
             

Community Involvement Plan

Former F.E. Warren AFB Atlas “D” Missile Site 4
near Granite Canyon, Wyoming

April 2004



2

Community Involvement Plan
Former F.E. Warren AFB Atlas “D” Missile Site 4

near Granite Canyon, Wyoming

Introduction:

This Community Involvement Plan (CIP) identifies tasks, provides direction and 
assigns responsibilities to inform and promote effective, long-term 
communication among the community, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
(USACE), and federal, state, and local agencies and elected officials regarding the 
investigation and remediation activities at the former F.E. Warren AFB Atlas “D” 
Missile Site 4 near Granite Canyon, Wyoming.

Site 4 is being investigated under the authority of the Department of Defense 
(DoD) Formerly Used Defense Sites (FUDS) program that follows the federal 
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act 
(CERCLA), or “Superfund” process, although the site is not on the Superfund 
National Priorities List.  The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), Omaha 
District, manages the FUDS program for the DoD.  The Wyoming Department of 
Environmental Quality (WDEQ) provides regulatory oversight of the FUDS 
program sites in Wyoming, with assistance from the U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency, Region 8 (EPA), and local governments.  Members of the Site 
4 Project Delivery Team (PDT) are listed at Appendix B.

This CIP has been developed in accordance with the EPA’s Superfund Community 
Involvement Handbook (2002) and meets the requirements of:

 The appropriate community relations portions of the National 
Contingency Plan (NCP);

 The appropriate community relations portions of CERCLA; and the
 The appropriate community relations portions of the Superfund 

Amendments and Reauthorization Act (SARA).

This CIP is a public document and is available for review with the Laramie 
County Library System, 2800 Central Avenue, Cheyenne, Wyoming, 82001.

Site Description/History:

The former F.E. Warren AFB Atlas “D” Missile Site 4 is located approximately 20
miles west of Cheyenne and two miles south of the unincorporated town of 
Granite, Laramie County, Wyoming.  (See location map in Appendix A)
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The Atlas D, initially designed as a prototype for testing of all Atlas operating 
intercontinental ballistic missile (ICBM) systems, was eventually placed on active 
service as the first U.S. ICBM.  The 82-foot-long missiles were fueled by kerosene 
(RP-1 fuel) and liquid oxygen, and were designed to carry a nuclear warhead.  
Site 4 is one of four Atlas “D” sites in Wyoming.  (See site map in Appendix A)
The original site consisted of 702.59 acres acquired by purchase and 
condemnation between 1959 and 1962.  Site 4 was constructed during that time 
and was one of four Atlas “D” missile sites operated by the U.S. Air Force as part 
of the 565th Strategic Missile Squadron at F.E. Warren AFB, Cheyenne, Wyoming.   
Improvements to the site consisted of : 

One underground launch operations building,
three launch and service buildings and burnout pits,
pump station complex,
sewage lagoon,
ten underground storage tanks,
three water supply wells, and
associated support structures, roads, walks, fences and utilities.

On April 19, 1965, the site was excessed to the General Services Administration 
(GSA) for disposal.   By quitclaim deed dated January 18, 1967, 330.11 acres fee 
and easements over 34.44 acres, which included the developed portion of the 
property, were conveyed to the Southern Scrap Iron and Metal Company of St. 
Louis, Missouri.  There were no restrictions, recapture clauses, or restoration 
provisions in the deed.  This property was subsequently sold to the Belvoir 
Grazing Association of Ault, Colorado.  The GSA assumed accountability for the 
remaining easements and sold the remaining portion of the property, which 
consisted of easements over 338.04 acres, on January 26, 1976.  These easements 
were also subsequently sold to the Belvoir Grazing Association.  The property is 
currently owned by the city of Cheyenne, and leased for cattle grazing and use as 
a cattle-holding area.

Environmental Issues:

Environmental investigations have focused on past DoD practices at the missile 
site, and include sampling and analysis of soil, groundwater, on-site domestic 
well water, off-site stock wells, and water in building sumps.

