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The· following is a· summary Qf. DOJ. study that is to be. rel....sed:· , . : 	 ' " < , , ' . 

1. 	 NlJ Study pn Boot camps' . i. .' ,., . , .' 

,Nl:J is" releasing its. ·Updat..·.tOmorrow·, .octob';'" 7; 1994.' (S.... 
attached copy of that iss",,) •.. It ill a· prevlBWof a study thay are 
re1...."ill'1 on October .10 •. The goal' of the study is to determine if 
boot camps achieve the desired results ot reducing prison . . 
overcrowding and recidivillla rat..... '" 
j' 	 . ' ,'.' , " ' 

• The 	stUdy looked at adult "":ograms in eight .states , Florida,• t Georgia, Illinois, LouiSiana, New,York, Oklahoma, South ' 
, carolina and Texas) • In the eight progr...... evaluated, ·al1 
offenders participated iit military style drill and labor... 

• 	 program' length varied from 90 to '180 ftys~ PartiCipants 
generally ware yeung males (16 to 18 years of age) convicted 
of nonviolent offenses who had. mJ.nimal-· :records ~ ," ' 

" 	 . . . ,. . .' ;' ' , 

.Conclusion: The Boot camps' heiped so far as prison oVer Crowdill'1 . 
.but re..ul~ wera varied in.respect to reducing recidivism• 

• ' 	 . In 5 states - OK, TX, GA, Fl., Am) , se ..;.- ~ot camps did not 
reduce recidivism., . 3 states -lIY, XL, AND LA -- .had lower 
recidivism in one measUre. These tl:\rQQ states shared .. 

I. similarities in that they comhinQd,military boot.camp with . 
. I' aqgrassive. supervision for ., months ..rter incarceration. But 
': the three also had a high droP.out rate. . .' .... . 	 -.. 

• 	 Programs that· gave aUthority to the Dept. of Corrections to 
select boot camp participants experienced an ease in.prison 
crowding because they tended to pick offenders who. Would . 

, . otherwise have be8~, sentenced to prison'.. ,-,Also -,imporlan:t. were. 
I . the re..trictions for' aligibility a particuLar proqram laid 

." ; out for admission, to boot 'camp, as- 'wel~ as size of class.. . 

• 	 I Also noteworthy is. that more boot. camp offenders felt there /
experienc.. was positive, unlike your' conventional irunate. . 

i·. 
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Researchers Evaluate Eight Shock·· 
. Incarceration. Programs 

In '!'Cent years. a number of jut1scfdiOns nave impIe•. 
mented shock InoarceratiQn (boOt camp} ptograms in an 

. effort to allavial. prison crowdTng and reduce recidivism. 
·In 1_. just 2 Stat.. opetaled ouch ""'Il""''' by 1992. , 
just 8 yea,.lator, hi!l! the States. plus the Fed..,. Bureau 
of Prisons, ware operating 41 prOgrams, with several 
oth."r Slates abouilO laUnch programs oIlholr own. 

To 1Ind OIJI how 0Il0d< in<;arco.ation programs are ope;at· 
Ing and which oblecllvea they IIf1I schfovfng, the National 
InstftUle 01 Justice (NIJ) ",,,,,, • .,red an evaluation of eight 
Mutt progr.ams (In F1o<1da. Georgia. IUlnoJs.l.OUlslana. . 
Now \!In.. OkJahoma..SOulh Carolllla, and Texas,. 
ReSUltS 01 the 8rudy are repol1ed In Mum.ile Eva.....,.,. 
ofShOCk I~n. an NIJEValuation lleport In 
addition to studying eIti>cts on roctdivism and prison 
crowding. Ihe evaluation examif1ed tht! development and' 
implerrM)ntation 01 the programs. the a!fl\lJde cheng.. 01 
ottends.. durJng the In.pr1s<)n phase oIlho PIOIlf"""'. and 
the Impact of the programs on the positiYe activities of 
.graduates during community supervision., 
In all eight programs. ottende,. partici;1a!ed In a rigorous 
dally schedule 01 military drill and ceremony, pnyslcal 
training. and hero labor. P"'III'Om length ranged {rom 90 
10 180 days. Program participants wet_ generally young 
maJU convicted of nonvlClla1'lt ot1anses who did nat have • 
an extensive crimIna! history. Beyond lhts a:Jmmon core, 
programs varied on cheract&rlstic$ hypot_ to ·alfect 
the ability of the' program to achiave stated wmu;'tiOnal 

