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ANNEX G

COORDINATION

1.  This MARC Study Document (MSD) was coordinated with the following organizations and activities indicated below.

                                                                  CONCUR                                                NO

ACTIVITY                         CONCUR      W/CMTS      NONCONCUR        RESPONSE
USAAVNC                                                       X

USACMLS                                 X 

USAES                                                             X

USAFAS                                                                                     X

USAIS                                        X

USAADAS                                                       X

USAMEDDC&S                                              X 

USAQMC&S

ATSM-CES                                                      X

ATSM-QMC                                                    X

USACASCOM

ATCL-Q                                   X

ATCL-C                                   X

ATCL-O                                   X   

ATCL-T                                   X

USAFMSA

MOFI-FMR-CM                                              X  

MOFI-FMR-CC                                               X

MOFI-FMR-CS                                               X    

MOFI-FMR-LH                                               X

MOFI-FMR-LM                                              X 
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Figure 4-11.  Example MSD Coordination Annex

2. There were 59 comments and recommendations received as a result of coordination staffing. 

As appropriate, comments or recommendations were incorporated in the final MSD.

3. The U.S. Army Field Artillery School nonconcurred with this study.   The reasons are as 

follows:  

COMMENT:

     a.   “The study is based on objective TOE strength.  This is unacceptable because the modernization process is spread over many years and no unit is ever fully modernized.   This is especially problematic for the National Guard because their modernization falls far behind the active Army, and the preponderance of Field Artillery units are National Guard.   (1) The study should be based on worst-case TOE strength:  base TOE plus modpath personnel increases.   No other method will fully account for unit strength, regardless of unit modernization.   The enclosed spreadsheet (see table below) considers TOE worst case.   (2) Another, less desirable, method is to compute the 92G Cook MARC for every ICP.  This increases the workload on TOE developers, adds opportunities for errors, could result in unneeded turbulence in MTOE units and doesn’t consider the impact of ICPs not applied.” 

RESPONSE:   TOEs and BOIPs are documented with minimum mission essential wartime requirements (MMEWR) with doctrinally sound TOEs at all levels (base, intermediate, and objective).   “Worst case” documentation could result in excess requirements at all but one level.   Additionally, documenting based on increases only would not account for actions such as MOS change within an incremental change package (ICP).   Both decreases and increases must be included and documented at each level of modernization (ICP).
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Figure 4-11. Example MSD Coordination Annex (Continued)

