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PDO Area Five-Year Review

\EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The first five-year review of the Letterkenny Army Depot (LEAD) Property Disposal Office
Area (PDO) in Chambersburg, Pennsylvania was completed in December 2006. This first review
was conducted between May 2004 and December 2006 in accordance with the US
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) guidance document titled Comprehensive Five-Year
Review Guidance, dated June 2001 (EPA, 2001), This report documents the results of the five-
year review. The trigger for the five-year reviews was initially based on the implementation of
the remedial action for the Phase I Parcel Record of Decision (ROD) for the Phase I Parcels as
per the Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) program (portion of PDO OU 6). This report
focuses on the Phase I BRAC property transfer.

The final remedy for the PDO OU 6 Phase I Parcels included land use controls for the Phase I
soils and an interim remedy for the underlying groundwater. The trigger for the five-year review
was the Phase I ROD signature dale, September 30, 1998. Accordingly, the next five-year review
will be completed five years after the signing of this five-year review,

The remedy for PDO OU 6, Phase I BRAC parcels was land use controls to prevent contact with
groundwater that is contaminated with volatile organic compounds (VOCs) and to prevent
exposure to soil under a residential scenario in certain areas by ensuring that the land use remains
commercial/industrial. Two minor deficiencies were noted: 1.) Deeds of dedication for the
Phase II road parcels do not reference land use restrictions as required by the Phase II ROD. 2.)
The BRAC Environmental Coordinator (BEC) has been signing annual Land Use Control
inspection reports instead of the Letterkenny Army Depot Commander. These deficiencies do
not currently affect the protectiveness of the remedy under current conditions. These
deficiencies will be addressed by 1 .) Deeds of correction for the road parcels will be recorded at
the Franklin County Courthouse and 2,) Amend the LUCAP MOA to change the signatory of the
annual inspection reports from the Letterkenny Commander to the Letterkenny BEC.

Overall, the remedy is functioning as designed, and is being operated and maintained in an
appropriate manner. The land use controls are implemented and verified by means of the
following: a Land Use Control Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) between among the Army
EPA, PADEP and Letterkenny Industrial Development Authority (LIDA) (owners/overseers of
the land/business park); deed restrictions; zoning restrictions; the Cumberland Valley Business
Park (CVBP) Declaration of Covenants, Conditions and Restrictions; a health and safety plan
implemented by LIDA; and annual inspections, notifications and status reports by the Army.
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PDOArea Five-Year Review
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PDO Area Five-Year Review

FIVE YEAR REVIEW SUMMARY REPORT

Deficiencies:

Two minor deficiencies were noted:

• Deeds .of dedication for the Phase II road parcels do not reference land use restrictions as required by the
Phase II ROD (associated with part of PDO OU 6).

• The BRAC Environmental Coordinator (BEC) has been signing annual Land Use Control inspection
reports instead of the Letterkenny Army Depot Commander (associated with parts of PDO OU 6).

These deficiencies do not currently affect the protect!veness of the remedy under current conditions; however,
future protectiveness may be affected if controls are not implemented.

Recommendations and Follow-up Actions:

• Deeds of correction for the road parcels will be recorded at the Franklin County Courthouse

• The LUCAP MOA will be amended to change the signatory of the annual inspection reports from the
Letterkenny Commander to the Letterkenny BEC.

Protectiveness Statement(s):

The remedy for PDO OU I and PDO OU 3 was no further action and is therefore considered protective of human
health and the environment. The remedy for portions of PDO OU 6 (Phase I and II BRAC parcels) (institutional
controls) have been selected and are considered protective of human health and the environment. A no further
action decision was implemented in the ROD for the Phase HI BRAC parcels, which included all of PDO OU 1
(Southern Martinsburg Shale Region [SMSR] groundwater) and also included another portion of PDO OU 6. The
remedies for the following PDO OUs have not been selected at this time:

PDO OU 2 (PDO Area Groundwaler and Surface Water)

PDO OU 4 (Soil, Sediment and Groundwater Associated with the Oil Burn Pit [OBP])

PDO OU 5 (Rocky Spring Drainage System Area)

PDO OU 6 (BRAC Waste Sites) (note remedies for portions of mis OU have been selected)

Other Comments:

An additional deficiency was first noted during beginning of the 5-year review. The notification letter and map
identifying the Institutional Controls had not been finalized. Since identifying the deficiency, the notification letter
has been finalized and was subsequently delivered to LIDA in mid-June 2006. This deficiency was resolved prior
to completion of the 5-Year review process.

ill
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PDO Area Five-Year Review

1. INTRODUCTION

The United States (U.S.) Army, with review and input from the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (U.S. EPA) and the Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection (PADEP) has
conducted a five-year (statutory) review of the remedial actions implemented at the Phase I
Parcels, (PDO OU 6) Property Disposal Office Area, and the interim groundwater actions at
PDO OU's 2 and 4, Letterkenny Army Depot (LEAD), Franklin County, Pennsylvania. The
review was conducted from 27 May 2004 to 11 December 2006.

