0 @ 0 0 ) @ ) 212,719 0.0%

This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-13

Military figures include student load changes.



Economic Area Out In Net Gain/(Loss) Net Mission  Total Indirect Total Economic Cphanges afs
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Fairbanks, AK Metropolitan Statistical Area

Eielson Air Force Base Realign (2,821) (319) 0 0 (2,821) (319) 200 (2,940) (1,770) (4,710) 54,469 -8.6%
Total (2,821)  (319) 0 0 (2,821)  (319) 200 (2,940) (1,770) (4,710) 54,469 -8.6%

Fairmont, WV Micropolitan Statistical Area

Fairmont U.S. Army Reserve  Close (88) 0 0 0 (88) 0 0 (88) 47) (135) 26,404 -0.5%

Center
Total (88) 0 0 0 (88) 0 0 (88) (47) (135) 26,404 -0.5%

Fallon, NV Micropolitan Statistical Area

Naval Air Station Fallon Realign @ 0 0 0 () 0 0 () 5) (12) 15,858 -0.1%
Total @ 0 0 0 @ 0 0 ) (5) (12) 15,858 -0.1%

Fayetteville, NC Metropolitan Statistical Area

Fort Bragg Gain (1,352) 0 5,430 247 4,078 247 0 4,325 2,915 7,240 195,370 3.7%

Pope Air Force Base Realign (5,969)  (345) 1,148 1,153 (4,821) 808 (132) (4,145) (2,657) (6,802) 195,370 -3.5%
Total (7,321)  (345) 6,578 1,400 (743) 1,055 (132) 180 258 438 195,370 0.2%

Fort Leonard Wood, MO Micropolitan Statistical Area

Fort Leonard Wood Realign (181) 2) 71 25 (110) 23 0 (87) (14) (101) 25,515 -0.4%
Total (181) ®) 71 25 (110) 23 0 (87) (14) (101) 25,515 -0.4%

Fort Smith, AR-OK Metropolitan Statistical Area

Fort Smith Regional Realign (19) (59) 0 0 (19) (59) 0 (78) (56) (134) 152,388 -0.1%
Total (19) (59) 0 0 (19) (59) 0 (78) (56) (134) 152,388 -0.1%

This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-14

Military figures include student load changes.



Economic Area Out In Net Gain/(Loss) Net Mission  Total Indirect Total Economic CPhanges afs
. Action . . . . . . i ercent o
Installation Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ Contractor  Direct Changes Job Area Emplovment
Changes Employment ploy
Fort Walton Beach-Crestview-Destin, FL Metropolitan Statistical Area
Eglin Air Force Base Gain (28) (42) 2,168 120 2,140 78 0 2,218 1,834 4,052 120,139 3.4%
Hurlburt Field Realign (48) (6) 0 0 (48) (6) 0 (54) (44) (98) 120,139 -0.1%
Total (76) (48) 2,168 120 2,092 72 0 2,164 1,790 3,954 120,139 3.3%
Fort Wayne, IN Metropolitan Statistical Area
Fort Wayne International Airport Gain (5) 0 62 256 57 256 0 313 173 486 256,503 0.2%
Air Guard Station
Total (5) 0 62 256 57 256 0 313 173 486 256,503 0.2%
Fort Worth-Arlington, TX Metropolitan Division
Carswell ARS, Naval Air Station Gain 0 (12) 8 116 8 104 0 112 116 228 1,004,416 0.0%
Fo
Naval Air Station Joint Reserve Gain (54) (5) 330 41 276 36 2 314 197 511 1,004,416 0.1%
Base Ft. Worth
Total (54) @7 338 157 284 140 2 426 313 739 1,004,416 0.1%
Fresno, CA Metropolitan Statistical Area
Fresno Air Terminal Gain 0 0 57 254 57 254 0 311 207 518 427,912 0.1%
Total 0 0 57 254 57 254 0 311 207 518 427,912 0.1%
Glens Falls, NY Metropolitan Statistical Area
Navy Reserve Center Glenn Fall€lose @ 0 0 0 @ 0 0 (@) 1) (8) 64,173 0.0%
Total @) 0 0 0 ) 0 0 ) @) (8) 64,173 0.0%
Goldsboro, NC Metropolitan Statistical Area
Seymore Johnson Air Force Bas&ain 0 0 345 17 345 17 0 362 301 663 60,040 1.1%
Total 0 0 345 17 345 17 0 362 301 663 60,040 1.1%
This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-15

Military figures include student load changes.



Economic Area Out In Net Gain/(Loss) Net Mission  Total Indirect Total Economic Changes as
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Installation ctio Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ Contractor  Direct Changes Job Area Emplovment
Changes Employment ploy
Grand Forks, ND-MN Metropolitan Statistical Area
Grand Forks Air Force Base  Realign (2,290)  (355) 0 0 (2,290) (355) 0 (2,645) (2,284) (4,929) 66,242 -71.4%
Total (2,290) (355) 0 0 (2,290) (355) 0 (2,645) (2,284) (4,929) 66,242 -7.4%

Grand Island, NE Micropolitan Statistical Area

Army National Guard Reserve  Close (31) 0 0 0 (31) 0 0 (31) (16) (47) 45,763 -0.1%
Center Grand Island

Total (31) 0 0 0 (31) 0 0 (31) (16) (47 45,763 -0.1%

Great Falls, MT Metropolitan Statistical Area

Galt Hall U.S. Army Reserve  Close (14) ?3) 0 0 (14) ?3) 0 a7) 9) (26) 49,197 -0.1%
Center, Great Falls
Great Falls International Airport Realign (26) (81) 0 0 (26) (81) 0 (207) (66) (173) 49,197 -0.4%
Air Guard Station
Total (40) (84) 0 0 (40) (84) 0 (124) (75) (199) 49,197 -0.4%
Guam County, GU
Andersen Air Force Base Realign (64) (31) 0 0 (64) (31) 0 (95) (79) (174) 54,980 -0.3%
Total (64) (31) 0 0 (64) (31) 0 (95) (79) 174) 54,980 -0.3%

Gulfport-Biloxi, MS Metropolitan Statistical Area

Human Resources Support Realign 0 (138) 0 0 0 (138) (20) (148) (131) (279) 151,445 -0.2%

Center Southeast

Keesler Air Force Base Realign (181) (31) 0 0 (181) (31) (190) (402) (248) (650) 151,445 -0.4%
Total (181) (169) 0 0 (181) (169) (200) (550) (379) (929) 151,445 -0.6%

Hagerstown-Martinsburg, MD-WV Metropolitan Statistical Area

Ewvra Sheppard Air Guard StatidBain 0 0 7 3 7 3 0 10 7 17 116,091 0.0%
Total 0 0 7 3 7 3 0 10 7 17 116,091 0.0%
This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-16

Military figures include student load changes.
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Economic Area Out In Net Gain/(Loss) Net Mission  Total Indirect Total Economic 5 -
. Action . . . . . . i ercent o
Installation Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ Contractor  Direct Changes Job Area Emplovment
Changes Employment ploy
Hanford-Corcoran, CA Metropolitan Statistical Area
Naval Air Station Lemore Gain (39) 0 44 35 5 35 0 40 32 72 53,641 0.1%
Total (39) 0 44 35 5 35 0 40 32 72 53,641 0.1%
Hardin County, OH
Parrott U.S. Army Reserve Close (9) 1) 0 0 9) 1) 0 (20) 5) (15) 13,264 -0.1%
Center Kenton
Total (9) 1) 0 0 (9) 1) 0 (10) (5) (15) 13,264 -0.1%
Harrisburg-Carlisle, PA Metropolitan Statistical Area
Defense Distribution Depot Realign 0 (15) 0 0 0 (15) 0 (15) (13) (28) 384,888 0.0%
Susquehanna
Naval Support Activity Realign 0 (11) 0 0 0 (11) 0 (11) (10) (21) 384,888 0.0%
Mechanicsburg
Total 0 (26) 0 0 0 (26) 0 (26) (23) (49) 384,888 0.0%
Hartford-West Hartford-East Hartford, CT Metropolitan Statistical Area
U.S. Army Reserve Center Area Close (13) (5) 0 0 (13) 5) 0 (18) 8) (26) 760,935 0.0%
Maintenance Support Facility
Bradley International Airport Air Realign (23) (88) 26 15 3 (73) 0 (70) (54) (124) 760,935 0.0%
Guard Station
Total (36) (93) 26 15 (10) (78) 0 (88) (62) (150) 760,935 0.0%
Hilton Head Island-Beaufort, SC Micropolitan Statistical Area
Marine Corps Air Station BeauforGain 0 0 0 12 0 12 0 12 9 21 93,051 0.0%
Total 0 0 0 12 0 12 0 12 9 21 93,051 0.0%
Honolulu, HI Metropolitan Statistical Area
Naval Station Pearl Harbor Gain (29) (213) 0 324 (29) 111 0 82 89 171 573,389 0.0%
Hickam Air Force Base Realign (311) (117) 159 7 (152) (110) 0 (262) (224) (486) 573,389 -0.1%
Total (340)  (330) 159 331 (181) 1 0 (180) (135) (315) 573,389 -0.1%
This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-17

Military figures include student load changes.
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Hot Springs County, WY

Army National Guard Reserve Close (19) 0 0 0 (19) 0 0 (29) (20) (29) 3,204 -0.9%
Center Thermopolis

