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INTRODUCTION

This study was conducted for the U.S. Army by the Department of Energy
under contract to the Computer Sciences Corporation, Washington D. C. The
study consists of a thorough analysis of the Facilities Engineering Annual

Summary of Operations, "Red Book", for fiscal years 1975 through 1979 in
order to develop energy performance indicators for and a profile of energy
use in Army facilities within the United States. This report presents
statistical data at a detailed level for each U.S. Army Installation and
aggregated by each Major Command and for the fifty United States. Summary
data for the Army world-wide are also included.

The "Red Book' data is compiled from Major Command (MACOM) Technical Data
Reports, DA Form 2788 Series prepared under the provisions of AR 420-16.
These MACOM reports include "Installation" statistical data. The use of
the term "Installation" throughout this report refers specifically to
"reported" Installations, which include sub-activities. For example, a
single report identifies Tooele Army Depot as a single reported Install-
ation, but the data includes sub-activities such as Pueblo Army Depot,
Umatilla Army Depot, Ft Wingate Army Depot and Navajoe Army Depot. Con-
versely, sub-activities are frequently reported separately, such as Ft.
Lawton, a sub-activity of Ft. Lewis. In this case, Ft. Lawton, as a
reported Installation, is treated the same as Ft. Lewis and is reported
upon within this report.

The data elements which were extracted from the '"Red Book" include pop-
ulation served, air conditioning capacity and real property inventory
(with gross square feet by category for Installations). The original MACOM
reports were used to obtain other data, such as resident and non-resident
population and energy consumption, thermal and purchased electric. These
data elements were then correlated with each other to produce performance
indicators of:

1. Energy Consumption & PD 10. Etectric En Consumption/Resident Population
2. Thermael En Cons & PD 11. tnetalied Air Cond Capecity & PD

3. Electrical En Cons & PO 12. Elec Energy/Ton of A Cond & PD

4. Resident Pogulstion & PO 13. Real Property inventory (RPY) & PD

6. Non-Resident Populstion 8 PD ' 14. RPIEtHective Populstion

6. Populstion Served®® & PD 15. Ensgy ConsumptionVGSF & PD

7. Etfactive Populetion®** & PD 16. Thermal En Consumption/GSF & PD

8. En Consumption/Pop Served & PD 17. Electrical En Consumption/GSF & PO .

9. &n Consumption/Elt Pop & PO

*PD is Percant Deviation from Bass Year **Popuistion Served is the total Resident & Non-Resident Popuistion
*esEH Pop is Residert + 173 Non-Resident

The composition of the Real Property Inventory, by category, is also
included on each Installation Data Sheet. It includes:

18. RP1 by Category Adminietration
Training Bachelor Housing
Maimenance & Production Community Fecilities
Ressarch, Development & Testing Family Housing
Storage Operstionsl Buildings
Other Covered Seorsge Urility Buikdings
Hoepitsl & Medical Other

-1~




The base year used in this study is fiscal year 1975, and comparisons to
the base were made tor fiscal years 1976, 1977, 1978 and 1979. Data sheets
were prepared containing the above-mentioned data elements by year for
each Installation and summarized for each MACOM and the United States. The
Installation Data sheets are contained in volume 2 of this report. A less
comprehensive summary data sheet was prepared for Army-Wide activities,
using only the "Red Books'".

The MACOMS data have also been displayed in graphic form for the categories
of total energy consumption, thermal energy consumption, electric energy
consumption, active real property inventory, energy consumption per gross
square foot (BTU/GSF), installed air conditioning capacity and effective
population. In addition, graphics have been prepared for selected Install-
ations which also appear in volume 2 of this report. The total U. S. data
has been presented in a graph, along with limited Army-Wide data. The
graphic displays are very useful and large deviations are easy to detect.

The results of detailed analyses conducted on energy consumption on a

gross square foot basis, and on the effects of the Energy Conservation
Investment Program (ECIF) are also presented. Further individual analyses
can be made by referring to the MACOM and/or Installaion sheets for specific
or more comprehensive values.

In summary, this report presents a comprehensive descriptive statistical
picture of U.S. Army facilities energy use from 1975 to 1979. The report
makes no casual inferences as to reasons for energy consumption variations;
however, several factors which are related to energy usc variances are
analyzed. The performance indicators and other statistica! data are perfect-
ly suited for a more in-depth statistical study of energy use variables and
trends, the results of which may be invaluable in aiding energy policy
decision making.

———
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UNIT ENERGY CONSUMPTION
(BTU/GSF)

The Presidential Executive Order number 12003, dated July 20, 1977, included
the requirement, "For the total of all Federally-owned existing buildings
the goal shall be a reduction of 20 percent in the average annual energy use
per gross square foot of floor area in 1985 from the average energy use per
gross square foot of floor area in 1975." This goal has oriented all Federal
Agency perspectives to the BTU/GSF ratio. It has also been included as one
of the goals in the Army Energy Plan. Notably, the Army-Wide achievement at
the end of FY79 is a reduction of 9.3 percent below the FY75 consumption
rate per gross square foot. The performance over the four year period (FY75-
FY79) indicates a distinct overall trend downward, although it displays some
erratic influences, especially weather induced. Other influencing factors
are apparent and this section will analyze them.

The United States has been divided into seven climatic regions as a result
of studies conducted by the Department of Housing and Urban Development and
the Department of Energy (DOE). These regions were developed using both,
heating and cooling degree days data for classification. These regions were
used as reporting criteria for all Federal Agencies in reporting Preliminary
Energy Audit results to the DOE for further reporting to the Congress as is
required by the National Energy Conservation Policy Act (NECPA) of 1978.
These regions (zones) are described and depicted in Figure 1.

Zone Descriptions in Heating {HDD) and Cooling {CDD)
Degree Days are:

Zone 1 - Less than 2000 CDD and more than 7000 HDD
2 - Less than 2000 COD and 5500 to 7000 HDD
3 - Less than 2000 CDD and 4000 to 5499 HDD
4 - Less than 2000 CDD and 2000 to 3999 HDD
5 - Less than 2000 CDD snd 0 to 1999 HDD
6 - More than 2000 CDD and 0 to 1999 HDD
7 - More than 2000 CDD and 2000 to 4000 HDD

Figuse 1
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Each Installation Data Sheet in Appendix A reflects the Heating Degree Days
(HDD) and Cooling Degree Days (CDD) and the Climatic Region in which that
Installation is located. The Installations have been summarized by climatic
regions and figure 2 shows that summary with the FY75 and FY79 averages.
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CLIMATIC REGIONS
Figure 2

Each region is analyzed further with particular emphasis on the MACOM
composition of each region. For this purpose, DARCOM has been divided into
three parts: The industrial Government Owned-Contractor Operated (GOCO)
facilities; Army Depots with their large storage facilities which are not
energy intensive; and DARCOM-OTHER which includes Proving Grounds, Arsenals,

Research Facilities, etc., which have similar energy consumption character-
istics.

Climatic regions 4 and 1 are shown on figure 3. These regions had the
highest BTU/GSF consumption levels in FY75. In region 4, the DARCOM GOCO
ratio is the highest, as would be expected because these facilities include
the manufacturing process energy used in their operations. The DARCOM-OTHER
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grouping is the next highest.These industrial DARCOM activities were the
major contributors to the 14.4 percent reduction in region 4. Inasmuch as
these industrial facilities consume energy in keeping with a Tempo of
operations which have reduced considerably since FY75, it stands out that
without them, the performance in region 4 would be changed drastically.
In fact, the remaining 15 Installations showed a net increase in BTU/GSF

consumption of 1.8 percent.
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In region 1, the OCE research facility and the DARCOM GOCO consumption
show steep decreases in BTU/GSF but the overall regional decrease of 41.3
percent was approached by the five FORSCOM Installations which reduced
their rate of consumption by 30.4 percent.

oy rh e b WMitde

Regions 2 and 3 are the most densly populated with Army Installations,
Except for the DARCOM GOCO decrease in region 2, other decreases are quite ‘
moderate and the decrease of 13.7 percent would have been a decrease of 5.2
percent without the GOCO influence¢. Overall, the region 2 reductions, without
the GOCO facilities, were the second largest reductions, behind only region
6. Figure 4 shows regions 2 & 3.
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Region 3 consumed the highest BTU/GSF of any region in FY79. Overall, this
region showed only a 0.5 percent decrease from FY75 and without the DARCOM
GOCO & OTHER categories the region shows an overall increase of 2.2 percent.

Region 6 is the least populated region and contains no GOCO facilities.
Yuma Proving Ground is the only DARCOM Installation. This region showed a
decrease in BTU/GSF of 10.2 percent. This was the highest rate of reduction
when industrial Installations are excluded. Figure 5 displays regions 6 & 7.
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Region 7 again shows an overall regional decrease which is actually a 0.4
percent increase if the GOCO and DARCOM OTHER Installations are eliminated.

The United States total shows a reduction in BTU/GSF of 10.2 percent. A
notable achievement and over half of the goal set for FY85. However, this
accomplishment is fragile because without the industrial GOCO and "OTHER"
DARCOM facilities the reduction is far less impressive.

One significant and commonly known factor is that the electrical energy
consumption is increasing in spite of conservation efforts. The extent of
this increase is more evident when the MACOMS are looked at from the view-
point of Thermal BTU/GSF and Electrical BTU/GSF. The following Table 1
shows this data.

PERCENT CHANGE IN FY79 FROM FY75

MACOM TOTAL THERMAL ELECTRIC

BTU/GSF BTU/GSF BTU/GSF
OCE -25.0 -54.4 -16.3
DARCOM -21.9 -27.5 -10.5
WESCOM ~-15.8 -26.0 -14.3 j
USMA - 7.6 -11.6 + 0.6 :
FORSCOM - 7.0 -16.6 + 6.8 !
MDW - 5.0 -17.4 + 5.5
INSCOM - 4.3 -10.8 + 0.8 ]
HSC - 0.7 -18.7 +25.4
TRADOC + 0.9 -7.9 +13.2
ACC +2.3 -7.9 +13.6
MTMC +19.2 + 6.6 +44.,7
US TOTAL -10.2 -19.3 + 4.1

Table 1
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EFFECTS OF
THE
ENERGY CONSERVATION INVESTMENT PROGRAM
(ECIP)

The Military Construction (MILCON) Army ECIP program and its Family Housing

ECIP counterpart are retrofit programs intended to reduce energy consumption in
facilities. The Installation Data Sheets in the appendix have been posted with a
symbol designating the calendar point when an ECIP project was completed. A
short project title, cost and completion date is shown in the remarks section.
This manner of posting permits quick identification of the results of these
projects, Unfortunately, statistics alone do not permit absolute judgements and
in several cases there is no apparent effect from an ECIP project. In other
cases the improvement appears clearly at the same point in time but could have
been caused by a wide variety of reasons known primarily by the Installation
personnel. The analysis of the ECIP program is difficult but this section does
look at several Installations which have enjoyed apparent success, apparent lack
of success or no apparent change.

