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Executive Summary

The United States (US) Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) Baltimore District on behalf of the
Army National Guard (ARNG) G9 contracted AECOM Technical Services, Inc. (AECOM) to
perform Preliminary Assessments (PAs) and Site Inspections (SlIs) for Perfluorooctanesulfonic
acid (PFOS) and Perfluorooctanoic acid (PFOA) Impacted Sites at ARNG Facilities Nationwide.
The ARNG is assessing potential effects on human health related to processes at facilities that
used per- and poly-fluoroalkyl substances (PFAS) (a suite of related chemicals), primarily in the
form of aqueous film forming foam (AFFF) released during firefighting activities or training,
although other PFAS sources are possible. In addition, the ARNG is assessing businesses or
operations adjacent to the ARNG facility (not under the control of ARNG) that could potentially be
responsible for a PFAS release.

AECOM completed a PA for PFAS at Weide Army Aviation Support Facility (AASF) in Aberdeen
Proving Ground (APG), Maryland to assess potential PFAS release areas and exposure pathways
to receptors. Weide AASF (also referred to as the “facility”) is part of the Edgewood Area of APG
and is currently leased to the Maryland ARNG (MDARNG). In total, APG covers over 72,500 acres
of land and 44,000 acres of water; Weide AASF is 117 acres. The earliest airfield established on
what is now Weide AASF was a grass field used in the 1920s, with the first hangar built in the
1930s. Weide AASF has been leased to the ARNG from the Army since 20 January1977. In the
1980s, Weide AASF, formerly Weide Army Airfield, was closed to fix-winged aircraft and converted
to a heliport. The Weide AASF currently consists of a 1,600-foot runway for rotary-wing
helicopters. Adjacent air operations buildings include a support facility with one flight operations
building, one raid building used for the counterdrug observation mission, two main hangars, and
one warehouse (PARS Environmental, 2013).

The performance of this PA included the following tasks:

o Reviewed data resources to obtain information relevant to suspected PFAS releases

e Conducted a 1-day site visit on 22 May 2018 (A pre-visit meeting occurred on 21 May 2018
in conjunction with the Army APG installation-wide PFAS investigation)

o Interviewed current and former Camp Weide personnel

e Completed visual site inspections at known or suspected PFAS release locations and
document with photographs

e Developed a preliminary conceptual site model (CSM) to outline the potential release,
pathway, and receptors of PFAS for Weide AASF.

Two areas of interest (AOIS) related to PFAS release were identified at Weide AASF during the
PA. The dates of releases for the AOIs are estimated to be between the 1970s and early 2000s,
with potential release dates reported in 1998 and 2015; however, exact dates are unknown. The
AOIs are shown on Figures ES-1 and described in Table ES-1 below.

Table ES-1 AOIs at Weide AASF

Potential Release

Area of Interest Name Used by

Dates
AOI 1 Aircraft Maintenance MDARNG 1998 and 2015
(E4040)
AOI 2 AASF (E4081) and MDARNG 1970s to Unknown

Tarmac
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Based on documented potential AFFF releases at these AOIs, there is potential for exposure to
PFAS contamination in surface soil to site workers, construction workers, and trespassers via
ingestion and inhalation of dust; subsurface soil to construction workers; and surface water and
sediment via ingestion to site workers, construction workers, trespassers, nearby residents, and
recreational users. Due to groundwater flow patterns and lack of private or residential drinking
water wells down-gradient of the facility, the potential for exposure to PFAS contamination in
groundwater is incomplete for all receptors.

Based on the USEPA Unregulated Contaminant Monitoring Rule 3 data, it was indicated that no
PFAS were detected in a public water system above the USEPA Health Advisory level within 20
miles of the facility.

The preliminary CSM for Weide AASF is shown on Figure ES-2.
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1. Introduction

1.1  Authority and Purpose

The United States (US) Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) Baltimore District on behalf of the
Army National Guard (ARNG) G9 contracted AECOM Technical Services, Inc. (AECOM) to
perform Preliminary Assessments (PAs) and Site Inspections for Perfluorooctanesulfonic acid
(PFOS) and Perfluorooctanoic acid (PFOA) Impacted Sites at ARNG Facilities Nationwide under
Contract Number W912DR-12-D-0014, Task Order W912DR17F0192, issued 11 August 2017.
The ARNG is assessing potential effects on human health related to processes at their facilities
that used per- and poly-fluoroalkyl substances (PFAS) (a suite of related chemicals), primarily
releases of aqueous film forming foam (AFFF) although other sources of PFAS are possible. In
addition, the ARNG is assessing businesses or operations adjacent to the ARNG facility (not
under the control of ARNG) that could potentially be responsible for a PFAS release.

PFAS are classified as emerging environmental contaminants that are garnering increasing
regulatory interest due to their potential risks to human health and the environment. PFAS
formulations contain highly diverse mixtures of compounds. Thus, the fate of these PFAS
compounds in the environment varies. The regulatory framework at both federal and state levels
continues to evolve. The US Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) issued Drinking Water
Health Advisories for PFOA and PFOS in May 2016, but there are currently no promulgated
national standards regulating PFAS in drinking water.

This report presents findings of a PA for PFAS at Weide Army Aviation Support Facility (AASF) in
Aberdeen Proving Ground (APG), Maryland in accordance with the Comprehensive
Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA), as amended, the National
Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan (40 Code of Federal Regulations Part
300), and USACE requirements and guidance.

This PA Report documents the locations where PFAS may have been released into the
environment at Weide AASF (also referred to as the “facility”). The term PFAS will be used
throughout this report to encompass all PFAS chemicals being evaluated, including PFOS and
PFOA, which are key components of AFFF.

1.2  Preliminary Assessment Methods

The performance of this PA included the following tasks:

o Reviewed data resources to obtain information relevant to suspected PFAS releases

e Conducted a 1-day site visit on 22 May 2018 (A pre-visit meeting occurred on 21 May 2018
in conjunction with the Army APG installation-wide PFAS investigation)

e Interviewed current and former Camp Weide personnel, including:

— Deputy Construction and Facilities Management Officer (CFMO) Plans and Program
Branch Chief

- Executive Officer for the 231%' Chemical Company
— Deputy Chief of Staff for Aviation for the Maryland ARNG (MDARNG)

—  Current US Army Garrison APG Fire Department Chief and Assistant Fire Department
Chief

— Northeast Regional Training Center Coordinator
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e Completed visual site inspections at known or suspected PFAS release locations and
document with photographs

o Developed a preliminary conceptual site model (CSM) to outline the potential release,
pathway, and receptors of PFAS for Weide AASF

1.3 Report Organization

This report has been prepared in accordance with the USEPA Guidance for Performing
Preliminary Assessments under CERCLA (USEPA, 1991). The report sections and descriptions
of each are:

e Section 1 — Introduction: identifies the project purpose and authority and describes the
facility location, environmental setting, and methods used to complete the PA

e Section 2 — Fire Training Areas: describes the fire training areas (FTAs) at the facility
identified during the site visit

e Section 3 — Non-Fire Training Areas: describes other locations of PFAS releases at the
facility identified during the site visit

e Section 4 — Emergency Response Areas: describes areas of AFFF release at the facility,
specifically in response to emergency situations

e Section 5 — Adjacent Sources: describes sources of PFAS release adjacent to the facility
that are not under the control of ARNG

e Section 6 — Preliminary Conceptual Site Model: describes the pathways of PFAS transport
and receptors at the facility

e Section 7 - Conclusions: summarizes the data findings and presents the conclusions of the
PA

e Section 8 — References: provides the references used to develop this document
e Appendix A — Data Resources
e Appendix B — Preliminary Assessment Documentation

e Appendix C — Photographic Log

1.4  Facility Location and Description

Weide AASF, formerly Weide Army Airfield, is an entity of APG located in APG, Maryland, within
Harford County (Figure 1-1). APG lies on two peninsulas on either side of the Bush River. Weide
AASEF is situated on the “Edgewood Area” peninsula. The Edgewood Area of APG is a National
Priority List (NPL) Site under a Federal Facilities Agreement (FFA). Weide AASF is located on a
peninsula in the Chesapeake Bay flanked by Bush River and Gunpowder River, approximately 25
miles northeast of Baltimore City. In 1976, a 40,000 square foot building was dedicated to the
airfield for helicopters responsible for responding to natural disasters. Weide AASF is home to the
1100 Theater Aviation Sustainment Maintenance Group.

1.5 Facility Environmental Setting

Harford County is a rural and suburban area between the Piedmont Plateau and the Atlantic
Coastal Plain, along the Chesapeake Bay, and it has a total area of 527 square miles, 17% of
which is water (US Census, 2010). Weide is located on a peninsula in the Chesapeake Bay
flanked by Bush River and Gunpowder River. Elevations around Weide AASF hover around sea
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level, with much of the surrounding land consisting of marsh and forested areas. The Edgewood
Area of APG is primarily covered by wetlands and forests, with forests dense in medium to large
oak, sweetgum, maple, cherry, and loblolly pine. APG has an ideal environmental setting for bald
eagle populations, supporting the largest concentration of bald eagles in the northern
Chesapeake Bay area.