Total (19) 0 0 0 (19) 0 0 (19) (10) (29) 3,204 -0.9%

Houston-Baytown-Sugar Land, TX Metropolitan Statistical Area

Army National Guard Reserve  Close (14) (45) 0 0 (14) (45) 0 (59) (41) (100) 2,898,160 0.0%

Center Ellington

U.S. Army Reserve Center # 2 Close 2) 0 0 0 2) 0 0 2 0 2 2,898,160 0.0%

Houston

Ellington Field Air Guard Station Realign 0 3) 0 0 0 3) 0 3) 2) (5) 2,898,160 0.0%
Total (16) (48) 0 0 (16) (48) 0 (64) (43) (107) 2,898,160 0.0%

Huntington-Ashland, WV-KY-OH Metropolitan Statistical Area

Bias U.S. Army Reserve Center, Close (@) 0 0 0 1) 0 0 2) 0 1) 139,908 0.0%
Huntington

Total @) 0 0 0 1) 0 0 (1) 0 (1) 139,908 0.0%

Huntsville, AL Metropolitan Statistical Area
Redstone Arsenal Gain (1,322)  (288) 33 1,874 (986) 1,586 1,055 1,655 1,289 2,944 225,625 1.3%

Total (1,322)  (288) 336 1,874 (986) 1,586 1,055 1,655 1,289 2,944 225,625 1.3%

Indianapolis, IN Metropolitan Statistical Area

Navy Recruiting District Close (27) (5) 0 0 (27) (5) (6) (38) (15) (53) 1,037,290 0.0%
Headquarters Indianapolis

U.S. Army Reserve Center Sesto@lose (12) 0 0 0 (12) 0 0 (12) 4) (16) 1,037,290 0.0%
Leased Space - IN Close/Realign  (25) (111) 0 0 (25) (111) 0 (136) (89) (225) 1,037,290 0.0%
Defense Finance and AccountingGain 0 (100) 114 3,478 114 3,378 3 3,495 2,490 5,985 1,037,290 0.6%

Service, Indianapolis
Total (64) (216) 114 3,478 50 3,262 ?3) 3,309 2,382 5,691 1,037,290 0.5%

Jackson, MS Metropolitan Statistical Area

Jackson International Airport Air Gain 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 307,475 0.0%
Guard Station

Total 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 307,475 0.0%

This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-18
Military figures include student load changes.
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Jacksonville, FL Metropolitan Statistical Area
Jacksonville International AirportGain 0 (6) 45 22 45 16 0 61 74 135 727,765 0.0%
Air Guard Station
Naval Air Station Jacksonville ~ Gain (72) (245) 1,974 310 1,902 65 58 2,025 2,370 4,395 727,765 0.6%
Naval Station Mayport Gain (6) 0 403 13 397 13 0 410 480 890 727,765 0.1%
Total (78)  (251) 2,422 345 2,344 94 58 2,496 2,924 5,420 727,765 0.7%
Jacksonville, NC Metropolitan Statistical Area
Marine Corps Base Camp LejeurRealign (182) (16) 0 15 (182) () 9) (192) (109) (301) 91,677 -0.3%
Total (182) (16) 0 15 (182) 1) (9) (192) (109) (301) 91,677 -0.3%
Johnston County, OK
Army National Guard Reserve Close (30) 0 0 0 (30) 0 0 (30) (16) (46) 4,603 -1.0%
Center Tishomingo
Total (30) 0 0 0 (30) 0 0 (30) (16) (46) 4,603 -1.0%
Johnstown, PA Metropolitan Statistical Area
Marine Corps Reserve Center  Realign (86) 0 0 0 (86) 0 0 (86) (52) (138) 74,442 -0.2%
Johnstown
Total (86) 0 0 0 (86) 0 0 (86) (52) (138) 74,442 -0.2%
Kansas City, MO-KS Metropolitan Statistical Area
Defense Finance and AccountingClose (37) (576) 0 0 (37)  (576) 0 (613) (549) (1,162) 1,225,451 -0.1%
Service, Kansas City
Marine Corps Support Center ~ Close (191)  (139) 0 0 (191)  (139) (3) (333) (250) (583) 1,225,451 0.0%
Kansas City
Navy Recruiting District Close (1) (6) 0 0 (1) (6) (6) (33) (23) (56) 1,225,451 0.0%
Headquarters Kansas
Fort Leavenworth Gain (16) 0 211 8 195 8 0 203 131 334 1,225,451 0.0%
Total (265)  (721) 211 8 (54)  (713) (9) (776) (691) (1,467) 1,225,451 -0.1%
Kapaa, HI Micropolitan Statistical Area
Army National Guard Reserve Close (118) 0 0 0 (118) 0 0 (118) (100) (218) 37,731 -0.6%
Center Honokaa
Total (118) 0 0 0 (118) 0 0 (118) (100) (218) 37,731 -0.6%

This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected.

Military figures include student load changes.
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Kearney, NE Micropolitan Statistical Area

Army National Guard Reserve Close (8) 0 0 0 (8) 0 0 (8) 4) (12) 35,434 0.0%
Center Kearny

Total ®) 0 0 0 8) 0 0 (8) (4 (12) 35,434 0.0%

Killeen-Temple-Fort Hood, TX Metropolitan Statistical Area
Fort Hood Realign (9,135) (118) 9,062 0 (73) (118) 0 (191) (163) (354) 186,916 -0.2%

Total (9,135) (118) 9,062 0 (73) (118) 0 (191) (163) (354) 186,916 -0.2%
King George County, VA

Naval Surface Warfare Center Realign 0 (503) 0 169 0 (334) a7 (351) (424) (775) 14,171 -5.5%
Dahlgren

Total 0  (503) 0 169 0  (334) 17) (351) (424) (775) 14,171 -5.5%

Kingsport-Bristol-Bristol, TN-VA Metropolitan Statistical Area

U.S. Army Reserve Area Close (30) 2) 0 0 (30) 2) 0 (32) () (39) 161,187 0.0%
Maintenance Support Facility

Total (30) ) 0 0 (30) ) 0 (32) @) (39) 161,187 0.0%

Knoxville, TN Metropolitan Statistical Area

McGee Tyson APT Air Guard ~ Gain 0 0 58 190 58 190 0 248 245 493 402,476 0.1%
Station

Total 0 0 58 190 58 190 0 248 245 493 402,476 0.1%

La Crosse, WI-MN Metropolitan Statistical Area

Navy Reserve Center La Close (@) 0 0 0 @) 0 0 () 2) 9) 89,588 0.0%
Crosse

Total (7 0 0 0 (7 0 0 @) 2 9) 89,588 0.0%

Lafayette, IN Metropolitan Statistical Area

U.S. Army Reserve Center Close (21) 0 0 0 (21) 0 0 (21) (11) (32) 112,699 0.0%
Lafeyette

Total (21) 0 0 0 (21) 0 0 (21) (11) (32) 112,699 0.0%
This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-20