Forty-seven Installations have had 77 ECIP projects completed within the time
frame of the study period. These 77 projects include 30 Family Housing ECIP
projects at a cost of $12.4 million and 47 MILCON ECIP projects at a cost of
$55.1 million. None of these projects are at GOCO facilities so they are not
considered in this analysis. Family Housing ECIP projects range from as low as
$16,375 to $1,046,907. MILCON ECIP projects do not overlap the OMA appropria-
tion level so they range from a much higher threshold than the Family Housing
projects do. Of the 47 Installations having completed projects, ten of them
had 2 projects and ten of them had 3 projects completed.

A review of the ECIP projects shows that a great majority of them will save
thermal energy but little or no electrical energy. Inasmuch as electrical energy
consumption continues to rise it seems appropriate to look at thermal and elec-
trical energy consumption separately. The Installation, MACOM and other Data
Sheets do break these out in addition to the thermal BTU/GSF and electrical BTU/
GSF. A look at Army-Wide, TRADOC and FORSCOM shows this trend very clearly. They
are depicted in figures 6, 7 and 8.

Of the 77 completed projects, 2 of them were total electric conservation projects,
4 were partially electric saving and 4 were energy monitoring and control sys-
tems which are electric load shedding. The most statistically surprising project
was a $341,359 ECIP project for Lighting Improvements at Red River Army Depot
(RRAD) which was completed in February 1977. RRAD shows a 7.6 percent electric
energy reduction in FY76 (all comparison are made to FY75 base data) and a 32.7
percent reduction in FY77. This level was maintained in FY78 with a 29.9 percent
reduction and again in FY79 with a 29.0 percent reduction. The identical pattern
shows up in the electrical energy BTU/GSF ratios with -8.4 percent in FY76, -39,2
percent in FY77, -36.7 percent in FY78 and -36.6 in FY79. If this reduction is
due largely to the ECIP project it should be exploited for application elsewhere.
A similar project was completed at Ft Lewis in June 1978 and a very similar
pattern is evident there where they achieved a 16.2 percent reduction in elec~
trical energy consumption in FY79 compared to a 9.7 percent reduction in FY78

and a 4.2 percent reduction in FY77. An identical pattern is evident in the
electric BTU/GSF at Ft Lewis,
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Several Installations show remarkable thermal savings after ECIP projects were

completed. Letterkenny Army Depot had a $2,661,496 Insulation project completed

in the summer of 1978 and the FY79 thermal consumption dropped to 17.9 percent below

the FY75 base,which is impressive compared to the FY78 thermal consumption which

was 1.3 percent below the same base. The Lexington-Blue Grass Depot Activity had

a $979,000 Insulation project completed in May 1978 and the FY77, FY78 and FY79

levels of thermal energy consumption are -3.4 percent, -30.3 percent and -21.4

percent, respectively, compared to FY75. In both of these cases the correspond-

ing thermal BTU/GSF ratios show similar reductions. The Natick Research and

Development Center had 2 ECIP projects completed in FY78 and their statistics

show a 5.1 percent reduction in thermal energy consumption in FY77 (before

completion of the first ECIP project), a 10.2 percent reduction in FY78 and a ‘
12.8 percent reduction in FY79. Pine Bluff Arsenal had 3 completed ECIP projects g
and they were predominately thermal energy saving. The first project was complet- 3
ed in FY77 and a reduction of 15.3 percent was achieved (it was down 9 percent in

FY76) but the two additional ECIP projects contributed to savings of 20.8 percent

in FY78 and 22 percent in FY79. Their improvement is more dramatic when looked at

on the basis of thermal BTU/GSF because in FY76 they show a 29 percent increase

compared to FY75 while FY77shows a l4.4 percent reduction compared to the same

base. This trend continued with savings of 19.8 percent and 23.3 percent in FY78

and FY79. Watervilet Arsenal had 2 ECIP projects completed there and every ener-

gy consumption statistic for total, thermal and electric energy shows an increase

after the projects were completed. This case proves the point that the statistics

cannot tell the whole story.

Ft Meade had 3 ECIP projects completed since January 1977 and, although FY77
shows an overall increase from FY75 and FY76, there is substantial reduction

in thermal energy consumption in FY78 and FY79 of 18.3 and 30.7 percent respec-
tively. The thermal BTU/GSF show similar improvements. However, this has not
offset a 14 percent increase in electric energy in FY79 (34 percent increase in
electric BTU/GSF).

The Alaskan Installations, Forts Greely, Ricnirdson and Wainwright, had 7 ECIP

projects between them. Three were at Ft Richardson and the savings in thermal

energy and thermal BTU/GSF are substantial. The 3 ECIP projects at Ft Wainwright

are equally impressive except that equally large savings are apparent in the i
statistics for FY77, the year prior to completion of the first project. Fort

Greely had a single Family Housing ECIP project,but the statistics do reflect

significant savings in thermal energy for the full year after ccmpletion.

Ft Belvoir had 3 ECIP projects completed and they do show thermal energy and
thermal BTU/GSF savings in FY79,but the savings are not as significant as most
of the other Installations. Ft Benning also had 3 completed projects but they
also reflect a 17,7 percent increase in resident population and a 19.4 percent
increase in effective population for FY79. In spite of this increased demand,
the graph for Ft Benning in the appendix shows a distinct reduction in total
energy consumption, thermal energy consumption, BTU/GSF,and a slight savings
in electric energy consumption, when compared to FY78. Their FY 78 data

are well above FY75 in all categories except active real property inventory.
Ft Eustis also had 3 projects completed which totaled $5.7 million. The FY79
figures show a 23 percent reduction compared to a 0.4 percent increase in FY
78,and the thermal BTU/GSF were reduced by 5 percent in FY79 from a 29.8 per-
cent increase (above 75) for FY78. There is little significant change between
FY77 and FY78,but overall the FY78 figures show more consumption than FY77 in
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spite of the completion of an EMCS in FY77. Ft Jackson had a single project
completed in FY79 but their overall energy consumption statistics show greater
reductions than would be expected, compared to other cases examined. Ft Knox
likewise had 3 completed ECIP projects but there is far less apparent effect
than in most other cases. The Ft Knox graph in the appendix does show that the
electric energy peaked in FY77 and is declining,but the thermal energy rose in
FY78 before it declined in FY79.

A comparison between Installations with ECIP projects and without ECIP projects
does not reveal any striking differences. Many Installations without ECIP
projects show energy consumption on the decline and others do not. The same is
true of Installations with ECIP projects. One point does stand out - the number
of ECIP projects completed within the study period is quite small compared to
the total number of projects which have been authorized under the ECIP program.
The near future will more than likely show a sharper descent in energy consump-~
tion due to the ECIP as many more projects become completed. It will be very
difficult to prove,but the overall reduction in energy consumption in Installa-
tions with ECIP projects is very encouraging.




SUMMARY OF PERFORMANCE INDICATORS DATA

This secticn consists of tables which present, for each Major Command, data on
the following performance indicators:

Energy Consumption/Population Served
Energy Consumption/Effective Population ;
Electricity Consumption/Resident Population :
Electricity Consumption/Ton of Air Conditioning
Real Property Inventory (GSF)/Effective Population
Energy Consumption/Gross Square Foot

Electricity Consumption/Gross Square Foot

Thermal Energy Consumption/Gross Square Foot

L G Atem 4 s s o

Within each Major Command for each performance indicator, installations are
ranked in descending order. Data are presented for fiscal year 1979 and the
percentage deviation from the base year.
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Percent Deviation

MACOM Installation Energy Consumption/ Installation Energy Consumption/
Population Served Population Served *
(1979) (1975-1979)

ACC Fort Huachuca 69.8 Fort Huachuca -19.3

ACC Fort Ritchie 60.8 Fort Ritchie -22.4

HSC Fort Detrick 514.7 Walter Reed AMC 64.0

HSC Walter Reed AMC 254.9 Fort Detrick 2.4

HSC Fitzsimmons AMC 164.6 Fitzsimmons AMC 1.4

INSCOM | Vint Hill Farms Station 135.8 Arlington Hall Station 17.6

INSCOM | Arlington Hall Station 95.8 vint Hill Farms Station 15.9

USMA U.S. Military Academy 106.5 U.S. Military Academy -19.4 3

MDW Military District of 29.9 Military District of -16.1
Washington Washington

MTMC Bayonne Military Ocean 285.7 Bayonne Miiitary Ocean 12.6

3 Terminal Terminal

MTMC Military Traffic Mgt. 100.9 Military Traffic Mgt. -45.3
Command (other) Command (other)

OCE Cold Regions Research 341.1 Cold Regions Research 22.1
Engr Lab Engr Lab

. WESCOM | Fort Shafter 91.9 Fort Shafter 87.7
WESCOM | Schofield Barracks 61.1 Schofield Barracks -14.5
Table 2
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Percent Deviation

|
i
!
i
!
f

MACOM Installation Energy Consumption/ Installation Encrgy Consumption/
Ef fective Population Effective Population
(1979) (1975~1979)

ACC Fort Ritchie 118.7 Fort Ritchie -0.7

ACC Fort Huachuca 81.1 Fort Huachuca -23.17

HSC Fort Detrick 1,034.8 Walter Reed AMC 53.7

HSC Walter Reed AMC 472.3 Fort Detrick 8.1

HSC Fitzsimmons AMC 269.0 Fitzsimmons AMC -1.7

INSCOM} Arlington Hall Station 52.2 Arlington Hall Station 22.5

INSCOM] Vint Hill Farms Station 186.0 Vint Hill Farms Station 13.3

USMA U.S. Military Academy 129.5 U.S. Military Academy -16.1

MDW Military District of 68.4 Military District of -15.7
Washington Washington

MTMC Bayonne Military Ocean 566.7 Bavonne Military Ocean 12.9
Terminal Terminal

MTMC Military Traffic Mgt. 232.8 Military Traffic Mgpt. -48.4
Command (other) Command (other)

OCE Cold Regions Research 1,019.06 Cold Regions Research 21.6
Engr Lab Engr Lab

WESCOM] Fort Shafter 116.3 Fort Shafter 37.9

WESCOM Schofield Barracks 64.7 Schofield Barracks -21.4

Table 3
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Percent Deviation

MACOM Installation Electricity Consumption/ Installation Electricity Consumption/
Resident Population Resident Population
(1979) (1975-1979)