1.5.1 Geology

The Weide AASF is located just south of the Fall Line divide in the Atlantic Coastal Plain Province
of Maryland. An irregular line of contact known as the “Fall Zone” exists where the sediments of
the Atlantic Coastal Plain Province overlap rocks from the eastern Piedmont Provence (MGS,
2018). Eastward of the Fall Zone, wedges of sediments reach thicknesses greater than 8,000 feet
at the Atlantic coast line. The continuation of the submerged Coastal Plain is known as the Atlantic
Continental Shelf Province, extending eastward 75 miles and reaching sediment thickness of
approximately 40,000 feet (MGS, 2018). Sediments within the Coastal Plain range in age from
Triassic to Quaternary.

This Coastal Region is underlain by a wedge of unconsolidated sediments including clay, silt,
sand, and gravel, helping to form productive aquifers. Beneath the Coastal Plain sediments are
consolidated crystalline bedrocks comprising various formations from the Paleozoic and
Precambrian age (Drummond and Blomquist, 1993). The lithology of the underlain bedrock within
the Coastal Plain is poorly documented, but generally consists of Piedmont schistose, gneissic,
gabbroid, and amphibolite rocks.

Three separate lithostratigraphic units are present within these sediments: the Talbot Formation
of Pleistocene age, upland gravels of Late Tertiary age, and the Potomac Group of the Early
Cretaceous age. Shallow, silty clay facies mixed with deeper gravel-sand facies and dark clay
layers are characteristic of the Talbot Formation. The upland gravels of the Late Tertiary age “form
isolated patches of intercalated sand and gravel and thin lenses of silty clay” (Drummond and
Blomquist, 1993). Sand and gravel intercalated with multicolored clay lenses are consistent with
the Potomac Group.

1.5.2 Hydrogeology

Weide AASF is located within the Coastal Plain aquifer system of Harford County, Maryland.
There are plentiful supplies of groundwater from the vast number of productive aquifers
throughout the Atlantic Coastal Plain Province (MGS, 2018). The Coastal Plain aquifer system
“comprises a wedge-shaped body of sediments which dips and thickens to the southeast and is
underlain by hard crystalline bedrock.” (Drummond and Blomquist, 1993). Four aquifers and three
intervening confining units make up the Coastal Plain sequence; however, division of the aquifer
is somewhat arbitrary and poorly defined.

Most of the aquifers within the Coastal Plain Province are overlain by layers of clay with low
permeability, forming confined aquifers and preventing surface contaminants from reaching the
aquifers.

Almost all regional groundwater recharge comes from precipitation. Weide AASF is located to the
east of a major groundwater divide, which occurs at the intersection of Hoadley and Magnolia
Roads and follows a north-south trend between Hoadley and Wise Roads (ECC, 2018).
Groundwater on the east side of the divide generally flows southeast to Bush River, and
groundwater on the west of the divide generally flows southwest to Gunpowder River (Figure 1-
2). An abundance of monitoring wells is located within and directly surrounding Weide AASF.
According to the US Geological Survey, depth to groundwater in the surrounding Edgewood Area
of APG generally ranges from 10 to 20 feet below ground surface (bgs) (MGS, 2019)
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Surface water flow follows the same pattern as groundwater, with surface water east of the facility
draining to Bush River, and surface waters of the west of the facility draining to Gunpowder River.
Several tributaries immediately surrounding Weide make for seasonally inconsistent groundwater
and surface water flow; however, groundwater and surface waters will inevitably flow south to
Gunpowder River or Bush River, both draining into the Chesapeake Bay.

The Maryland Geological Survey (MGS) does not provide information on private drinking water
wells; however, drinking water within Weide AASF comes from the Van Bibber Water Treatment
Plant (WTP), with supplies coming from Winters Run. The Van Bibber intake at Winters Run is
approximately 6 miles north of Weide AASF, immediately before the junction of Winters Run with
Bush River. Water is pumped from a surface water intake at Winter Run, treated at the Van Bibber
WTP, and delivered to the facility. When low-flow occurs at Winters Run, the Edgewood Area of
APG has the ability to obtain water directly from Harford County via Loch Raven Reservoir and
the Susquehanna River. This water filtration plant is owned and operated by the Department of
the Army and serves approximately 5,000 people within the Edgewood Area of APG (MDE, 2005).
The Van Bibber WTP has been withdrawing water from Winters Run since 1942 and processes
about four million gallons of water per day (MDE, 2005). The source water protection area for this
WTP intake comprises approximately 55 square miles of mixed use land. Based on the USEPA
Unregulated Contaminant Monitoring Rule 3 data, it was indicated that no PFAS were detected in
a public water system above the USEPA Health Advisory level within 20 miles of the facility.

All wastewater within the Edgewood Area is sent to the APG Edgewood Area Waste Water
Treatment Plant (WWTP), which is owned and operated by APG. The WWTP services
approximately 6,000 people, with an average daily flow of 900,000 gallons per day (PARS
Environmental, 2013).

Any stormwater within the perimeters of the Weide AASF is captured in stormwater management
ponds located on both the north and southeastern end the hangar (Building E4081). Floor drains
within Weide AASF are part of closed system; however, interviewees could not confirm the final
destination of wastewater collected within the floor drains of the hangars.

1.5.3 Hydrology

Weide AASF is situated within the 64,000 square mile Chesapeake Bay watershed. The
Chesapeake Bay watershed has a land-to-water ratio of 14:1, making it the largest of any coastal
water body in the world (CBP, 2018). The Susquehanna, Potomac, Rappahannock, York, and
James rivers make up the five largest rivers within the watershed, with more than 100,000
tributaries threaded throughout the watershed. Much of Weide AASF is located within marshy
land tucked between Gunpowder River and Bush River, with several tributaries surrounding the
facility. Major surface water features are located on Figure 1-3.

The Chesapeake Bay watershed consists of three distinct geological regions: the Atlantic Coastal
Plain, the Piedmont Plateau, and the Appalachian Province. Weide AASF is located entirely within
the Atlantic Coastal Plain. Groundwater within the Coastal Plain is generally characterized as
mildly acidic, with low concentrations of total dissolved solids. The groundwater to surface water
discharge rate was measured along seven streams within the Coastal Plain sequence, with rates
of discharge ranging from 0 to 79.4 cubic feet per second. Recharge water then flows through the
aquifer system at directions and rates dictated by aquifer-specific properties.

1.5.4 Climate

Harford County has an average annual temperature of 53.5 degrees Fahrenheit (°F) (NOAA,
2018). APG as a whole is characteristically warm, temperate, and rainy, with no dry season.
Average yearly precipitation is approximately 49.7 inches, with an average yearly snowfall of 17.4
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inches (Harford County, n.d.). Prevailing winds are generally from the west to northwest, except
in the summer, when winds are more southerly and average around 10 miles per hour.

1.5.5 Current and Future Land Use

Weide AASF is an active heliport used by the MDARNG, with a current lease in effect until 2027.
Only rotary-winged aircraft are permitted to use the landing strip at Weide AASF; no fixed-winged
aircrafts are allowed. The facility is currently only used as a helicopter landing strip and helicopter
parking pad, with administrative support in surrounding buildings. Individual and joint task force
trainings occasionally occur at Weide AASF, with nearby Maryland National Guard soldiers
teaming up with airmen from the 175" Wing at Weide to complete tactical helicopter training
exercises.
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2. Fire Training Areas
No FTAs were identified at Weide AASF during this PA. FTAs are not present at the airfield for

safety reasons given the history of chemical/biological warfare materials research in the
surrounding areas.

13
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3. Non-Fire Training Areas

Three non-FTAs where AFFF may have been released were identified during this PA. A
description of each non-FTA is presented below, and the non-FTAs are shown on Figure 3-1.
Photographs of the non-FTAs appear in Appendix C.

3.1 Building E4040 - Aircraft Maintenance

Building E4040 is a hangar leased in 1976 to the MDARNG from the Army. While the exact date
of construction is unknown, Building E4040 can be seen by aerial photography from
Environmental Data Resources, Inc.™ (EDR™) reports dating back to 1959; however, it is
unknown what year this building came under ownership to the Army. Based on this aerial
photography, the building layout and size have not changed since construction, and while the
building was renovated in the late 1990s, no additions or major alterations to the building have
occurred since construction. Building E4040 was constructed without a fire suppression system.
Several AFFF releases were reported at Building E4040, previously known as the “Old Flying
Club,” located within Weide AASF boundaries. These releases are identified below.

In 1998 or 1999, the hangar was renovated with a fire suppression system that included the
installation of a 400-gallon tank containing concentrated AFFF. The tank contained concentrated
3% AFFF and experienced a leak over a weekend that resulted in a full release of the contents.
The tank was located in a non-climate-controlled room just outside of the maintenance building.
While the exact quantity of AFFF in the tank when the release occurred is unknown, given the
leak happened the same year the tank was installed, it is likely the majority of the tank capacity
was released during this leak.

During interviews, the ARNG fire chief noted that a pipe leak occurred the same year of installation
(1998/1999) and released an unknown quantity of concentrated AFFF.

Additionally, it was noted during interviews that in 2015, a pipe leak occurred at Building E4040.
One interviewee thought the pipe leak was AFFF, while other interviewees were unsure of the
contents. Exact quantities of material released during this leak are unknown, but it was thought
to have happened prior to the building being heated.