Military figures include student load changes.
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Lake County-Kenosha County, IL-WI Metropolitan Division
Fort Sheridan Realign (17) 17) 0 0 17) a7 0 (34) (53) (87) 498,103 0.0%
Naval Station Great Lakes Realign (2,005) (124) 16 101 (1,989) (23) (10) (2,022) (2,577) (4,599) 498,103 -0.9%
Total (2,022)  (141) 16 101 (2,006) (40) (10) (2,056) (2,630) (4,686) 498,103 -0.9%
Lansing-East Lansing, Ml Metropolitan Statistical Area
Parisan U.S. Army Reserve Close (25) 0 0 0 (25) 0 0 (25) (11) (36) 281,040 0.0%
Center, Lansing
Total (25) 0 0 0 (25) 0 0 (25) (11) (36) 281,040 0.0%
Las Cruces, NM Metropolitan Statistical Area
White Sands Missile Range  Realign (13)  (165) 0 0 (13)  (165) 0 (178) (190) (368) 79,256 -0.5%
Total (13)  (165) 0 0 (13)  (165) 0 (178) (190) (368) 79,256 -0.5%
Las Vegas-Paradise, NV Metropolitan Statistical Area
Nellis Air Force Base Gain (265) (5) 1,414 268 1,149 263 0 1,412 959 2,371 890,855 0.3%
Total (265) 5) 1,414 268 1,149 263 0 1,412 959 2,371 890,855 0.3%
Lawton, OK Metropolitan Statistical Area
Fort Sill Gain (892) (176) 4,336 337 3,444 161 3) 3,602 2,129 5,731 63,978 9.0%
Total (892) (176) 4,336 337 3,444 161 ?3) 3,602 2,129 5,731 63,978 9.0%
Lewisburg, PA Micropolitan Statistical Area
U.S. Army Reserve Center Close 9) ) 0 0 9) 2 0 (11) (6) 17) 22,716 -0.1%
Lewisburg
Total ) @ 0 0 ) %) 0 (11) (6) 7 22,716 -0.1%
This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-21
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Lexington Park, MD Micropolitan Statistical Area
Defense Finance and AccountingClose 0 (53) 0 0 0 (53) 0 (53) (70) (123) 53,347 -0.2%
Service, Patuxent River
Naval Air Station Patuxent River Gain (10) (142 7 226 ?3) 84 6 87 114 201 53,347 0.4%
Fort Lewis Realign 0 (164) 0 0 0  (164) 0 (164) (217) (381) 53,347 -0.7%
Total (10)  (359) 7 226 (3) (133) 6 (130) (173) (303) 53,347 -0.6%
Lexington-Fayette, KY Metropolitan Statistical Area
Defense Finance and AccountingClose (5) (40) 0 0 5) (40) 0 (45) (27) (72) 296,523 0.0%
Service, Lexington
Navy Reserve Center Lexington Close 9) 0 0 0 9) 0 0 9) 2) (11) 296,523 0.0%
Total (14) (40) 0 0 (14) (40) 0 (54) (29) (83) 296,523 0.0%
Lincoln, NE Metropolitan Statistical Area
Navy Reserve Center Lincoln  Close @) 0 0 0 @ 0 0 (@) 3) (20) 198,773 0.0%
Total @ 0 0 0 @ 0 0 @ (3) (10) 198,773 0.0%
Little Rock-North Little Rock, AR Metropolitan Statistical Area
Little Rock Air Force Base Gain (16) 0 3,595 319 3,579 319 0 3,898 2,958 6,856 394,114 1.7%
Camp Pike (90th) Realign (86) (91) 0 0 (86) (91) 0 @77 (158) (335) 394,114 -0.1%
Total (102) 91) 3,595 319 3,493 228 0 3,721 2,800 6,521 394,114 1.7%
Los Angeles-Long Beach-Glendale, CA Metropolitan Division
Armed Forces Reserve Center Close (72) 0 48 0 (24) 0 0 (24) (11) (35) 5,554,695 0.0%
Bell
Navy-Marine Corps Reserve  Close (33) 0 0 0 (33) 0 0 (33) (15) (48) 5,554,695 0.0%
Center, Encino
Navy-Marine Corps Reserve  Close (48) 0 0 0 (48) 0 0 (48) (22) (70) 5,554,695 0.0%
Center, Los Angeles
Leased Space - CA Close/Realign ) (14) 0 0 2) (14) 0 (16) (13) (29) 5,554,695 0.0%
Marine Corps Reserve Center  Gain 0 0 25 0 25 0 0 25 11 36 5,554,695 0.0%
Pasadena CA
Total (155) (14) 73 0 (82) (14) 0 (96) (50) (146) 5,554,695 0.0%
This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-22
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Louisville, KY-IN Metropolitan Statistical Area
U.S. Army Reserve Center Close (30) (13) 0 0 (30) (13) (43) (22) (65) 728,101 0.0%
Louisville
Louisville International Airport AirGain 0 0 0 6 0 6 6 4 10 728,101 0.0%
Guard Station
Navy Recruiting Command Realign 6) (217) 0 0 6) (217) (223) (165) (388) 728,101 -0.1%
Louisville
Total (36)  (230) 0 6 (36) (224) (260) (183) (443) 728,101 -0.1%
Lubbock, TX Metropolitan Statistical Area
Navy Reserve Center Lubbock, Close (@) 0 0 0 (@) 0 (@) 2) 9) 156,975 0.0%
X
Total @) 0 0 0 ) 0 @) ) 9) 156,975 0.0%
Lufkin, TX Micropolitan Statistical Area
Army National Guard Reserve Close (10) 0 0 0 (10) 0 (20) 5) (15) 45,773 0.0%
Center Lufkin
Total (10) 0 0 0 (10) 0 (10) (5) (15) 45,773 0.0%
Madison, WI Metropolitan Statistical Area
Navy-Marine Corps Reserve  Close (23) 3) 0 0 (23) 3) (26) (11) (37) 401,730 0.0%
Center Madison
Olson U.S. Army Reserve CenteClose (113) 0 0 0 (113) 0 (113) (42) (155) 401,730 0.0%
Madison
U.S. Army Reserve Center Close (11) Q) 0 0 (11) 1) (12) 4) (16) 401,730 0.0%
O'Connell
Armed Forces Reserve Center Gain 0 0 40 8 40 8 48 21 69 401,730 0.0%
Madison
Dane County Airport Gain 4) 0 22 37 18 37 55 35 90 401,730 0.0%
Total (151) 4) 62 45 (89) 41 (48) 1) (49) 401,730 0.0%
Manhattan, KS Micropolitan Statistical Area
Fort Riley Gain 0 0 2,415 440 2,415 440 2,855 1,818 4,673 72,434 6.5%
Total 0 0 2,415 440 2,415 440 2,855 1,818 4,673 72,434 6.5%
This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-23
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Mansfield, OH Metropolitan Statistical Area

Army National Guard Reserve  Close (59) ) 0 0 (59) 2 0 (61) (57) (118) 73,323 -0.2%
Center Mansfield
Mansfield Lahm Municipal AirporClose (63) (171) 0 0 (63) (171) 0 (234) (294) (528) 73,323 -0.7%

Air Guard Station

Total (122)  (173) 0 0 (122)  (173) 0 (295) (351) (646) 73,323 -0.9%

Marquette, Ml Micropolitan Statistical Area
Navy Reserve Center Marquette Close (@) 0 0 0 (@) 0 0 (@) (1) (8) 34,562 0.0%

Total ) 0 0 0 ) 0 0 ) (1) (8) 34,562 0.0%
Marshall, TX Micropolitan Statistical Area

Army National Guard Reserve Close (15) 1) 0 0 (15) 1) 0 (16) 8) (24) 29,682 -0.1%
Center Marshall

Total (15) 1) 0 0 (15) 1) 0 (16) 8) (24) 29,682 -0.1%
Martin County, IN
Naval Support Activity Crane  Realign 0 (672) 0 0 0 (672) (11) (683) (308) (991) 8,525 -11.6%
Total 0 (672) 0 0 0 (672) (11) (683) (308) (991) 8,525 -11.6%

Maysville, KY Micropolitan Statistical Area

U.S. Army Reserve Center Close (16) 2) 0 0 (16) 2) 0 (18) (10) (28) 16,643 -0.2%
Maysville

Total (16) ) 0 0 (16) ) 0 (18) (10) (28) 16,643 -0.2%

Medford, OR Metropolitan Statistical Area

Navy Reserve Center Central  Close (@) 0 0 0 @) 0 0 (@) 2) 9) 106,355 0.0%
Point

Total @) 0 0 0 @) 0 0 (@) (2) 9 106,355 0.0%
This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-24
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Memphis, TN-MS-AR Metropolitan Statistical Area

Memphis International Airport AirGain 0 0 2 6 2 6 0 8 5 13 758,153 0.0%

Guard Station

Naval Support Activity Mid SouthGain 0 0 372 601 372 601 88 1,061 668 1,729 758,153 0.2%
Total 0 0 374 607 374 607 88 1,069 673 1,742 758,153 0.2%

Meridian, MS Micropolitan Statistical Area

Key Field Air Guard Station Realign (33) (142) 0 0 (33) (142) 0 (175) (163) (338) 54,548 -0.6%
Naval Air Station Meridian Realign (15) 0 0 0 (15) 0 1) (16) (23) (29) 54,548 -0.1%
Total (48) (142 0 0 (48) (142) 1) (191) (176) (367) 54,548 -0.7%

Miami-Miami Beach-Kendall, FL Metropolitan Division
Homestead Air Reserve Station Gain 0 (12) 0 83 0 71 0 71 70 141 1,293,315 0.0%

Total 0 (12) 0 83 0 71 0 71 70 141 1,293,315 0.0%
Milwaukee-Waukesha-West Allis, WI Metropolitan Statistical Area
Gen Mitchell International AirportClose (44)  (302) 24 56 (20) (246) 0 (266) (214) (480) 986,431 0.0%
ARS

Total (44)  (302) 24 56 (20)  (246) 0 (266) (214) (480) 986,431 0.0%

Minneapolis-St. Paul-Bloomington, MN-WI Metropolitan Statistical Area
Fort Snelling Realign (130) (124) 0 0 (130) (124) 0 (254) (155) (409) 2,127,894 0.0%

Total (130)  (124) 0 0 (130)  (124) 0 (254) (155) (409) 2,127,894 0.0%

Mobile, AL Metropolitan Statistical Area

Armed Forces Reserve Center Close 27) 0 22 0 (5) 0 0 (5) 2 (@) 213,966 0.0%

Mobile

Fort Ganey Army National Guarclose (13) 0 0 0 (13) 0 0 (13) 5) (18) 213,966 0.0%

Reserve Center Mobile

Wright U.S. Army Reserve CenteClose (8) 1) 0 0 (8) (1) 0 9) 4) (13) 213,966 0.0%
Total (48) 1) 22 0 (26) 1) 0 (27) (11) (38) 213,966 0.0%