The purpose of five-year reviews is to determine whether the remedy at a site is protective of
human health and the environment. The methods, findings, and conclusions of reviews are
documented in five-year review reports. In addition, five-year review reports identify
deficiencies found during the review, if any, and recommendations to address them. The lead
agency (U.S. Army) must implement five-year reviews consistent with the Comprehensive
Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) and the National Oil and
Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan (NCP). CERCLA 121(c), as amended states:

If the President selects a remedial action that results in any hazardous substances,
pollutants, or contaminants remaining at the site, the President shall review such
remedial action no less often than each five years after the initiation of such remedial
action to assure that human health and the environment are being protected by the
remedial action being implemented.

The NCP part 300.430(f)(4X") of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) states:

// a remedial action is selected that results in hazardous substances, pollutants, or
contaminants remaining at the site above levels that allow for unlimited use and
unrestricted exposure, the lead agency shall review such action no less often than every
five years after the initiation of the selected remedial action.

In addition, if upon such review it is the judgment of the President that action is appropriate at such site
in accordance with CERCLA §104 or §106, the President shall take or require such action. The President
shall report to the Congress a list of facilities for which such review is required, the results of all such
reviews, and any actions taken as a result of such reviews.

There are seven OUs established for the PDO Area NPL Site. This is the first five-year review
for the Letterkenny Army Depot, Property Disposal Office Area. The triggering action for this
statutory review is the remedial action start date for the Phase I Parcels, as shown in U.S. EPA's
CERCLISS/WasteLAN database: 30 September 1998. Specifically, this five-year review is being
activated by the continuing presence of contaminants at the site above levels that allow for
unlimited and unrestricted use. In addition, this five-year review discusses the status of the
remaining 6 OUs.

The following is a brief discussion and current status of each OU.

1-1
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PDO Area Five-Year Review

PDO OU 1 - SOURCE AREA SOILS

Two locations were identified as sources of soil contamination within PDO OU 1: The Defense
Reutilization and Marketing Office (DRMO) Drum Area Revetments and the Oil Burn Pit
(OBP). DRMO used the Drum Area Revetments for storing drummed wastes. The OBP was
used as a fire training area during the 1970's and 1980's. Oils and chlorinated solvents were
dumped into the OBP and set on fire as part of fire training exercises by the Letterkenny Fire
Department.

A Remedial Investigation (RI) was conducted in the 1980's that concluded that the OBP and the
DRMO Drum Area Revetments were the major sources of the VOC groundwater contamination
but the soils were no longer an active source of contamination (ESE, 1987). Based on the
findings of the RI a No Action Record of Decision (ROD) for the OBP and the DRMO Drum
Area revetment was signed in 1991. The ROD stated that the OBP and the DRMO Drum
Revetments were the major sources that had caused the VOC groundwater contamination in the
PDO area. The ROD also stated that the VOCs had migrated from the soils into the underlying
bedrock. Therefore no soil remediation was necessary at the OBP and the DRMO Drum
Revetments.

In 1995 Letterkenny was backfilling the OBP when black sludge-like material was noted oozing
from beneath the fill material. The sludge was sampled and discovered to contain high levels of
VOC's. Later that year 3 soil borings were completed within the OBP. The results showed the
soil to be contaminated with 1,1,1 - trichloroethane (TCA). Other VOC's detected included 1,1-
dichloroethane, tetrachloroethene, trichloroethylene, and benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, xylene
(BTEX). As a result of this discovery, Letterkenny created a new OU - PDO OU 4 to
administratively manage any future investigations at the OBP. The No Action ROD still applies
to the DRMO Drum Area Revetments.

