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“Federal facilitics should fead the way in
environmenta! complivnee.”

- President George Bush
1988 presidential cumpaign

“This Administration weants the United Stares
1y he the waorld leader in addressing
environmental problems and [ want the
Department of Defense 1o be the Federal leader
in agency environmemal compliance und
protection.””

- Secretary of Defense Cheney
October 10, 1989




FOREWORD

I am pleased to provide the Congress with this report on the Department of Defense
Environmental Compliance Program for FY 1992 - FY 1997. The DoD will be the Federal
leader in agency environmental compliance and protection. Qur vision to take the lead means
more than mere compliance. It means action and commitment. Through quality processes and
initiatives, a dedicated and trained workforce, and prudent management of our resources, we
can realize this vision.

The Department has made significant progress in complying with the increasing number
of environmental laws and regulations. For example, each of the Services now has an active
environmental audit program. Across the Department as a whole, more than 5,600 people
make a full time commitment to protecting the environment. That includes a wide range of
facilities and programs. This estimate will climb to over 6,000 by the year 1995. The
attitudes and dedication of these people, our most important asset, are critical to achieving
the lead in global stewardship.

We have been successful in identifying requirements and increasing the funding necessary
to make significant progress towards achieving our goal of full compliance within two years.
In FY 1992, DoD will spend more than $1,400,000,000 for environmental compliance.
These increased resources, at a time of diminishing Defense budgets, demonstrate our
commitment to meet or exceed environmental standards.

The Department is aggressively implementing quality into every aspect of our environ-
mental program. Our efforts to integrate environmental considerations into our activities and
operations culminated in a new DoD policy to incorporate environmental concerns into the
acquisition process. Other ongoing initiatives to promote environmental protection include
energy management and conservation, rebuilding and modifying equipment to increase
efficiency, expanding our recycling program, substituting non-hazardous materials for
hazardous materials, and continued research and development of advanced prevention
technologies. Proactive pollution prevention programs are assuring that DoD management
practices of today preclude cleanup requlrements tomorrow. We are well on our way to
achieving our goal of a 50 percent reduction in hazardous waste disposal by 1992, using a
1987 baseline.

The Department has a sound program in place for environmental Research, Development,
Testing, and Evaluation (RDT&E). Science and technology in this area have been progressing
rapidly. In FY 1992, DoD will spend more than $100,000,000 on RDT&E for environmental
compliance. Research and development activities have resulted in better, more cost-effective
methods and processes for reducing hazardous waste generation and disposal, plastics



reduction, ordnance reclamation and disposal, improving precious metal recovery, advanced
recycling, and minimizing hazardous material use.

Despite our efforts towards achieving environmental excellence, the Department is faced
with many challenges. The substantial increase in scope and complexity of environmental laws,
regulations, and standards, has affected our rate of Notice of Violations (NOVs). Identifying,
understanding, and meeting the applicable requirements of the new Clean Air Act amendments
will not be easy. The declining number of available landfills for disposal of non-hazardous
waste has become a significant challenge. Disposal costs are climbing as waste products are
taken to more remote locations or treated at more expensive facilities.

The Department has made great strides towards instilling an environmental ethic, making
good environmental actions a part of our everyday concerns, and ensuring that the safety and
health of our people and the environment are protected. We are the stewards of air, land,
water and natural resources, and as such, are obligated to protect them. Proper care of our

environment is cost effective in the long term and, more importantly, it’s the right thing to
do.

The information presented in this report illustrates to Congress ard the public a
comprehensive assessment of our accomplishments and chalienges in the DoD Environmental

Compliance Program. We appreciate the continued support and look forward to working
together in the future.

Thomas E. Baca
Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense
(Environment)
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Honorable Dan Quayle
President of the 3enate
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Mr. President:

I am pleased to provide this report on the Department of
Defense (DoD) Environmental Compliance Program for FY 1992 -
FY 1997. This report provides information requested under the
provisions of Sections 341 and 342 of the National Defense
puthorization Act for FY 1991.

The Department has made great progress in the area of
environmental compliance. Our vision to take the lead in global
stewardship is more than mere compliance; it means action and
commitment. The land, water, and air at installations are
precious resources and must be managed so that their restoration

. and protection are enhanced. Proactive pollution prevention
programs implemented throughout DoD have played a key role in our
commitment to assuring that Defense management practices of today
prevent polliution problems of tomorrow.

I am proud of our accomplishments and, with your support,
look forward to continued progress.

A copy of this report was also furnished to the Speaker of
the House of Representatives.

Sincerely,

o Daea
Thomas E. Baca
Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense
{Environment)

Enclosure
cc:

Honorable Robert C. Byrd
President Pro Tempore
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Honorable Thomas Foley
Speaker of the

House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Mr. Speaker:

I am pleased to provide this report on the Department of
Defense (DoD) Environmental Compliance Program for FY 1992 -
FY 1997. This report provides information requested under the
provisions of Sections 341 and 342 of the National Defense
Authorization Act for FY 1991.