This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-25
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Modesto, CA Metropolitan Statistical Area
Riverbank Army Ammunition Plar@lose 0 (4) 0 0 0 (4) (85) (89) 17) (106) 217,388 0.0%
Total 0 4 0 0 0 4) (85) (89) a7) (106) 217,388 0.0%
Monroe County, WI
Fort McCoy Realign (379) (82) 97 133 (282) 51 0 (231) (133) (364) 23,884 -1.5%
Total (379) (82) 97 133 (282) 51 0 (231) (133) (364) 23,884 -1.5%
Montgomery, AL Metropolitan Statistical Area
BG William P. Screws U.S. ArmyClose (15) 3) 0 0 (15) ?3) 0 (18) (12) (30) 207,595 0.0%
Reserve Center Montgomery
Navy Recruiting District Close (31) (5) 0 0 (31) (5) (5) (41) (27) (68) 207,595 0.0%
Headquarters Montgomery
The Adjutant General Bldg, AL Close (85) 0 0 0 (85) 0 0 (85) (56) (141) 207,595 -0.1%
Army National Guard Montgomery
Dannelly Field Air Guard Station Gain 0 0 18 42 18 42 0 60 45 105 207,595 0.1%
Maxwell Air Force Base Realign (740)  (511) 0 0 (740)  (511) 0 (1,251) (894) (2,145) 207,595 -1.0%
Total (871)  (519) 18 42 (853)  (477) (5) (1,335) (944) (2,279) 207,595 -1.1%
Mountain Home, ID Micropolitan Statistical Area
Mountain Home Air Force Base Realign (1,235) (54) 697 23 (538) (31) 0 (569) (329) (898) 14,441 -6.2%
Total (1,235) (54) 697 23 (538) (31) 0 (569) (329) (898) 14,441 -6.2%
Muskogee, OK Micropolitan Statistical Area
Armed Forces Reserve Center Close (14) 2 0 0 (14) 2 0 (16) 9) (25) 40,416 -0.1%
Muskogee
Total (14) 2 0 0 (14) 2 0 (16) 9) (25) 40,416 -0.1%
Nashville-Davidson--Murfreesboro, TN Metropolitan Statistical Area
Leased Space - TN Close/Realign 0 (6) 0 0 0 (6) 0 (6) 4) (10) 919,365 0.0%
Nashville International Airport AirRealign (19 (172 0 0 (19) 172) 0 (191) (137) (328) 919,365 0.0%
Guard Station
Total (19) (@178) 0 0 (19) (178) 0 (197) (141) (338) 919,365 0.0%
This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-26
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Nassau-Suffolk, NY Metropolitan Division
Armed Forces Reserve Center Close (24) (4) 0 0 (24) (4) 0 (28) (8) (36) 1,530,568 0.0%
Amityville
Total (24) 4 0 0 (24) 4) 0 (28) (8) (36) 1,530,568 0.0%
New Bern, NC Micropolitan Statistical Area
Marine Corps Air Station Cherry Realign (16)  (664) 64 8 48  (656) (20) (628) (558) (1,186) 66,366 -1.8%
Point
Total (16) (664) 64 8 48 (656) (20) (628) (558) (1,186) 66,366 -1.8%
New Haven-Milford, CT Metropolitan Statistical Area
SGT Libby U.S. Army Reserve Close (14) @ 0 0 (14) @ 0 (21) 12) (33) 472,774 0.0%
Center, New Haven
Total (14) @ 0 0 (14) %) 0 (21) (12) (33) 472,774 0.0%
New Orleans-Metairie-Kenner, LA Metropolitan Statistical Area
Naval Support Activity New ~ Close (1,997)  (652) 0 0 (1,997)  (652) (62) (2,712) (2,016) (4,727) 763,801 -0.6%
Orleans
Leased Space - Slidell Close/Realign 1) (102) 0 0 Q) (102) (48) (151) (144) (295) 763,801 0.0%
Naval Air Station New Orleans  Gain 0 0 1,407 446 1,407 446 3 1,856 1,372 3,228 763,801 0.4%
Naval Air Station New Orleans AiRealign (4)  (308) 45 76 41 (232) 0 (191) (207) (398) 763,801 -0.1%
Reserve Station
Total (2,002) (1,062) 1,452 522 (550) (540) (107) (1,197) (995) (2,192) 763,801 -0.3%
New York-Wayne-White Plains, NY-NJ Metropolitan Division
Fort Totten / Pyle Realign (75) (74) 0 0 (75) (74) 0 (149) (72) (221) 6,226,027 0.0%
Total (75) (74) 0 0 (75) (74) 0 (149) (72) (221) 6,226,027 0.0%
Newark-Union, NJ-PA Metropolitan Division
Picatinny Arsenal Gain 0 0 5 688 5 688 0 693 566 1,259 1,246,371 0.1%
Total 0 0 5 688 5 688 0 693 566 1,259 1,246,371 0.1%
This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-27
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Norwich-New London, CT Metropolitan Statistical Area
Submarine Base New London  Close (7,096)  (952) 0 0 (7,096)  (952) (412) (8,460) (7,353) (15,813) 168,620 -9.4%

Total (7,096)  (952) 0 0 (7,096)  (952) (412) (8,460) (7,353)  (15,813) 168,620 -9.4%

Oak Harbor, WA Micropolitan Statistical Area
Naval Air Station Whidbey IslandGain (34) 0 0 173 (34) 173 0 139 162 301 35,843 0.8%

Total (34) 0 0 173 (34) 173 0 139 162 301 35,843 0.8%

Oakland-Fremont-Hayward, CA Metropolitan Division

Defense Finance and AccountingClose 0 (50) 0 0 0 (50) 0 (50) (40) (90) 1,383,332 0.0%
Service, Oakland
Camp Parks (91st) Realign (25) (18) 0 0 (25) (18) 0 (43) (26) (69) 1,383,332 0.0%

Total (25)  (68) 0 0 (25  (68) 0 (93) (66) (159) 1,383,332 0.0%

Ogden-Clearfield, UT Metropolitan Statistical Area
Hill Air Force Base Realign (13)  (447) 291 24 278 (423) 0 (145) (164) (309) 239,699 -0.1%

Total (13)  (447) 291 24 278 (423) 0 (145) (164) (309) 239,699 -0.1%

Oklahoma City, OK Metropolitan Statistical Area

Krowse U.S. Army Reserve Close (78) (6) 0 0 (78) (6) 0 (84) (78) (162) 703,918 0.0%
Center Oklahoma City

Oklahoma City (95th) Close (31) (22) 0 0 (31) (22) 0 (53) (55) (108) 703,918 0.0%
Tinker Air Force Base Gain 9) (197) 9 552 0 355 0 355 450 805 703,918 0.1%
Will Rogers World Airport Air - Realign (19) (145) 103 46 84 (99) 0 (15) (49) (64) 703,918 0.0%

Guard Station

Total (137)  (370) 112 598 (25) 228 0 203 268 471 703,918 0.1%

Omaha-Council Bluffs, NE-IA Metropolitan Statistical Area

Naval Recruiting District Close (19) @) 0 0 (19) @) (6) (32) (28) (60) 538,121 0.0%

Headquarters Omaha

Offutt Air Force Base Realign 0 (227) 54 69 54 (158) 0 (104) (130) (234) 538,121 0.0%
Total (19) (234) 54 69 35 (165) (6) (136) (158) (294) 538,121 -0.1%

This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-28

Military figures include student load changes.



Economic Area _ Out In Net Gain/(Loss) Net Mission  Total Indirect Total Economic Changes as
Action Mil : Mil : Mil - Contractor  Direct Changes Job Area Percent of

Installation Civ Civ Civ
Changes Employment Employment

Orlando, FL Metropolitan Statistical Area

Defense Finance and AccountingClose 9) (200) 0 0 9) (200) 0 (209) (204) (413) 1,082,297 0.0%
Service, Orlando

Total 9)  (200) 0 0 )  (200) 0 (209) (204) (413) 1,082,297 0.0%

Oxnard-Thousand Oaks-Ventura, CA Metropolitan Statistical Area

Channel Islands Air Guard StatioGain 0 0 4 15 4 15 0 19 23 42 420,712 0.0%
Naval Base Ventura City Realign (244) (2,149) 5 854 (239) (1,295) 0 (1,534) (1,905) (3,439) 420,712 -0.8%
Total (244) (2,149) 9 869 (235) (1,280) 0 (1,515) (1,882) (3,397) 420,712 -0.8%

Paducah, KY-IL Micropolitan Statistical Area

Army National Guard Reserve Close (31) 0 0 0 (31) 0 0 (31) (16) (47) 61,551 -0.1%
Center Paducah

Total (31) 0 0 0 (31) 0 0 (31) (16) (47) 61,551 -0.1%

Palm Bay-Melbourne-Titusville, FL Metropolitan Statistical Area
Patrick Air Force Base Realign (136) (59) 0 0 (136) (59) 0 (195) (165) (360) 247,994 -0.1%

Total (136)  (59) 0 0 (136)  (59) 0 (195) (165) (360) 247,994 -0.1%

Panama City-Lynn Haven, FL Metropolitan Statistical Area

Naval Support Activity Panama Realign (12) (12) 0 0 (12) (12) 0 (24) (24) (48) 86,688 -0.1%

City

Tyndall Air Force Base Realign (48) (19) 11 0 (37) (19) 0 (56) (57) (113) 86,688 -0.1%
Total (60) (31) 11 0 (49) (31) 0 (80) (81) (161) 86,688 -0.2%

Parsons, KS Micropolitan Statistical Area

Kansas Army Ammunition Plant Close 0 (8) 0 0 0 (8) (159) (167) (109) (276) 15,144 -1.8%
Total 0 (8) 0 0 0 (8) (159) (167) (109) (276) 15,144 -1.8%
This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-29
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Pascagoula, MS Metropolitan Statistical Area
Naval Station Pascagoula Close (844) (112) 0 0 (844) (112) @) (963) (798) (1,761) 68,520 -2.6%
Total (844) (112) 0 0 (844) (112) @) (963) (798) (1,761) 68,520 -2.6%
Pendleton-Hermiston, OR Micropolitan Statistical Area
Umatilla Army Depot Close (127)  (385) 0 0 (127)  (385) 0 (512) (372) (884) 44,887 -2.0%
Total (127)  (385) 0 0 (127)  (385) 0 (512) (372) (884) 44,887 -2.0%
Pensacola-Ferry Pass-Brent, FL Metropolitan Statistical Area
Naval Air Station Pensacola  Realign (857) (1,304) 555 124 (302) (1,180) (97) (1,579) (2,521) (4,100) 210,512 -1.9%
Total (857) (1,304) 555 124 (302) (1,180) (97) (1,579) (2,521) (4,100) 210,512 -1.9%
Peoria, IL Metropolitan Statistical Area
Greater Peoria Regio Gain 0 0 13 21 13 21 0 34 23 57 217,455 0.0%
Total 0 0 13 21 13 21 0 34 23 57 217,455 0.0%
Peru, IN Micropolitan Statistical Area
Navy Marine Corps Reserve  Close @ 0 0 0 @ 0 0 (@) Q) (8) 14,974 -0.1%
Center Grissom Air Reserve
Total @) 0 0 0 7 0 0 ) @) (8) 14,974 -0.1%
This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-30
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Philadelphia, PA Metropolitan Division

