










13 Nov 01

EXPLOSIVES SITE PLAN CHECKLIST

The following checklist is provided to aid in you in ensuring your site plans are ready to submit to your NAF or MAJCOM/SEW.  It is not intended to be a substitute for proper explosives site planning and for reading and meeting all applicable requirements in AFMAN 91-201.  If you have any suggestions for refining this checklist, please send them to the following e-mail address:  HQAFSCSEWV@kafb.saia.af.mil 

Section A.  Transmittal Letter

A1.  If expeditious processing requested, does the subject line of the transmittal letter read “Request for EXPEDITIOUS processing of Explosives Site Plan (ESP) [include complete site plan number]” and has your Wing/SE signed the transmittal letter?

A2.  If expeditious processing requested, does the transmittal letter explain the reasons why expeditious processing is necessary and the mission impact if the site plan is not processed expeditiously?

A3.  If expeditious processing requested, does the transmittal letter state when approval is needed?

A4.  If expeditious processing requested, does the transmittal letter identify the proposed contract award date, if applicable?

A5.  Does the transmittal letter clearly state whether the ESP supports day-to-day operations, war plan operations, day-to-day and war plan operations, or MOOTW/contingency/combat operations?

A6.  Does the transmittal letter clearly state whether approval for new construction is being requested?
A7.  If new construction, does the transmittal letter clearly state whether the request is for preliminary or final approval?
A8.  If requesting final approval for new construction, does the transmittal letter address safety features, such as facility designs, protective measures, and coordination of operations to be conducted?

A9.  If not new construction, does the transmittal letter clearly state the purpose of the ESP (e.g. to increase NEW of an existing facility, to seek DDESB approval of a baseline ESP, to site a new ES in an existing IBD, etc.)?

A10.  If the ESP replaces an existing ESP, does the transmittal letter include a cancellation statement (e.g. “When approved, this ESP cancels ESP AFMC-Hill-85-S7.”)?

A11.  Does the transmittal letter clearly state whether or not all explosives safety criteria will be met?

A12.  If the siting has any unique characteristics, does the transmittal letter explain what criteria is being applied, and the basis for the application?

A13.  If compensatory measures are necessary to meet Q-D standards (such as for tiered siting), does the transmittal letter clearly describe these measures?

A14.  If new construction, does the transmittal letter include the project identification and Programming, Design, and Construction (PDC) number? 

A15.  Does the transmittal letter describe any future plans that may impact this siting?

A16.  Does the transmittal letter state that the Base Facilities Board has reconciled this particular site plan with the base comprehensive plan?

A17.  Does the transmittal letter explain the format being used to record the required information (e.g. “the attached AF Form 943 and map show all the exposures and required separations”)?

A18.  Does the transmittal letter explain all acronyms and unique terminology?

A19.  Does the transmittal letter identify a point of contact in the event clarification is required?

A20.  Does the transmittal letter identify and explain the purpose of all attachments?

A21.  Does the transmittal letter explain all other unique aspects of the submission (e.g. tiered siting)?

A22.  Does the transmittal letter identify whether the IBD is based on the sited, waivered, exempted, or actual explosives limits of the PES?

A23.  If the ESP involves contractors, has it been reviewed and approved through the Defense Plant Representative Office (DPRO), Administrative Contract Office (ACO) and the Designated Acquisition Commanders (DAC) safety office?

A24.  If the ESP is for modification of an existing occupied facility, or for new construction of an occupied facility, does the transmittal letter identify whether the subject facility will have windows and if so, explain why windows are necessary?

A25.  If the ESP is for modification of an existing occupied facility, or for new construction of an occupied facility with windows, does the transmittal letter include or summarize a glass breakage risk assessment?

A26.  If using tiered siting, has the base OPlan, OI, agreement, base supplement or other appropriate publication to document tiered actions been referenced?

A27.  If the ESP is for new construction of a facility for which the design has previously been approved by the DDESB (see DDESB Technical Paper 15), does the transmittal letter include the drawing number and statement that the previously approved design will not be deviated from?

A28.  If a distance equivalent protection is claimed, has a certified structural engineering analysis (to include relevant computations and conclusions) been summarized in the transmittal letter and attached?

A29.  If the evaluation zone does not exceed the IB zone, or if there are no PESs in the evaluation zone, does the transmittal letter state this?