Floor drains are located throughout the inside of the hangar as well as outside the bay doors.
Floor drains within Weide AASF are part of closed system; however, interviewees could not
confirm the final destination of wastewater collected within the floor drains of the hangar.

3.2 Building E4081 - Army Aviation Support Facility

Construction of Building E4081 occurred in 1977. Afire suppression system containing AFFF was
installed at this hangar during original construction, with testing of the system occurring annually.
During annual testing, full releases of the system occurred, with AFFF expanding to heights
around 12 feet within the hangar.

The AFFF released within the hangar was allowed to dissipate through the floor drains and
surrounding drains outside the bay doors. Stormwater within the perimeter of the Weide AASF is
collected in stormwater management ponds located both north of and southeast of Building
E4081. Floor drains are part of closed system; however, interviewees could not confirm the final
destination of wastewater collected within the floor drains of the hangars. Annual testing of the
AFFF fire suppression system no longer occurs; however, it is uncertain what year testing ceased.
One interviewee thought testing ended around the time of hangar renovation (2012).
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Building E4081 was renovated in 2012 to expand the aviation hangar space, construct a 96,000
square foot maintenance area, and replace the apron. The renovation included an updated AFFF
fire suppression system, including a tank with a capacity of approximately 900 gallons that is
stored in a climate controlled room (see photo log, Appendix C). Since installation, there have
been no known spills or releases of AFFF from the fire suppression system.

3.3 Helipad Tarmac

During interviews, a civilian employed by the Army recalls the Edgewood Area Army Fire
Department spraying a blanket of AFFF across the heliport tarmac at Weide AASF on several
occasions in the 1970s. The purpose of spraying AFFF foam on the tarmac is uknown. While type,
guantity, concentration, and frequency of AFFF used at this location cannot be confirmed, the
timeframe of usage indicates it was likely PFAS-containing foam.
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4, Emergency Response Areas

Based on EDR™ reports and confirmation by interviewees’ knowledge of the facility history since
1970, no emergency response action using AFFF has occurred.
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5. Adjacent Sources

The following potential non-MDARNG PFAS sources were identified adjacent to portions of Weide
AASF during the PA. The locations of potential off-facility source areas are shown on Figure 5-1.

5.1 Noble Road FTA

Interviews confirmed the location of one FTA located off-facility on Noble Road, near the horse
stables adjacent to Building E5286. The former FTA consisted of two former Noble Road
incinerator buildings, E5292 and E5294, where fire training activities occurred. According to
information gathered during interviews, various types of fuel sources were used for these fire
training activities, as this was the only FTA within the Edgewood peninsula. This FTA is located
several hundred yards west of ARNG hangars at E4040 and E4081. This land is owned by the
Army and is currently inactive, last being used by ARNG in the mid-2000s.

The ARNG fire chief confirmed during interviews that the FTA was used by ARNG personnel prior
to his employment in 1990; however, exact dates of fire training activities at this FTA are unknown.
Prior to 2005, AFFF was used for fire training activities at least two times a month, with most
training activities occurring once weekly. Personnel from the ARNG would transfer firetrucks with
AFFF to the Noble Road FTA location to conduct training activities. The duration of each of these
training events is unknown.

The AFFF was allowed to dissipate directly into the surrounding soil during these activities. APG
personnel stated that the two former incinerator buildings were demolished in 2010.

The Noble Road FTA is west of the groundwater divide; therefore, any potential PFAS
contamination in groundwater and surface water at this location should not impact the Weide
AASF.

5.2 Building E5180 - Edgewood Fire Station

During interviews with the ARNG fire chief and fire chief assistant, it was confirmed that
concentrated AFFF was stored in 5-gallon buckets within the current fire station (Building E5180)
outside of Weide AASF, but within APG. The 5-gallon buckets contained concentrated AFFF in
3% and 6% solutions. Sometime between 2005 and 2009, all AFFF storage from Building E5180
was re-located to Building 2308 within the Aberdeen Area of APG.

All firetrucks within the fire station are equipped with AFFF systems, each containing a 30-gallon
tank with concentrated AFFF. According to interviews, since the relocation of the 5-gallon buckets,
any refilling of tanks or transfer of AFFF occurs at Building 2308. There is currently no AFFF
stored within Building E5180, except for the AFFF stored within the firetrucks.

Additionally, during interviews with the ARNG fire chief and fire chief assistant, it was confirmed
that AFFF was used one time to test dispensers on cedar trees near building E5180. While exact
guantities and concentrations of AFFF used on the trees and timeframe of usage are unknown,
several interviewees confirmed AFFF usage at this location.

Previous storage of buckets was undocumented; therefore, exact location of storage within the
fire station and timeframe of storage are unknown. Firetrucks at the fire station contain 30-gallon
tanks of AFFF; however, whether spills or unintended releases have occurred is unknown.
Additionally, interviewees could not confirm whether manual transfer of AFFF from buckets to
firetrucks occurred at this building prior to the relocation of all AFFF to Building 2308. Given that
the location of all AFFF on the facility was historically located in this building, transfers of AFFF
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from buckets to firetrucks likely occurred at this location. Whether spills or unintended releases
occurred during these potential transfers is also unknown.

5.3 Building E5005 - Old Edgewood FD Storage Building

Building E5005 was formally used for storage by the Edgewood fire department from the 1970s
to the 1990s, although this timeframe is estimated. During this time, the area surrounding the
former fire department storage building was regularly used for fire training activities. Interviewees
estimated that hundreds to thousands of gallons of concentrated AFFF were released between
the 1970s and 1990s. A stormwater system inlet is located approximately 20 feet south by
southwest of Building E5005, east of the groundwater divide. While the building no longer exists,
known groundwater flow patterns leave the potential for historic AFFF releases to impact soil and
groundwater in this area.

5.4 Building E2340 - Chemical Agent Storage Yard (CASY)

The Chemical Agent Storage Yard (CASY) is located within the Bush River Area of APG, several
hundred yards east of Weide. Training exercises occurred at the CASY during the 1990s for
approximately three to five years. The exercises assumed 10 to 12 victims and would allow for
personnel to practice spraying the foam in order to suppress the chemical agent vapors. It was
estimated that this type of training occurred annually in the early 1990s, with each event involving
the continuous application of AFFF for two to three hours. No AFFF was contained during these
events, and the AFFF used was allowed to dissipate onto the surrounding permeable soil. It is
unknown which entities participated in trainings at CASY. However, the CASY is east of Weide;
therefore, any possible groundwater contamination at this location should not impact Weide AASF.

5.5 G-Street Salvage Yard

G-Street Salvage Yard, a triangle-shaped area of about 15 acres, is located directly across the
street from Building E1890, adjacent to the Route 24 main gate, and several hundred yards
northwest of Weide AASF (Weston Solutions, 2007). The G-Street Salvage Yard is a previously
occupied salvage yard and dump area that contains various wastes, unexploded ordnance, and
excavation materials. This site includes Building E5068, a concrete loading dock, a former FTA,
and a salvage yard. Salvage yard operations occurred at this site from approximately 1930s
through the mid-1960s. Operations were primarily scrap wood and metal recycling, including a
smelting operation for lead reclamation. According to Army documents, a fire-training pit was
located at the southeast corner of the salvage yard from 1972 until 1978 (USAEC, 2017). A
temporary soil cover was placed over a portion of the salvage yard in 1996. Excavation of the site
was completed in the spring of 2009. The Remedial Action Completion Report was finalized in
July 2009.

A 2017 groundwater sampling event performed for the West Canal Creek RI showed elevated
levels of PFOS and PFOA in monitoring wells directly surrounding the G-Street Salvage Yard
area. Several monitoring wells, including CC-039A, CCMW46-5, CCMW46-6, CCMW46-8A, and
MIP-01 (membrane interface probe), displayed concentrations well above the Environmental
Protection Agency established Drinking Water Health Advisories for PFOA and PFOS of 70 parts
per trillion (ppt), with MIP-01 displaying a detection for PFOA at 45,300 ppt. However, the G-Street
Salvage Yard is west of the groundwater divide, therefore, the contamination in groundwater and
surface water at this location should not impact the Weide AASF.
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5.6 Landfills

There are six landfills, dumps, and disposal sites in the vicinity of Weide AASF.

Westwood Rubble Landfill is located off Piney Point Road, approximately 3 miles west of Weide
AASE. This landfill was approved for closure in 2007 and has since been capped.

The Building E5103 dump is directly west of the heliport at Weide, near the FTA off Noble Road.
This landfill was approved for closure in 1995 and has since been capped.

Old Bush River Road Dump is located northeast of Weide, near Building E1375, approximately
300 feet from the surface waters of Bush River. This dump was approved for closure in 1999 and
has since been capped.

The 22" Road Landfill, the 26™ Road disposal site, and the 30" Road Landfill are all located in
the immediate vicinity of the CASY. The 22" Road Landfill is located approximately 500 feet north
of the CASY, directly adjacent to Bush River, and is capped. The 26" Street disposal site is located
directly south of where fire training activities occurred at the CASY, on the edge of Bush River.
The 30" Street Landfill is located approximately 1,000 feet southeast of the CASY, on the edge
of Kings Creek.