ACC Fort Ritchie 118.5 Fort Ritchie 43.9

ACC Fort Huachuca 46.7 Fort Huachuca -17.1

HSC Fort Detrick 1,109.2 Walter Reed AMC 69.1

HSC Walter Reed AMC 477.5 Fort Detrick 44.4

HSC Fitzsimmons AMC 118.2 Fitzsimmons AMC 13.4

INSCOM} Arlington Hall Station 916.4 Arlington Hall Station 67.5

INSCOM)} Vint Hill Farms Station 120.9 Vint Hill Farms Station 15.3

USMA U.S. Military Academy 51.7 U.S. Military Academy ~-6.2

MDW Military District of 114.7 Military District of -4.9
Washington Washington

MTMC Military Traffic Mgt. 385.4 Bayonne Military Ocean 38.1
Command (other) Tecminal

MTMC Bayonne Military Ocean 379.4 Military Traffic Mgt, -39.0
Terminal Command (other)

OCE Cold Regions Research - Cold Regions Research -
Engr Lab Engr Lab

WESCOM| Fort Shafter 118.1 Fort Shafter 16.1

WESCOM] Schofield Barracks 59.3 Schofield Barracks -26.8

Table 4
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Percent Deviation
. MACOM Installation Electricity Consumption/ Installation Electricity Consumption/
’ Ton of Air Conditioning Ton of Air Conditioning

(1979) (1975-1979)
ACC Fort Huachuca 142.0 Fort Ritchie 16.7
ACC Fort Ritchie 78.4 Fort Huachuca -14.1
HSC Fitzsimmons AMC 189.9 Walter Reed AMC 97.0
HSC Fort Detrick 143.8 Fort Detrick 46,8
HSC Walter Reed AMC 85.9 Fitzsimmons AMC -3.4
INSCOM| Arlington Hall Station 57.1 Arlington Hall Station 3.7
INSCOM] Vint Hill Farms Station 55.1 Vint Hill Farms Station -0.9
USMA U.S. Military Academy 90.8 U.S. Military Academy -23.4
MDW Military District of 77.1 Military District of 9.4
Washington Washington
MTMC Military Traffic Mgt. 562.2 Military Traffic Mgt. 21.9
Command (other) Command (other)
MTMC Bayonne Military Ocean 165.6 Bayonne Military Ocean -2.8
Terminal Terminal
OCE Cold Regions Research 501.1 Cold Regions Research ~30.2
Engr Lab Engr Lab
WESCOM] Schofield Barracks 238.9 Fort Shafter 21.8
WESCOM] Fort Shafter 235.3 Schofield Barracks -33.2
Table 5
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Percent Deviation

MACOM Installation Real Property Installation Real Property
Inventory (CSF)/ Inventory (GSF)/
Ef fective Population Effective Population .
(1979) (1975-1979)

ACC Fort Ritchie 0.69 Fort Ritchie -10.4

ACC Fort Huachuca 0.41 Fort Huachuca -24.1

HSC Walter Reed AMC 1.18 Walter Reed AMC 8.5

HSC Fort Detrick 0.87 Fitzsimmons AMC 0.6

HSC Fitzsimmons AMC 0.86 Fort Detrick -30.0

INSCOM} Arlington Hall Station 0.93 Arlington Hall Station 27.5

INSCOM]Y Vint Hill Farms Station 0.80 Vint Hill Farms Station 18.6

USMA U.S. Military Academy 0.74 U.S. Military Academy -9.2

MDW Military District of 0.30 Military District of -11.8
Washington Washington

MTMC Bayonne Military Ocean 3.43 Bayonne Military Ocean -0.2
Terminal Terminal

MTMC Military Traffic Mgt. 2.98 Militarv Traffic Mgt. -45.5
Command (other) Command (other)

OCE Cold Regions Research 1.68 Cold Regions Research 62.2
Engr Lab Engr Lab

WESCOM} Fort Shafter 0.99 Fort Shafter 32.4

WESCOM Schofield Barracks 0.50 Schofield Barracks 2.1

Table 6
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.‘ MACOM

Percent Deviation
Energy Consumption/

Installation

-19~

: Installation Energy Consumption/
! Gross Square Foot Gross Square Foot
! (1979) (1975-1979)
b
: ACC Fort Huachuca 195,613 Fort Ritchie 11.5
i ACC Fort Ritchie 172,371 Fort Huachuca 0.5
F | HSC Fort Detrick 1,190,923 Fort Detrick 54.6
: HSC Walter Reed AMC 401,302 Fitzsinmons AMC -2.3
& HSC Fltzsimmons AMC 311,625 Walter Reed AMC -13.9
|
' INSCOM| Arlington Hall Station 271,732 Arlington Hall Station -4.0
INSCOM| Vint Hill Farms Station 232,802 Vint Hill Farms Station -4.,5
USMA U.S. Military Academy 176,060 U.S. Military Academy -7.6
i MDW Military District of 225,421 Military District of -5.0
Washington Washington
MTMC Bayonne Military Ocean 165,244 Bayonne Military Ocean 13.1
Terminal Terminal
MTMC Military Traffic Mgt. 78,213 Military Traffic Mgt. =5.4
Command (other) Command (other)
OCE Cold Regions Research 607,994 Cold Regions Research -25.0
Engr Lab Engr Lab
WESCOM § Schofield Barracks 128,193 Fort Shafter 4.2
WESCOM | Fort Shafter 117,278 Schofield Barracks -23.0
Table 7
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Percent Deviation

MACOM Installation Electricity Consumption/ Installation Electricity Consumption/
Gross Square Foot Gross Square Foot
| (1979) (1975-1979)
: ACC Fort Huachuca 103,674 Fort Ritchie 14.7
| ACC Fort Ritchle 90,051 Fort Huachuca 13.4
HSC Fort Detrick 631,189 Fort Detrick 86.2
j HSC Walter Reed AMC 232,755 Fitzsimions AMC 17.2
i HSC Fitzsimmons AMC 93,487 Walter Reed AMC 6.3
i
X INSCOM f Arlington Hall Station 182,060 Arlington Hall Station 2.1
E INSCOM | Vint Hill Farms Station 123,385 Vint Hill Farms Station ~0.7
: | USMA U.S. Military Academy 62,627 U.S. Military Academy 0.6
| MDW Military District of 135,253 Military District of 5.5
| Washington Washington
MTMC Bayonne Military Ocean 56,183 Military Traffic Mgt. Command} 40.1
Terminal (other)
MTMC Military Traffic Mgt. 44,825 Bayonne Military Ocean 37.4
Command (other) Terminal
OCE Cold Regions Research 522,869 Cold Regions Research ~16.3
Engr Lab Engr Lab
WESCOM | Schofield Barracks 114,092 Fort Shafter 19.0
WESCOM ] Fort Shafter 103,204 Schofield Barracks -24.7

Table 8
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Percent Deviation

MACOM Installation Thermal Energy Consumption/ Installation Thermal Energy Comsumption/
Gross Square Foot Gross Square Foot
(1979) (1975-1979)

ACC Fort Huachuca 91,938 Fort Ritchie 8.1

ACC Fort Ritchie 82,320 Fort Huachuca -10.9

HSC Fort Detrick 559,734 Fort Detrick 29.8

HSC Fitzsimmons AMC 218,137 Fitzsimmpns AMC -8.9

HSC Walter Reed AMC 168,547 Walter Reed AMC -31.8

INSCOM|] Vint Hill Farms Station 109,417 Vint Hill Farms Station -8.4

INSCOM| Arlington Hall Station 89,672 Arlington Hall Station -14.4

USMA U.S. Military Academy 113,433 U.S. Military Academy -11.6

MDW Military District of 90,168 Military District of -17.4
Washington Washington

MTMC Bayonne Military Ocean 109,061 Bayonne Military Ocean 3.7
Terminal Terminal

MTMC Military Traffic Mgt, 33,388 Military Traffic Mgt. -34.1
Command (other) Command (other)

OCE Cold Regions Research 85,124 Cold Regions Research -54.4
Engr Lab Engr Lab

WESCOM | Schofield Barracks 14,101 Schofield Barracks -5.9

WESCOM | Fort Shafter 14,073 Fort Shafter -45.6

Table 9
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TRADOC

Percent Deviation

Installation Electricity Consumption/ Installation Electricity Consumptior./
Gross Square Foot Gross Square Foot

(1979) (1975-1979)
Fort Belvoir 157,714 Fort McClellan 57.0
Fort Rucker 138,172 Fort Lee 55.2
Fort Gordon 132,524 Fort Hamilton 38.2
Fort Eustis 131,442 Fort Eustis 36.4
Fort Lee 120,789 Fort Belvoir 32.1
Fort McClellan 117,273 Fort Benning 24.3
Fort Benjamin Harrison 113,988 Fort Sill 13.8
Carlisle Barracks 109,314 Fort Leavenworth 11.2
Fort Leonard Wood 107,683 Fort Leonard Wood 7.2
Fort Benning 102,041 Fort A. P. Hill 6.7
Fort Sill 101,426 Fort Bliss 6.3
Fort Jackson 95,272 Fort Gordon 6.0
JFort Monroe 93,135 Fort Knox 2.0
Fort Bliss 91,073 Fort Dix 0.8
Fort Leavenworth 84,027 Fort Rucker -3.3
Fort Knox 75,337 Fort Monroe -4,3
Fort Dix 71,140 Fort Benjamin Harrison -4.5
Fort A. P. Hill 70,798 Carlisle Barracks -7.0
Fort Hamilton 59,700 Fort Chaffee -8.9
Fort Pickett 26,014 Fort Jackson -9.3
Fort Chaffee 13,434 Fort Pickett -42.0

Table 10
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TRADOC
Percent Deviation
Installation Thermal Energy Consumption/ Installation Thermal Energy Consumption/
Gross Square Foot Gross Square Foot
t (1979) (1975-1979)
g |
. Fort Dix 158,345 Fort Hamilton 57.8
Fort Gordon 137,133 Fort Benning 5.8
& Fort Jackson 137,099 Fort McClellan 0.9
Fort Belvoir 129,039 Fort Sill 0.8
Fort Benjamin Harrison 128,539 Fort Knox -2.3
! Fort Knox 128,278 Fort Dix -3.9
. Carlisle Barracks 123,271 Fort Eustis -5.0
! Fort Hamilton 121,209 Fort Jackson -5.5
k ’ Fort Leonard Wood 116,656 Fort A. P. Hill -5.5
Fort Eustis 116,562 Fort Belvoir -11.5
| Fort Benning 115,068 Fort Monroe -11.8
b | Fort Sill 109,878 Fort Benjamin Harrison -11.9
! Fort Lee 107,115 Fort Leonard Wood -15.9
Fort Rucker 104,235 Fort Bliss -16.5
| Fort McClellan 99,899 Fort Gordon -16.8
| Fort Bliss 91,023 Fort Rucker -17.8
; Fort Leavenworth 87,457 Fort Chaffee -19.3
. Fort A. P. Hill 83,115 Carlisle Barracks -20.9
EN, Fort Monroe 70,261 Fort Lee ~22.6
1 Fort Pickett 33,169 Fort Leavenworth -26.0
Fort Chaffee 16,420 Fort Pickett -50.8
Table 11
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Installation