Bristol Close 9) ) 0 0 9) ) 0 (11) 5) (16) 2,273,372 0.0%
Engineering Field Activity Close (4) (188) 0 0 4) (188) 0 (192) (155) (347) 2,273,372 0.0%
Northeast
Naval Air Station Willow Grove Close (865) (362) 0 0 (865) (362) (5) (1,232) (698) (1,930) 2,273,372 -0.1%
Navy Crane Center Lester Close Q) (54) 0 0 1) (54) 0 (55) (44) (99) 2,273,372 0.0%
North Penn U.S. Army Reserve Close (22) 1) 0 0 (22) 1) 0 (23) (10) (33) 2,273,372 0.0%
Center, Norristown
W. Reese U.S. Army Reserve  Close 9) 1) 0 0 (9) 1) 0 (10) 4) (14) 2,273,372 0.0%
Center/OMS, Chester
Naval Support Activity Gain 0 (20) 0 301 0 291 0 291 237 528 2,273,372 0.0%
Philadelphia
Human Resources Support Realign 0 (174) 0 0 0 (174) 9) (183) (148) (331) 2,273,372 0.0%
Center Northeast
Navy Philadelphia Business Realign 0 (63) 0 0 0 (63) 0 (63) (51) (114) 2,273,372 0.0%
Center

Total (910)  (855) 0 301 (910) (554) (14) (1,478) (878) (2,356) 2,273,372 -0.1%

Phoenix-Mesa-Scottsdale, AZ Metropolitan Statistical Area

él; Force Research Lab, Mesa Close (42) (46) 0 0 (42) (46) 0 (88) (82) (170) 1,971,119 0.0%
LeIz;/sed Space - AZ Close/Realign 0 Q) 0 0 0 Q) 0 1) 1) (2) 1,971,119 0.0%
Phoenix Sky Harbor | Gain 0 0 10 29 10 29 0 39 39 78 1,971,119 0.0%
Luke Air Force Base Realign (101) (@77) 0 0 (101) a77) 0 (278) (273) (551) 1,971,119 0.0%

Total (143)  (224) 10 29 (133)  (195) 0 (328) (317) (645) 1,971,119 0.0%

Picayune, MS Micropolitan Statistical Area

Mississippi Army Ammunition  Close 0 4 0 0 0 (4) (50) (54) (35) (89) 16,286 -0.5%
Plant

Total 0 () 0 0 0 N (50) (54) (35) (89) 16,286 -0.5%

Pine Bluff, AR Metropolitan Statistical Area

Stone U.S. Army Reserve CentelClose (30) (4) 0 0 (30) (4) 0 (34) (13) 47) 49,184 -0.1%
Pine Bluff

Total (30) 4) 0 0 (30) (4) 0 (34) (13) (47) 49,184 -0.1%
This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-31
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Pittsburgh, PA Metropolitan Statistical Area

Kelly Support Center Close (174) (136) 0 0 (174) (136) 0 (310) (183) (493) 1,403,312 0.0%
Pittsburgh International Airport Ai€lose (44) (278) 0 0 (44) (278) 0 (322) (258) (580) 1,403,312 0.0%
Reserve Station
Navy-Marine Corps Reserve Gain 0 0 7 0 7 0 0 7 2 9 1,403,312 0.0%
Center Pittsburgh
Pitt U.S. Army Reserve Center, Realign (119) (101) 0 0 (119) (101) 0 (220) (132) (352) 1,403,312 0.0%
Corapolis

Total (337) (515) 7 0 (330) (515) 0 (845) (571) (1,416) 1,403,312 -0.1%

Pocatello, ID Metropolitan Statistical Area
Navy Reserve Center Pocatello Close (@) 0 0 0 (@) 0 0 (@) 2) 9) 47,266 0.0%

Total (7 0 0 0 @) 0 0 (@] ) 9) 47,266 0.0%

Portland-South Portland-Biddeford ME Metropolitan Statistical Area

Naval Shipyard Portsmouth ~ Close (201) (4,032) 0 0 (201) (4,032) (277) (4,510) (4,656) (9,166) 331,655 -2.8%
Naval Air Station Brunswick  Realign (2317)  (61) 0 0 (2317)  (61) (42) (2,420) (1,846) (4,266) 331,655 -1.3%
Total (2,518) (4,093) 0 0 (2,518) (4,093) (319) (6,930) (6,502)  (13,432) 331,655 -4.0%

Portland-Vancouver-Beaverton, OR-WA Metropolitan Statistical Area
Vancover Barracks Close (29) (16) 0 0 (29) (16) 0 (45) (27) (72) 1,232,839 0.0%

Portland International Airport Air Realign (112)  (452) 0 0 (112) (452) 0 (564) (453) (1,017) 1,232,839 -0.1%
Guard Station

Total (141)  (468) 0 0 (141)  (468) 0 (609) (480) (1,089) 1,232,839 -0.1%

Poughkeepsie-Newburgh-Middletown, NY Metropolitan Statistical Area

Carpenter U.S. Army Reserve  Close (8) 1) 0 0 (8) 1) 0 9) 5) (14) 312,628 0.0%
Center,Poughkeepie
United States Military Academy Gain 0 0 226 38 226 38 0 264 158 422 312,628 0.1%
Total (8) 1) 226 38 218 37 0 255 153 408 312,628 0.1%
This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-32
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Providence-New Bedford-Fall River, RI-MA Metropolitan Statistical Area
Harwood U.S. Army Reserve  Close (20) ) 0 0 (20) 4 0 (24) (30) (54) 864,734 0.0%
Center, Providence
USARC Bristol Close (24) 0 0 0 (24) 0 0 (24) (28) (52) 864,734 0.0%
Naval Station Newport Gain (122) (225) 647 309 525 84 (76) 533 654 1,187 864,734 0.1%
Quonset State Airport Air Guard Gain 0 0 17 29 17 29 0 46 67 113 864,734 0.0%
Station

Total (166)  (229) 664 338 498 109 (76) 531 663 1,194 864,734 0.1%
Rapid City, SD Metropolitan Statistical Area
Ellsworth Air Force Base Close (3,315)  (438) 0 0 (3,315)  (438) (99) (3,852) (2,915) (6,767) 79,970 -8.5%

Total (3,315)  (438) 0 0 (3,315)  (438) (99) (3,852) (2,915) (6,767) 79,970 -8.5%
Reading, PA Metropolitan Statistical Area
Navy-Marine Corps Reserve  Close (18) 0 0 0 (18) 0 0 (18) (6) (24) 213,550 0.0%
Center Reading

Total (18) 0 0 0 (18) 0 0 (18) (6) (24) 213,550 0.0%
Reno-Sparks, NV Metropolitan Statistical Area
Hawthorne Army Depot Close (74) (45) 0 0 (74) (45) (80) (199) (126) (325) 243,270 -0.1%
Reno-Tahoe International AirportRealign (23) (124) 0 0 (23) (124) 0 (147) (115) (262) 243,270 -0.1%
Air Guard Station

Total 97) (169) 0 0 97)  (169) (80) (346) (241) (587) 243,270 -0.2%
Richmond, VA Metropolitan Statistical Area
Leased Space - VA Close/Realign 0 (215) 0 0 0 (215) 0 (215) (166) (381) 715,302 -0.1%
Defense Supply Center Richmon@ain 0 (77) 0 83 0 6 0 6 4 10 715,302 0.0%
Fort Lee Gain (392) 2) 6,531 1,151 6,139 1,149 56 7,344 4,425 11,769 715,302 1.6%
Richmond International Airport AiRealign (25) (101) 0 0 (25) (101) 0 (126) (92) (218) 715,302 0.0%
Guard Station