 Site Inspection (SI).  In August 2002, the WDEQ issued a Final SI Report 
that indicated groundwater contamination from Trichloroethene (TCE) at 
the site.  Most notable was the detection of TCE at 46 micrograms per liter 
(ug/L) in a water sample collected from a former DoD well (P322W) and a 
TCE detection of 167 ug/L in a water sample collected from an SI 
monitoring well.  These detections exceeded the Maximum Contaminant 
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Level (5 ug/L) for TCE as well as the EPA Preliminary Remediation Goal 
(PRG) for tap water (0.028 ug/L).

Historical records and interviews with crew members indicate the use of a 
solvent containing TCE at Atlas missile sites.  It is suspected that used 
TCE was disposed of in the waste channels and burnout pits, contributing 
to the groundwater contamination at the site.  The report recommended 
that additional soil and groundwater samples were required to adequately 
characterize the site.  (LTE, 2002)

 Interim Response Action (IRA).  In response to detectable levels of TCE 
in the on-site water supply well, the USACE conducted an IRA at the site. 
In November 2002, RMC Consultants, Inc., removed and decontaminated 
the submersible pump installed at P322W and placed it in well P323W 
which was non-detect for TCE.  A flanged well seal was installed at 
P322W to ensure closure.  Power was supplied and stock water 
production was transferred to P323W.  (RMC, 2003

 Off-Site Well Sampling.    CBMA (under contract to the WDEQ), sampled 
water from 47 springs, surface water locations or wells down-gradient and 
off-site from the missile site in June and July of 2003.  TCE was detected in 
15 of the 47 samples.  TCE was detected in three domestic water supplies, 
in two municipal wells, in three industrial use wells, and in seven stock 
wells.  All domestic supplies showed TCE at levels below the Maximum 
Contaminant Level of 5 ug/L.  The highest detection was 1.56 ug/L.  TCE 
in municipal wells w as detected at a maximum of 5.9 ug/L.  This water is 
currently being treated by the City of Cheyenne Board of Public Utilities.  
The maximum detected in industrial wells was 21.6 ug/L.  The maximum 
detected in stock wells was 22.2 ug/L. (CBMA, October 2003)

The WDEQ, with assistance from the Corps, the USEPA, and the Laramie 
City/County Health Department held an Open House for well owners on 
July 8, 2003, to explain the results of the study.  Copies of analytical 
laboratory reports were also mailed to all well owners.

 Expanded Site Inspection (ESI).  The Final ESI Report was issued by the 
USACE, Omaha District, in October 2003.  Investigations focused on 
suspected areas of concern:  Launch and Service Buildings #1, #2 and #3 
flame pits, waste channels and burnout pits; underground storage tanks 
(three each at the Launch and Service Buildings and one at the Launch 
Operations Building); and the sewage lagoon.

Groundwater analysis indicates that TCE is the primary contaminant of 
concern at Site 4.  The maximum concentration detected was 3560 ug/L at 
Launch and Service Building #1.  A groundwater TCE plume is identified 
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at the site and appears to be migrating off site to the east and northeast.  
The primary source of the plume appears to be Launch and Service 
Building #1 and Launch and Service Building #3, but Launch and Service 
Building #2 may also be contributing to the contamination.  Arsenic was 
also detected in surface and subsurface soil samples at maximum 
concentrations exceeding one or more of the screening criteria.

The Final ESI Report recommends that a Remedial Investigation (RI) be 
performed to determine the extent of groundwater contamination to 
include additional groundwater sampling and analysis.  (USACE, 2003)

Community History:  

Situated in the southeastern corner of the state in Laramie County, Wyoming, 
Site 4 is located approximately 20 miles west of the state capitol city of Cheyenne 
(via U.S. Highway 30) and two miles south of the unincorporated town of 
Granite Canyon.   The area, on the western edge of America’s Great Plains, rises 
westward to the foothills of the Southern Laramie Mountain Range.

Laramie County’s history is synonymous with the natural landscape. The 
nomadic Plains Indians first occupied the county hunting the great herds of 
buffalo, elk and bighorn sheep.  Laramie County began to take its place in the 
path toward the West as trappers, traders, explorers and adventurers settled in 
or made their way through the county toward their destinies in California, Utah 
and the Pacific Northwest.  In the 1860s, the Transcontinental Railway (utilizing 
one of the only natural passes through the Rocky Mountains via the Wyoming 
Basin) provided another form of travel to the West.  The railroad was built across 
Laramie County, roughly parallel to the historic Cherokee and Overland Trails, 
and assured the county’s place as a transportation hub of national significance.  