Energy Consumption/

Gross Square Foot

Installation En

G

Percent Deviation
ergy Consumption/
ross Square Foot

(1979) (1975-1979)
Fort Belvoir 286,753 Fort Hamilton 50.8
Fort Gordon 270,457 Fort McClellan 25.0
Fort Eustis 248,004 Fort Benning 13.7
Fort Benjamin Harrison 242,527 Fort Eustis 13.2
Fort Rucker 242,407 Fort Belvoir 8.1
Carlisle Barracks 232,586 Fort Sill 6.6
Fort Jackson 232,372 Fort Lee 5.4
Fort Dix 229,486 Fort A. P. Hill -0.2
Fort Lee 227,904 Fort Knox -0.8
Fort Leonard Wood 224,339 Fort Dix -2.5
Fort McClellan 217,172 Fort Leonard Wood -6.1
Fort Benning 217,110 Fort Bliss -6.5 1
Fort S$ill 211,304 Fort Gordon -7.0
Fort Knox 203,615 Fort Jackson -7.1
Fort Bliss 182,146 Fort Monroe -7.7
Fort Hamilton 180,909 Fort Benjamin Harrison -8.6
Fort Leavenworth 171,484 Fort Rucker -10.1
Fort Monroe 163,396 Fort Leavenworth -11.5
Fort A. P. Hill 153,913 Carlisle Barracks -14.9
Fort Pickett 59,123 Fort Chaffee -14.9
Fort Chaffee 29,855 Fort Pickett -47.3




TRADOC :
{ Percent Deviation !
| Installation Real Property Inventory (GSF)/ Installation Real Property Inventory (GSF) :
' Effective Population /Effective Population :
| (1979) (1975-1979) f
1 “

3 Fort Chaffee 4.55 Fort Chaffee 385.0

| Fort Pickett 1.98 Fort Pickett 159.7

’ Fort Monroe 1.20 Fort Monroe 76.9

! Fort Benjamin Harrison 0.98 Fort Benjamin Harrison 66.2

; Fort Leavenworth 0.80 Fort A. P. Hill 37.3

' Fort Belvoir 0.76 Fort Hamilton 29.3

Carlisle Barracks 0.74 Fort Leonard Wood 28.6

Fort Dix 0.74 Fort Jackson 17.7

Fort Bliss 0.66 Fort Belvolr 15.0

Fort Hamilton 0.64 Fort Rucker 13.0

Fort A, P, Hill 0.61 Fort Knox 6.4

Forte Benning 0.61 Carlisle Barracks 6.0

Fort Sill 0.61 Fort Dix 4.9

Fort Knox 0.61 Fort Leavenworth 2.9

Fort Jackson 0.60 Fort Bliss 1.5

Fort Lee 0.59 Fort Sill -~5.6

Fort Rucker 0.59 Fort Gordon -6.8

Fort Eustis 0.56 Fort Lee -9.2

Fort Leonard Wood 0.55 Fort Eustis -9.6

Fort Gordon 0.55 Fort Benning -19.6

Fort McClellan 0.49 Fort McClellan -~35.6

Table 13




TRADOC
Percent Deviation
Installation Electricity Consumption/ Installation Electricity Consumption/
Ton of Air Conditioning Ton of Air Conditioning
(1979) (1975-1979)
Fort Bliss 269.2 Fort Dix 12.6
. Fort Pickett 266.9 Fort Gordon 6.0
| Fort A. P. Hill 187.0 Fort McClellan 5.9
| Fort Knox 183.4 Fort Knox 5.7
! Fort Dix 159.7 Fort Sill 5.0
i Fort Belvoir 112.4 Fort Bliss 4.5
i Fort Hamilton 100.2 Fort Rucker -1.7
! Fort Leavenworth 100.0 Fort Eustis -2.5
i Carlisle Barracks 95.6 Fort Jackson -4.9
r[ Fort Eustis 92.6 Fort Hamilton -7.9
v Fort McClellan 82.0 Fort Benning -9.6
Fort Leonard Wood 81.5 Fort Benjamin Harrison -9.7
Fort Jackson 79.2 Fort Belvoir ~13.8
Fort Montoe 78.8 Fort Leavenworth -18.7 }
Fort Lee 78.4 Carlisle Barracks -21.8
Fort Benning 75.6 Fort Chaffee -29.5
Fort Rucker 75.4 Fort Lee -32.7 ;
Fort Sill 73.4 Fort Leonard Wood -34.9
Fort Chaffee 64.8 Fort A, P. Hill ~37.0
Fort Benjamin Harrison 63.2 Fort Monroe -50.9
Fort Gordon 61.3 Fort Pickett -62.3
Table 14
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TRADOC

Percent Deviation

Installation Electricity Consumption/ Installation Electricity Consumption/
Resident Population Resident Population
(1979) (1975-1979)
‘ Fort Monroe 218.4 Fort Chaffee 380.0 ;
Fort Benjamin Harrison 182.3 Fort Monroe 131.2 :
Fort Belvoir 152.4 Fort Pickett 79.8
Carlisle Barracks 106.2 Fort Hamilton 78.3
) Fort Rucker 98.2 Fort Belvoir 56.7
) Fort Gordon 88.2 Fort A, P. Hill 52.2
, Fort Eustis 83.3 Fort Lee 36.1
) Fort Lee 83.1 Fort Leonard Wood 33.4
: ) Fort McClellan 79.0 Fort Eustis 25.6
i Fort Sill 75.6 Fort McClellan 16.0
i Fort Leavenworth 75.3 Fort Leavenworth 15.7
Fort Bliss 75.1 Fort Benjamin Harrison 14.1
Fort Benning 74.7 Fort Dix 10.6
. Fort Pickett 69.2 Fort Bliss 10.2
| Fort Chaffee 69.1 Fort Rucker 8.4
i Fort Jackson 64.8 Fort Knox 6.5
k Fort Leonard Wood 61.1 Fort Jackson 3.4
Fort Dix 59.1 Fort Sill 1.5
Fort Knox 52.8 Fort Benning 1.4
Fort A, P, Hill 49,7 Carlisle Barracks -1.0
Fort Hamilton 40.8 Fort Gordon -7.2
Table 15
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Percent Deviation

Installation Energy Consumption/ Installation Energy Consumption/
Effective Population Effective Population
(1979) (1975-1979)
Fort Benjamin Harriscn 238.5 Fort Chaffee 312.5
Fort Belvoir 216.5 Fort Hamilton 94.9
Fort Monroe 196.0 Fort Monroe 63.3
Carlisle Barracks 171.0 Fort Benjamin Harrison 51.9
Fort Dix 170.0 Fort A. P, Hill 37.0
Fort Gordon 147.7 Fort Pickett 37.0
Fort Jackson 140.3 Fort Belvoir 24.4
Fort Eustis 138.4 Fort Leonard Wood 20.7
Fort Leavenworth 137.0 Fort Jackson 9.4
Fort Chaffee 135.9 Fort Knox 5.6
Fort Rucker 135.4 Fort Eustis 2.4
Fort Lee 134.7 Fort Dix 2.3
Fort Benning 131.8 Fort Rucker 1.6
Fort Sill 129.4 Fort Sill 0.6
Fort Knox 125.1 Fort Lee -4.3
Fort Leonard Wood 122.9 Fort Bliss -5.0
Fort Bliss 119.5 Fort Benning -8.6
Fort Pickett 117.2 Fort Leavenworth -8.9
Fort Hamilton 115.9 Carlisle Barracks -9.8
Fort McClellan 106.9 Fort Gordon -13.3
Fort A. P, Hill 93.4 Fort McClellan -19.4

btk bl senaitii.

Table 16




TRADOC

Percent Deviation

Installation Energy Consumption/ Installation Energy Consumption/
Population Served Population Served
(1979) (1975-1979)

Fort Belvoir 150.6 Fort Chaffee 261.7
Fort Dix ' 139.8 Fort Hamilton 95.7
Fort Benjamin Harrison 134.7 Fort Benjamin Harrison 81.6
Fort Leonard Wood 115.0 Fort Monroe 32.4
Carlisle Barracks 115.0 Fort A, P. Hill 29.9
Fort Jackson 114.5 Fort Leonard Wood 27.8
Fort Leavenworth 112.6 Fort Belvoir 20.2
Fort Eustis 111.6 Fort Jackson 14.5
Fort Chaffee 110.6 Fort Pickett 10.9
Fort Gordon 107.9 Fort Knox 8.4
Fort Lee 105.0 Fort Sill 7.2
Fort Hamilton 103.2 Fort Rucker 2.5

. Fort Knox 100.4 Fort Lee 0.2

‘ Fort Monroe 99.2 Fort Eustis -0.3

. Fort Benning 948.2 Fort Dix -4,7

[ Fort Sill 95.4 Fort Gordon -7.1
Fort Rucker 94.8 Fort Bliss -7.2
Fort Bliss 84.9 Fort Benning -10.2
Fort Pickett 77.6 Carlisle Barracks -10.3
Fort A. P. Hill 73.5 Fort Leavenworth -10.4
Fort McClellan 69.4 Fort McClellan -30.7

» Table 17




DARCOM

Installation Electricity Consumption/ Installation
Gross Square Foot

(1879)

Percent Deviation
Electricity Consumption/
Gross Square Foot
(1975-1979)

Detroit Arsenal
Harry Diamond Lab
Redstone Arsenal
Holston AAP
Yuma Proving Ground
Watervliet Arsenal
White Sands Missile Range
Natick Research &
Development Center
Michigan Army Missile Plant
Longhorn AAP
Riverbank AAP
Army Materials & Mechanics
Research Center
Aberdeen Proving Ground
Lake City AAP
Newport AAP
Dugway Proving Ground
Fort Monmouth
Kansas AAP
Sacramento Army Depot
Volunteer AAP
New Cumberland Army Depot
Twin Cities AAP
Letterkenny Army Depot
Cornhusker AAP
Picatinny Arsenal
ke, Rock Island Arsenal
Radford AAP
Red River Army Depot
Lone Star AAP
Tobyhanna Army Depot
Sunflower AAP
Anniston Army Depot
»” Underhill Firing Range
. Louisiana AAP
Iowa AAP
Rocky Mountain Arsenal
Joliet AAP
Jefferson Proving Ground
b Indiana AAP
St. Louis Area Support Center
Milan AAP
. Lexington-Blue Grass
! Pine Bluff Arsenal
Seneca Army Depot
Sharpe Army Depot
Selfridge Area Support Center
Tooele Army Depot
Sierra Army Depot
Badger AAP
Savanna Army Depot
Ravenna AAP
Scranton AAP
Alabama Army Depot
Frankford Arsenal