PDO OU 2 - PDO AREA GROUNDWATER AND SURFACE WATER

PDO OU 2 consists of VOC-contaminated groundwater (on and off-post) and surface water in
the PDO Area. The PDO groundwater becomes surface water at the Rocky Spring. The primary
sources of the VOC contaminated groundwater are the DRMO Drum Storage Revetments and
the Oil Burn Pit (OBP). The OBP is topographically the most upgradient point within the PDO
Area. Due to feasibility issues, it has been decided to address groundwater issues at the Spring
House, since it is the primary discharge point, rather than attempt to treat at multiple upgradient
sources. Currently the exit strategy is to continue the groundwater remedial investigation at the
OBP. If the results show that the groundwater downgradient of the DRMO Drum Revetments is
not impacted by the OBP groundwater then the Army will move toward completing the
feasibility study, proposed plan, and ROD documents for PDO OU 2.

PDO OU 3 - MERCURY DETECTIONS IN ROCKY SPRING LAKE

PDO OU 3 addressed the sporadic detections of mercury in the Rocky Spring Lake. Suspected
sources for the mercury were the Deactivation Furnace and the storage area behind Building
1467. During two sampling events in 1991, mercury was detected in the lake. However follow-
on studies in 1992-94 did not detect mercury (above regional background) in the lake.

1-2
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PDO Area Five-Year Review

The RI for PDO OU 3 was finalized in August 1996. The RI concluded that the 1991 mercury
detections were due to drought conditions, causing enhanced hioaccumulation of mercury and
subsequent release during algal die-off. This caused a short-term release of mercury into the
lake. A No Further Action Decision Document was finalized in February 2000 and that
decision is still applicable.

PDO OU 4 - SOIL, SEDIMENT AND GROUNDWATER ASSOCIATED WITH THE
OIL BURN PIT

PDO OU 4 consists of the VOC contaminated groundwater, sediments and soils associated with
the Oil Burn Pit (OBP). The OBP was a bare soil pit used for fire training exercises in the
1970's and 80's. Oils and solvents were dumped into the OBP and then set on fire as part of fire
training exercises by the Letterkenny Fire Department. The OBP was determined not to be an
active source of groundwater contamination and a No Action ROD for PDO OU 1 was signed in
1991.

In 1995 Letterkenny was backfilling the OBP when black sludge-like material was noted oozing
from beneath the fill material. Subsequent soil samples were contaminated with 1,1,1 -
trichloroethane (TCA), 1,4-dioxane, 1,1-dichloroethane, tetrachloroethene, trichloroethylene, and
benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, xylene (BTEX) and other VOC's. These results showed that the
OBP was still an active source of groundwater contamination.

As a result of the discovered soil contamination Letterkenny created a new OU - PDO OU 4 to
administratively manage the soil, sediment, and groundwater contamination associated with the
Oil Bum Pit. Currently PDO OU 4 is in the RI phase with groundwater sampling and dye studies
planned through 2007. Once the RI and risk assessment are completed a remedy will be selected
based on the completion of the feasibility study and documented in a ROD.

PDO OU 5 - ROCKY SPRING DRAINAGE SYSTEM AREA

PDO OU 5 comprises the Rocky Spring Drainage Area. Contaminants of concern include PCB's
and pesticides. In 1995 during the removal of sediments from the Rocky Spring Springhouse it
was discovered that the sediments contained elevated levels of PCB's. Based on these findings
sediment traps were then installed in the Springhouse to assess the sediments that continued to
accumulate at Rocky Spring and subsequently discharge to Rocky Spring Lake. The results of
the sediment trap sampling showed that PCB sediments were continuing to discharge from
Rocky Spring and flow into Rocky Spring Lake.

Based on the PCB sediment results, an RI was undertaken to determine the source and extent of
PCB contamination within the Rocky Spring Drainage System Area. The RI determined that the
DRMO Scrapyard (and some of its downgradient sediments) is the source of the PCB sediments
discharging from Rocky Spring,

Based on the results of the RI the Army decided to perform a time-critical removal action to
remove the source of the PCB's to the Rocky Spring System. Concrete and soil were excavated
and disposed of as hazardous waste within the boundary of the DRMO Scrapyard. In addition
soil/sediment was removed from the stormwater drainageway that drains the DRMO Scrapyard.

1-3
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Currently PDO OU 5 is in the RI phase and the RI/RA report is under regulatory review and
comment.