Community Profile:

Today, Laramie County is the most populated county in Wyoming—numbering 
81,607 residents.  Approximately 33 percent reside in unincorporated areas of the 
state, such as Granite Canyon.   The median age of the county’s residents is 33 
years, with an increasingly large proportion of the population at 45 years or 
older.  In 1990, 84 percent of the population had graduated from high school and 
13 percent held a college graduate degree.  (2000 U.S. Census figures)

The average annual earned income was $23,965 for private sector jobs and 
$30,033 for all public sector government jobs.    Federal, state, and local 
governments head the Top 20 list of major employers in Laramie County (F.E. 
Warren AFB is number 1), followed by Laramie County School District No. 1, 
United Medical Centers, Union Pacific Railroad and retailers such as Wal-Mart 
and Albertson’s.  The estimated unemployment rate in Laramie County was 3.0 
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percent in 1999, well below the national average of 4.2 percent.  (Wyoming 
Department of Employment and U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics)

Community Interest and Concerns

Community Interviews

During the weeks of November 24 and December 1, 2003, representatives from 
the WDEQ and the USEPA conducted 15 community interviews in and around 
Cheyenne, Wyoming.  One follow-up question interview was conducted by 
telephone on March 9, 2004.  These interviews were conducted with impacted 
well owners/water users, neighboring land owners, stakeholder group 
representatives, concerned citizens, and elected or other local officials.  The list 
was compiled with input from the USACE and the Cheyenne Board of Public 
Utilities (BOPU).  In total, 17 people were interviewed during 15 interviews.  
Three people were present at one interview.  All other interviews were with one 
person.  Some respondents had more than one answer for a given question, so 
the numbers associated with responses do not always equal the total number of 
respondents.

While results of the interviews represent comments from a cross section of 
community interests, the views expressed by the respondents should not be 
construed as a formal statement for their respective organizations or 
constituencies.  All respondents were told responses would be anonymous.  
Information presented in this section is a summary of responses, while more 
detailed results are presented in Appendix E.  All interviews are kept confidential, 
and names are not attributed to specific statements.

Results of Community Interviews

In general, respondents knew about the history of the missile site and the 
presence of groundwater contamination.

The following are key points of information gathered from the interviews:

$ The majority of respondents indicated they had concerns about the site 
activities, while 20% indicated they had no concerns.  The key concerns 
expressed focused on water issues and impacts to water, in particular 
groundwater, and safety concerns related to exposure of people or 
livestock to contamination in water, soil, or air.

$ All but one of the respondents (one said he didn’t know) felt the local 
communities in general would like some involvement.

$ Primarily, people were interested in staying informed about the project on 



7

a regular, or as information becomes available, basis.  The preferred 
method of receiving information was direct mail with e-mail and 
informational meetings also cited.  Other methods of getting information 
out to the larger public included using media, other groups’ 
communication channels for their members, and, posting information at 
the local school and post office near the missile site.

The following sections summarize and describe interview responses with regard 
to concerns, informational needs and methods for gaining access to project 
information, and the role of a possible advisory board.  Notes that express how 
comments were phrased also are included in each section.

Awareness of the Former Atlas Missile Site 4 Project

All respondents indicated an awareness of the Missile Site investigation.  
Respondents learned about the site through their personal or professional 
activities related to site investigations or by word-of-mouth.  These responses 
were followed in frequency by learning of the site through newspaper articles.

The following are notes of example interview responses:

$ One official stated that his agency had considered the missile site a source 
of TCE contamination in municipal wells since TCE was first detected in 
these wells in the early 1990's.

$ One resident said his first awareness of the site came as he saw the 
missiles raised from horizontal to vertical position as he rode the school 
bus.  He also said that in the late 80's and early 90's he spoke with city 
officials about TCE contamination in the city well field.  At that time the 
source was unknown and there was concern that the increased well field 
development and the subsequent increased pumping would pull 
contamination from an unknown source into the city wells.

