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disabled, tracks could be destroyed, and trains could be 
commandeered. All of these viable scenarios are capable of 
producing mass casualties and spreading terror throughout our 
country. Still, I would like to point out that DHS has missed 
an opportunity to make all hazmat shipments—not just those 
involving railcars loaded with RSSM—more secure. We can 
only hope that the existing security gaps will eventually be 
narrowed, rendering trains that run through the United States 
less viable targets for terrorist attacks.   
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Managing Editor Receives Award
Mrs. Diane E. Eidson, managing editor of Army Chemical Review, received the 2008 

Secretary of the Army Award for Publications Improvements (Departmental) during an 
18 March 2009 ceremony at the Women in Military Service for America Memorial at the
gates of Arlington National Cemetery, Arlington, Virginia. Lieutenant General David H. 
Huntoon Jr. (director of the Army Staff) and Dr. Lynn Heirakuji (Deputy Assistant Secretary 
of the Army for Personnel Oversight) assisted Secretary of the Army Pete Geren in presenting 
the award.

Under Mrs. Eidson’s leadership, Army Chemical Review has seen a total revision in its 
operation. She and her staff—Mrs. Diana K. Dean (editor) and Mrs. Denise F. Sphar (visual 
information specialist)—have signifi cantly improved the content, layout, and design of the 
publication to enhance visual appeal and increase readership. Mrs. Eidson developed production 
schedules and continually monitored progress for a more effi cient, effective operation; and she 
established a new print contract that upgraded the paper quality and improved the appearance of the bulletin. She procured a new 
desktop publishing system and graphics programs to ensure that the bulletin was developed using the latest software available. 
The transformation (which included a new interactive Web site) also incorporated procedural changes, training, and education 
to develop the production staff. 

Mrs. Eidson was nominated for the award by the U.S. Army Chemical, Biological, Radiological, and Nuclear School, Fort 
Leonard Wood, Missouri.  
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