Table 18

440,834
391,258
302,164
287,617
227,226
225,507
190,900
150,009

136,036
131,127
129,439
124,111

119,766
119,317
105,521
101,970
97,425
85,291
81,557
81,288
78,949
77,293
76,815
75,062
74,863
71,096
68,127
66,294
65,386
65,363
61,352
59,266
56,815
55,978
53,872
49,174
44,513
44 144
37,420
36,558
36,470
36,410
35,352
32,514
30,022
25,973
23,183
21,815
19,639
10,516
8,463

~30-

Sunflower AAP

Detroit Arsenal

Kansas AAP

Harry Diamond Lab

Picatinny Arsenal

Cornhusker AAP

New Cumberland Army Depot

Watervliet Arsenal

Seneca Army Depot

Sierra Army Depot

White Sands Missile Range

Newport AAP

Letterkenny Army Depot

Rock Island Arsenal

Tobyhanna Army Depot

Longhorn AAP

Lake City AAP

Pine Bluff Arsenal

Natick Regearch &
Development Center

Yuma Proving Ground

Army Materials & Mechanics
Research Center

Anniston Army Depot

Sharpe Army Depot

Louisiana AAP

Aberdeen Proving Ground

Sacramento Army Depot

Fort Monmouth

148. 4
92.6
84.2
74.9
63.1
52.4
38.7
34.4
28.9
27.9
26.3

Redstone Arsenal -10.5
Selfridge Area Support Center -11.2
Dugway Proving Ground -11.6
Lone Star AAP -13.5
St. Louis Area Support Center -18.3
Ravenna AAP -20.2
Indiana AAP -21.1
Radford AAP -21.2
Michigan Army Missile Plant -22.8
Tooele Army Depot -25.7
Jefferson Proving Ground -26.2
Lexington-Blue Grass -31.8
Holston AAP -33.5
Savanna Army Dcpot ~34.1
Red River Army Depot -36.6
Milan AAP -38.4
Twin Cities AAP -48.Y
Iowa AAP -50.1
Riverbank AAP -56.7
Rocky Mountain Arsenal -59.4
Underhill Firing Range -61.8
Joliet AAP -65.6
Badger AAP -67.6
Volunteer AAP ~84.4

Scranton AAP
Alabama Army Depot
Frankford Arsenal




Installation

Thermal Energy Consumpt ion/

Gross Square Foot

(1979)

Holston AAP

Radford AAP

Detroit Arsenal

Longhorn AAP

Picatinny Arsenal

lowa AAP

Lake City AAP

Michigan Army Missile Plant

Redstone Arsenal

Watervliet Arsenal

Lone Star AAP

Newport AAP

Aberdeen Proving Ground

Army Materials & Mechanics
Research Center

Harry Diamond Lab

Rock Island Arsenal

Tobyhanna Army Depot

Fort Monmouth

Natick Research &
Development Center

Kansas AAP

Dugway Proving Ground

Joliet AAP

Twin Cities AAP

Cornhusker AAP

Pine Bluff Arsenal

White Sands Missile Range

Milan AAP

New Cumberland Army Depot

Red River Army Depot

Rocky Mountain Arsenal

Jefferson Proving Ground

Louisiana AAP

Riverbank AAP

Sacramento Army Depot

Badger AAP

Anniston Army Depot

Indiana AAP

Savanna Army Depot

St. Louis Area Support Center

Lexington-Blue Grass

Tooele Army Depot

Underhill Firing Range

Seneca Army Depot

Selfridge Area Support Center

Sunflower AAP

Sierra Army Depot

Yuma Proving Ground

Ravenna AAP

Sharpe Army Depot

Redstone Arsenal

Frankford Arsenal

Alabama Army Depot

Scranton AAP

Volunteer AAP

Table 19

1,226,158
969,767
661,252
393, 384
185,538
263,022
231,615
221,954
209,978
208,160
207,055
195,970
195,408
171,393

167,682
167,511
152,514
140,198
138,470

133,405
114,987
114,463
111,227
108,020
100,619
81,814
81,175
78,949
71,818
70,763
56,186
55,979
55,475
52,143
50,500
46,567
43,928
42,068
39,605
37,896
37,825
36,337
35,223
34,430
25,060
20,959
17,104
11,218
11,104

DARCOM

Percent
Thermal

Installation

Sunt lower AAP

Newport AAP

Detroit Arscnal

Harry Diamond Lab

Cornhusker AAP

Michigan Army Missile Plant

Watervlicet Arsenal

Kansas AAP

Selfridye Area Support Center

Towa AAP

Army Materials & Mechanics
Research Center

Savanna Army Depot

Red River Army Depot

Rock Island Arsenal

Sacramento Army Depot

Longhorn AAP

Lake City AAP

Fort Monmouth

Seneca Army Depot

Aberdecn Proving round

Picatinny Arsenal

Annistopn Army Depot

Yuma Proving Ground

Dugway Proving Ground

Natick Research &
Development Center

Sharpe Army Depot

Tobyhanna Army Depot

Letterkenny Army Depot

Redstone Arsenal

Lexington-Blue Crass

Pine Bluff Arsenal

St. Louis Area Support Center

Sierra Army Depot

New Cumberland Army Depot

White Sands Missile Range

Tooele Army Depot

Milan AAP

Indiana AAP

Lone Star AAP

Radford AAP

Jefferson Proving Ground

Twin Cities AAP

Ravenna AAP

Rocky Mountain Arsenal

Holston AAP

Riverbank AAP

Louisiana AAP

Underhill Firing Range

Joliet AAP

Badger AAP

Volunteer AAP

Frankford Arsenal

Alabam~ Army Depot

Scranton AAP

305.
71.
62.
33.
z8.
26.
19.
17.
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/Gross Square Foot
(1975-1979)



DARCOM

Installation Energy Consumption/
Gross Square Foot
(1979)
!
i Holston AAP 1,513,776
7 Detroit Arsenal 1,102,086
! Radford AAP 1,037,894
i Harry Diamond Lab 558,940
¥ Longhorn AAP 524,511
! Redstone Arsenal 512,142
' Picatinny Arsenal 460,401
. Watervliet Arsenal 433,667
3 Michigan Army Missile Plant 357,990
] Lake City AAP 350,932
i Towa AAP 316,894
o Aberdeen Proving Ground 315,174
Newport AAP 301,491
Army Materials & Mechanics 295,503
Research Center
Natick Research & 288,479
Development Center
White Sands Missile Range 272,714
Lone Star AAP 272,441
Yuma Proving Ground 244,330
Rock Island Arsenal 238,607
Fort Monmouth 237,624
Kansas AAP 218,696
Tobyhanna Army Depot 217,877
Dugway Proving Ground 216,957
Twin Cities AAP 188,520
Riverbank AAP 184,914
Cornhusker AAP 183,083
* Joliet AAP 158,975
New Cumberland Army Depot 157,898
Letterkenny Army Depot 139,663
Red River Army Depot 138,112
Pine Bluff Arsenal 135,971
Sacramento Army Depot 133,700
Rocky Mountain Arsenal 119,937
Milan AAP 117,645
Louisiana AAP 111,957
Anniston Army Depot 105,833
Jefferson Proving Ground 100,330
Underhill Firing Range 93,152
Sunflower AAP 86,412
Indiana AAP 81,347
Volunteer AAP 81,288
St. Louis Area Support Center 76,163
Lexington-Blue Grass 74,306
' Badger AAP 70,139
Seneca Army Depot 67,737
‘ Tooele Army Depot 61,008
! Selfridge Area Support Center 60,403
j Savanna Army Depot 52,585
! Sierra Army Depot 42,774
b Sharpe Army Depot 41,126
Ravenna AAP 19,681
Scranton AAP -

Alabama Army Depot -
Frankford Arsenal -
Table 20
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Installation Percent Deviation
Energy Consumption/
Gross Square Foot

Sunflower AAP

Detroit Arsenal

Harry Diamond Lab

Newport AAP

Cornhusker AAP

Kansas AAP

Watervliet Arsenal

Seneca Army Depot

Rock Island Arsenal

Army Materials & Mechanics
Research Center

Lake City AAP

Longhorn AAP

White Sands Missile Range

Yuma Proving Ground

Selfridge Area Support Center

Michigan Army Missile Plant

Picatinny Arsenal

Sharpe Army Depot

New Cumberland Army Depot

Anniston Army Depot

Natick Research & Development

Sacramento Army Depot

Fort Monmouth

Letterkenny Army Depot

Savanna Army Depot

Aberdeen Proving Ground

Sierra Army Depot

Tobyhanna Army Depot

Iowa AAP

Dugway Proving Ground

Redstone Arsenal

Pine Bluff Arsenal

Red River Army Depot

St. Louis Area Support Center

Indiana AAP

Lexington-Blue Grass

Tooele Army Depot

Lone Star AAP

Jefferson Proving Ground

Radford AAP

Milan AAP

Ravenna AAP

Twin Cities AAP

Louisiana AAP

Holston AAP

Rocky Mountain Arsenal

Riverbank AaAp

Underhill Firing Range

Joliet AAP

Badger AAP

Volunteer AAP

Frankford Arsenal

Alabama Army Depot

Scranton AAP

(1975-1979)

179.9
73.3
59.9
45.2
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DARCOM

Installation Real Property Inventory (GSF)/ Installation
Effective Population

(1979)

Percent Deviation
Real Property Inventory (GSF)
/Effective Population
(1975-1979)