PDO OU 6 - BRAC WASTE SITES

The PDO OU 6 area is composed of potential waste sites identified in the lo-be-excessed portion
of the PDO Area. PDO OU 6 is being investigated under the BRAC investigation program.
There are approximately 15 sites that fall administratively under PDO OU 6. Additional
information, including a location map, is provided in Section 3. Currently the sites are in the
remedial investigation/ screening level risk assessment phase. These sites are tentatively planned
to be transferred under the Phase VI Parcel transfer.

PDO OU 7 - SOUTHERN MARTINSBURG SHALE REGION (SMSR)

The Southern Martinsburg Shale Region (SMSR) is a region at LEAD that contains an area of
shale bedrock surrounded by downgradient limestone bedrock. This shale bedrock is generally
more resistant to weathering than the surrounding limestone formations and therefore, forms the
"highland" or elevated ridge areas in the area of the Phase III parcels. Based on the geologic and
topographic upgradient setting and the lack of industrial activities within the SMSR it was
thought that the SMSR could be unaffected by the known and potential VOC sources located
downgradient of the SMSR. Therefore a groundwater investigation was initiated in 1999 to
prove that the SMSR was not impacted by any previous industrial activities at Letterkenny.
Four rounds of groundwater sampling were conducted in late 1999 through 2000 and then in
2002. Results of the sampling showed that there is no VOC groundwater contamination in the
SMSR. Based on the finding of no VOC impacted groundwater the SMSR was redefined as
PDO OU 7 and subsequently became the basis for the Phase III property transfer that was
completed in January 2004.

1-4
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2. SITE CHRONOLOGY

Table 1 lists the chronology of events for the Property Disposal Office Area site.

Table 1 Chronology of Site Events

Event

Initial Discovery

Pre-NPL Responses

NPL Listing

Federal Interagency Agreement

RJ7FS Complete

Record of Decision (ROD) Signature

Remedial Action Start

Remedial Action Complete

Removal Actions

*

Date

1 978

Preliminary Assessment , January 1980LKD.RT-
O l l

Remedial Investigation, September 1 987
LKD.RT-015

22 March 1989

3 February 1989

April 1998 (OU 6, Phases I and II), 2003 (OU 6
and OU 7, Phase HI)

OU 6: 29 September 1998 (Phase I Parcels)
LKD.RT-147

OU 6: July 2001 (Phase H Parcels) LKD.RT-190

OU 6 and OU 7: August 2003 (Phase III Parcels)
LKD.RT-239

29 September 1998 (Phase I Parcels)

July 2001 (Phase D Parcels)

Ongoing

PCB Sediments (PDO OU 5 - 2000, 2002)
OVSA Soils (PDO OU 6 - 2000)
OBP Soils (PDO OU 4 - 1997, 1999)

Old PDO Scrapyard Soils (PDO OU 6 - 2004,
2005)

MKOir\FSFED01\14W\LEAD\5-YEAR-PDO\FINAL\TH XT\PDO5YRRPT_SQ2.DOC 2-1 1.WD7
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3. SITE BACKGROUND

LEAD is located (Figure 1) on the Western side of the Cumberland Valley, in the central part of
Franklin County, 5 miles North of Chambersburg, PA. The Depot fronts on Pennsylvania State
Highway 997. Chambersburg is the largest town in Franklin County and is the county seat, with
17,862 inhabitants. Surrounding population centers with populations greater than 9,000 include
Greene Township (12,284), Guilford Township (13,100), Waynesboro (9,614), and Antrim
Township (12,504). LEAD is located within three townships: Greene, Letterkenny, and
Hamilton.

LEAD was established in 1942 as an ammunition storage facility. In subsequent years the
following missions were added:

• Reserve storage and export, advance storage of parts, tools, supplies, and equipment
for combat vehicles, artillery, small munitions, and vehicle fire control equipment
(1943).

• Receipt and storage of hardware, heavy-duty trucks, and parts (1944).

• Establishment of transport and combat vehicle shops and expansion of the
maintenance program (1947).

• Establishment of a rebuild system for guided missile ground control, launching, and
handling equipment; missile propellant systems; and internal guidance systems
(1954).

• Assignment of the special weapons mission (1958).

• Designation of the Depot as the Eastern Equipment Assembly Area (1959). This
mission gave the Depot responsibility for the handling and shipment of equipment for
guided missile and special weapons units to overseas locations.

• Acceptance and destruction of U.S. Air Force (USAF) missile fuel (1961).

• Letterkenny Ordnance Depot was renamed the Letterkenny Army Depot (1962).

• Disposal of explosive ordnance from the Army as well as from state and local police
(1964).