,. goalS. For example, programs dllt."", in !he type Q! . 
lherapelJlic'programming adopted as well .. If1e !lou", 
'perday devoted to such progtamm[ng. They also YSf"t6d 
in size; location {whether !QcatecJ within a larger prison or 
In a .eparal. facilily,; intensny of rei.... supervision•. 
and type of aftercarG dudng commonit;' sUpervision.- , , ' · 

·.· 

.Impact on· recidivism 
Recid.iviSm rates of those who succeSSfully Completed the 

. shock incarceration program were generally sim!far to 
thou ot comparable offenders who spent a longer tima in' 
prison. The lOwer recidivism mtes of some boot camPs 
appeared to result from the process of selecting offend
91'$ for the program or from the intensive suPervision 
given atter gradUation. 

In Ii"" States (OI<lahOma. rex..; Georgia. Florida. and 
South CaroGnal.1f1e boot camp "perience did not 
reduce recidiviSm. In tho other three States (New York, 
tKinois. L.ouisiana) bOol camp -graduates. had. lower rates 
on one measure of recidivism. Given that aU shock 
incarCeration programs are ntodeled after mllUary bool 

. camps wlll1&1rlc! ",100 and cflSClpllne, pnyslcallrainlng 
and herd labor. the dlII."'rn msults suggest tna1 the boO! 
camp experience In Itself does nor succe$Sfully reduce 
recidivism.' . 

Programs in the States that experienced lower recidivism 
had some similarities.TIle fn1)rlsori phase was followed 
by' a $omonth intensive supervision phaH in the oomrrItP 
tUty. Each program had. a'strong foCus on rehabilitation. 
VOluntary participation, selection from prison-bound 
entrants. and longer program duration. Each had a high 
dropout rat•. Any or all 01 tna•• B.$ped$ of the programs 
could have had an impact on offenderS with or without the 
boot camp a_spher.. .. . 

Impact Ort prison cro\Vding 
The major factor Influencing prison bed savings wa5 

. whether the boot camp program targeted prlson-bound 
offenders. To'reduce prison crowding. a suff!clent number 
01 prisM-bound offend~rs must successJully complete the. 
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program .erving less lime .han thOyWOlJId .,hIlIWi!'" ' , ,impact on gradUates during 
ha"" ..rvedlna~nliona!ptison." ","" ,communitrsupervision .,' ,. _ 
'Th~S program desJgn was critical to the succes.slul " .' Boot ciunp graduat.. did as well tn adjustIng 10 ""mmu. 
reduction 01 priSon crowdiflg. Progmms ilia! empowered 'nily ""pervi&ion .. parol... who had been ,eleased from 
the DepaJ1ment 01,Corrections 10 select beel camp ,tradilional pIlscns. Only In Florida did bool camp grad". 
pa"iCipants wer. mos\ likely to allevla!a priSon cmwdlllQ ales ~1<;Ipat.ln II!Ore,posftlve actIvI!les ,han parolee., 
becau•• thOy _the~UIIy of.seIe<Ilng. ", . _Performance 01 batl1 parolees end boot camp graduale. 
offenders who would  haVe been sent_to . declined .v.r'tima during the fl'SI ye., 01 eommunky .. 
priSon. Other fa<:lors thalalleclBd'~ abifrtyat boot camp '5III>eMSiOn.' ,',' , , , " , " , : 
progmms to roduco prt5Ot1 crowd"lIl!l included the _""> ' ",,' :,,:" ,"
IM\ness 01 eIlglbIlily and suitlbilily ctfteria (sttfdar crito,.. ,; " Tho more Intensoly offende", were supervised In Ihe 

,dive/! fewer prfsoil- offenders); I8ngtIt at the ': eommunly (thai Is. the more conlaots they Iiad with 
program (programs !hal keep panicipanI$ In bOOI camp, ,"' _lonat oIfloIaIs). lI1e be"e' lI1ey adjusted SUpaNi
Iong&t "'" I... likely \0 reduce ptison CIOWIling); and a/ze slon intensItY may thus be • key factor In ""arcing 
oIlhe program and graduation rates (smale, progratrl! "",' oIIenders to partlclpale In posnive actIvitl.~ during 
and those thai graduate !ewe, oHenders Obvlousfy keep' eoriununlly sup.rvlslon. ' '. :" 