Concerns About Former Atlas Missile Site 4

The two most commonly expressed concerns, both cited by 33% of respondents, 
were:

$ Am I or are my neighbors exposed to TCE through our drinking 
water, and,

$ Is the contamination spreading?

The next most common concerns, expressed by 26% of respondents, were:
$ What is the source of the contamination, and,
$ Will the TCE interfere with plans to develop the water and other 

resources?
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Example interview responses include:

$ I have TCE at a level considered safe in my drinking water but 
what about my neighbors?

$ I am concerned about the environment and the health and safety of 
my family and my neighbors relying on groundwater and am also 
concerned about long-term effects on irrigation water for crops and 
water for livestock.

$ I am concerned about the contamination spreading.

$ I am concerned about the TCE in the groundwater and the potential 
exposure of neighbors to the missile site as well as Cheyenne water 
supply users.  I am concerned about one of my wells that was 
missed in the sampling that was recently conducted.

Other concerns included if the USACE becomes the responsible party, will they 
have the funding needed, will they clean up the site in a timely manner, is clean 
up possible, and will they communicate effectively with the public?  These 
concerns were cited by 20% of the respondents.

Example interview responses include:

$ The USACE needs to be accountable to make progress at a 
reasonable rate.

$ We have a tiger by the tail, but will it turn around and bite us?  Is it 
really as simple as the city says to clean up TCE?  The government 
moves slowly and they may not do the clean up right.

$ The USACE is not cooperating with the other agencies.  Will the 
USACE cooperate with the other agencies in the future?

Ninety-three percent (93%) of respondents to the question about whether the 
local community would like some involvement answered yes.

Example interview responses include:

$ Because of the large investment the community has made 
(purchase of the Belvoir ranch for water resources) the public will 
want to be involved on a regular basis.
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$ Especially the people living in the area of TCE contamination will 
want to be involved.

Informational Needs

Fifty-three percent (53%) of respondents indicated the best way to get 
information to the community was via direct mail.  Forty percent (40%) 
recommended newspapers, 33% radio, and 26% television.

Other methods noted include e-mails, informational or quarterly meetings, 
adding postings to popular websites (like Channel 5 news Web site or Cheyenne 
network Web site), or adding information to the annual informational water bill.

Example interview responses include:

$ KGAB is the most widely listened to station.

$ The best way to reach everyone is to run announcements on a wide 
range of radio stations because everyone likes different music.

Information Delivery and Frequency

Fifty-three percent (53%) of respondents indicated the best way for them to 
receive information was also by direct mail.  E-mail came in a close second at 
40%.  Informational meetings on an as-needed basis were recommended by 20%.  
Quarterly meetings were recommended by 7%.

Advisory Board

A Restoration Advisory Board (RAB) is a group of community members who 
provide individual advice to the USACE.  A RAB comprises representatives from 
the community and government agencies.  A RAB encourages dialogue between 
the community and the USACE and fosters partnership between the community 
and government agencies.  A RAB is not a decision-making body.  The RAB acts 
as a medium for the exchange of opinions and ideas about the cleanup among 
members and provides an opportunity for the public to participate in the cleanup 
process and share input with the decision makers.  RAB’s generally meet on a 
regular basis; for example, monthly or quarterly.

Twenty percent (20%) of respondents thought a RAB should be formed.  Eighty 
percent (80%) thought a RAB was not necessary at present.  Two respondents 
said that the USACE is making good progress at present, but that if that changed 
and the USACE was not making progress a RAB would then be necessary.
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Community Information Plan

Goal  

The primary goal of this plan is to keep the community, elected state and local 
officials and news media knowledgeable of proposed plans and scheduled 
activities at the former Atlas “D” Missile Site 4.  This plan must also provide 
opportunity for all stakeholders to interact with the Team as an observer or 
participant in the resolution of public interests and concerns.