Scranton AAP
Alabama Army Depot
Frankford Arsenal

Table 21

Scranton AAP
Alabama Army Depot
Frankford Arsenal

-33-

S Badger AAP 69.37 Underhill Firing Range 152.5
B Ravenna AAP 31.88 Badger AAP 134.0
4 Sunflower AAP 17.32 Rocky Mountain Arsenal 118.5
N Savanna Army Depot 13.64 Volunteer AAP 116.5
i Volunteer AAP 13.33 Lexington-Blue Grass 110.7
‘ Rocky Mountain Arsenal 11.23 Savanna Army Depot 102.0
Joliet AAP 10.17 Indiana AAP 86.1
Tooele Army Depot 9.44 Longhorn AAP 82.1
Louisiana AAP 9.06 Harry Diamond Lab 66.4
Iowa AAP 8.79 Iowa AAP 66.4
Lexington-Blue Grass 8.13 Jefferson Proving Ground 65.8
Riverbank AAP 7.02 Radford AAP 64.0
Indiana AAP 6.83 Riverbank AAP 62.0
Newport AAP 6.56 Watervliet Arsenal 32.9
Twin Cities AAP 6.35 Lake City AAP 32.0
Milan AAP 6.27 Joliet AAP 31.9
Underhill Firing Range 6.13 Louisiana AAP 30.9
Anniston Army Depot 5.09 Yuma Proving Ground 24.7
Sharpe Army Depot 4.78 Lone Star AAP 20.1
Jefferson Proving Ground 4.59 St. Louis Area Support Center 20.1
Lone Star AAP 4,59 Dugway Proving .Ground 17.4
Pine Bluff Arsenal 4,53 Ravenna AAP 16.1
Lake City AAP 4,40 Sharpe Army Depot 13.9
Sierra Army Depot 4.27 Red River Army Depot 11.4
Longhorn AAP 4.25 Twin Cities AAP 6.3
St. Louis Area Support Center 3.96 Redstone Arsenal 4.8
Radford AAP 3.94 Tooele Army Depot 3.7
'”‘_ Seneca Army Depot 3.74 Sacramento Army Depot 3.6
F Holston AAP 3.63 Letterkenny Army Depot 3.1
Letterkenny Army Depot 3.43 Natrick Research & 2.3
Red River Army Depot 3.37 Development Center
Kansas AAP 3.29 Milan AAP 1.09
Sacramento Army Depot 2.93 Michigan Army Missile Plant 0.5
Army Materials & Mechanics 2.85 Holston AAP -0.04
Research Center Rock Island Arsenal -0.1
Michigan Army Missile Plant 2.60 Fort Monmouth -1.3
Cornhusker AAP 2.46 Anniston Army Depot -1.4
Watervliet Arsenal 2.46 Picatinny Arsenal -4.1
Tobyhanna Army Depot 2.34 Army Materials & Mechanics -6.7
New Cumberland Army Depot 2.15 Research Center
Rock Island Arsenal 1.98 Sierra Army Depot -9.4
Harry Diamond Lab 1.94 Tobyhanna Army Depot -14.6
Picatinny Arsenal 1.62 Aberdeen Proving Ground -14.8
Natick Research & 1.30 Detroit Arsenal -21.2
Development Center New Cumberland Army Depot -22.6
Dugway Proving Ground 1.16 Pine Bluff Arsenal -23.8
Yuma Proving Ground 0.92 Seneca Army Depot -24.0
White Sands Missile Range 0.91 White Sands Missile Range -26.5
Redstone Arsenal 0.79 Newport AAP -35.0
! Fort Monmouth 0.76 Cornhusker AAP -39.9
; Aberdeen Proving Ground 0.67 Kansas AAP -45.4
Detroit Arsenal 0.63 Sunflower AAP -60.3
Selfridge Area Support Center 0.09 Selfridge Area Support Center -71.8




DARCOM
Installation Electricity Comsumption/ Installation Percent Deviation
Ton of Air Conditioning Electricity Consumption/
i (1979) Ton of Air Conditioning
3 (1975-1979)
Holston AAP 3,975.5 Harry Diamond Lab 56.0
Riverbank AAP 1,086.0 Tooele Army Depot 17.4
Underhill Firing Range 871.2 Seneca Army Depot 16.3
Sunflower AAP 575.9 Sierra Army Depot 12.0
Sierra Army Depot 475.6 Cornhusker AAP 7.3
Watervliet Arsenal 417.9 Army Materials & Mechanics 4.1
Cornhusker AAP 407.7 Research Center
Tooele Army Depot 351.0 Watervliet Arsenal 3.5
Seneca Army Depot 319.9 Underhill Firing Range 3.3
New Cumberland Army Depot 290.5 Longhorn AAP 2.5
Tobyhanna Army Depot 258.2 Tobyhanna Army Depot 1.0
Dugway Proving Ground 242.5 Letterkenny Army Depot 0.9
Sacramento Army Depot 229.2 Natick Research & -8.2
Volunteer AAP 223.2 Development Center
Letterkenny Army Depot 214.3 Louisiana AAP -8.2
Anniston Army Depot 210.8 Selfridge Area Support Center -10.0
Badger AAP 206.0 Anniston Army Depot -14.1
Sharpe Army Depot 205.2 Picatinny Arsenal -19.1
Selfridge Area Support Center 204.0 Aberdeen Proving Ground -24.1
Picatinny Arsenal 176.7 New Cumberland Army Depot -24.3
Louisiana AAP 170.8 Redstone Arsenal ~25.3
Radford AAP 169.8 Jefferson Proving Ground -25.8
Newport AAP 168.5 Radford AAP -28.4
Red River Army Depot 168.4 Fort Monmouth -28.5
Michigan Army Missile Plant 154.4 Rock Island Arsenal -28.9
Lexington~Blue Grass 151.2 Michigan Army Missile Plant -29.8
Milan AAP 150.9 Kansas AAP -31.0
Natick Research & 149.0 Holston AAP -32.4
Development Center Sharpe Army Depot -33.6
Lake City AAP 143.8 White Sands Missile Range -35.6
Rock Island Arsenal 129.2 Newport AAP -40.4
Indiana AAP 126.3 Savanna Army Depot -41.7
Redstone Arsenal 119.4 Yuma Proving Ground -42.6
Fort Monmouth 102.6 Indiana AAP -42.9
Army Materials & Mechanics 99.4 St, Louis Area Support Ctr. -43,2
Research Center Red River Army Depot -43.8
Detroit Arsenal 91.4 Sacramento Army Depot -44.1
St. Louis Area Support Ctr. 90.9 Lake City AAP -48.9
Savanna Army Depot 88.5 Dugway Proving Ground -50.6
Kansas AAP 81.2 Lexington-Blue Grass -51.2
Pine Bluff Arsenal 80.6 Lone Star AAP -55.3
! Harry Diamond Lab 64.1 Detroit Arsenal -57.1
; Longhorn AAP 63.6 Pine Bluff Arsenal -57.7
' Yuma Proving Ground 54.4 Badger AAP -65.7
White Sands Missile Range 52.9 Volunteer AAP -66.7
) Aberdeen Proving Ground 48.6 Riverbank AAP -86.7
f Jefferson Proving Ground 45.1 Towa AAP -91.3
i Towa AAP 40.5 Rocky Mountain Arsenal -
! Lone Star AAP 38.8 Frankford Arsenal -
4

Rocky Mountain Arsenal
Frankford Arsenal
Alabama Army Depot
Scranton AAP

Ravenna AAP

Joliet AAP

Twin Cities

Table

Alabama Army Depot
Scranton AAP
Ravenna AAP

Joliet AAP

Twin Cities AAP
Sunflower AAP
Milan AAP
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DARCOM

Installation Electricity Consumption/ Installation Percent Deviation
Resident Population Electricity Consumption/
(1979) Resident Population

(1975~1979)

Anniston Army Depot 32,738.9 Louisiana AAP 151.6
Sacramento Army Depot 8,269.3 Savanna Army Depot 134.2
Lake City AAP 7,763.0 Rocky Mountain Arsenal 118.2
Twin Cities AAP 6,049.2 Iowa AAP 103.5
Towa AAP 5,065.3 Yuma Proving Ground 54.6
Louisiana AAP 4,987.5 New Cumberland Army Depot 48,9
Rocky Mountain Arsenal 4,474.8 Jefferson Proving Ground 48.4
Radford AAP 4,319.7 Watervliet Arsenal 40.4
Army Materials & Mechanics 3,400.6 Anniston Army Depot 38.7
Research Center Letterkenny Army Depot 27.2
Letterkenny Army Depoti 2,862.5 White Sands Missile Range 27.2
Lexington-Blue Grass 2,368.8 Dugway Proving Ground 18.1
Watervliet Arsenal 1,868.9 Aberdeen Proving Ground 16.2
Rock Island Arsenal 1,762.3 Sierra Army Depot 16.2
Red River Army Depot 1,641.6 Cornhusker AAP 15.2
Milan AAP 1,440.6 Pine Bluff Arsenal 10.1
New Cumberland Army Depot 1,124.5 Lake City AAP 7.6
Tooele Army Depot 1,057.7 Rock Island Arsenal 7.3
Jefferson Proving Ground 966.9 Radford AAP 5.6
Tobyhanna Army Depot 875.8 Picatinny Arsenal 4.5
Indiana AAP 864.7 Sharpe Army Depot 0.3
Sharpe Army Depot 769.6 Natick Research & -2.1
Joliet AAP 742.4 Development Ctr.
Pine Bluff Arsenal 607.7 Redstone Arsenal -5.0
Ravenna AAP 580.5 Seneca Army Depot -10.3
Picatinny Arsenal 500.1 Milan AAP -11.0
Redstone Arsenal 473.6 Sacramento Army Depot -11.1
Cornhusker AAP 448.5 Fort Monmouth -11.8
Savanna Army Depot 424.4 St. Louis Area Support Ctr. -11.9
Natick Research & 400.3 Indiana AAP -20.3
Development Center Ravenna AAP ~-23.1
White Sands Missile Range 284.9 Red River Army Depot -28.7
Yuma Proving Ground 262.5 Lexington-~Blue Grass -30.2
Aberdeen Proving Ground 176.2 Tocele Army Depot -45.2
St. Louis Area Support Ctr. 167.7 Army Materials & Mechanics -45.9
Seneca Army Depot 158.0 Research Center
Dugway Proving Ground 147.2 Tobyhanna Army Depot -51.4
Sierra Army Depot 112.1 Twin Cities AAP -54.3
Fort Monmouth 108.2 Selfridge Area Support Ctr. -74.9
Selfridge Area Support Center 2.4 Joliet AAP -77.4

Scranton AAP
Alabama Army Depot
Frankford Arsenal

Newport AAP
Longhorn AAP
Lone Star AAP

Badger AAP - Michigan Army Missile Plant -
Volunteer AAP - Riverbank AAP -
Holston AAP - Underhill Firing Range -