Total (417) (395) 6,531 1,234 6,114 839 56 7,009 4,171 11,180 715,302 1.6%
This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-33
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Riverside-San Bernardino-Ontario, CA Metropolitan Statistical Area
Defense Finance and AccountingClose 0 (120) 0 0 0 (120 0 (120) (121) (241) 1,479,524 0.0%
Service, San Bernardino
Naval Support Activity Corona  Close (6) (886) 0 0 6) (886) 0 (892) (904) (1,796) 1,479,524 -0.1%
March Air Reserve Base Realign (71) (44) 0 4 (71) (40) 0 (111) (90) (201) 1,479,524 0.0%
Marine Corps Logistics Base ~ Realign (240)  (330) 0 0 (140) (330) 51 (419) (396) (815) 1,479,524 -0.1%
Barstow
Total (217) (1,380) 0 4 (217) (1,376) 51 (1,542) (1,511) (3,053) 1,479,524 -0.2%
Rockingham County-Strafford County, NH Metropolitan Division
Doble U.S. Army Reserve CenteClose (39) (5) 0 0 (39) (5) 0 (44) (29) (73) 238,671 0.0%
Portsmouth
Armed Forces Reserve Center Gain 0 0 20 28 20 28 0 48 40 88 238,671 0.0%
Pease Air Force Base
Total (39) (5) 20 28 (19) 23 0 4 11 15 238,671 0.0%
Rome, GA Metropolitan Statistical Area
Inspector/Instructor Rome GA  Close (9) 0 0 0 9) 0 0 9) 3) (12) 50,944 0.0%
Total (9) 0 0 0 @) 0 0 9) (3) (12) 50,944 0.0%
Salinas, CA Metropolitan Statistical Area
Defense Finance and AccountingClose (10) (51) 0 0 (10) (51) 0 (61) (61) (122) 235,299 -0.1%
Service, Seaside
Fort Hunter Liggett Gain 0 0 25 18 25 18 0 43 41 84 235,299 0.0%
Total (10) (51) 25 18 15 (33) 0 (18) (20) (38) 235,299 0.0%
Salt Lake City, UT Metropolitan Statistical Area
Deseret Chemical Depot Close (186) (62) 0 0 (186) (62) 0 (248) (143) (391) 701,532 -0.1%
Fort Douglas Realign (15) (38) 0 0 (15) (38) 0 (53) (41) (94) 701,532 0.0%
Total (201)  (100) 0 0 (201)  (100) 0 (301) (184) (485) 701,532 -0.1%
This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-34
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San Antonio, TX Metropolitan Statistical Area

Army National Guard Reserve  Close (106) 0 0 0 (106) 0 0 (106) (89) (195) 1,009,217 0.0%

Center New Braunfels

Brooks City Base Close (1,297) (1,268) 0 0 (1,297) (1,268) (358) (2,923) (2,801) (5,724) 1,009,217 -0.6%

Defense Finance and AccountingClose (32)  (303) 0 0 (32)  (303) 0 (335) (367) (702) 1,009,217 -0.1%

Service, San Antonio

Leased Space - TX Close/Realign  (78)  (147) 0 0 (78)  (147) 0 (225) (230) (455) 1,009,217 0.0%

Fort Sam Houston Gain (117) 0 7,765 1,624 7,648 1,624 92 9,364 8,324 17,688 1,009,217 1.8%

Randolph Air Force Base Gain (576) (174) 164 705 (412) 531 63 182 300 482 1,009,217 0.0%

Lackland Air Force Base Realign (2,489) (1,223) 235 453 (2,254) (770) (116) (3,140) (2,755) (5,895) 1,009,217 -0.6%
Total (4,695) (3,115) 8,164 2,782 3,469 (333) (319) 2,817 2,382 5,199 1,009,217 0.5%

San Diego-Carlsbad-San Marcos, CA Metropolitan Statistical Area

Defense Finance and AccountingClose 3) (237) 0 0 (3) (237) 0 (240) (256) (496) 1,806,321 0.0%

Service, San Diego

Marine Corps Base Miramar Gain (46) 3) 87 34 41 31 0 72 70 142 1,806,321 0.0%

Naval Base Point Loma Gain (12)  (341) 312 350 300 9 0 309 279 588 1,806,321 0.0%

Naval Station San Diego Gain 1) 2) 1,085 86 1,084 84 2 1,170 1,066 2,236 1,806,321 0.1%

Human Resources Support  Realign 0  (164) 0 0 0  (164) 0 (164) (175) (339) 1,806,321 0.0%

Center Southwest

Marine Corps Base Camp Realign (245) (6) 0 7 (145) 1 0 (144) (129) (273) 1,806,321 0.0%

Pendleton

Naval Base Coronado Realign (71)  (587) 0 198 (71) (389) 0 (460) (481) (941) 1,806,321 -0.1%

Naval Medical Center San DiegoRealign (1,596) (33) 0 0 (1,596) (33) @ (1,630) (1,470) (3,100) 1,806,321 -0.2%

Naval Weapons Station FallbroolRealign 0 (118) 0 0 0 (118) 0 (118) (126) (244) 1,806,321 0.0%
Total (1,874) (1,491) 1,484 675 (390) (816) 1 (1,205) (1,222) (2,427) 1,806,321 -0.1%

This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-35
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San Jose-Sunnyvale-Santa Clara, CA Metropolitan Statistical Area

Onizuka Air Force Station Close (207) (171) 0 0 (107) (171) 0 (278) (114) (392) 1,187,969 0.0%
AFRC Moffett Field Gain 0 0 87 166 87 166 0 253 106 359 1,187,969 0.0%
Total (107) (@171) 87 166 (20) (5) 0 (25) 8) (33) 1,187,969 0.0%

San Juan-Caguas-Guaynabo, PR Metropolitan Statistical Area

Army National Guard Reserve  Close (26) 0 0 0 (26) 0 0 (26) (18) (44) 850,261 0.0%

Center Humacao

Lavergne U.S. Army Reserve  Close (25) 1) 0 0 (25) 1) 0 (26) (18) (44) 850,261 0.0%

Center Bayamon

Camp Euripides Rubio, Puerto Realign (43) 0 0 0 (43) 0 0 (43) (29) (72) 850,261 0.0%

Nuevo

Fort Buchanan Realign 9) (47) 0 0 9) 47) 0 (56) (54) (110) 850,261 0.0%
Total (103) (48) 0 0 (103) (48) 0 (151) (119) (270) 850,261 0.0%

Santa Ana-Anaheim-Irvine, CA Metropolitan Division

Naval Weapons Station Seal  Close 0 (71) 0 0 0 (71) 0 (71) (57) (128) 1,901,499 0.0%

Beach Det Concord

Los Alamitos (63rd) Realign (92) (78) 0 0 (92) (78) 0 (170) (99) (269) 1,901,499 0.0%
Total (92) (149) 0 0 (92) (149) 0 (241) (156) (397) 1,901,499 0.0%

Santa Barbara-Santa Maria-Goleta, CA Metropolitan Statistical Area
Vandenburg Air Force Base Gain 0 0 44 101 44 101 0 145 114 259 254,600 0.1%

Total 0 0 44 101 44 101 0 145 114 259 254,600 0.1%

Savannah, GA Metropolitan Statistical Area

Savannah International Airport AiGain 0 0 17 21 17 21 0 38 38 76 174,403 0.0%
Guard Station

Total 0 0 17 21 17 21 0 38 38 76 174,403 0.0%

This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-36
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Scranton--Wilkes-Barre, PA Metropolitan Statistical Area

Serrenti U.S. Army Reserve Close (47) (8) 0 0 (47) (8) 0 (55) (21) (76) 306,854 0.0%

Center, Scranton

Tobyhanna Army Depot Gain 1) (82) 3 355 2 273 0 275 192 467 306,854 0.2%
Total (48) (90) 3 355 (45) 265 0 220 171 391 306,854 0.1%

Seattle-Bellevue-Everett, WA Metropolitan Division

Army National Guard Reserve  Close (57) 0 0 0 (57) 0 0 (57) (32) (89) 1,690,448 0.0%
Center Everett
U.S. Army Reserve Center Fort Close (53) (54) 0 0 (53) (54) 0 (107) (76) (183) 1,690,448 0.0%
Lawton

Total (110) (54) 0 0 (110) (54) 0 (164) (108) (272) 1,690,448 0.0%

Shreveport-Bossier City, LA Metropolitan Statistical Area
Barksdale Air Force Base Gain 0 0 5 60 5 60 0 65 70 135 211,384 0.1%

Total 0 0 5 60 5 60 0 65 70 135 211,384 0.1%

Sierra Vista-Douglas, AZ Micropolitan Statistical Area
Fort Huachuca Realign 0 (212) 0 44 0 (168) 1 (167) (125) (292) 51,749 -0.6%

Total 0 (212 0 44 0  (168) 1 (167) (125) (292) 51,749 -0.6%

Sioux City, IA-NE-SD Metropolitan Statistical Area

Navy Reserve Center Sioux City Close @ 0 0 0 @ 0 0 (@) 2) 9) 93,206 0.0%
Sioux Gateway Airport Air GuardGain 0 0 33 170 33 170 0 203 155 358 93,206 0.4%
Total @) 0 33 170 26 170 0 196 153 349 93,206 0.4%