• Rebuilding artillery recoil mechanisms and maintenance and storage of USAF
missiles (1966).

• Receipt, storage, and dispersal of batteries and tires to Army units (1972).

• Operation of a washout facility to reclaim explosives from munitions (1973).
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Many of these missions/activities involved the use and/or disposal of chlorinated solvents,
primarily trichloroethene (TCE) and 1,1,1 -trichloroethane (TCA), along with petroleum
hydrocarbons and other solvents.

During the 1970s and 1980s, LEAD undertook several construction and modernization projects.
New facilities, including a Care and Preservation Building, chrome plating facility, and
radiographic inspection facility, were constructed. Several large modernization projects were
completed, including the Automated Storage and Retrieval System-Plus, which provides state-of-
the-art support to maintenance operations. During the cold war years, new missions in the
maintenance of weapon systems-particularly Hawk, Patriot, and Paladin -were added.

As a result of the 1995 Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) Commission's recommendation,
LEAD'S mission was to be realigned by transferring the towed and self-propelled howitzer
mission to Anniston Army Depot and by transitioning missile guidance and control to
Tobyhanna Army Depot. As a result of this realignment, property at LEAD will be excessed
(turned over to the local community for reuse).

Current or past operations conducted at LEAD involved cleaning, stripping, plating, lubrication,
demolition, chemical/petroleum transfer/storage, and washout/deactivation of ammunition. Most
of the above operations were accomplished using trichloroethene (TCE), other chlorinated
solvents, and petroleum distillates.

In July 1987, the Southeastern Area (SE) of LEAD was listed on the NPL with a Hazard Ranking
Score (MRS) of 34.21. On March 1989, the Property Disposal Office (PDO) Area of LEAD was
placed on the National Priorities List (NPL); the HRS Score was 37.51. The locations of the SE
and PDO Areas at LEAD are shown in Figure 2. Major Tenant activity on Depot includes the
Defense Reutilization Marketing Office (DRMO) and the Letterkenny Munitions Center
(LEMC).

On 3 February 1989, the U.S. Army, EPA, and Pennsylvania Department of Environmental
Resources (PADER) [pertaining to RCRA and Clean Streams Law issues] signed a Federal
Facility Interagency Agreement (IAG). The LAG established the framework for the CERCLA
response actions at LEAD and required the review of all documents concerning the investigation
of environmental contamination at LEAD produced prior to the IAG. PADER has since changed
its name to the Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection (PADEP).

3.1 DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPERTY DISPOSAL OFFICE AREA OPERABLE
UNITS

The locations of the OUs in the PDO Area are provided on figures 3 and 4 (groundwater OUs).
At the time the Phase I Property Transfer (PDO OU 6) Record of Decision (ROD) was signed,
there were six PDO Operable Units (OUs) as follows:
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• PDO OU 1 — Source Area Soils (soils from the Oil Burn Pit (OBP] and drum storage
revetments)

• PDO OU 2— PDO Area Groundwater and Surface Water
• PDO OU 3 — Mercury Detections in Rocky Spring Lake
• PDO OU 4 - Groundwater Divide at 81-5 and Off-PDO Groundwater Ammunition

Area and Off-Post Resident Wells)*
• PDO OU 5 - Rocky Spring Drainage System Area
• PDO OU 6 - BRAC Waste Sites

An additional OU was designated based on the results of the Final Summary Report on the
Groundwater Quality in the Southern Martinsburg Shale Region (Weston 2003). The new
additional OU created within the PDO Area is:

• PDO OU 7— Southern Martinsburg Shale Region (SMSR)
* Note that the name of OU 4 was revised to reflect new information.

3.1.1 PDO OU 1— Source Area Soils

The Defense Reutilization and Marketing Office (DRMO) used the Drum Area Revetments for
storing drummed wastes as recently as the early 1980's. The OBP was used as a fire training
area during the 1970's and 198Q's. Oils and solvents were dumped into the OBP and set on fire
as part of fire training exercises by the Letterkenny Fire Department.

An Initial Installation Assessment of LEAD was performed in 1978 and the Discovery Phase was
initiated in January 1979. The assessment documented the two DRMO revetments that were used
for the storage of drums containing oil and other organic substances. The revetments were
designed with special valves that could be closed in the event of a spill. The assessment noted
that the soil in the revetments was oil soaked. The Installation Assessment documented that
waste oil and organic compounds from the Building 350 chemical laboratory were taken to the
OBP for disposal.