For this goal to be successful, several objectives need to be met throughout the 
project.  Primarily using an active Community Involvement Plan:

a. Ensure that the public understands that safety and community interest 
are the primary concerns of the USACE and the state of Wyoming.

b. Create and maintain a climate of understanding and trust aimed at 
providing information and opportunities for comments and 
discussions.

c. Keep the community, federal, state and local officials and the news 
media informed in a timely manner of the project’s important activities 
and results.

d. Identify issues and potential areas of concern, then develop and 
implement communication initiatives that provide answers and 
solutions to resolve conflict. 

e. Keep the USACE and the state of Wyoming informed about any 
community concerns, attitudes, needs and activities regarding the 
former Atlas “D” Missile Site 4 and use these issues as factors for 
modifying this plan.

f. Through the USACE’s Public Affairs Office, coordinate an effort to 
address citizen inquiries and respond to the needs of the news media 
by providing timely responses to requests for information.

Responsibilities

This Community Involvement Plan establishes the USACE, Omaha District, as 
the lead agency responsible for dissemination of information regarding former 
Atlas Missile Site 4.  The USACE will 
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a. Provide public affairs guidance and expertise to support the public 
affairs program for the environmental restoration activities at former 
Atlas “D” Missile Site 4.

b. Serve as the “spokesperson” and respond to local, regional and 
national queries after coordinating with the WDEQ and USEPA.       
(See Appendix B)

c. In coordination with the project manager, schedule and coordinate 
community meetings and special briefings to elected officials, 
community leaders and residents.

d. Maintain copies of newspaper clippings.

e. Assist in the establishment and maintenance of a public repository 
with project information.

f. Coordinate and/or present informative material and programs 
relating to the environmental restoration activities at the site to 
stakeholders, as needed.

Execution  

To effectively execute the objectives of this Community Relations Plan, the 
following techniques will provide communication and effective interaction 
among the community, the USACE, and state and local agencies and officials.

a. Assist in the establishment and maintenance of an information 
repository in the local community to provide the public with an 
opportunity to review project-related reports, fact sheets, and other 
information on the project.

b. Inform area residents, city, state and local officials through letters, 
phone calls and meetings of significant project activities and potential 
impacts to the community. 

c. Prepare and distribute timely news releases, fact sheets and (if 
necessary) newsletter(s) on the project that address important project 
information. This information will be distributed periodically on an as-
needed basis, and copies will be placed in the project’s public 
repository.
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d. Establish and publicize phone numbers and points of contact that will 
be sources of information for all stakeholders as well as answer media 
inquiries. 

e. Coordinate discussions and briefings on an as-needed basis with all 
stakeholders to include community, local and state officials, 
Congressional representatives and other interested parties. Timing of 
these events will be based on interest and project milestones.

f. Create and foster a good working relationship with local print and 
electronic media by responding promptly to inquiries and providing 
access to project information and interview opportunities.  

g. Compile and maintain a database of current residents, community 
leaders, local media and federal, state and local officials.

Timeline for Community Involvement Activities

Activities Completion

Conduct community interviews March 2004
Hold public meetings July 2004
Issue news releases on site activities As needed
Write and distribute project information As needed
Maintain a contact list of key individuals On-going
Maintain the information repository On-going

Project Contact/Stakeholder Database  

(See Appendix C, “Wyo4-MailLst-Apr04.xls”)
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Appendix A

Project Maps
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Appendix B

Project Delivery Team 
(Federal, state and local agencies and community organizations)

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Omaha District
106 S. 15th Street
Omaha, Nebraska 68102
888-835-5971 toll free
402-221-4195 fax

Jeff Skog, Project Manager, 402-221-7651 jeffery.a.skog@usace.army.mil
Jill Solberg, PA Specialist, 402-221-3908 jill.c.solberg@usace.army.mil
Carrie Ables-Hamre, Project IH, 402-221-7696 carrie.l.ables-hamre@usace.army.mil
Janie Carrig, Project Chemist, 402-221-7754 janie.e.carrig@usace.army.mil
Dave Kachek, Project Geologist, 402-221-7738 david.c.kachek@usace.army.mil

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 8
999 18th Street, Suite 500
Denver, Co 80202-2466
800-227-8917 toll free
303-312-6961 fax

David Rathke, 303-312-6016 rathke.david@epa.gov
Peggy Linn, 303-312-6622 linn.peggy@epa.gov