Detroit Arsenal

Harry Diamond Lab

Kansas AAP

Sunflower AAP

Underhill Firing Range
Riverbank AAP

Michigan Army Missile Plant
Lone Star AAP

Longhorn AAP

Newport AAP

Table 23

Sunflower AAP
Kansas AAP
Scranton AAP
Harry Diamond Lab
Alabama Army Depot
Detroit Arsenal
Holston AAP
Frankford Arsenal
Volunteer AAP
Badger AAP
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DARCOM
Installation Energy Consumption/ Installation Percent Deviation
Effective Population Energy Consumption/
(1979) Effective Population
(1975-1979)
i Holston AAP 5,490.2 Harry Diamond Lab 166.0
] Badger AAP 4,865.6 Savanna Army Depot 93.1
] Radford AAP 4,087.1 Longhorn AAP 92.1
E Towa AAP 2,784.7 Watervliet Arsenal 68.3
1 Longhorn AAP 2,229.2 Lexington-Blue Grass 52.5
' Newport AAP 1,978.1 Iowa AAP 51.2
I Joliet AAP 1,616.9 Milan AAP 41.2
' Lake City AAP 1,545.8 Lake City AAP 39.2
: Sunflower AAP 1,496.6 Indiana AAP 37.3
4 Rocky Mountain Arsenal 1,346.6 Detroit Arsenal 36.6
! Riverbank AAP 1,298.2 Yuma Proving Ground 29.3
3 Lone Star AAP 1,251.5 Jefferson Proving Ground 16.8
; Twin Cities AAP 1,198.0 Radford AAP 12.9
' Harry Diamond Lab 1,085.5 Sunflower AAP 11.0
i Volunteer AAP 1,083.8 Sharpe Army Depot 10.8
' Watervliet Arsenal 1,067.7 Dugway Proving Ground 3.7
L‘ Louisiana AAP 1,013.9 Michigan Army Missile Plant 2.2
Michigan Army Missile Plant 931.9 Rocky Mountain Arsenal 1.8
Army Materials & Mechanics 843.4 Sacramento Army Depot -0.3
Research Center Army Materials & Mechanics -0.5
! Picatinny Arsenal 745.3 Research Center
Milan AAP 738.1 Letterkenny Army Depot -0.9
Kansas AAP 718.7 Natick Research & -1.0
Savanna Army Depot 717.1 Development Center
‘ Detroit Arsenal 698.1 Rock Island Arsenal -2.1
. Ravenna AAP 627.5 Anniston Army Depot 4.4
Pine Bluff Arsenal 615.9 Picatinny Arsenal -5.0
Lexington-Blue Grass 604.3 Fort Monmouth -5.5
Tooele Army Depot 575.6 Newport AAP -5.6
Underhill Firing Range 571.3 St. Louis Area Support Center -6.0
Indiana AAP 555.5 Underhill Firing Range -6.7
Anniston Army Depot 538.9 Red River Army Depot -10.2
Tobyhanna Army Depot 509.0 Redstone Arsenal -10.9
Letterkenny Army Depot 478.8 Lone Star AAP -13.4
Rock Island Arsenal 471.7 Sierra Army Depot -13.7
Red River Army Depot 464.8 Seneca Army Depot -16.3
Jefferson Proving Ground 460.3 Cornhusker AAP -17.4
Cornhusker AAP 451.1 Aberdeen Proving Ground -18.8
Redstone Arsenal 404.5 Tobyhanna Army Depot -21.8
. Sacramento Army Depot 392.1 Ravenna AAP -22.5
. Natick Research & 375.6 White Sands Missile Range -23.1
- Development Center Louisiana AAP -23.7
! New Cumberland Army Depot 339.4 New Cumberland Army Depot -24.8
X St. Louis Area Support Center 301.3 Tooele Army Depot -25.0 .
: Seneca Army Depot 253.0 Kansas AAP -25.2
Dugway Proving Ground 251.2 Riverbank AAP -28.9
‘ White Sands Missile Range 248.7 Pine Bluff Arsenal -36.9
: Yuma Proving Ground 225.7 Twin Cities AAP -37.7 .
:' Aberdeen Proving Ground 210.4 Holston AAP -47.5
Sharpe Army Depot 196.7 Badger AAP -59.4
Y Sierra Army Depot 182.7 Joliet AAP -67.6
3 Fort Monmouth 180.1 Selfridge Area Support Center -70.9
Selfridge Area Support Center 5.7 Volunteer AAP -88.1
’ Scranton AAP -~ Scranton AAP -
| Alabama Army Depot - Alabama Army Depot -
‘ Frankford Arsenal ~ Frankford Arsenal -
I

Table 24 ~36-
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Installation Energy Consumption/
Population Served
(1979)
Holston AAP 1,829.2
Badger AAP 1,613.2
Radford AAP 1,421.2
Iowa AAP 990.7
Joliet AAP 906.5
Longhorn AAP 742.3
Newport AAP 656.7
Lake City AAP 539.4
Sunflower AAP 497.4
Rocky Mountain Arsenal 490,2
Watervliet Arsenal 443.,6
Riverbank AAP 432,7
Twin Cities AAP 422,0
Lone Star AAP 417.2
Volunteer AAP 363.0
Louisiana AAP 362.5
Harry Diamond Lab 361.8
Michigan Army Missile Plt. 310.6
Savanna Army Depot 308.1
Ravenna AAP 303.1
Army Materials & Mechanics 302.1
Research Center
Picatinny Arsenal 296.2
Milan AAP 275.2
Pine Bluff Arsenal 248.2
Kansas AAP 239.8
St. Louis Area Support Ctr. 236.3
Detroit Arsenal 232.7
Indiana AAP 230.7
Tooele Army Depot 222.6
Lexington-Blue Grass 219.9
Cornhusker AAP 207.4
Redstone Arsenal 203.0
Tobyhanna Army Depot 192.0
Underhill Firing Range 190.4
Natick Research & 185.5
Derelopment Ctr.

Anniston Army Depot 180.7
Dugway Proving Ground 179.9
Jefferson Proving Ground 177.9
Seneca Army Depot 172.9
Red River Army Depot 170.4
Letterkenny Army Depot 170.0
Rock Island Arsenal 166.1
Yuma Proving Ground 160.8
White Sands Missile Range 139.9
Sierra Army Depot 136.4
Sacramento Army Depot 133.3
New Cumberland Army Depot 125.8
Fort Monmouth 110.2
Aberdeen Proving Ground 100.5
Sharpe Army Depot 74.9
Selfridge Area Support Ctr. 5.6
Scranton AAP -

Alabama Army Depot -

Frankford Arsenal -

Table 25
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Installation

Harry Diamond Lab

Longhorn AAP

Watervliet Arsenal

Lexington-Blue Grass

Indiana AAP

Savanna Army Depot

Milan AAP

Lake City AAP

Iowa AAP

Radford AAP

Sharpe Army Depot

Jefferson Proving Ground

St. Louis Area Support Ctr.

Natick Research &
Development Ctr.

Army Materials & Mechanics
Research Center

Michigan Army Missile Plant

Yuma Proving Ground

Picatinny Arsenal

Detroit Arsenal

Sacramento Army Depot

Letterkenny Army Depot

Rock Island Arsenal

Fort Monmouth

Anniston Army Depot

Newport AAP

Sunflower AAP

Underhill Firing Range

Seneca Army Depof

Red River Army Depot

Rocky Mountain Arsenal

Redstone Arsenal

Dugway Proving Ground

Lone Star AAP

Sierra Army Depot

Ravenna AAP

Tobyhanna Army Depot

Tooele Army Depot

Kansas AAP

Cornhusker AAP

Aberdeen Proving Ground

Louisiana AAP

Riverbank AAP

Aberdeen Proving Ground

Twin Cities AAP

Pine Bluff Arsenal

White Sands Missile Range

Holston AAP

Joliet AAP

Badger AAP

Selfridge Area Support Ctr.

Volunteer AAP

Scranton AAP

Alabama Army Depot

Frankford Arsenal

Percent Deviation

Energy Consumption/

Population Served
(1975-1979)

165.9
91.9
77.1
59.7
52.8
50.2
46.3
40.8
36.7
13.7
12.8
12.6

7.1
4,1
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FORSCOM
Installation Electricity Consumption/ Installation Percent Deviation
Gross Square Foot Electricity Consumption/
(1979) Gross Square Foot

(1975-1979)
Fort Meade 269,227 Fort Riley 51.0
Fort Bragg 130,931 Fort Polk 44.8
Fort Campbell 124,082 Fort Meade 34.0
Yakima Firing Center 121,093 Fort Devens 25.4
Fort Sam Houston 120,609 Vancouver Barracks 23.1
Fort Stewart 119,123 Fort Indiantown Gap 20.9
Fort Hood 104,493 Fort Stewart 20.1
Fort Riley 101,702 Yakima Firing Center 19.2
Fort Polk 97,256 Fort Campbell 17.9
Oakdale Suppoert Center 96,700 Presidio of San Francisco 15,6
Presidio of San Francisco 89,312 Fort McPherson 6.6
Fort Lawton 69,527 Fort Sheridan 5.6
Fort Carson 69,321 Fort Ord 4.9
Fort Ord 69,295 Fort Bragg 3.9
Fort Sheridan 68,530 Fort Sam Houston 2.6
Fort Lewis 68,309 Oakdale Support Center -9.8
Fort Devens 62,104 . Fort Carson -11.0
Fort Drum 51,187 Fort Lawton -12.9
Fort McPherson 44,782 Fort Hood -14.9
Fort Indiantown Gap 35,939 Fort McCoy -17.8
Fort Greely 26,128 Fort Lewis -19.2
Vancouver Barracks 21,907 Fort Richardson -20.0
Fort McCoy 19,232 Fort Greely -43.7
Fort Richardson 6,377 Fort Drum -55.9
Fort Wainwright 394 Fort Wainwright -85.6

Table 26
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Installation

FORSCOM

Gross Square Foot

Thermal Energy Consumption/

Installation

Percent Deviation
Thermal Energy Consumpt./

(1979) Gross Square Foot
(1975-1979)
Fort Wainwright 287,724 Presidio of San Francisco 20.4 :
Fort Greely 248,555 Fort McPherson 11.0 p
Fort Richardson 188,892 Fort Devens 9.1
Oakdale Support Center 157,776 Fort Stewart 1.7
Fort Carson 128,739 Fort Sheridan -3.3
Fort Devens 126,090 Fort Ord -3.3
Fort Sheridan 121,832 Oakdale Support Center -5.9
Fort Bragg 120,860 Fort Riley -8.0
Yakima Firing Center 116,347 Fort Indiantown Gap -9.8
Presidio of San Francisco 113,670 Fort Greely ~10.0
Fort Riley 110,178 Fort Lewis -12.3
Fort Campbgll 110,035 Fort Campbell -14.5
Fort Meade 104,699 Fort Sam Houston ~18.0
Fort Lewis 102,464 Fort Bragg -18.3
Fort Ord 91,857 Fort Meade -18.5
Fort Hood 82,102 Yakima Firing Center -20.4
Fort Drum 73,660 Fort Hood -21.5
Fort Stewart 73,011 Fort Richardson -24.4
Fort Polk 59,608 Fort Carson -25.8
Fort Sam Houston 54,187 Fort Wainwright -27.6
Fort Indiantown Gap 47,640 Fort Polk -35.8
Fort McPherson 41,337 Fort McCoy -41.8
Fort McCoy 40,868 Vancouver Barracks ~43.4
Vancouver Barracks 35,743 Fort Drum -43.7
Fort Lawton 25,716 Fort Lawton -59.0
Table 27
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i FORSCOM

Installation Energy Consumption/ Installation Percent Deviation
Gross Square Foot Energy Consumption/
(1979) Gross Square Foot -