Landfills are not usually a primary potential release area of PFAS, but materials disposed of in
landfills may create a secondary source of contamination. Such materials, to name a few, may
include sludge from a WWTP that processes PFAS-laden water, used AFFF storage containers,
or products associated with waterproofing uniforms or boots. No information obtained during the
PA at Weide indicates PFAS-related materials were disposed of in any nearby landfills.
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6. Preliminary Conceptual Site Model

Based on the PA findings, the release areas were grouped into two areas of interest (AOIs). AOI
1 and AOI 2 are shown on Figure 6-1. The following sections describe the CSM components and
the specific preliminary CSM developed for the AOIs. The CSM identifies the three components
necessary for a potentially complete exposure pathway: (1) source, (2) pathway, and (3) receptor.
If any of these elements are missing, the pathway is considered incomplete.

In general, the potential PFAS exposure pathways are ingestion and inhalation. Human exposure
via the dermal contact pathway may occur, and current risk practice suggests it is an insignificant
pathway compared to ingestion; however, exposure data for dermal pathways are sparse and
continue to be the subject of PFAS toxicological study. Receptors at Weide AASF include site
workers, construction workers, residents outside the facility boundary, recreational users, and
trespassers. The CSM for the AOIs indicate which specific receptors could potentially be exposed
to PFAS. The preliminary CSM for Weide AASF is shown on Figure 6-2.

6.1 AOI 1 (Aircraft Maintenance, E4040)

AOI 1 includes the aircraft maintenance building (hangar), which is located at Building E4040.
During interviews, several AFFF releases were reported as this AOI, including a full tank release
in 1998, and two pipe leaks in approximately 1998 and 2015. In addition, fire training activities
that occurred between the 1970s and 1990s at Building E5005, north of AOI 1, resulted in the
release of hundreds to thousands of gallons of AFFF. This off-site source is up-gradient of AOI 1
and may contribute to potential PFAS contamination within this AOI.

PFAS are water soluble and can migrate readily from soil to groundwater or surface water via
leaching and run-off. Rainfall infiltration recharging groundwater likely follows a shallow flow
system that discharges to one of the many surrounding tributaries, supporting water levels. Given
the length of time since the AFFF releases, the high average precipitation at the facility and degree
of soil permeability, potential PFAS at both AOI 1 and AOI 2 may have migrated from the soil to
groundwater and nearby surface water bodies and sediment via infiltration. The close proximity
of the facility to water bodies, such as the Gunpowder River, Bush River, and other smaller
surrounding tributaries, as well as the shallow depths to groundwater, make this area susceptible
to migration of contaminants. Therefore, the ingestion exposure pathways for surface
water/sediment is potentially complete for site worker, construction worker, trespassers, and
recreational users of the nearby Gunpowder River, Bush River, and its surrounding tributaries.

Precipitation infiltrating AOI 1 and the potential up-gradient source area may cause the migration
of PFAS from surface and subsurface soil to groundwater, which is estimated to be 10 to 20 feet
bgs (MGS, 2019). All drinking water within Weide AASF is supplied by the Van Bibber WTP,
approximately 6 miles north of the facility. While the MGS does not provide data on private drinking
water wells, clusters of residential areas are located less than 2 miles north of Weide AASF.
However, groundwater flow at Weide AASF is predominately to the southeast, where no private
residents or wells are located. Therefore, the potential exposure pathway for groundwater to off-
facility residents through domestic drinking water ingestion is incomplete.

While the groundwater ingestion pathway for Weide AASF is incomplete for off-facility residents,
there is a potential for PFAS contamination in soil and subsurface soil to migrate to surface water
systems. The full releases and uncontained nature of AFFF releases at this AOI leaves the
potential for PFAS to be present in soil surrounding the area. Ground-disturbing activities at this
AOI would likely result in site worker, construction worker, and trespasser exposure to potential
PFAS contamination via inhalation of dust or ingestion of surface soil. Ground-disturbing activities
to subsurface soil would likely result in construction worker exposure. Therefore, the exposure
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pathway for inhalation of soil particles and ingestion of soil is potentially complete for these
receptors.

6.2 AOI 2 (AASF [E4081] and Tarmac)

During a period from the 1970s until approximately 2012, AFFF was released in several locations
surrounding the Weide AASF, including confirmed yearly releases at Building E4081, as well as
multiple releases at the heliport tarmac. Based on preliminary data and assumed groundwater
and surface water flow directions, these two locations were grouped into one AOI. Thus, AOI 2
comprises both buildings and the space between them.

The full releases and uncontained nature of AFFF releases at these AOIs leaves the potential for
PFAS to be present in soil surrounding the area. Ground-disturbing activities at these AOIs would
likely result in site worker, construction worker, and trespasser exposure to potential PFAS
contamination via inhalation of dust or ingestion of surface soil. Ground-disturbing activities to
subsurface soil would likely result in construction worker exposure. Therefore, the exposure
pathway for inhalation of soil particles and ingestion of soil is potentially complete for these
receptors. Known and potential historic releases and storage of AFFF at this AOI are similar to
those found at AOI 1; therefore, the exposure pathways and receptors for these two AOIs are
identical.
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7. Conclusions

This report presents a summary of available information gathered during the PA on the use and
storage of AFFF and other PFAS-related activities at Weide AASF. The PA findings are based on
the information presented in Appendix A and Appendix B.

7.1  Findings

Two AOIs related to PFAS releases were identified at Weide AASF based on PA data. Figure 7-
1 presents a summary of PA findings, which are described in Table 7-1 below.

Table 7-1 AOIs at Weide AASF

Area of Interest Name Used by Potential Release

Dates
AOI 1 Aircraft Maintenance MDARNG 1998 and 2015
(E4040)
AOI 2 AASF (E4081) and MDARNG 1970s to Unknown
Tarmac

Based on documented potential AFFF releases at these AOIs, there is potential for exposure to
PFAS contamination in surface soil to site workers, construction workers, and trespassers via
ingestion and inhalation of dust; subsurface soil to construction workers; and surface water and
sediment via ingestion to site workers, construction workers, trespassers, nearby residents, and
recreational users. Due to groundwater flow patterns and lack of private or residential drinking
water wells down-gradient of the facility, the potential for exposure to PFAS contamination in
groundwater is incomplete for all receptors.

7.2 Uncertainties

A number of information sources were investigated during this PA to determine the potential for
PFAS-containing materials to have been present, used, or released at the facility. Historically,
documentation of PFAS use was not required, as this class of chemicals are considered emerging
contaminants. Therefore, records were not typically kept by the facility or available during the PA
on the use of PFAS in training, firefighting, or other non-traditional activities, or on its disposition.

The conclusions of this PA are predominantly based on the information provided during interviews
with personnel who had direct knowledge of PFAS use at the facility. Sometimes, the provided
information was vague or conflicted with other sources. Gathered information has a degree of
uncertainty due to the absence of written documentation, the limited number of personnel with
direct knowledge due to staffing changes, the time passed since PFAS were first used (1969 to
present), and a reliance on personal recollection. Inaccuracies may arise in potential PFAS
release locations, dates of release, volume of releases, and the concentration of AFFF used.
There is also a possibility the PA has missed a source of PFAS, as the science of how PFAS may
enter the environment continually evolves.

In order to minimize the level of uncertainty, readily available data regarding the use and storage
of PFAS were reviewed; retired and current personnel were interviewed, including multiple
personnel for the same potential source area; and, potential source areas were visually inspected.
Table 7-2 summarizes the uncertainties associated with the PA:

26



PFAS Preliminary Assessment Report
Weide AASF
Aberdeen Proving Ground, MD

Table 7-2 Uncertainties

Area of Interest Source of Uncertainty

All AOls No or limited information was available on the type,
amount, and concentration of AFFF used at the AOI.
Interviewees and facility personnel could not confirm the
final destination of water and wastewater collected
within the floor drains of the hangars.

AOI 1 (Aircraft Interviewees recalled a full tank release at AOI 1 in

Maintenance, E4040) 1998. Additionally, some interviewees recalled a pipe
leak the same year, while others recalled a pipe leak
both in 1998 and in 2015. Based on the discrepancy,
both pipe leaks are included to be conservative.

AOI 2 (Tarmac) One interviewee recalled spraying of AFFF over helipad
tarmac on multiple occasions in the 1970s; however, no
other interviewees recalled these potential releases.

AOI 2 (AASF, E4081) No information was available on when annual testing
and full release of the AFFF fire suppression system
ceased at the AASF. Interviewee's recall annual
releases ceasing around the time of the hangar
renovation in 2012; however, exact dates are unknown.

7.3 Potential Future Action

Interviews and records (covering 1970s to present) indicate that current or former ARNG activities
may have resulted in potential PFAS releases at the two AOIs identified during the PA. Based on
the preliminary CSMs developed for the AOIs, there is potential for receptors to be exposed to
PFAS contamination in surface and subsurface soil, sediment, surface water, groundwater, and
drinking water at these AOIs. The table below summarizes the rationale used to determine if the
AOI should be considered for further investigation under the CERCLA process and undergo an
Sl.