, ,_onende,.outotpnsonl, ' '","" '\, ","" 
, • ·1 • ',' ." .' • 

'. . "C. , . '. . ',' 
Attitude changes of offenders during, ';,' 
the in-prison phase ." 
V';'lke lr.mate.'ne8"",rined ~ ",,"";entlonal prlsons.'bOOf" 
camp pan~. believed lhat their expo.once had' , , 
been politi"e ~nd that ,hOy had ~hang.d f,or the bOlter, .. 
Inmate. repo"ed ,hal positive bonelns of shock incar

. cel'lllionwore improved physical heanh rillcAldingl"""". '" 
II1g 10 nve withOut clgarenes and drugs), eduCational' 
opportunities. and personal safety. These efteds were ., 
greater for offenders in bOot camps lhal,_re voiunta'>:,or ., 
Prr:wic1ed more time for thMapeutlc actIVities. '. . . 
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'AM-MA--Boot Ca~,ps, Bjt,0439 
Administration Seeks Two More Boot Camps 
By ROBERT 1(1. TROTT= Associated Press Writer= 

BOSTON (AP) The 'f"ield administration doesn't think its boot camp has been 
open long enough to mea'st:re success or failure, but nevertheless wants to 
spend $12 million: 1.0 build two more, officials said Th'.:rsday. 

As part of a $5')1 million prison expansion planJ Gov. William Weld has 
proposed building LwO more boot ca~ps, at a cost of $6.million each, for 500 
:lew beds. 

Administration officials tock strong exception to a report showir.g that of 
the 142 boot camp, inmates released ~ore than six months ago, S1 percent have 
been returned to jail for r.ew arrests or for parole violations. 

Tony Carnevale', spokesman for the Department of Correction, said it is far 
too soo~ to determine whether ~he boot ca~p experience lowers recidivism. 

"i1e wanted tw'o full years l worth of stats before we make any 
deternination of 'success*' I he said. 

So why build t.wo IT,ore camps now, if the state doesn't fully 'know if it's 
working? 

"There are some promising results," said Public Safety spokesman Charles 
Mc!)cnald. \ 'What. I'we l re seeing l as these classes progress I is much lower 
recidi vism rates.It' -

ThG rate of rearrest for boot camp graduates was 29 percent, with the 
others getting into trouble over parole violations for what Carnevale called 
"things as ninor/t as failing a d=ug test, getting pulled over for speeding 
or missing a parole meeting. 

While 'tnot ready to write off the boot camps," Rep. Paul Caron, co-chair 
of the Public Safety Committee, questior.ed Weld's handling of the Bridgewater 
camp and the request for more. 

\ 'As it's instituted now, these are not the boot camps that I envisioned, 
nor did the Legislature F I' said Caron, D-Springfield. ' 'We were talking about 
youthful offenders. :t's meant to scare them straight. Those are the ones we 
can have the most i:r.pact on. I , 

Participation: in the Bridgewater camp is voluntary, something that Caron 
would like to see changed. 

\\This should be directed toward first-time offenders, and we should give 
the judge discretion" to send a juvenile to the camp instead of prison, he 
said. 

Of the total ?f 21 classes graduated from the boot camp since it opened, 
two have been ofl women. 

Five of the 10 members of the first women's class, which was graduated 
last Sept. 10 1 were ret1.:cned to jail within the first six months fallowing 
their release. But none of the 12 women who graduated in the second class Dec. 
23 have gone back to jail. 

**** filed by:APE-{MA) on C4/21/94 at 17:29EST **** 
"*,, * ;printed by :WHPR (EGI~) on 04/22/94 at 11:22EST "** 
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~e of Former Military aases for Correotional Faoilities 

The utilization of closed military bases, pursuant to the 
Sase Realignment" and> Closure Act, is currently managed by the 
Office of Economio Adjustment of the Department of Defense. 
Conversion for use as correotional facilIties' 1s a preferred use 
under the- current- system. 

The use of closed bases is determined under the following
soale of priorities,

i 

1. Transfer for other military use. The first option is to 
transfer a closed base for use by some other part of the 
military. However, this option is infrequently utilized. If one 
of the armed services is required to close a base, it is unlikely 
that another servioe will be in a position to pick it up., 

2. Use for homeless. If a closed base is not transferred 
for other military use, the Department of Housing and Urban 
Development makes a determination whether it is suitable for 
conversion to housing for the homeless. If found to be suitable 
for this purpose, it may be leased to a local homeless provider.
However, ilt this option is exercised, its effect is usually 
confined to use of a limited portion of the base that already 
contains useable housin9~ 

3. Use by civilian federal agencies. If a closed base (or 
part of a ·closed base) is not used under option #1 or #2, it 
becomes available for transfer to other federal civilian 
agencies., Transfer to the Bureau of prisons for conversion to 
federal correctional facilities is a preferred use. 