A Remedial Investigation (RI) was conducted in the 1980*s that concluded that the OBP and the
DRMO Drum Area Revetments were the major sources of the VOC groundwater contamination
but the soils were no longer an active source of contamination (ESE, 1987). Based on the
findings of the RI a No Action Record of Decision (ROD) for the OBP and the DRMO Drum
Area revetment was signed in 1991. The ROD stated that the OBP and the DRMO Drum
Revetments were the major sources that had caused the VOC groundwater contamination in the
PDO area. The ROD also stated that the VOCs had migrated from the soils into the underlying
bedrock. Therefore no soil remediation was necessary at the OBP and the DRMO Drum
Revetments.

In 1995 Letterkenny was backfilling the OBP when black sludge-like material was noted oozing
from beneath the fill material. The sludge was sampled and discovered to contain high levels of
VOC's. Later that year 3 soil borings were completed within the OBP. The results showed the
soil to be contaminated with 1,1,1 - trichloroethane (TCA). Other VOC's detected included 1,1-
dichloroethane, tetrachloroethene, trichloroethylene, and benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, xylene
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(BTEX). As a result of this discovery, Letterkenny created a new OU - PDO OU 4 to
administratively manage any future investigations.

3.1.2 PDO OU 2— PDO Area Groundwater and Surface Water

PDO OU 2 consists of VOC-contaminated groundwater (on and off-post) and surface water in
the PDO Area. The PDO groundwater becomes surface water at the Rocky Spring. The primary
sources of the VOC contaminated groundwater are the DRMO Drum Storage Revetments and
the Oil Bum Pit (OBP). Due to feasibility issues, it has been decided to address groundwater
issues at the Spring House, since it is the primary discharge point, rather than attempt to treat at
multiple upgradient sources.

Approximately 20 residential water wells south of the PDO Area have been sampled periodically
since 1982. Currently LEAD is focusing monitoring on 3 residential wells (Carty, Bly and
Letterkenny Park), monitoring well 1383, and Rocky Spring. In addition LEAD is conducting
real time groundwater gradient monitoring of these wells. Over time VOC concentrations at
Rocky Spring have decreased to the point that Monitored Natural Attenuation is being
considered as a remedy. However, the FFS, PP, and ROD for PDO OU 2 are currently on hold
until the extent of the VOC-contaminated groundwater plume emanating from the OBP is
delineated and characterized.

3.1.3 PDO OU 3— Mercury Detections in Rocky Spring Lake

PDO OU 3 addressed the sporadic detections of mercury in the Rocky Spring Lake. Suspected
sources for the mercury were the Deactivation Furnace and the storage area behind Building
1467. During two sampling events in 1991, mercury was detected in the lake. However follow-
on studies in 1992-94 did not detect mercury (above regional background) in the lake.

The RI for PDO OU 3 was finalized in August 1996. The RI concluded that the 1991 mercury
detections were due to drought conditions, causing enhanced bioaccumulation of mercury and
subsequent release during algal die-off. This caused a short-term release of mercury into the
lake. A No Further Action Decision Document was finalized in February 2000.

3.1.4 PDO OU 4— Soil, Sediment and Groundwater Associated with the OH
Burn Pit (OBP)

PDO OU 4 consists of the VOC contaminated groundwater, sediments and soils associated with
the Oil Burn Pit (OBP). The OBP was a bare soil pit used for fire training exercises in the
1970's and 80's. Oils and solvents were dumped into the OBP and then set on fire as part of fire
training exercises by the Letterkenny Fire Department. Groundwater with elevated VOC levels
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was discovered north of the OBP at well 81-5. The OBP was determined not to be an active
source of groundwater contamination and a No Action ROD for PDO OU 1 was signed in 1991.

A groundwater investigation to further define the area of impacted groundwater was initiated in
1994. Results of the groundwater investigation pointed to the OBP as the source of groundwater
contamination. 1,1,1 -trichloroethane was the primary contaminant discovered in the
groundwater.

In 1995 Letterkenny was backfilling the OBP when black sludge-like material was noted oozing
from beneath the fill material. The sludge was sampled and discovered to have high levels of
VOC's. Later that year three soil borings were completed within the OBP. The results showed
the soil to be contaminated with 1,1,1 - trichloroethane (TCA), 1,1-dichloroethane,
tetrachloroethene, trichloroethylene, and benzene, toluene, ethylbenzerte, xylene (BTEX) and
other VOC's. These results showed that the OBP was still an active source of groundwater
contamination.