ARNG will evaluate the need for an S| at Weide AASF based on the potential receptors, the
potential migration of PFAS contamination off the facility, and the availability of resources. Table
7-3 provides the rationale for determining potential future action at Weide AASF.

Table 7-3: Rationale for Potential Future Action

Area of Interest AOI Location Rationale Potential Future
Action
AOI 1 (Aircraft 39°23'42.50"N; Known tank release Proceed to Sl, focus
Maintenance, 76°17'36.85"W and pipe leak on soil, sediment,
E4040) and surface water
AOI 2 (Tarmac) 39°23'32.19"N; Historic releases of Proceed to Sl, focus
76°17'28.90"W AFFF across tarmac  on soil, sediment,
(Middle of tarmac) and surface water
AOI 2 (AASF, 39°23'28.69"N; Annual releases of Proceed to SlI, focus
E4081) 76°17'38.47"W AFFF fire on soil, sediment,

(Middle of AASF) suppression system  and surface water
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Data Resources will be provided separately on CD. Data Resources for Weide AASF includes:

Weide AASF Leases, Licenses, and Permits
e 1977 Department of the Army License for National Guard Purposes. No. DACA-31-3-7T-42

e 2010 Department of the Army US Army Installation Management Command Memorandum
for Permission to Relinquish Land from Lauderick Creek Training Area

e 2012 Supplemental Agreement No. 9 to Department of the Army License for National Guard
Purposes No, DACA-31-3-7T-42

Weide AASF AFFF Release Documentation
e 2018 Aberdeen Proving Ground PFASs Preliminary Assessment Read-Ahead Package
Previous Investigations Completed at Weide AASF

e 1989 Hydrology of the Canal Creek Area Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland, Water-
Resources Investigation report 89-4021

e 2005 Source Water Assessment for U.S. Army Garrison Aberdeen Proving Ground
(Edgewood Area) Van Bibber Water Treatment Plant

e 2008 Edgewood Area- Aberdeen Proving Ground Five-Year Review

e FY2016 Aberdeen Proving Ground Army Defense Environmental Restoration Program
Installation Action Plan

e 2016 Canal Creek Aquifer Analytical Data

e 2017 Integrated National Resources Management Plan U.S. Army Aberdeen Proving
Ground

Weide AASF As-Builts, Drawings, and Plans

e 1989 Building 5014 As-Builts

e 2013 Building E4081 As-Builts

Weide AASF Installation Maps

e 1982-2011 Aerial Photos

e 2008 Canal Creek Aquifer Contaminant Maps

e 2012 Canal Creek Aquifer Groundwater Contour Map
e 2018 Arcadis USAEC PFAS Preliminary Assessments Buildings Map
e 2018 Weide Heliport Installation Map

Weide AASF EDR Report

e 2018 Weide AASF EDR Report
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PA Interview Questionnaire - Environmental Manager 1 Facility: (Wzide Feld  AP6, UD

Interviewer:_c
Date/Time:
Interviewee: H 15t Can your name/role be used in the PA Report? Y or N
Title: Can you recommend anyone we can interview?
Phone Number: ﬁf/br N 2-3 maindenance P.ef._im’md éfé‘"f“f‘reo/)
Email: -

1. Roles or activities with the Facility/years working at the Facility.

[. MAJ - Peputy CFMO P/ans-f#oqm;ﬂ Branch 0311% _
2. L . (<)
2 coef I - N <<

2. Where can I find previous facility ownership information?

pre 1960 Smatl hilicopter p/.%/af}mg/ bcéwz 1970 ﬂn'mj Cramical |Cenber
41 A}'mv iy Covps
149¢ 0 /hrm/ Natwnod Gawrd

Al has PhilipS Avfield i+s a bigger acpnt-

3. What can you tell us about the history of PFAS including aqueous film forming foam (AFFF) at the
Facility? Was it used for any of the following activities, circle all that apply and indicate years of active
use, if known? Identify these locations on a facility map.

Maintenance ) : =t

(Fire Training Areas > No+ 0v) a&{ag be cawae % Chernical Sems ity arovnd Faes a”"/f‘;
Firefighting (Active Fire) Gansm | 3 Sensitive 1o “fhe Sur I‘“" 9
Crash — no vse 3 AFFF 'fm mcidents Communttief and wondd hawd
Fire Suppression Systems (Hangers/Dining Facilities) beern discons a@zo/ -74-:}1’1 sefﬁw@
Fire Protection at Fueling Stations f17ed.
Non-Technical/Recreational/ Pest Management
Metals Plating Facility '
Waterproofing Uniforms (Laundry Facilities)
Other

4. Fill out CSM Information worksheet with the Environmental Manager.

5. Are any current buildings constructed with AFFF dispensing systems or fire suppression systems? yES
What are the AFFF/suppression system test requirements? What is the frequency of testing the
AFFF/suppression system? Do you have “As Built” drawings for the buildings?

% Testng in lak Tos, inctudicd Compledely discharging AFFE Sufrresqysy

foam wao 12 h igh /’)a:ﬂﬁa.:’ Captured %,loov drawS
{ .

ﬂM’SU—M where it ﬁﬂ{«) , Thol oClurred MNCL a bj(a v, CPMb COOYduna te.d
( and ﬁu’) dxd

UAT - Shontd hass a5 buil’s e focilified and win provide.

of ¢



PA Interview Questionnaire - Environmental Manager Facility: ide AASF
Interviewer:

Date/Time: 5}22 (15

6. Are fire suppression systems currently charged with AFFF or have they been retrofitted for use of
high expansion foam? If retrofitted, when was thatdone?

Army Natnald Gawd mived 13 Wiide Feld m 1960

\/CS Edoyo waohe oitd /)Qn@ar orignaliy N0 AFFF

‘mMual feotn AFFF (X avyar ¢ redease e ach ) PFFH

2012. yennpyation Ih ENOBI ey fansiin &) auithwn haneds Sga L. GLo00 sz£+

7. How is AFFF procuféd? Do you have an invetftory/procurement s{/stend that tracks'use?

UAJ ./ M R chict if reevdo it

8. What type of AFFF has been/is being used%‘yﬁ 6%, Mil Spec Mil-F-24385, High Expansion)?
Manufacturer (3M, Dupont, Ansul, National Foam, Angus, @uckeye, Fire Service Plus)?

Al “/'W‘S@ foam have beer wad, -ernembefgs varring Si#es 4
fﬁu Wq‘mqulskrs, Halms ) Skinny CL“mclu(,aﬁ Contaes

9. Where is the AFFF stored? How is it stored (tanks, 55-gallon drums,-5-gallon buckets)? What
size are the storage tanks? Is the AFFF stored as a mixed solution or 6%) or concentrated
material?

400 3@0 oo 3@(

in tanks at hangar N(woqo o (EH0 8!

Clivagde eomittolled voomS

| 10. How many FTAs are/were on this facility and where are they? Locate on a map. How many FTAs
are active and inactive? For inactive FTAs, when was the last time that fire training using AFFF
was conducted at them?

Dne 1 ﬂac})m3 Areoe located o MNobte Koad ('?’;ac“ﬁvr,>

lpot watd J,a/a/ 20005

/ 1977 cmshuctinn ) new hanaa/ Edog| whece AFF nstalled
“fut

(
6’0‘4}54040( oLD FL\//MG cLu 6) Wway " n&lya-.kd W e a /quSZ/Q‘? 3) U.)/ 400 allen AFFFtes

e nliof arce



2A Interview Questionnaire - Environmental Manager Facility: ride AKSF
Interviewer:

Date/Time:_5 /22 /I8

11. When a release of AFFF occurs during a fire training exercise, now and in the past, how is the
AFFF cleaned and disposed of? Were retention ponds built to store discharged AFFF? Was the
AFFF trickled to the sanitary sewer or left in the pond to infiltrate?

12. Can you recall specific times when city, county, and/or state personnel came on-post for training? If so,
please state which state/county agency or military entity? Do you have any records, including
photographs to share with us?

13. Did military routinely or occasionally fire train off-post? List the units that you can recall used/trained
at various areas.

Nnot dhat 44\47 Qre aware g

14. Did individual units come with their own safety personnel, did they also bring their own AFFF? Was
training with AFFF part of these exercises? How were emergencies handled under these circumstances?

15. Are there specific emergency response incident reports (i.e., aircraft or vehicle
crash sites and fires)? If so, may we please copy these reports? Who (entity) was
the responder?

No vehiely craSh sites Wz{a\qs 3‘%@7 Qre Augee 03

- résmembevs a PH{ leal af E404o gk/fdksaf),g }3
AFF= bL{LQv( e wad N&:bwcj  “4hat raovy)

_-- 7[)\/4 ch/e% vemembers anpther [eall af Edodp bt

w 1998

Ery



PA Interview Questionnaire - Environmental Manager Facility: Wiide A 4§P
Interviewer:
Date/Time:_ /22 /I 8 \

AFFF? Is/was AFFF used as a precaution in response to fuel releases or emergency runway

landings to prevent fires? If mbye +han hi?rziltms a%sfué éln _/;‘sié: -ffc'it i&}hﬂbﬁ;ﬁgﬁ?@ five De -.

less 1 Soallms —+ Use ¢ _
Mo receydo rd not wae AFFF fav 0 SPIS 10 FAcer
/
g’h’%/-eo/(j 0

16. Do you have records of fuel spill logs? Was it common practice to wash away fuel spills with L )
o

P\Ltnwm,/ ’ﬁyw st ot Commmn place Becadt
Ty natus i)y MG + chemicall labecatnye0 nearby

17. Was AFFF used for forest fires or fire management on-post/off-post? If so, please describe what
happened and who was involved?