4. Use by state and local governments. If a closed base is 
not transferred to a federal agency, it becomes available for 
transfer to state and local public agencies. Transfer for 
correctional use is also a preferred use at this stage. However, 
states and localities are more likely to request transfer for 
some othe,r use that enjoys greater community support. 

\ '.5. Publio sale~ If a closed base is not transferred under 
any of the preceding options, it is disposed of through 
'competit>ve bidding or auction. 

Transfers under this system are generally supposed to be at 
fair market value. However # the payment requirement is subject 
to waiver for "public benefitn conveyances~ The authorized 
Ifpublic benefit" USes inclUde use for correctional facilitie.s, 
drug treatment facilities, and facilities for the homeless. In 
addition, the Office of Economic Adjustment may make public 
benefit conveyances for other uses, such as transfer to state and 
local governments for conve~sion to use as hospitals or airports. 

, 
As the foregoing description indicates, there is already a 

mechanism in place for converting closed military bases to other 
I 

" 
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public uses. Transfer for correctional use is likely to take 
place as a -practical matter if a base is found to be suitable for 
that purpose by the Bureau of prisons I or if the base is not 
transferred to a federal civilian agency and a state or local 
government ,requests transfer for correotional use. 

currently, the Bureau of Prisons has facilities on 14 former 
military bases and 9 active military bases. In addition, the 
Bureau of Prisons is currently designing or constructing 
facilities'on 4 former basest and is actively considering 5 
additional bases as future sites for facilities. Complete 
listings of the sites and facilities are attached. 

There, are also a substantial number of state or local 
correctional facilities on former military bases. For example, 
a 1990 report by the Office of Economic Adjustment, based on a 
1989 survey I reported responses showing 13 state correctional 
facilities and 1 county correctional facility on former military
bases. (This is an incomplete figure reflecting the 
jurisdictions that chose to respond to the survey; a complete 
tally for state and local facilities is not available at this 
time. ) 

There have been legislative proposals to earmark the use of 
closed bas'es for certain purposes which depart from the current 
system. For example, S 1406 of the conference committee version 
of H.R. 3371 of the l02d Congress would require the Bureau Qf 
Prisons to establish 10 boot camp prisons on closed military 
bases. The main function of the boot camps would be to house 
state offenders meeting certain criteria. It may also be 
contemplated that closed bases would be used as some of the sites 
for the system of Uregional prisons" proposed in S 1405 of that 
bill, whose main function would be to house drug-abusing state 
offenders~ ,, 

These proposals raise policy issues that go beyond the use 
of former military facilities. The essential question is the 
desirability of having the federal government assume direct 
responsibility for-housing state prisoners, despite the resulting 
strain on the resouroes of the Bureau of Prisons, and the greater 
expense and logistical difficulties involved in .concentrating 
state offenders in a relatively small number of federal 
facilities. If closed bases are to be used for correctional 
purposes,i the more efficient approach is to transfer them to 
state and' local governments for these purposes. 

1 . 



Pl!J)BIIAL BUREAU OF PIIISONS 

PACILrrISS OR C1JRRERT OR FORMKR MILITARY PIIOPKRTIBS 


(JIIN'B 1993) 


I: FI!DERAL PRISOII FACILITIES 011 ACTIVE BASES. 

MXLITAlIY TBAR POPULATION 
ll!I!TITllTION !!ASS OPI!!!1!D 115-27-93 

1. 

2. 

Federal Prison Camp 
Eglin, FL 

Federal Prison Camp 

Eglin Air Force Base 

Fort Bliss 

1962 

1989 

940 

499 
&1 Paso, TX 

3 . Federal Correctional Fort Dix 1992 581 
Institution 
Fort Dix, NJ 

4. Federal Prison Camp Maxwell Air Force Base 1930 866 

5. 
Montgomery, AL 

Federal Prison Camp 
Millington, TN 

Memphis Naval Air Station 1990 334 

6. Federal Prison Camp Nellis Air Force Base 1990 513 
Nellis, NV 

7. Federal Prison Camp pensacola Naval Air Station 1988 509 

8. 
Pensacola. FL 

Federal Prison Camp Seymour.Johnson Air Force Base 
, 

1989 525 
Seymour Johnson, NC 

9. 
• 

Federal Prison Camp 
Tyndall, FL 

Tyndall Air Force Base 1988 140 

.,...~'--'- ~ ------. --~ 

~",,,/ 

" 

--~-

.-. 
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FBDBRAL BUBBAU OF PRISONS 

FACILITIBS ON ~ OR FORKKR MILITARY PROPERTIES 


(JUNE 19931 


FACIt.ITlES ON DEIIC'l'IVATBD BASES OR FORMER MILITARY PROPERTY. 

