TECH-0005r PART II REVIEW NOTES

SCREEN THREE

EUSTIS, VA (51281)

No exceptions

RUCKER, AL (01767)

No exceptions

ROBINS AFB, GA (UHHZ)

Cert data shows 50 civ positions in 2006 while COBRA lists 43 civ positions in 2008.  I thought the difference of 7 positions could be explained as the 15% reduction.  However, I checked this against Screen Six (expecting to find “-7” for Robins).  What I found was “-9” in 2008.  There appears to be an error in either Screen Three or Screen Six.  If the COBRA numbers are correct, I suggest the footnotes provide sufficient details to explain the incongruence.

Proposed response:  The other 2 people are identified on Screen Six, data source 3, 7 (15% reduction) + 2 (from source 3) = 9.

REDSTONE, AL (01750)

No exceptions

SCREEN FOUR

No exceptions.  Static data in COBRA matches source data.

SCREEN FIVE

Certified data matches COBRA report for all sites.  However, the footnotes do not agree with the data:

1. “Eustis:  One-time moving costs moved to 2008”  - - - COBRA shows this as a 2009 cost.

2. “Redstone:  One-time unique costs and env non-milcon costs moved to 2007” - - -COBRA shows one-time unique costs in 2008 and env non-milcon costs in 2006.

Proposed response: Eustis has been removed from the scenario.  Eustis footnotes and data have been deleted.  Restone env non-milcon costs moved to 2007.

SCREEN SIX

See note in screen six regarding Robins AFB.

Proposed response: see screen 3 response.

SCREEN SEVEN

No exceptions

ASSUMPTIONS

Footnotes do not provide a source file to show TJCSG-approved scenario assumptions.

Proposed response: Added data source information for Data Standards. This data source covers all standard assumptions except the cost savings of $200K per contactor position eliminated.  