(1975~1979)

Fort Meade 373,926 Presidio of San Francisco 18.3
i Fort Wainwright 288,118 Fort Devens 14.0
i Fort Greely 274,683 Fort Meade 13.5
; Oakdale Support Center 254,476 Fort Riley 13.3
H Fort Bragg 251,792 Fort Stewart 12,4
| Yakima Firing Center 237,440 Fort McPherson 8.7
‘ Fort Campbell 234,117 Fort Indiantown Gap 1.2
: Fort Riley 211,880 Fort Campbell 0.1
| Presidio of San Francisco 202,982 Fort Ord 0
1 Fort Carsom 198,062 Fort Sheridan -0.3
b Fort Richardson 195,269 Fort Polk -1.9
N Fort Stewart 192,135 Yakima Firing Center -4.2
¢ Fort Sheridan 190,363 Fort Sam Houston -4.8
' Fort Devens 188,194 Oakdale Support Center -7.4
Fort Hood 186,596 Fort Bragg -8.1
Fert Sam Houston 174,796 Fort Greely -14.8
Fort Lewis 170,773 Fort Lewis -15.2
Fort Ord 161,152 Fort Hood -17.9
Fort Polk 156,864 Fort Carson -21.2
Fort Drum 124,848 Fort Richardson -24.3
Fort Lawton 95,243 Fort Wainwright -28.0
Fort McPherson 86,120 Vancouver Barracks -28.7
Fort Indiantown Gap 83,579 Fort Lawton -33.2
Fort McCoy 60,100 Fort McCoy -35.8
Vancouver Barracks 87,650 Fort Drum -49.4

Table 28
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FORSCOM

Installation Real Property Inventory (GSF)/ Installation Percent Deviation
Effective Population Real Property lnventory (GSF)/
(1979) Effective Population
(1975-1979)
Vancouver Barracks 7.39 Fort Sheridan 117.3
Fort McCoy 3.65 Fort Drum 86.6
Fort McPherson 3.08 Fort Polk 71.6
Fort Indiantown Gap 2.42 Fort McCoy 67.2
Fort Lawton 2.33 Fort Indiantown Gap 50.9
Yakima Firing Center 1.59 Fort Lewis 40,3
Fort Sheridan 1.29 Fort Lawton 36,6
Qakdale Support Center 1.16 Fort Carson 30.3
Fort Drum 1.09 Fort McPherson 24,3
pPresidio of San Francisco 0.90 Fort Riley 22.6
Fort Wainwright 0.82 Fort Hood 17.3
Fort Greely 0.81 Fort Ord 11.3
Fort Lewis 0.78 Fort Campbell 10.3
Fort Polk 0.72 Fort Bragg 9.0
Fort Riley 0.71 Fort Stewart 4.0
Fort Ord 0.64 Presidio of San Francisco -1.4
Fort Devens 0.64 Oakdale Support Center -2.7
Fort Richardson 0.63 Fort Meade -4 .4
Fort Bragg 0.62 Fort Wainwright -11.4
Fort Sam Houston 0.61 Fort Greely -12.3
Fort Carson 0.55 Fort Devens -17.1
Fort Campbell 0.48 Fort Richardson -18.5
Fort Hood 0.46 Vancouver Barracks -20.9
Fort Stewart 0.44 Fort Sam Houston -26.8
Fort Meade 0.41 Yakima Firing Center ~46.4
Table 29
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FORSCOM
Installation Electricity Consumption/ Installation Percent Deviation -
Ton of Air Conditioning Electricity Consumption/
(1979) Ton of Air Conditioning
(1975-1979)
Fort Lewis 1,084.3 Fort Indiantown Gap 25,5
Fort Lawton 929.7 Fort McPherson 5.5
Fort Ord 775.1 Fort Riley 4,2
Fort Drum 640.3 Fort Stewart 3.7
Fort Meade 313.8 Presidio of San Francisco -3.3
Fort Indiantown Gap 224.4 Fort Lawton -7.5
Fort Devens 216.2 Oakdale Support Center ~11.9
Presidio of San Francisco 214.9 Fort Polk ~13.2
Fort Richardson 200.1 Fort Meade ~13.9
Fort McCoy 198.4 Fort Bragg ~14.1
Fort Carson 169.2 Fort Sam Houston ~16.8
Fort Bragg 141.6 Fort Ord ~18.5
Fort Sheridan 125.8 Fort Devens ~24.0
Oakdale Support Center 120.2 Fort Hood ~25.0
Fort Riley 118.7 Fort Carson ~25.5
Fort Campbell 104.7 Fort Drum ~25.9
Fort McPherson 85.9 Fort Richardson ~30.7
h Fort Stewart 81.1 Fort Sheridan ~34.4
Fort Sam Houston 79.0 Fort Campbell -49.1
Fort Hood 72.6 Fort Wainwright ~61.6
Fort Polk 58.8 Fort McCoy -68.1
Fort Wainwright 20.2 Fort Lewis ~73.2
Fort Greely - Fort Greely -
Vancouver Barracks - Vancouver Barracks -
. Yakima Fiving Center - Yakima Firing Center -

Table 30
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FORSCOM

Percent Deviation
Electricicy Consumption/

Installation Electricity Consumption/ Installation
Resident Population Resident Population
(1975-1979)
Fort McPherson 469.3 Fort Sheridan 167.6
Yakima Firing Center 314.8 Fort Polk 157.7
Oakdale Support Center 204 .4 Fort Indiantown Gap 125.7
Fort Lawton 168.2 Fort Riley 86.8
Vancouver Barracks 167.6 Fort McCoy 59.8
Fort Meade 166.7 Fort Meade 44,5
Fort Indiantown Gap 142.6 Fort Lewis 35.8
Fort Sheridan 134.3 Fort Stewart 31.7
Fort McCoy 104.4 Fort Campbell 29.0
Presidio of San Francisco 101.3 Fort McPherson 28.8
Fort Sam Houston 97.6 Fort Ord 22.2
Fort Bragg 87.5 Fort Lawton 19.3
Fort Polk 82.2 Fort Devens 15.9
Fort Riley 81.9 Fort Bragg 13.9
Fort Drum 69.9 Fort Carson 8.7
Fort Lewis 66.5 Presidio of San Francisco 8.3
Fort Stewart 65.1 Fort Hood -0.5
Fort Campbell 62.9 Yakima Firing Center ~-8.5
Fort Hood 58.0 Fort Drum -8.9
Fort Carson 53.2 Oakdale Support Center -23.7
Fort Ord 49.7 Fort Richardson =27.4
Fort Devens 47.7 Fort Sam Houston -29.7
Fort Greely 24.8 Vancouver Barracks -34.3
Fort Richardson 5.0 Fort Greely -45.1
Fort Wainwright 0.4 Fort Wainwright -86.1
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3 FORSCOM
i
E Installation Energy Consumption/ Installation Percent Deviation
& Effective Population Energy Consumption/
i (1979) Ef fective Population
| (1975-1979)
Vancouver Barracks 426.3 Fort Sheridan 116.8
i Yakima Firing Center 377.5 Fort Polk 68.2
pf Oakdale Support Center 294.,0 Fort Indiantown Gap 52.7
I Fort McPherson 265.3 Fort Riley 38.9
! Fort Sheridan 245.1 Fort McPherson 35.1
Fort Wainwright 235.4 Fort Lewis 19.0
Fort Lawton 221.8 Fort Stewart 16.9
Fort Greely 221.6 Presidio of San Francisco 16.6
Fort McCoy 219.3 Fort Ord 11.4
Fort Indiantown Gap 202.5 Fort Campbell 10.4
- Presidio of San Francisco 183.2 Fort Meade 8.5
= Fort Bragg 155.1 Fort McCoy 7.4
Fort Meade 151.9 Fort Carson 2.7
Fort Riley 150.2 Fort Bragg 0.2
Fort Drum 135.8 Fort Hood -3.7
Fort Lewis 133.9 Fort Drum -5.6
Fort Richardson 122,2 Fort Devens -5.6
Fort Devens 121.2 Fort Lawton ~-8.6
Fort Polk 112.4 Oakdale Support Center -10.0
] Fort Campbell 112.1 Fort Greely -25.3
; Fort Carson 109.6 Fort Sam Houston -30.3
Fort Sam Houston 107.1 Fort Wainwright -36.2
ort Ord 102.4 Fort Richardson -38.3
ort Hood 86.1 Vancouver Barracks ~43.6
Fort Stewart 85.3 Yakima Firing Center -48.6

Table 32
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FORSCOM
Percent Deviation
Installation Energy Consumption/ Installation Energy Consumption/
Population Served Population Served
(1979) (1975-1979)
Vancouver Barracks 399.5 Fort Sheridan 88.7
Yakima Firing Center 212.4 Fort Polk 60.0
Fort Lawton 206.5 Fort Riley 37.2
Fort Wainwright 189.5 Fort McPherson 36.0
Fort Greely 170.3 Fort Indiantown Gap 27.8
Oakdale Support Center 154,3 Presidio of San Francisco 23.2
Fort Sheridan 145.4 Fort Campbell 11.8
Fort Bragg 134.1 Fort Stewart 9.5
Fort McCoy 132.4 Fort Carson 8.7
Presidio of«San Francisco 130.2 Fort Ord 3.9
Fort Riley 121.0 Fort Bragg -0.5
Fort Indiantown Cap 113.8 Fort Meade -2.4
Fort McPherson 110.0 Oakdale Support Center -3.1
Fort Campbell 100.7 Fort Hood -3.2
Fort Drum 96.4 Fort McCoy -6.8
Fort Lewis 96.4 Fort Lewis -8.3
Fort Devens 91.4 Fort Lawton -8.7
Fort Meade 90.0 Vancouver Barracks -9.7
Fort Richardson 87.1 Fort Drum -17.0
Fort Polk 86.1 Fort Devens -19.5
Fort Ord 83.4 Fort Sam Houston -25.8
Fort Sam Houston 72.1 Fort Greely -36.1
Fort Carson 70.4 Fort Wainwright -44.3
Fort Hood 64.4 Fort Richardson -46.4
Fort Stewart 62.0 Yakima Firing Center -63.8
Table 33
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MAJOR COMMAND, FIFTY UNITED STATES,
AND ARMY-WIDE DATA

In this section are presented summary data in the form of tables and graphs for
each Major Command, the fifty United States, and Army-Wide. The tables include

all data elements for FY 1975 to FY 1979, except for Army-wide population data

and Real Property Inventory categories for each Major Command and the United States
The graphs depict percentage deviations from the base year for such data elements
as: Total Energy Consumption, Thermal Energy Consumption, Electrical Energy
Consumption, Active Real Property Inventory, BTU/GSF, Installed Air Conditioning

Capacity, and Effective Population,.
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