No+ dware

" 18. Are there mutual aid/use agreements between county, city, and local fire department? Please list, even
if informal. If formalized, may we have a copy of the agreement?

U /b UD Five £ustwe ﬂ’a‘tm\'@ Umt — Clugder 13
No AFFF uaed 6)6( ﬁamm? @ leide Freld

19. Can you provide any other locations where AFFF has been stored, released, or used (i.e. hangars,
buildings, fire stations, firefighting equipment testing and maintenance areas, emergency response
sites, storm water/surface water, waste treatment plants, and AFFF ponds)?

AFEE Staved of Aberden frea Phillips My fieded

20. Are you aware of any other creative uses of AFFF? If so, how was AFFF used? What entities were
involved?




A Interview Questionnaire - Environmental Manager Facility: AASF
Interviewer:
Date/Time: 5{/7_2 //3’

21. Are there past studies you are aware of with environmental information on plants/animals/
groundwater/soil types, etc., such as Integrated Cultural Resources Management Plans or Integrated
Natural Resources Management Plans?

22. What other records might be helpful to us (environmental compliance, investigation records, admin
record) and where can we find them?

23. Do you have or did you have a chrome plating shop on base? What were/are the years of operation
of that chrome plating shop?

24. Do you know whether the shop has/had a foam blanket mist suppression system or used a fume
hood for emissions control? If foam blanket mist suppression was used, where was the foam
stored, mixed, applied, etc.?

25. How is off-spec AFFF disposed (used for training, turned in, or given to a local Fire Station)? If
applicable, do you know the name of the vendor that removes off-spec AFFF? Do you have copies of
the manifest or B/L?




!

PA Interview Questionnaire - Environmental Manager Facility: gl/ec dt AHSFE
Interviewer:
Date/Time: /2]

26. Do you recommend anyone else we can interview? If so, do you have contact information forthem?
\es - 2-3 refwed mawritiance wbers i) the hangess
CWZ -w: I Act me Condact mfev mation

(l‘{‘/—(;/’ he malles |5t contact, wih g They art
M Shier B0 and Not the best health




Weide Reld

PA Interview Questionnaire — Fire Station Facility: APG M
Interviewer:

Date/Time: hs§

Interviewee?

Title:_Five Chief + AsS)stant Fe Chic

an your name/role be used in the PA Report?@r N
Phone Number:

n you re € we can interview?
rN
Email:

- DSHE Safu‘o/
1. Roles or activities with the Facility/years working at the Facility.

Stacttd workene af AFE 1990
Stated ulvlu)w) ad "H)(_} 2014

2. What can you tell us about the history of AFFF at the Facility? Was it used for any of the following
activities, circle all that apply and indicate years of active use, if known? Identify these locations on a
facility map.

Maintenance (e.g., ramp washing)
ire Training Areas) nce o weell 'HMMOJ o~ af least Zx amenta P”'Wb 4
Firefighting (Active Fire)
Crash
Fire Suppression Systems (Hangers/Dining Facilities)
Fire Protection at Fueling Stations
Non-Technical@ Pest Management (\{CCL( VOLAWN)
Niar FireStatry £5180 vald AFFF on Cedar Hrees (Wlice the

-
\—

3. Are any current buildings constructed with AFFF dispensing systems or fire suppression systems? \/ES
What are the AFFF/suppression system test requirements? What is the frequency of testing at the

AFFF/suppression systems?
AFFF ot £do4o
E409I

i

4. Are fire suppression systems currently charged witl AFFB'br have they been retrofitted for use of
high expansion foam? \ES

Keyne,y,b_e, a lealt at Fhe old ’Ffff’nf) Club (E4 D‘/D) whew a Hanid
t% CMenhad AFEE [eated sver a weetend, Drawned <he wmive tark

No annvat #st +o Check +ankd #hen , Hhey just Chected fav Sapetf,
Unaware ‘-'f)] mciden+ repivt do cumentahivy sy regovts. om Safe .@, ochact

5. How is AFFF procured? Do you have an inventory/procurement system that tracks use?

Wil gul'v‘//m;/ mﬁrma,ﬁ%q 76/ vs and if will be Sent-

o I (o) vt 595 ot

BE

latt
("1aq0s.

3
AN




PA Interview Questionnaire — Fire Station Facility: (de l—T’eLd
Interviewer:
Date/Time:

NG
6. What type of AFFF has been/is being used{(3% 6%) Mil Spec Mil-F-24385, High Expansion)?
Manufacturer (3M, Dupont,{AnsulJ National Foam, Angus,Chemguard) Buckeye, Fire Service Plus)?

7. 1Is AFFF formulated on base? If so, where is the solution mixed, contained, transferred, etc.?
Steved cn Clvnaste Contyalled vorns
Mived n+he Puek u)/ auratey o2 2le

8. Where is the AFFF stored? How is it stored (tanks, 55-gallon drums, 5-gallon buckets)? What
size are the storage tanks? Is the AFFF stored as a mixed solution (3% or 6%) or concentrated

f material? . ‘ BLYG.
{\2? éﬁ\sézfﬂpm@ AFFFE s Staved O Aberdees area L) G 2508

il " o v menvali addio, it fo 1]
e d o move|owt D Bldy n 5 9&{.(:»4 buckslo fov 7 adding

X.CLae @ WE smokey N oS ignatd M Duvb aveo. . HAlso Stived m ﬁ m TrailerS
hana 200 . ‘ : at A6 (A4

9. How is the AFFF transferred to emergency response vehicles, suppression systems, flightline
extinguishers? Is/was there a specified area on the facility where vehicles are filled with AFFF and
does this area have secondary containment in case of spills? How and where are vehicles storing
AFFF cleaned/decontaminated? -

p o

[Yieetd

10. Provide a list of vehicles that carried AFFF, now and in the past, and where are/were they located?

AFFF is en ate Fve Trucks m 2o 34&1”7 fanks m e ruckly
500%&,@00\45 at +he ARFF —/HrPav% ReScue Fve /:l_gk’/i\f\j

\

11. Any vehicles have a history of leaking AFFF? Do you/did you test the vehicles spray patterns to
make sure equipment is working properly? How often are/were these spray tests performed and can
you provide the locations of these tests, now and in the past?

NO
und AFFE af FTAg o Noble Eoad near hivce Stables

&bl Natnmo, Codd haww occwred o AP but did ned burn -
4 ) ! m anfield .

o5



PA Interview Questionnaire — Fire Station Facility: (2 de ARSF
Interviewer:

Date/Time:

12. How many FTAs are/were on this facility and where arethey? Locate on a map. How many FTAs
are active and inactive? For inactive FTAs, when was the last time that fire training using AFFF
was conducted at them?

e FTA on Noblebood Mmactve new
mas usad bepore 9105 wha he Stacted LLNM/@ at A

\5-47’,0,0(0/ Uicy n u»‘,éj 2000s L zeedre

 Coee K
13

Now Hhey wae UMD fve Rescure Tracone Side (MIFRYY @ Cluokey

13. What types of fuels/flammables were used at the FTAs?

Anyttne ,ﬂue,.ujqi-iu',n?

14. What was the frequency of AFFF use at each location? When a release of AFFF occurs during a fire
training exercise, now and in the past, how is/was the AFFF cleaned and disposed of? Were
retention ponds built to store discharged AFFF? Was the AFFF trickled to the sanitary sewer or
left in the pond to infiltrate?

up b ma a wat K h @ood weather

15. Are there mutual aid/use agreements between county, city, local fire department? Please list, even if

informal. If formalized, may we have a copy of the agreement? Can you recall specific times when city,

county, state personnel came on-post for training? If so, please state which state/county agency,
military entity? Do you have any records, including photographs to share with us?

LeSice

MD rév_e,fradqmcj Insititud —moved 7410('//?1// f Cluge 13 LawdecTd

16. Did individual units come on-post with their own safety personnel, did they also bring their own AFFF?

Was training with AFFF part of these exercises? How were emergencies handled under these
circumstances?




PA Interview Questionnaire — Fire Station Facility: 1
Interviewer:
Date/Time:

17. Did military routinely or occasionally fire train off-post? List units that you can recall used/trained at (
various areas.
No

18. Are there specific emergency response incident reports (i.e., aircraft or vehicle crash sites and fires)? If
so, may we please copy these reports? Who (entity) was the responder?

No crashe$
Wau{,)m} Never pCcured oy rvnweay, ad (1t wad cl!&(’mm.g;c

T hawt %/rw s1 close o ECBC [@bfyméme/j

o

19. Do you have records of fuel spill logs? Was it common practice to wash away fuel spills with
AFFF? Is/was AFFF used as a precaution in response to fuel releases or emergency runway
landings to prevent fires?