Letterkenny created a new OU, PDO OU 4 to administratively manage the newly discovered
soil, sediment, and groundwater contamination. An interim soil removal was initiated in 1997.
The interim removal was comprised of in-situ chemical oxidation. A second phase of in-situ
treatment was in completed in 1998 and 1999.

Additional monitoring wells were installed in 1999 to determine whether groundwater was
migrating southwest over the groundwater divide into PDO OU 2. The results of that effort
showed that the very low sub-MCL levels of VOC's were attributed to the nearby Transfer
Burning Revetments and the Open Trench Landfill.

In 2003 the EPA requested that additional groundwater sampling be completed in order to better
delineate the DNAPL zone at the OBP. During the sampling event in 2003/04 Letterkenny was
unable to close the southwestern contours on the DNAPL TCA plume therefore showing that
TCA appeared to be migrating over the groundwater divide into PDO OU 2. Letterkenny is
currently undergoing additional fieldwork to delineate the TCA plume southwest of the OBP that
encompasses the Transfer Burning Revetments and the Open Trench Landfill.

3.1.5 PDO OU 5— Rocky Spring Drainage System Area

PDO OU 5 comprises the Rocky Spring Drainage Area. Contaminants of concern include PCB's
and pesticides. In 1995 during the removal of sediments from the Rocky Spring Springhouse it
was discovered that the sediments contained elevated levels of PCB's. Based on these findings
sediment traps were then installed in the Springhouse to assess the sediments that continued to
accumulate at Rocky Spring and subsequently discharge to Rocky Spring Lake. The results of
the sediment trap sampling showed that PCB sediments were continuing to discharge from
Rocky Spring and flow into Rocky Spring Lake. Following the discovery that PCB
contaminated sediments were discharging from Rocky Spring; Rocky Spring Lake sediments and
fish whole-body and fillet samples were taken from the lake and co-located fish nursery and
analyzed for PCB's. The results from the edible portion and whole body fish sampling indicated
possible risk to human health from ingestion. The Letterkenny Commander issued a fishing ban
at Rocky Spring Lake in 1995.
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An RI was undertaken to determine the source and extent of PCB contamination within the
Rocky Spring Drainage System Area. The RI determined that the DRMO Scrapyard (and some
of its downgradient sediments) is the source of the PCB sediments discharging from Rocky
Spring. The DRMO Scrap Yard is located within the upper PDO Drainage System; upstream of
Rocky Spring. It was discovered that DRMO had an active capacitor crushing operation ongoing
at several concrete pads. In addition the concrete pads had historically been used for storage and
handling of PCB-containing materials.

Based on the results of the RI the Army decided to perform a time-critical removal action to
remove the source of the PCB's to the Rocky Spring System. The lime-critical removal action
was completed in the summer of 1999. 9,730 tons of soil were excavated and disposed of as
hazardous waste. 931 tons of concrete and soil were excavated and disposed of as hazardous
waste.

After the completion of the time-critical removal action additional soil samples were taken
within the stormwater drainageway that drains the DRMO Scrapyard. The results revealed
elevated levels of PCB's within an area referred to as the plunge pool. The plunge pool area
received the majority of the surface water runoff from the DRMO Scrap Yard and directs the
flow to the Upper Rocky Spring Branch. Based on these results the Army decided to perform a
removal action in the fall of 2002. 42 tons of PCB contaminated sediment was excavated and
disposed of in September 2002. This removal action was the final action taken to remove all of
the active PCB sources within the Rocky Spring Drainage System. Currently the Remedial
Investigation Report for PDO OU 5 is under preparation and Army review.

3.1.6 PDO OU 6— BRAC Waste Sites

The PDO OU 6 area is composed of potential waste sites identified in the to-be-excessed portion
of the PDO Area. PDO OU 6 is being investigated under the BRAC investigation program. The
locations of the PDO OU 6 sites are shown in Figure 5. The locations of the parcels for the
various phases of BRAC property transfer listed below are provided on Figure 6.

Phase I - The Phase I Parcels ROD was signed in September 1998. A Finding of Suitability to
Transfer (POST) was signed in October 1998. The Phase I transfer was completed in November
1998. The following areas comprise the PDO portions of Phase One: Parcels 28, 29, 33, and 34.