Sioux Falls, SD Metropolitan Statistical Area

Joe Foss Field Air Guard StationGain (4) 0 32 27 28 27 0 55 35 90 149,410 0.1%
Total 4 0 32 27 28 27 0 55 35 90 149,410 0.1%
This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-37
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Spokane, WA Metropolitan Statistical Area
1LT Richard H. Walker U.S. Armglose (38) 0 0 0 (38) 0 0 (38) (32) (70) 249,887 0.0%
Reserve Center
Fairchild Air Force Base Realign (26) (172) 0 0 (26) 172) 0 (198) (215) (413) 249,887 -0.2%
Total (64) (172) 0 0 (64  (172) 0 (236) (247) (483) 249,887 -0.2%
Springfield, IL Metropolitan Statistical Area
Capital Airport Air Guard Station Realign (52)  (133) 22 0 (30) (133) 0 (163) (105) (268) 139,247 -0.2%
Total (52) (133) 22 0 (30)  (133) 0 (163) (105) (268) 139,247 -0.2%
Springfield, MA Metropolitan Statistical Area
Westover U.S. Army Reserve  Close (13) 0 0 0 (13) 0 0 (13) 5) (18) 374,117 0.0%
Center, Cicopee
Barnes Municipal Airport Air ~ Gain 0 (5) 23 89 23 84 0 107 86 193 374,117 0.1%
Guard Station
Westover Air Force Base Gain 0 0 69 11 69 11 0 80 41 121 374,117 0.0%
Total (13) 5) 92 100 79 95 0 174 122 296 374,117 0.1%
Springfield, OH Metropolitan Statistical Area
Springfield-Beckley Municipal ~ Realign (66)  (225) 0 0 (66) (225) 0 (291) (149) (440) 67,753 -0.6%
Airport Air Guard Station
Total (66)  (225) 0 0 (66)  (225) 0 (291) (149) (440) 67,753 -0.6%
St. Joseph, MO-KS Metropolitan Statistical Area
Rosecrans Memorial Airport Air Gain 0 0 8 27 8 27 0 35 23 58 68,849 0.1%
Guard Station
Total 0 0 8 27 8 27 0 35 23 58 68,849 0.1%
This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-38
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St. Louis, MO-IL Metropolitan Statistical Area

Army National Guard Reserve  Close (67) 0 0 0 (67) 0 0 (67) (54) (121) 1,668,793 0.0%
Center Jefferson Barracks
Defense Finance and AccountingClose 2) (291) 0 0 2) (291) 0 (293) (318) (611) 1,668,793 0.0%
Service, St. Louis
Leased Space - MO Close/Realign  (709) (1,234) 0 0 (709) (1,234) (150) (2,093) (2,078) (4,171) 1,668,793 -0.2%
Scott Air Force Base Gain (252) 0 131 832 (121) 832 86 797 900 1,697 1,668,793 0.1%
Lambert International Airport- St Realign (34) (215) 0 0 (34) (215) 0 (249) (261) (510) 1,668,793 0.0%
Louis

Total (1,064) (1,740) 131 832 (933) (908) (64) (1,905) (1,811) (3,716) 1,668,793 -0.2%

St. Marys, GA Micropolitan Statistical Area
Submarine Base Kings Bay Gain 0 0 3,245 102 3,245 102 20 3,367 1,667 5,034 23,025 21.9%

Total 0 0 3,245 102 3,245 102 20 3,367 1,667 5,034 23,025 21.9%

Stewart County, GA
Bethesda/Chevy Chase Realign (5) ) 0 0 5) 2 0 () 4) (11) 1,628 -0.7%

Total (5) ) 0 0 (5) ) 0 (7 (4) (11) 1,628 -0.7%
Stockton, CA Metropolitan Statistical Area

Defense Distribution Depot San Realign 0 (31) 0 0 0 (31) 0 (31) (20) (51) 269,709 0.0%
Joaquin

Total 0 (31) 0 0 0 (31) 0 (31) (20) (51) 269,709 0.0%

Sumter, SC Metropolitan Statistical Area

Shaw Air Force Base Gain (74) 1) 816 76 742 75 0 817 604 1,421 54,168 2.6%
Total (74) 1) 816 76 742 75 0 817 604 1,421 54,168 2.6%
This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-39
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Tacoma, WA Metropolitan Division

Navy-Marine Corps Reserve  Close (20) 0 0 0 (20) 0 0 (20) (15) (35) 339,431 0.0%

Center Tacoma

Fort Lewis Gain ) 1) 187 46 185 45 0 230 187 417 339,431 0.1%

McChord Air Force Base Realign (460)  (143) 36 7 (424) (136) @) (567) (469) (1,036) 339,431 -0.3%
Total (482) (144) 223 53 (259) (91) @) (357) (297) (654) 339,431 -0.2%

Tampa-St. Petersburg-Clearwater, FL Metropolitan Statistical Area

Navy Reserve Center ST Close (12) 0 0 0 (12) 0 0 (12) (10) (22) 1,485,074 0.0%

Petersburg

MacDill Air Force Base Gain (292) 0 162 231 (130) 231 0 101 152 253 1,485,074 0.0%
Total (304) 0 162 231 (142) 231 0 89 142 231 1,485,074 0.0%

Terre Haute, IN Metropolitan Statistical Area
Newport Chemical Depot Close (210) (81) 0 0 (210) (81) (280) (571) (267) (838) 89,765 -0.9%

Hulman Regional Airport Air Realign 12) (124) 0 0 (12) (124) 0 (136) (95) (231) 89,765 -0.3%
Guard Station

Total (222)  (205) 0 0 (222)  (205) (280) (707) (362) (1,069) 89,765 -1.2%

Texarkana, TX-Texarkana, AR Metropolitan Statistical Area

Lone Star Army Ammunition Plar€lose 2) (18) 0 0 2) (18) (129) (149) (80) (229) 67,895 -0.3%
Red River Army Depot Close 9) (2,491) 0 0 9) (2,491) 0 (2,500) (1,676) (4,176) 67,895 -6.2%
Total (11) (2,509) 0 0 (11) (2,509) (129) (2,649) (1,756) (4,405) 67,895 -6.5%

Toledo, OH Metropolitan Statistical Area

Toledo Express Airport Air Guardzain 0 0 14 112 14 112 0 126 90 216 403,161 0.1%
Station

Total 0 0 14 112 14 112 0 126 90 216 403,161 0.1%

Topeka, KS Metropolitan Statistical Area

Forbes Field Air Guard Station  Gain 0 0 53 194 53 194 0 247 169 416 144,675 0.3%
Total 0 0 53 194 53 194 0 247 169 416 144,675 0.3%
This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-40
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Trenton-Ewing, NJ Metropolitan Statistical Area
Inspector/Instructor Center WestClose (11) Q) 0 0 (11) (2) 0 (12) 4) (16) 249,721 0.0%
Trenton

Total (11) 1) 0 0 (11) 1) 0 (12) 4 (16) 249,721 0.0%
Troy, AL Micropolitan Statistical Area
Anderson U.S. Army Reserve  Close (15) 0 0 0 (15) 0 0 (15) (8) (23) 15,306 -0.2%
Center Troy

Total (15) 0 0 0 (15) 0 0 (15) (8) (23) 15,306 -0.2%

Tucson, AZ Metropolitan Statistical Area

Allen Hall Armed Forces ReserveClose (60) 0 0 0 (60) 0 0 (60) (52) (112) 448,946 0.0%
Center, Tucson

Total (60) 0 0 0 (60) 0 0 (60) (52) (112) 448,946 0.0%

Tulsa, OK Metropolitan Statistical Area

Armed Forces Reserve Center Close (26) 0 32 0 6 0 0 6 2 8 533,659 0.0%
Broken Arrow
Navy-Marine Corps Reserve  Close (32) 0 0 0 (32) 0 0 (32) (11) (43) 533,659 0.0%
Center Tulsa
Tulsa International Airport Air  Gain 0 0 22 81 22 81 0 103 83 186 533,659 0.0%

Guard Station
Total (58) 0 54 81 (4) 81 0 77 74 151 533,659 0.0%

Tuscaloosa, AL Metropolitan Statistical Area

Navy Reserve Center Tuscaloos&lose @ 0 0 0 @ 0 0 (@) 2) 9) 104,345 0.0%
AL

Total @ 0 0 0 @) 0 0 @) ) (9) 104,345 0.0%

Tuskegee, AL Micropolitan Statistical Area

Abbott U.S. Army Reserve Cente€lose ) 1) 0 0 2) 1) 0 3) 1) 4) 8,256 0.0%
Tuskegee
Total 2 1) 0 0 2 1) 0 3) 1) (4) 8,256 0.0%
This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-41
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Utica-Rome, NY Metropolitan Statistical Area
Defense Finance and AccountingClose 0  (290) 0 0 0  (290) 0 (290) (274) (564) 158,421 -0.4%
Service, Rome
Rome Laboratory Realign (13)  (124) 0 0 (13)  (124) 0 (137) (122) (259) 158,421 -0.2%
Total (13) (419 0 0 (13) (419 0 (427) (396) (823) 158,421 -0.5%
Valdosta, GA Metropolitan Statistical Area
Moody Air Force Base Gain (604)  (145) 1,274 50 670 (95) 0 575 416 991 65,992 1.5%
Total (604)  (145) 1,274 50 670 (95) 0 575 416 991 65,992 1.5%
Vicksburg, MS Micropolitan Statistical Area
U.S. Army Reserve Center Close (26) 2 0 0 (26) 2) 0 (28) (15) (43) 29,916 -0.1%
Vicksburg
Total (26) (2) 0 0 (26) ) 0 (28) (15) (43) 29,916 -0.1%
Virginia Beach-Norfolk-Newport News, VA-NC Metropolitan Statistical Area
Fort Monroe Close (1,393) (1,948) 0 0 (1,393) (1,948) (223) (3,564) (4,418) (7,982) 978,888 -0.8%
Langley Air Force Base Gain (53) (46) 780 68 727 22 0 749 796 1,545 978,888 0.2%
Naval Amphibious Base Little ~ Gain 0 0 10 27 10 27 0 37 48 85 978,888 0.0%
Creek
Naval Shipyard Norfolk Gain 0 0 177 1,774 177 1,774 85 2,036 2,744 4,780 978,888 0.5%
Naval Station Norfolk Gain (373) (1,085) 3,820 356 3,447 (729) 89 2,807 2,716 5,523 978,888 0.6%
Naval Support Activity Norfolk ~ Gain (6) 0 573 205 567 205 16 788 899 1,687 978,888 0.2%
Fort Eustis Realign (3,863) (852) 962 1,432 (2,901) 580 169 (2,152) (2,066) (4,218) 978,888 -0.4%
Naval Air Station Oceana Realign (110) 3) 0 53 (110) 50 0 (60) (46) (106) 978,888 0.0%
Naval Medical Center PortsmoutiRealign (463) (25) 28 0 (435) (25) 1) (461) (494) (955) 978,888 -0.1%
Naval Weapons Station YorktowrRealign 0 (179) 0 0 0 179) 0 (179) (248) (427) 978,888 0.0%
Total (6,261) (4,138) 6,350 3,915 89 (223) 135 1 (69) (68) 978,888 0.0%
This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-42

Military figures include student load changes.



