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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
The United States (U.S.) Army is conducting qualitative assessments at operatio
requirem ent of Defense policy
Prog onal range qualitative 
Assess ase of the U.S. Army Operational Range As
I Asse the operational range a
further investigation is needed to determine if 

 or c
potential mun

are g off-range at levels that may pose an unacceptable risk to human health
Assessment, MCOC sources, potential off-ra
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Twin Falls Training Site occupies app
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roximately 318 acres in south-central Idaho in Twi
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approxim
Airport).  The surrounding land uses i
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Unlikely   
Two ranges at Twin Falls Training Site are categorized as Unlikely, totaling approximately 318 acres.  
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Table ES-1 summarizes the Phase I Assessment findings.   
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Table ES-1:  Summary of Findings and Conclusions for Twin Falls Training Site 

Category 

Total 
Number of 
Ranges and 
Acreage 

Source(s)  Pathway(s)  Human 
Receptors  

Ecological 
Receptors 

Conclusions and 
Rationale 
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o hwa .  y 

Re-evaluate during 
the five-year review
No pathways were 
identified. 

t evaluated (no pat
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o pathways identified 
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s Two 
operational 
ranges; 318 
acres 
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firing
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ABBREVIATIONS/ACRONYMS 

Above Mean Sea Level 
ARID-GEO Army Range Inventory Database-Geodatabase 
ARNG Army National Guard 
bgs Below Ground Surface 
CSM Conceptual Site Model 
DoD Department of Defense  
DODI Department of Defense Instruction 
E Ecological receptors identified.  (This refers to range grouping; pathway 

designation always precedes E designation.) 
EMO Environmental Management Office 
ESRP Eastern Snake River Plain 
GIS Geographic Information System 
GW Groundwater pathway identified.  (This refers to range grouping; M 

designation always precedes GW designation.)   
H Human receptors identified.  (This refers to range grouping; pathway 

designation always precedes H designation.) 
IG Idaho Group 
LS Limited Source 
M Munitions used.  ( nge grouping; M designation always This refers to ra

precedes applicable pathway.) 
MCOC Munitions Constituents of Concern 
mph Miles per Hour 
NG Nitroglycerin 
ORAP Operational Range Assessment Program 
PU Pathway unlikely or incomplete.  (This refers to range grouping; M 

designation alw gnation.) ays precedes PU desi
RFMSS Range Facility Management Support System 
SDZ Surface Danger Zone 
S Snake River Group RG 
S Surface water pathway identified.  (This refers to range grouping; M W 

designation always precedes SW designation.)   
T Twin Falls Canal Company FCC 
U.S. United States 
USACE United States Army Corps of Engineers 
USACHPPM United States Army Center for Health Promotion and Preventive Medicine 
USAEC United States Army Environmental Command 
USEPA United States Environmental Protection Agency 
USGS United States Geological Survey 
oF degrees Fahrenheit 
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Figure 1-1
General Location of Twin Falls Training Site, Idaho
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