The Department has made great progress in the area of
environmental compliance. Our vision to take the lead in global
stewardship is more than mere compliance; it means action and
commitment. The land, water, and air at installations are
precious resources and must be managed so that their restoration
and protection are enhanced. Proactive pollution prevention
programs implemented throughout DoD have played a key role in our
commitment to assuring that Defense management practices of tcoday
prevent peollution problems of tomorrow.

I am proud of our accomplishments and, with your support,
look forward to continued progress.

A copy ©f this report was also furnished to the President of
the Senate.

Sincerely,

/L-n /6&-4.
Thomas E. Baca
Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense
(Environment)

Enclosure
ce:

Honorable Robert Michel
Minority Leader
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00D C.OMF’ONENT: AIR FORCE

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

REPORT ON ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE

WITHIN UNITED STATES

{$000)

CHANGE
INSTALLATION FYg2 FY93 FY92-FY93
HQ TAC, Va $7.864 $7.608 ($256)
Bergstrom, Tx $2,270 $2,246 ($24)
Cannon, NM $810 $1.,460 $650
Davis Monthan, Az $833 $1,905 $1,072
England, La $1.786 52,488 $702
George, Ca $816 $649 ($167)
Homestead, Fl $1.318 $1.431 $113
Holloman, NM $1,716 $1.977 $261
Langley, Va £2,647 $2,080 ($587)
Luke, Az 57,418 $2.398 ($5,020}
MacDill, Fl $1.810 $2.085 $275
Moody, Ga §782 $1,331 $549
Mt. Home, id $3,209 $1.815 ($1,395)
Myrtle Beach, SC $2,000 $1,957 {$43)
Naellis, Nv $3,229 $2.711 ($518)
Seymour Johnson, NC $2.129 $2.250 $121
Shaw, SC $1,896 $2,467 571
Tonapah, NV $307 $459 $152
Tyndall, Fi $1,026 $623 (3404)
Various. Radar Stns $340 $74 ($266)
Barksdale, La $2,409 $1.184 ($1,225)
Beale, Ca $5,109 $1,064 ($4,045)
Carswell, Tx $828 $2,018 $1,190
Castle, Ca $2,403 $8,798 $6,395
Dyess, Tx $1,597 $3,325 $1.,728
Eaker, Ar $554 $573 $19
Ellsworth, SD $1.866 $7.511 $5,645
Fairchild, Wa $2,101 $756 ($1,346)
FE Warren, Wy $3.258 $4,411 $1,154
Grand Forks, ND $2,767 $9,816 $7,050
Griftiss, NY $590 $8347 ($143}
Grissom, In $1,456 $2,300 $844
Kl Sawyer, Mi $380 $802 $423
Loring, Me $3,338 $2,160 {$1,178)
Malmstrom. Mt $4,554 $2,289 ($2.265)
March, CA $764 $1,444 $681
McConnel, Ks $736 $1,033 $296
Minot, ND $2,632 $5,113 $2,480
CHutt, Ne $1,618 $4,326 $2,708
Plattsburgh, NY $595 $770 $175
Whiteman, Mo $2.771 $2.564 ($207)
Wurtsmith, Mi $618 $1,814 $1,196
HQ SAC £1,005 $1.051 $46
Newark, Ch $189 $908 $719
Wright-Patterson, Oh $7,908 $7,358 {$550)
Hill, Ut £6,906 $7.905 $999
MeClellan, Ca $5,255 $7,866 $2,611
Kelly, Tx $8,115 $10,139 $2,024
Tinker, Ok $7,689 $8,064 $375
Robins, Ga $5,431 $7.750 $2.319
HQ AFLC $0 $766 $766
Chanute, I! $1,110 $958 {$153)



. CHANGE

INSTALLATION FY92 FY93 FY92-FY93 .
Columbus. Ms $563 $1,002 $£439 o
Goodfeilow, Tx $352 $489 $137 ) )
Keesler, Ms $1,241 $839 {$402) o
Lackland, Tx $1,126 $1,676 $550 S
Laughlin, Tx $6851 $582 ($270) .
Lowry, Co $1,799 $770 ($1,030)
Mather, Ca $1,009 $796 ($213)

Randolph, Tx $833 $825 - {$8) L
Reesse, Tx $1,608 $679 ($929) . - “mt‘;{’
Sheppard, Tx $2.920 $1,573 ($1.347) RS 4
Vance, OK $534 $884 $350 R
Williams, Az $1.204 $988 ($216) U
HQ ATC $349 $365 $16 A
Vandenberg, Ca $9,759 $7.527 ($2.232) : o
Clear, AK $610 $448 ($162) oA
Cavalier, ND $1,138 $836 {$302) S
Maui, Hi $190 $139 {$51) g

Cape Cod, Ma $1,693 $1,244 ($449)

Eidorado, Tx $270 $199 ($71) A
Peterson, Co $205 $162 {343) S
Cheyenne Mt, Co $92 $82 ($10) L .
ISWG Tenants $667 $514 ($153) oo