IIILITARY YBU. 
BASI OPlIBI!D 

Pennsylvania Ordnance Works 1952 

Camp SWift 

Webb Air Force Base 

Boron Air Force Radar 
Station 

Camp Butner 

Camp Parks 

Duluth Air Force Base 

Fort Reno 

-2

1992 

1979 

1979 
1992 

1979 

1976 
1991 

1974 
1990 

1983 

1933 
1980 

// 

POPllLATIOIi 
05-27-U 

730 
932 , 

1054 

1013 

189 


588 

820 
279 

1,Q02 
222 

604 

1,689 
276. 

,,, 

.. 
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1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

S. 

6. 

" 7. 

8. 

.. 


Federal Prison Camp 
Federal Correctional Institution 

Allenwood, PA 

Federal Correctional Institution 
Bastrop, TX 

Federal Correctional Institution 
Federal Prison Camp 
Big Spring, TX 

Federal prison Camp 

Boron. CA 


Federal Correctional Institution 
Federal Prison Camp 
Butner. NC 

Federal correctional Institution 
Federal Prison Camp 
Duhlin l CA 

Federal Prison Camp 
~DUluth, MN 

Federal Correctional Institution 
Federal Prison Camp 

&1 Reno, OK 

• 

~; 
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9. Metropolitan Detention Center Fort Buchanan 	 1993 328 

Guaynabo, PR 

10. 	 u.s. Penitentiary Fort Leavenworth 1906 1,666 
Federal 	Prison Camp 1960 367 • 
Leavenworth, KS 

f .11. ·U.S. Penitentiary Vandenberg Air Force Base 1959 1,593

" ·Federal Correctional Institution 1,067
..,, 	 1910 
Q .Federal Prison Camp 	 1991 278" , 	 Lompoc, CA,, 

12. 	 Metropolitan Correctional Center Naval Air Station 1975 704 '. 

Federal 	Prison Camp 1992 167 
Miami FLl 

13. 	 Federal Correctional Institution Fort Lee 1932 1,105 
Federal Prison Camp 1978 260 

0- Petersburg, VA 
m " 

14. 	 Federal Correctional Institution Terminal Island Naval 1938 1.243 
Termjnal Island. C~ Station 

~ 

= 
~ 
-
~ 

~ -
N 
a 
N 

@l 
j 

~ These facililities are adjacent to Vandenberg Air Force Base on land leased to the 
aureau by the DOD. --- ~3~ .. 

" 

, 	
..' 

~ 

" 
a 	

,, 
= Q 

~. 



- -

...., ,-	 .. 

~ 
g 
g 

s 
I'lrnERAL IlUltBAll' 01" PRJ:Smm 


PACIL:ITJ:ES ON CUltRBNT OR JI'ORKlIII HIL:rTARY IlASIIS 
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III. 	 FEDERAL PRISON FACILITIES CURRENTLY UNDER DESIGN OR CONSTRUCTION ON DEACTIVATED 
BASES OR MILITARY PROPERTY. 

Ii: 
..,• '" 
" 
o 

,, MILITARY PROJItCTJID 
llISTITt!TI!l!f BASK TO Olin RATl!:D CAIIACI'rY, 

1. 	 Federal Correctional Institution Penn. ordnance works 1993 768 
(Medium) Allenwood. PA 

2. U.S. penitentiary 	 Penn. Ordnance Works 1994 640.. (High) Allenwood. PAiil 

3. 	 Federal Correctional Institution Camp Butner 1996 15)6/512 
(Low) Butner. HC 

- 4. U.S. Medical Center I Butner, NC camp Butner 1996 513/250..•~ 
•-m 

N 
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rBD1IlUIL BllltBAU OF PRl:SONS 
FACILITIBS ON CDiUUDfr OR FORMER MILITARY BABBS 

(JUIIB 1993) 

Ii: 	 IV. BASES CLOSED OR SCHEDULED TO CLOSE WHICH ARE UNDER ACTIVE CONSIDERATION AS A SITE 

,o 	 FOR A BOP FACILITY.., 

2l ,,, 	 lROPOSBD INSTl:TlITIOIf 

1. Federal Medical Center 
Fort Worth~ TX 

.. 	 2. Federal Correctional Institution 
Merced, CAal 

3. 	 Federal Medical Center 
Harvard. MA 

4,· Federal Correctional Complex 
Victorville. CA 

~

• -
~ 	 S. Federal Detention Center-• Mesa. AZ 
~ 

N 

N '" 
@l 

HILI'1'AIIY .. -lUi. ..'*. 