Mo ) OCCéLoD)'Ma,{A/ AFFFE wad {S/Za(/go/ v Smatd
LMC Joi! spills  Dut i+ was sf commm ﬁmchce, ads oy bent-

ad'l o booms wen wid

20. Was AFFF used for forest fires or fire management on-post/off-post? If so, please describe what \
happened and who was involved? Ao wdedf 75\ ﬁwu—f fves bud wag waed o PoSt

wa 'h’amm &y avsese adf Fhe CASY  \acd (Chemicee ch,,.;, demjz ycud)
(n the Bush Ber Arece . The Fanme) qgecise assuned 10-1Z vicdrms
the CASY . They windd Spray foam Fo suppread Pofential chemical agpal vapgivg.
D5 year Pediod i Hhe 1990 . Each tpercts wold ke afprox 2-3 hiwrS . conhavous ¢gPlicatn

vy

21. Can you provide any other locations where AFFF has been stored, released, or used (i.e. hangars, AFErE
buildings, fire stations, firefighting equipment testing and maintenance areas, emergency response '
sites, storm water/surface water, waste water treatment plants, and AFFF ponds)?

See QHE




PA Interview Questionnaire — Fire Station Facility:

Interviewer:

Date/Time:

22. Are you aware of any other creative uses of AFFF? If so, how was AFFF used? What entities were
involved?

See Q#7 $queclm cedar HeeS

23. How is off-spec AFFF disposed (used for training, turned in, or given to a local Fire Station)? If
applicable, do you know the name of the vendor that removes off-spec AFFF? Do you have copies of
the manifest or B/L?

24. Do you recommend anyone else we can interview? If so, do you have contact information for them?

B st -septy retied




detde AASE - APG

PA Interview Questionnaire - Other Facility:

Interviewer:
Date/Time:

Can your name/role be used in the PA Report? Y or N

Interviewee: _MI

Title:
Phone Number

Can you recommend anyone we can interview?
Y ot N/

Email:

Roles or activities with the Facility/Years working at the Facility:

%4 i JC?'I” { AV : = ) v

~+that o praniously sned bu ;%J@ fel;mmshed SMar 2010
“The Na+) Cast ﬁea/vmc Tranmo /wn\lr/ /NEKT/‘) Q;eanm 3

1S Incaded 9256 [eudberick (,l/epii fwd ) Eda/uinad Area_Gun,

PFAS Use: Identify accidental/intentional release locations, time frame of release, frequency of releases,
storage container size (maintenance, fire training, firefighting, buildings with suppression systems (as
builts), fueling stations, crash sites, pest management, recreational, dining facilities, metals plating, or
waterproofing). How are materials ordered/purchased/disposed/shared with others?

Known Uses
0 M F reda qre  uded et :Se
' rocurement
=it Marrj lend_ve and Rescue [nstitude (M Félj\ —
isposition
Storage (Mixed)

%/!:ﬂff cn uDe @ JZ0Il vl use ader

Storage (Solution)

Pl 1 .
| dawnima, oCcurved at Philligs

/‘h\fﬁ(’/r\/ (AQ{”; (JEL] Jﬁ'f_&l.\ Inventory, Off-Spec

Containment

” 'ﬁsﬁlwf‘) y SOP on Filling
rnea Fthait SUe (1) 7‘3\( reSiduwnad
1% " Leaking Vehicles
QAim 0mrbm+§ 94) L.LM V719 V/a%)

Nozzle and Suppression
(‘5 2i I) System Testing

Dining Facilities

Vehicle Washing

Ramp Washing

Fuel Spill Washing and
Fueling Stations

Chrome Plating or
Waterproofing

yMD
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o - ..
3 @ , 0\<‘Wf Visual Site Inspéction Checklist

3lN es(s) of people performing VSI: {

Recorded by: —|
‘/\60 089\,/%{%#—_ e A‘B_NG Contacts J
|1 - E‘Q{OA (o] ate and Time}
M thod of visit (walking, dri ng, adjacent):
WBrce/Reledse Information Lo
Site Name / Area ‘Name / Unique ID: B’dO{ 4’0 L/‘D 400 W GLM Aszf
2 /ALZ)M lﬂx;,Qe M

Site / Area Acreage:

Historic Site Use (Brief Description):

Current Site Use (Brief Description):

Physical barriers or access restrictions:

1. Was PFAS used (or spilled) at the site/area?

1a. If yes, document how PFAS was used and usage time (e.g., fire fighting training 2001 to 2014):

; 9/ 2, Has usage been dﬂme@ﬁl”_—/\ | Y/N |
U P

2a. If yes, keep a|record (place electronic files on a disk):
(00 s Convcendhado QDO%G’Q'M

R 3. Jat types of businesses are located 1 ear the site? Industrial / Commercial / Plating / Waterproofing / Residential
' 3a. Indicate what usinesses are located near the site

(@bjﬁ(\(‘}l 4.1p *hlS site located at an anrport/ﬂnghthr&e" l Y/N |

4a. If yes, provide 4 description of the airport/flightline tenants:

)

W-C(oﬁ;hai*/\

Gy,
Sty
- et
T 0 @ N (
D
ooy 0 o -
e

Pagelof4



— e

Consho C'/F Soid Visual Survey Inspection Log
ﬂDﬂQM waney, A998

Other Significant Site Features:

( 1. Does the facility have a fire suppression system?

CJ’DV"P 1a. If yes, indicate which type of AFFF has been used:

bpre
steard
P ide

1b. If yes, describe maintenance schedule/leaks:

T
NAAN UL
V24

1c. If yes, how often is the AFFF replaced:

1d. If yes, does the facility have floor drains and where do they lead? Can we obtain an as built drawing?

Transport / Pathway Information

Migration Potential:

1. Does site/area drainage flow off installation? Y/N
1a. If so, note observation and location:

2. Is there channelized flow within the site/area?

Y/N
2a. If so, please note observation and location:
3. Arc monitoring or drinking water wells located near the site? Y/N
3a. If so, please note the location:
Y/N

4. Are surface water intakes located near the site?

4a. If so, please note the location:

5. Can wind dispersion information be obtained? | Y/N |
3a. If so, please note and observe the location.

6. Does an adjacent non-ARNG PFAS source exist? | Y/N |
6a. If so, please note the source and location.

6b. Will off-site reconnaissance be conducted? Y/N

Page 2 of 4



Visual Survey Inspection Log

Significant Topographical Features:

1. Has the infrastructure changed at the site/area?

la. If so, please describe change (ex. Structures no longer exist):

2. Is the site/area vegetated? | Y/N I

2a. If not vegetated, briefly describe the site/area composition:

3. Does the site or area exhibit evidence of erosion? | Y/N l
3a. If yes, describe the location and extent of the erosion:

4. Does the site/area exhibit any areas of ponding or standing water? Y/N
4a. If yes, describe the location and extent of the ponding:

Receptor Information

1. Is access to the site restricted?

la. If so, please note to what extent:

Site Workers / Construction Workers / Trespassers / Residential / Recreational
2. Who can access the site? Users / Ecological

2a. Circle all that apply, note any not covered above:

3. Are residential areas located near the site? Y/N

3a. If so, please note the location/distance:

4. Are any schools/day care centers located near the site? Y/N

4a. If so, please note the location/distance/type:

5. Are any wetlands located near the site? Y/N
5a. If so, please note the location/distance/type:

Page 3 of 4



Additional Notes

Visual Survey Inspection Log

Photographic Log

Photo ID/Name

Date & Location

Photograph Description

Page 4 of 4



f =
R @@ M@m@vbo &oli) concede £loovs
Choth-Joned 14705
Yone. T

e\"QQLB .

\ ames(s) of people performing VSI: l %&l """ldo’f
Recorded by:

Q“ ad ARNG Contact:

Date and Time:

Visual Site Inspectlon Checklist

Method of visit (walking, driving, adjacent):

Source/Release Information

Site Name / Area Name / Unique ID:

Site / Area Acreage:

Historic Site Use (Brief Description):

Current Site Use (Brief Description):

Physical barriers or access restrictions:

1. Was PFAS used (or spilled) at the site/area?

la. If yes, document how PFAS was used and usage time (e.g., fire fighting training 2001 to 2014):

2. Has usage been documented? | Y/N |
2a. If yes, keep a record (place electronic files on a disk):

3. What types of businesses are located near the site? Industrial / Commercial / Plating / Waterproofing / Residential
3a. Indicate what businesses are located near the site

4. Is this site located at an airport/flightline? | Y/N I

4a. If yes, provide a description of the airport/flightline tenants:
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Visual Survey Inspection Log

Other Significant Site Features:

1. Does the facility have a fire suppression system?

1a. If yes, indicate which type of AFFF has been used:

1b. If yes, describe maintenance schedule/leaks:

Ic. If yes, how often is the AFFF replaced:

1d. If yes, does the facility have floor drains and where do they lead? Can we obtain an as built drawing?