Wyoming Department of Environmental Quality
122 West 25th Street
Herschler Building
Cheyenne, WY 82002
307-777-7682 fax

Kevin Frederick, 307-777-5985 KFREDE@state.wy.us
Jane Cramer, 307-777-7092 JCRAME@state.wy.us
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Appendix C

Contacts/Stakeholders Mailing List
(Wyo4-MailLst-Feb04.xls)
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Appendix D

Repository Location

Laramie County Library System
2800 Central Avenue

Cheyenne, WY   82001
307-634-3561

Public Meeting Locations

Central Library
2800 Central Avenue
Cheyenne, WY  82001

307-634-3561 Main
307-635-1032 Admin

307-634-2082 Fax
Hours of Operation

Mon-Thurs 10 am – 9 pm, Fri-Sat 10 am - 6 pm, Sun 1 – 5 pm
 (closed on Sundays during the summer)

Laramie County Community College
1400 East College Drive
Cheyenne, WY  82007

307-778-5222
1-800-522-2993

Pioneer Park Elementary
1407 Cosgriff Court

Cheyenne, WY  82001
307-771-2316

307-771-2319 Fax
(I-80 W to I-25 N to Randal Ave Exit.  East to McComb Ave, South to Cosgriff Ct)

Willadsen Rural School 
645 Harriman Road

Granite Canyon, WY  82059
307-771-2295

307-771-2296 Fax
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Appendix E

Community Interview Results

During the weeks of November 17 and December 1, 2003, representatives from 
WDEQ and EPA conducted 15 community interviews in Cheyenne, Wyoming.  
These interviews were conducted with impacted groundwater users, land 
owners in the vicinity of Atlas Missile Site 4, stakeholder group leaders, and, 
elected and non-elected officials.  In total, 15 people were interviewed.  The 
majority of respondents were male and estimated to be between 40 and 65 years 
of age. 

Q1:  Are you aware of the site and do you know why we are responding?
Yes 15
No   0

One official stated that his agency had considered the missile site a source of TCE 
contamination in municipal wells since TCE was first detected in these wells in 
the early 1990's.

One resident said his first awareness of the site came as he saw the missiles 
raised from horizontal to vertical position as he rode the school bus.  He also said 
that in the late 80's and early 90's he spoke with city officials about TCE 
contamination in the city well field.  At that time the source was unknown and 
there was concern that the increased well field development and the subsequent 
increased pumping would pull contamination from an unknown source into the 
city wells.

Q2:  Do you have any concerns (environmental, safety, health) about the work 
        being done at Missile Site 4?

Yes 12
No   3

Respondents who answered, “Yes”, listed the following as their concerns:

 Who is responsible for the groundwater contamination?
 If the USACE is responsible, will they have enough money to clean up the 

contamination?
 If the USACE is responsible, will they clean up the site in a timely fashion?
 Who will pay for the costs of treatment by the city?
  Can the USACE be relied on to communicate accurately and in a timely 

manner?
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 Will the USACE keep interested parties informed?
 Will the USACE cooperate with the other agencies?
 Will the USACE communicate with impacted citizens in a timely manner 

so that they can protect themselves from any exposure?
 Will contamination interfere with the city’s plans to develop the water 

resources?
 Will the contamination preclude development that the city may wish to 

do?
 What is the extent of contamination and are concentrations decreasing or 

increasing?
 What is the long-term prognosis?
 Is there exposure from groundwater at a higher than safe risk to residents 

near Atlas Missile Site 4 who rely on groundwater?
 Could concentrations actually be higher than those detected to date?
 Is there exposure from soil and air related to Atlas Missile Site 4?
 What are the long-term effects on people, crops, and livestock
 Are other compounds also issues such as Vinyl Chloride?
 Is contamination impacting surface water?

Of respondents answering, “No”, one felt the standard for TCE is unnecessarily 
low and that EPA should revise this standard.

Q3:  What issues or concerns would you like to see the USACE, the EPA, or the 
        WDEQ address?

Fourteen of the fifteen respondents had concerns.  Besides reiterating the 
concerns in Q2, respondents said they would like the contamination cleaned up, 
and, they would like to make sure pumping for remediation, if any, would not 
add to the existing problem of over-allocation of groundwater.