!!U!I TO OPJQI I!AT!!I! CAPACI'l"( 


Robert L. Thompson 
Hospital at Car~well 
Air Force Base 

Castle Air FOrce Base 

CUtler Army Hospital 
Fort Devens 

George Air Force Base 
San Bernardino County 

Williams Air Force Base 
Phoenix 

1995/96 1,100 

1996/97 1,536 

1995/96 1.600 

1996 750 

1991 850 

..---	. 
.,' ~. 

__-_{NOTE:_Complex' of-up' to-4 -facilities to be built in phases. First facility could be-N Federal Correctional Institution for females.} 
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THE: WHITE: HOUSE: 

WASHINGTON 

October 4, 1993 

I
MEHORAllDtlH FOR THE 

I 
FROM: 

SUBJECT: PRISON BOOTCAMP IN MARYLAND 

When I you were at the University of Maryland some weeks aqo, 
Governor Schaefer spoke to you about locating a prison booteamp in· 
the state~ While I was not present, I am told the Governor may 
have left you with the impression that this idea had support from 
the Congressional delegation.

I 
As the attached letter from both Maryland Senators to 

Secretary Aspin shows, there is sharp disagreement with Governor 
Schaefer/~ position on this issue~ I felt it was important that 
you not be under any misimpression from your conversation with the 
Governor in case anyone from the Maryland delegation raises this 
issue with you. 

cc. ~rc-:tA- rf,.,U!-

rt\~ 
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~""'TIOfIj' tinittd ~tQru ~matt 
 T1V: at.2f, J.J4..atn 

WASHINGTON, DC 20510-2003 

SePtember lO, :993 

The Hon. Las Aspin 
Secret.~ of Oefensa 
'!'he Pentaqon
Washington, DC 20301 

Dear Secretary A.ep.l.n I 

Today, the Commander at Ft. Meade and the Commander of the 
Fir~r U.S. Army announced thot ~hc Ar.my wl11 ~lluw the Staee of 
Haryiaml to relocate a pri.on booteep to barracks on Ft. Meade. 
We ack ~hAt you t~ke immed~~t. ac~~~ to hal~ ~h8 implementat~on 
of this p~opo.al. 

Ther~ is virt~ally no lOCAl community support for the 
P.L"u&,Ul,ttm It..H'::lt,1on ot r.he bootcamp, 'N'hicn is just acr.oss the 
street from an ongoing development of .everal thousand homa_ites. 
There is alJnos't unanimous oppOSition to the proposal frOM local,. 
county, L~d fede~al elected officials, and members ot the 
Maryland General Assembly. 

More lmportanUy. locat1..,q .. bootc4lIIp on rt. Meade 
completely; unaer.m1neu all of the work ~h~~ h~s 90nG into 
preparinq 11 Vision 2000 plan for the future of the bas.. That 
plan, which would deveLop ~ fAriAral offLee and labo~atory campuo 
on the Fort. has tne strong support of the community and elected 
representatives. ~"n~ Arundal County has made major inves~ta 
~n upqradinq the area around the Fort to further the development 
of. th. Vision 2000 plan, B\1e 'Chic vision .1.01 placed at ria}.. 1£ r..hf4 
boot camp +s located there. Attracting o~ner federal facilitias 
'111.11 b"lCOtn1 al:;nQs'C impoooible w~th IS pJ;"i~on on t:.hlit ~1I..t:. 

We::! '.1);'9'0 you to tJupport the V'l.tI.i.un 2000 plan for Ft.. Meade, 
~nd =ejectl~he decision to allow the State to relocate a bootcamp 
onto t,he ba.e. 

Slncerely, 

~. Sarbane~ ~a~ 

Barbara A. M1l<ulski 

United States Sendtor United states Senator 

,, n ..... ___.__ . __.."',,"' 
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