Transport / Pathway Information

Migration Potential:
1. Does site/area drainage flow off installation? Y/N

la. If so, note observation and location:

2. Is there channelized flow within the site/area? Y/N

2a. If so. please note observation and location:

3. Arc monitoring or drinking water wells located near the site? Y/N
3a. If so, please note the location:

4. Are surface water intakes located near the site? Y/N
4a. If so, please note the location:

5. Can wind dispersion information be obtained? | Y/N I
5a. If so, please note and observe the location.

6. Does an adjacent non-ARNG PFAS source exist? | Y/N |
6a. If so, please note the source and location.

6b. Will off-site reconnaissance be conducted? Y/N
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Visual Survey Inspection Log

Significant Topographical Features:

1. Has the infrastructure changed at the site/area?

la. If so, please describe change (ex. Structures no longer exist):

2. Is the site/area vegetated? | Y/N I

2a. If not vegetated, briefly describe the site/area composition:

3. Does the site or area exhibit evidence of erosion? | Y/N I
3a. If yes, describe the location and extent of the erosion:

4. Does the site/area exhibit any areas of ponding or standing water? Y/N

4a. If yes, describe the location and extent of the ponding;:

Receptor Information

I. Is access to the site restricted?

la. If so, please note to what extent:

Site Workers / Construction Workers / Trespassers / Residential / Recreational
2. Who can access the site? Users / Ecological

2a. Circle all that apply, note any not covered above:

3. Are residential areas located near the site? Y/N

3a. If so, please note the location/distance:

4. Are any schools/day care centers located near the site? Y/N

4a. If so, please note the location/distance/type:

5. Are any wetlands located near the site? Y/N

5a. If so, please note the location/distance/type:
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Additional Notes

Visual Survey Inspection Log

Photographic Log

Photo ID/Name

Date & Location

Photograph Description
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Preliminary Assessment — Conceptual Site Model Information

Site Name: Weide AASF

Why has this location been identified as a site?

Interviews indicated AFFF used at two hangar areas (annual testing of fire suppression system in the late

1970s, AFFF tank leak, pipe leaks, AFFF use on helipad tarmac in 1970s)

Are there any other activities nearby that could also impact this location?

Yes, the site is surrounded by Aberdeen Proving Ground where there are multiple landfills, an off-site fire

training area, and the G-street Salvage Yard (PFAS detected in groundwater) and the Chemical Agent

Storage Yard where AFFF was used for training exercises for chemical gas vapor suppression

Training Events

Have any training events with AFFF occurred at this site? — Yes, interviewee identified AFFF at the
heliport tarmac

If so, how often? — several occasions in the 1970s

How much material was used? Is it documented? — Unknown, not documented

Identify Potential Pathways: Do we have enough information to fully understand over land surface
water flow, groundwater flow, and geological formations on and around the facility? Any direct
pathways to larger water bodies?

Surface Water:

Surface water flow direction? Surface water on the east of facility drains to the Bush River, and surface
water on the west drains to the Gunpowder River. Both rivers drain to the Chesapeake Bay

Average rainfall? 44 inches rain annually — 18 inches snow

Any flooding during rainy season? No, localized ponding during snow melt due to permafrost

Direct or indirect pathway to ditches? none

Direct or indirect pathway to larger bodies of water? Infiltration to groundwater, shallow groundwater
flows towards nearest surface water features (i.e., Bush River and Gunpowder River)

Does surface water pond any place on site? No

Any impoundment areas or retention ponds? Yes, catch basins transfer stormwater to retention ponds
located on either side of the E4081hangar.

Any NPDES location points near the site? unknown

How does surface water drain on and around the flight line? Storm water drains off of runways and
infiltrates into soil surrounding.
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Preliminary Assessment — Conceptual Site Model Information

Groundwater:

Groundwater flow direction? South to southwest

Depth to groundwater? Average depth to groundwater generally ranges from 10-20 feet bgs.

Uses (agricultural, drinking water, irrigation)?

Any groundwater treatment systems? Yes, on APG not on Weide AASF

Any groundwater monitoring well locations near the site? Yes, APG groundwater is heavily studied under
Installation Restoration Program

Is groundwater used for drinking water? No, Van Bibber Water Treatment Plant receives water from
Winters Run (6 miles north of Weide Field)

Avre there drinking water supply wells on installation? No

Do they serve off-post populations? No

Are there off-post drinking water wells downgradient? No

Waste Water Treatment Plant:

Has the installation ever had a WWTP, past or present? Yes southeast of Weide Field

If so, do we understand the process and which water is/was treated at the plant? unknown

Do we understand the fate of sludge waste? unknown

Is surface water from potential contaminated sites treated? unknown

Equipment Rinse Water
1. Is firefighting equipment washed? Where does the rinse water go?

unknown

2. Are nozzles tested? How often are nozzles tested? Where are nozzles tested? Are nozzles cleaned after
use? Where does the rinse water flow after cleaning nozzles?

unknown

3. Other?
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Preliminary Assessment — Conceptual Site Model Information

Identify Potential Receptors:

Site Worker

Construction Worker

Trespasser

Residential
Child

_Ecological

Note what is located near by the site (e.g. daycare, schools, hospitals, churches, agricultural, livestock)?
Weide AASF is surrounded on all sides by military use (Aberdeen Proving Ground-Edgewood Area).

Documentation

Ask for Engineering drawings (if applicable). Engineering drawings of E4081 expansion obtained

Has there been a reconstruction or changes to the drainage system? When did that occur?
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Preliminary Assessment Report

Weide AASF

Perfluorooctane-Sulfonic Acid (PFOS) and
Perfluorooctanoic Acid (PFOA) Impacted Sites
ARNG Installations, Nationwide

APPENDIX C — Photographic Log

Army National Guard, Preliminary

Assessment for PFAS Weide Army Heliport Gunpowder, Maryland

Photograph No. 1

Description:

A 400-gallon tank containing
concentrated AFFF within
Building E4040.

Photograph No. 2

Description:

Floor drains located along the
inside perimeter of the hangar 1
at Building E4040. Floor e
drains are located throughout L =
the inside of the hangar as =

well as outside the bay doors. .

Floor drains within Weide
AASF are part of closed
system; however, interviewees
could not confirm the final
destination of  wastewater
collected within the floor
drains of the hangars.
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Preliminary Assessment Report

Weide AASF

Perfluorooctane-Sulfonic Acid (PFOS) and
Perfluorooctanoic Acid (PFOA) Impacted Sites
ARNG Installations, Nationwide

APPENDIX C — Photographic Log

Army National Guard, Preliminary
Assessment for PFAS

Weide AASF

Gunpowder, Maryland

Photograph No. 3

Description:

Looking southwest. Closed
bay doors located outside of
Building E4040.

Photograph No. 4

Description:

Looking south. Closed bay
doors from Building E4040
directly to the right. Arrow in
picture indicates location of
Building E4081, the other
hangar within Weide Army
Heliport.
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Preliminary Assessment Report

Weide AASF

Perfluorooctane-Sulfonic Acid (PFOS) and
Perfluorooctanoic Acid (PFOA) Impacted Sites
ARNG Installations, Nationwide

APPENDIX C — Photographic Log

Army National Guard, Preliminary
Assessment for PFAS

Weide AASF

Gunpowder, Maryland

Photograph No. 5

Description:

Just inside bay doors of
Building E4081. Floor drains
located along the inside
perimeter of the hangar at
Building E4081. Floor drains
are located throughout the
inside of the hangar as well as
outside the bay doors. Any
stormwater within the
perimeter of the Weide AASF
is captured in catch basins that
are then transferred to
stormwater retention ponds
located on either side of the
hangar located at Building
E4081. Floor drains within
Weide AASF are part of
closed system;  however,
interviewees could not
confirm the final destination
of wastewater collected within
the floor drains of the hangars.

Photograph No. 6

Description:

Fire suppression system
within Building E4081.
Interconnected pipes in the
ceiling contain concentrated
AFFF which originates from a
900-gallon holding tank in a
climate controlled room.
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Preliminary Assessment Report

Weide AASF

Perfluorooctane-Sulfonic Acid (PFOS) and
Perfluorooctanoic Acid (PFOA) Impacted Sites
ARNG Installations, Nationwide

APPENDIX C — Photographic Log

Army National Guard, Preliminary
Assessment for PFAS

Weide AASF

Gunpowder, Maryland

Photograph No. 7

Description:

Fire Tanks (tall maroon tanks)
and fuel tanks outside E4081.

Photograph No. 8

Description:

900-gallon holding tank
containing 3% concentrated
AFFF inside of a climate
controlled room within
Building E4081.

il
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Preliminary Assessment Report

Weide AASF

Perfluorooctane-Sulfonic Acid (PFOS) and
Perfluorooctanoic Acid (PFOA) Impacted Sites
ARNG Installations, Nationwide

APPENDIX C — Photographic Log

Army National Guard, Preliminary
Assessment for PFAS

Weide AASF

Gunpowder, Maryland

Photograph No. 9

Description:

Looking south at location of prior
Fire Training Area where two
buildings were used at least once a
week for fire training when the
weather was good. Both buildings
and their foundations were
removed. Buildings are seen on
2006 aerial photographs; however,
they are not seen on the 2013
aerial. Therefore, exact date of
removal is unknown.

Photograph No. 10

Description:

Looking south at location of prior
Fire Training Area where two
buildings were used at least once a
week for fire training when the
weather was good. Both buildings
and their foundations were
removed. Buildings are seen on
2006 aerial photographs; however,
they are not seen on the 2013
aerial. Therefore, exact date of
removal is unknown.

AECOM
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