Changes as

Economic Area Out In Net Gain/(Loss) Net Mission  Total Indirect Total Economic 5 -
. Action . . . . . . i ercent o
Installation Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ Contractor  Direct Changes Job Area Emplovment
Changes Employment ploy

Warner Robins, GA Metropolitan Statistical Area

Robins Air Force Base Gain (484)  (225) 453 224 (31) @ 781 749 445 1,194 65,130 1.8%
Total (484)  (225) 453 224 (31) 1) 781 749 445 1,194 65,130 1.8%

Warren-Farmington Hills-Troy, MI Metropolitan Division

Selfridge Army Activity Close (126) (174) 0 0 (126)  (174) 0 (300) (180) (480) 1,505,252 0.0%

Selfridge Air National Guard Bas&ain 3) (76) 72 167 69 91 (76) 84 51 135 1,505,252 0.0%
Total (129)  (250) 72 167 (57) (83) (76) (216) (129) (345) 1,505,252 0.0%

Warrensburg, MO Micropolitan Statistical Area

Whiteman Air Force Base Gain 0 0 3 58 3 58 0 61 49 110 28,670 0.4%
Total 0 0 3 58 3 58 0 61 49 110 28,670 0.4%

This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-43

Military figures include student load changes.



Economic Area Out In Net Gain/(Loss) Net Mission  Total Indirect Total Economic CPhanges afs
: Action . . , : . . i ercent o
Installation Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ Contractor  Direct Changes Job fuesl Employment
Changes Employment iy
Washington-Arlington-Alexandria, DC-VA-MD-WV Metropolitan Division
Navy Reserve Center Adelphi  Close a7 0 0 0 a7) 0 0 a7) (10) 27 2,771,791 0.0%
Leased Space - DC Close/Realign  (103) (68) 0 79 (103) 11 0 (92) (56) (148) 2,771,791 0.0%
Leased Space - VA Close/Realign (6,199) (15,539) 0 0 (6,199) (15,539) (972) (22,710)  (16,291)  (39,001) 2,771,791 -1.4%
Andrews Air Force Base Gain (416) (189) 607 489 191 300 (91) 400 286 686 2,771,791 0.0%
Fort Belvoir Gain (466) (2,281) 4,537 8,010 4,071 5,729 2,058 11,858 8,250 20,108 2,771,791 0.7%
Headquarters Battalion, Gain (52) (22) 453 206 401 184 81 666 443 1,109 2,771,791 0.0%
Headquarters Marine Corps,
Marine Corps Base Quantico  Gain (50) 0 496 1,357 446 1,357 1,210 3,013 2,108 5,121 2,771,791 0.2%
Arlington Service Center Realign (224)  (516) 435 406 211 (110) (383) (282) (205) (487) 2,771,791 0.0%
Bolling Air Force Base Realign (96)  (242) 0 0 (96) (242) (61) (399) (283) (682) 2,771,791 0.0%
Center for Naval Research Realign (25) (313) 0 0 (25) (313) 0 (338) (252) (590) 2,771,791 0.0%
Defense Finance and AccountingRealign (7)  (401) 0 0 @ (401) 0 (408) (308) (716) 2,771,791 0.0%
Service, Arlington
Naval Air Facility Washington ~ Realign (9) 9) 0 0 9) 9) 0 (28) (12) (30) 2,771,791 0.0%
Naval District Washington Realign (108)  (845) 28 522 (80)  (323) 40 (363) (268) (631) 2,771,791 0.0%
Naval Surface Warfare Center Realign 0 (137) 0 42 0 (95) 0 (95) (71) (166) 2,771,791 0.0%
Indian Head
Potomac Annex Realign 4) (5) 0 0 4) (5) 3) (12) 8) (20) 2,771,791 0.0%
U.S. Marine Corps Direct Realign 0 (32) 0 0 0 (32) 0 (32) (24) (56) 2,771,791 0.0%
Reporting Program Manager
Walter Reed Army Medical CentdRealign (2,679) (2,388) 28 31 (2,651) (2,357) (622) (5,630) (3,856) (9,486) 2,771,791 -0.3%
Total  (10,455) (22,987) 6,584 1,142 (3,871) (11,845) 1,257 (14,459)  (10,557) (25,016) 2,771,791 -0.9%
Watertown-Fort Drum, NY Micropolitan Statistical Area
Navy Reserve Center WatertownClose (9) 0 0 0 9) 0 0 9) 5) (14) 62,390 0.0%
Total 9) 0 0 0 9) 0 0 9) (5) (14) 62,390 0.0%
This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-44

Military figures include student load changes.



Economic Area _ Out In Net Gain/(Loss) Net Mission  Total Indirect Total Economic Changes as
Action Mil : Mil : Mil - Contractor  Direct Changes Job Area Percent of

Installation Civ Civ Civ
Changes Employment Employment

Wheeling, WV-OH Metropolitan Statistical Area

Navy-Marine Corps Reserve  Close (16) 0 0 0 (16) 0 0 (16) 5) (21) 80,664 0.0%
Center Moundsville

Total (16) 0 0 0 (16) 0 0 (16) (5) (21) 80,664 0.0%

Wichita Falls, TX Metropolitan Statistical Area
Sheppard Air Force Base Realign (2,519) (158) 51 2 (2,468) (156) 0 (2,624) (1,744) (4,368) 93,033 -4.7%

Total (2,519) (158) 51 2 (2,468) (156) 0 (2,624) (1,744) (4,368) 93,033 -4.7%

Wichita, KS Metropolitan Statistical Area

McConnell Air Force Base Gain 27) (183) 704 28 677 (155) 0 522 308 830 364,878 0.2%
U.S. Army Reserve Center Realign (22) (56) 0 0 (22) (56) 0 (78) (76) (154) 364,878 0.0%
Wichita

Total (49) (239) 704 28 655 (211) 0 444 232 676 364,878 0.2%

Williamsport, PA Metropolitan Statistical Area

U.S. Army Reserve Center Close (25) (4) 0 0 (25) 4 0 (29) (16) (45) 67,466 -0.1%
Williamsport

Total (25) () 0 0 (25) 4 0 (29) (16) (45) 67,466 -0.1%

Wilmington, DE-MD-NJ Metropolitan Division

Kirkwood U.S. Army Reserve  Close @ 2 0 0 @ 2 0 9) 4) (13) 405,766 0.0%
Center, Newark
New Castle County Airport Air  Realign (47) (101) 0 0 (47) (101) 0 (148) (101) (249) 405,766 -0.1%

Guard Station
Total (54) (103) 0 0 (54) (103) 0 (157) (105) (262) 405,766 -0.1%

Youngstown-Warren-Boardman, OH-PA Metropolitan Statistical Area

Youngstown-Warren Regional  Gain 0 0 0 8 0 8 0 8 7 15 307,480 0.0%
Airport

Total 0 0 0 8 0 8 0 8 7 15 307,480 0.0%
This list does not include locations where no changes in military or civilian jobs are affected. B-45
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Yuba City, CA Metropolitan Statistical Area
Beale Air Force Base Realign 8 (171 0 0 8) (171) 0 (179) (132) (311) 68,256 -0.5%
Total (8) (171) 0 0 (8) (171) 0 (179) (132) (311) 68,256 -0.5%
Yuma, AZ Metropolitan Statistical Area
Marine Corps Air Station Yuma Gain 0 0 0 5 0 5 0 5 4 9 76,606 0.0%
Total 0 0 0 5 0 5 0 5 4 9 76,606 0.0%
Grand Total* (118,880) (84,799) 122,269 65,908 3,389 (18,891) 2,818 (12,684)
*Does not include the reduction of 14,172 military positions and increase of 667 civilian positions from Germany, Korea, and Undistributed Actions.
B-46
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Appendix B Addendum
List of Bases in Economic Regions

State Base Economic Region

Alabama Abbott U.S. Army Reserve Center Tuskegee Tuskegee, AL Micropolitan Statistical Area
Anderson U.S. Army Reserve Center Troy Troy, AL Micropolitan Statistical Area
Anniston Army Depot Anniston-Oxford, AL Metropolitan Statistical Area
Armed Forces Reserve Center (New) Tuscaloosa, AL Metropolitan Statistical Area
Armed Forces Reserve Center Brimingham Birmingham-Hoover, AL Metropolitan Statistical Area
Armed Forces Reserve Center Mobile Mobile, AL Metropolitan Statistical Area
Armed Forces Reserve Center Pelham (New) Birmingham-Hoover, AL Metropolitan Statistical Area
Army National Guard Reserve Center Northport Tusaloosa Tuscaloosa, AL Metropolitan Statistical Are