HQ SPCOM $224 $428 $204 o
2SWG Tenants $119 $115 ($4) o
Cape Canaveral, Fi $2.715 $2,715 $0 R
WSMC $257 $241 ($16) ST
Spokane $5 $5 $0 S e
Onizuka, Ca $5 $5 $0 AR &
New Boston, NH $138 $132 ($6) , )
Falcon, Co $188 $178 {$10) : N
Plant 3 Tulsa, Ok $0 $0 $0 -
Piant 4 Ft Worth, Tx $10,452 $14,698 $4,236 e
Plant 6 Marietta, Ga $900 $850 ($50) :
Plant 38 Buffalo NY $0 $0 $0 - S
Plant 42 Palmdale, Ca $397 $140 ($257) REEET
Plant 59 Bingham. NY $0 $0 $0 R it
Plant 70 Sacramen. Ca $0 $0 $0 A
Plant 85 Columb. Oh $0 $0 $0 g
Plant 19 San Diego Ca '$0 $0 s T
Plant 44 Tucson, Az $44,740 £3,918 ($40,822), L A
Plant 78 Brigham, Ut $0 $0 -, %0 ' L
PJKS Denver, Co $0 $882 $882 L
Amold, Tn $1,268 $2,003 $735 - 1
Edwards, Ca $8,355 $14,574 $6.219 s
Eglin, Fi $6,143 $10,519 $4,376
Foreign Tech Div, Oh $100 $186 $86 S
Brooks, Tx $1.786 $1.689 ($97) L
Hanscom, Ma $1.852 $1,745 {($107) ‘ B ‘
Los Angeles, Ca $1,364 $1.307 (570 - “,
ASD/DEV, Oh $336 $348 $12° ' T
HQ AFSC, Md $288 $299 $11 RIS
Bolling, DC $947 $1,296 $349 R
Altus, OK $6,862 $662 ($6,199) e ;
Andrews, Md $2,113 $2,227 $114 . ii
Charleston, SC $1.846 $1.653 {$193) R
Dover, De $2,484 $2,3086 {($178) , I
Hurlburt Field, Fi $391 $381 ($10) IR



50D COMPONENT: NAVY

CHANGE
INSTALLATION . Fyg2 _ ___ FYe3 FY92-FY93_
NAVSWC, WHITE OAK, MD $103 $113 $10
NUSC. NEWPORT, RI $12 $0 ($12)
NWC. CHINA LAKE, CA $799 $472 {$327)
NSRDC, BETHESDA, MD $39 $0 (g9
DTRCEN BAYVIEW $0 $86 %438
NAVELEXACT ST INIGOES, MD $900 $0 ($900)
NUSC NEW LONDON $151 $33 {$118)
NUST CHINA LAKE $0 $£31 $31
NAVSUPSYSCOM
NSC CHARLESTON $362 $200 ($162)
NSC NORFOLK $468 $600 $132
NSC CAKLAND $4,335 $3,300 {$1.035)
NSC PEARL HARBOR $1,083 $1,225 $142
NSC PUGET SOUND $446 $24 ($422)
SPCC MECHANICSBURG, PA $715 $0 ($715)
NSC WILLIAMSBURG, VA $0 $173 $173
NSC PENSACOLA $250 $200 {350)
NSC CHEATHAM ANNEX, VA $257 $137 (3120}
NSC CRANEY ISLAND, VA $248 $0 {$248)
NSC RICHMOND $1.340 $0 ($1,340)
COMNAVSECGRU
NAVSECGRUACT HOMESTEAD £84 $0 ($84)
NAVSECGRUACT SABANASECA $75 $11 {&64)
NAVSECGRUACT SKAGGS ISLAND $0 $63 £63
NAVSECGRUACT WINTER HARBOR $176 $0 ($176)
NAVSECGRUACT CHESAPEAKE $0 $58 $58
SHIPS $58,773 $68,524 $9.751
NAVY TOTAL $293,109 $254,587 ($38,522)
MARINE CORPS
HEADQUARTERS $1.602 $1,650 $48
MCB CAMP LEJEUNE $3,796 $4,365 $569
MCB CAMP PENDLETON $6,989 $26,058 $19,068
MCAGCC TWENTYNINE PALMS $2.270 $1,690 {$580)
MCAS CHERRY PQINT $20,068 $3,100 ($16,966)
MCAS BEAUFORT $955 £941 ($14)
MCAS NEW RIVER $625 $551 . ($74)
MCAS EL TORO/TUSTIN/PENDLETON $2,758 $2,805 $48
MCAS YUMA $1,732 $1,899 $167
MCAS KANEHOE BAY $1,929 $2,092 $162
MCRD SAN DIEGO $102 $102 $1
MCRD PARRIS ISLAND $1,361 $1.341 ($21)
MCCDC QUANTICO $1,847 $1,843 ($4)
MCLB ALBANY $2,624 $6,293 $3,669
MCLB BARSTOW $3.442 $3,637 $195
CAMP SMITH $39 $40 $0
MARINE CORPS TOTAL $52.138 $58,406 $6,268
DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
TOTAL WITHIN UNITED STATES $345,247 $312,993 ($32,254)