A30.  If the PES will not have a lightning protection system, has this been discussed in the transmittal letter and has a commander’s risk acceptance been attached?

A31.  If Note 19 of AFMAN 91-201, Table 3.3 is being applied, has this been discussed in the transmittal letter and has a commander’s risk acceptance letter been attached?

Section B.  AF Form 943

B1.  Does the 943 show the maximum net explosives weight for QD (NEWQD) authorized at each PES (to include maximum credible event (MCE) and parenthetical fragment distance, if applicable) for each class division of explosives?

B2.  For multiple room PESs, does the 943 show the NEWQD and HC/D for each room where explosives will be present?

B3.  For multiple room PESs where IM is not provided between the rooms, does the 943 show the overall NEWQD for the facility?

B4.  Does the 943 identify which organization has assets or people in each PES/ES?

B5.  Does the 943 identify the average number of persons who will be in each explosives operating location PES during normal duty hours? 

B6.  Does the 943 identify PES/ES barricades (or other features) that affect the required separation distances?

B7.  Does the 943 describe each PES/ES in terms of function? 

B8.  Does the 943 identify the most restrictive Q-D required (i.e. K-factor, minimum distance or rule being applied) between each PES/ES pair, the required Q-D distance between each PES/ES pair, and the actual distance between the PES/ES pair?

B9.  Does the 943 show all PESs and ESs within the IB zone, and all PESs within the evaluation zone?

B10.  If using tiered siting, has the maximum proposed NEW been used for preparing the PES/ES paired relationships?

B11.  If compensatory measures are necessary to meet Q-D standards, has the Installation Commander signed the back of the AF Form 943?

Section C.  Map

C1.  Does the map show the IB zone (with a solid red line) if a PES is being sited?

C2.  If siting multiple PESs, does the map show the IB zone for each PES, or a blended clear zone if it provides additional clarity?

C3.  Does the map show the evaluation zone (with a dashed line)?

C4.  Does the map show all the PESs and ESs within the IB zone, and all PESs within the evaluation zone?

C5.  Does the map show the base boundary if it is within the IB zone?

C6.  Does the map use a 1”= 400’ (or similar metric) scale?

C7.  Does the map include the site plan number, title and scale?

C8.  Does the map identify the PESs in red and ESs in green?

C9.  Does the map show barricades that affect required separation distance?

C10.  Does the map show topographic contours or features, such as natural barricades (i.e. dense forest) or hills, if they are pertinent to the application of Q-D?

Section D.  Drawings

D1.  If requesting final approval for new construction, are drawings included showing applicable safety and protective features (e.g. substantial dividing walls, vent walls, firewalls, roofs, lightning protection system, static grounding systems, windows, floor layout and auxiliary support structures as well as general construction materials)?

D2.  For mast/catenary lightning protection systems, do the drawings include a top view of the facility showing the locations of the elements of the lightning protection system (such as air terminals, masts, overhead wires, grounding electrode system and a description of the surge protection)?

D3.  For mast/catenary lightning protection systems, do the drawings include at least a front and side view of the facility showing the zone of protection required by NFPA 780, Section K (100 feet rolling sphere)?

D4.  For all other types of lightning protection systems (e.g. “faraday cage” system), do the drawings show how compliance with appropriate design requirements is achieved?

D5.  Do the lightning protection system drawings contain dimensions?

Section E.  Waivers/Exemptions

E1.  Has a waiver or exemption number been assigned on the 943 for each PES/ES pair not meeting required Q-D?

E2.  For each PES/ES pair not meeting required Q-D, has a narrative explanation outlining the “strategic or compelling” reason why the explosives standards could not be met been included on the 943 or in a separate narrative?
E3.  For each PES/ES pair not meeting required Q-D, has a discussion of reasonable alternatives considered (to include cost estimates) and rejected been included on the 943 or in a separate narrative?
E4.  For each PES/ES pair not meeting required Q-D, has a the proposed corrective action and anticipated get well date been included on the 943 or in a separate narrative?  

E5.  For each PES/ES pair not meeting required Q-D, has a nomograph been included?

E6.  For site plans with one or more PES/ES pairs not meeting required Q-D, have the appropriate commanders (intermediate and final) approved the waiver or exemption on the 943 or in a separate letter?

E7.  For a SAF-level waiver or exemption, have the format requirements of AFMAN 91-201, paragraph 5.5.3 been followed?