One respondent said she would like to see that the USACE, “plays by the same 
rules” as other parties engaged in investigation and cleanup of groundwater 
contamination.

Q4:  How have you learned about investigation activities conducted by the 
        WDEQ and the USACE at this site?

Ten of 15 respondents learned of the site activities by word-of-mouth including 
being notified by DEQ or by staff.  Four respondents also learned of the site 
activities by newspaper.  Two respondents noticed drilling and learned of the 
site activities from the drill crew.  One respondent learned of the site activities 
from attending an Open House hosted by the USACE, DEQ, and EPA.
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Q5:  Do you want to receive future information?  What is the best method for 
        receiving information, i.e. news release in a local paper, fact sheet mailed to 
        your house, meetings, and other suggestions?

Fourteen of 15 respondents wanted to receive information. 

Direct mail 8
E-mail 6
Informational meeting 3
Quarterly meeting 1
FAX 1

Q6:  Do you want to be involved with the process in any way beyond just 
        receiving information, for example some sort of citizens advisory group 
        (known as a RAB or Restoration Advisory Board)?  Technical review?

Ten of the 15 respondents said they would like to serve on a RAB if there is one.  
This included officials who would have staff serve on a RAB.  Three said they 
might serve and two were not interested.

Five respondents said there should be a RAB.  One said that this was because 
subdivisions in the area are planned and although the impacted community is 
small now, it is growing.  One recommended that if there is a RAB, citizens with 
an engineering background should be on it.  One recommended that if there was 
a RAB a representative from the business community should be on it.  He 
suggested a real estate developer such as Eddie Murray, Brad Graham, or Larry 
Sutherland.  

Q7:  Do you think the community in general would like some involvement?

Fourteen of the 15 respondents said the community would like some 
involvement; the 15th said he didn’t know.

Q8:  Can you suggest other community members (or local groups, environmental 
groups) who should be interviewed?

The following groups were suggested:

 Harriman Heights residents, Otto Road residents, Willadsen Estates 
residents

 LEADs Economic Development Group
 Laramie County Community College Public Policy Group
 University of Wyoming Water Resource Center
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 Congressional delegation
 Real estate community
 Agricultural community, someone from Cowbelles or the Beef Council
 City zoning and development
 Borie Field Union Pacific Resources
 Natural Resources Conservation Service
 Crow Creek Watershed Steering Committee
 Biodiversity Conservation Alliance, Cheyenne members
 Cheyenne High Plains Audubon Society
 Sierra Club, Cheyenne
 Wyoming Outdoor Council, Laramie

Approximately 20 additional individuals were also suggested.  Four of these had 
already been contacted.  Individuals were primarily community leaders, 
activists, or other residents in the vicinity of the missile site.

Q9:  What is the best way to get information to the community, for instance local 
        radio and television stations, newspaper, fact sheet?  What are the most 
        popular radio and television stations, and newspapers?

Direct mail 8
Newspapers 5
Radio 5
Phone calls 3
Meetings 3
E-mail 2
Press releases 2

Some additional suggestions were to add information to water bills annually, to 
conduct media tours.  Two Web sites were suggested: Cheyennenetwork.com 
and Channel 5's Web site.  KGAB radio station was suggested two times 
although one respondent said a variety of radio stations is preferable so as to 
reach everyone.  Flyers and posters put up at Willadsen School and the Granite 
Canyon Post office were also suggested.  Channel 5 TV station was suggested 
twice, but Denver TV stations were recommended as being watched more widely 
and having better reception in outlying areas.

Q10:  Is there anything else you would like to add?

Yes   5
No 10

 One respondent said he urged the government to focus on big, not small, 
problems.
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 One respondent was concerned about Coastal Chem impacts to water 
quality.

 One respondent wanted to commend the work we are doing.
 One respondent asked that his well be sampled.
 One respondent said he would like an accounting for the costs of 

investigation and cleanup and that it should be accounted for in the DoD 
budget.

Q11:  Would you like to review the draft Community Involvement Plan?

Yes 14
No   1 (but would like to be notified that it is available)