Phase II - The Phase II Parcels ROD was signed in July 2001. The Phase II POST was signed in
February 2002. The Phase II transfer was completed in May 2002. The following areas comprise
the PDO portions of Phase II: Parcels 2-71, 2-72, 2-74A, 2-74B, and 2-76.

Phase III - The Phase III Parcels ROD was signed in August 2003. The Phase III POST was
signed in September 2003. The Phase III transfer was completed in January 2004. The following
areas comprise the PDO portions of Phase III: Parcels 3-89 and 3-90.

From a leasing standpoint, a Finding of Suitability to Lease (FOSL) was signed that covered the
remainder of the BRAC buildings in the PDO area (Phase II FOSL, February 2000). The 2002
FOSL was signed on March 24, 2003 after review and approval process pushed the approval into
calendar year 2003.
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3.1.7 PDO OU 7— Southern Martinsburg Shale Region (SMSR)

The Southern Martinsburg Shale Region (SMSR) is a region at LEAD that contains an area of
shale bedrock surrounded by downgradient limestone bedrock. This shale bedrock is generally
more resistant to weathering than the surrounding limestone formations and therefore, forms the
"highland" or elevated ridge areas in the area of the Phase HI parcels. Several
groundwater/surface water divides along this ridge in the SMSR cause groundwater to flow
radially away from the SMSR. The boundary of the SMSR is shown in Figure 4.

The SMSR was originally considered to be part of VOC-contaminated groundwater PDO OU 2.
Based is on the geologic and topographic setting described in the previous paragraph, it was
thought that the SMSR could be unaffected by the known and potential VOC sources located
downgradient of the SMSR because groundwater flows from the SMSR into the lower lying
valley areas underlain by limestone. Therefore a groundwater investigation was initiated in 1999
to prove that the SMSR was not impacted by any previous industrial activities at Letterkenny.
Four rounds of groundwater sampling were conducted in late 1999 through 2000 and then in
2002. Results of the sampling showed that there is no VOC groundwater contamination in the
SMSR. Based on the finding of no VOC impacted groundwater the SMSR was redefined as
PDO OU 7 and subsequently became the basis for the Phase III property transfer that was
completed in January 2004.

3.2 PHYSICAL CHARACTERISTICS

3.2.1 Climatology

The climate at LEAD is moderate, with an average annual temperature of 11.2° C (52° F).
Summers average 22.3° C (72° F) and winters average 0° C (32° F). Rainfall averages 98.2
centimeters (cm) (38.7 inches). The moderate climate results in an average of 15 days above
32° C (90° F) per year and mild winters with temperatures below 0° C (32° F) occurring less than
100 days per year. Winds are generally from the southwest, with an average velocity of 10 miles
per hour (mph). During the period from July to mid-September, the area experiences warm
periods lasting 4 to 5 days, during which time there is high relative humidity and only slight
wind movement (EA, 1991).

3.2.2 Site Topography and Surface Drainage

LEAD is located in the Great Valley section of the Valley Ridge Province of the eastern United
States, and referred to locally as the Cumberland Valley. The Cumberland Valley trends
northeast to southwest through central Pennsylvania and is bordered to the west by the
Appalachian Mountain Province. The South Mountain section of the Blue Ridge Province is
situated east of Chambersburg and marks the eastern edge of the Cumberland Valley.

Southwest-trending limestone ridges and valleys characterize the Cumberland Valley. The valley
floors are filled with rocks of the Martinsburg Formation. Weathering of the folded and faulted
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underlying geologic formations imparts a gently rolling aspect to the local topography. The
majority of LEAD is located within the Martinsburg Shale terrain, except for bands of carbonate
rocks along the eastern and western edges of LEAD. The PDO Area and the SE Area of LEAD
are underlain by limestone. Surface elevations throughout LEAD range from approximately 600
to 750 ft above mean sea level (msl), except for the northwest portion of LEAD, where the
elevation increases abruptly to more than 2,300 ft above msl in the vicinity of Broad Mountain
(EA, 1991).

Streams cutting through the limestone terrain flow through broad, open valleys and are usually
intermittent. In contrast to this, streams cutting through the upper shale units of the Martinsburg
Formation usually meander in small, steep-walled valleys and are perennial. Surface drainage at
LEAD is divided into two watersheds, the Susquehanna River to the northeast and the Potomac
River to the southwest. Both the Susquehanna and Potomac Rivers eventually drain into the
Chesapeake Bay.

Two major storm water drain systems serve the southeast portion of LEAD and contribute to
local surface drainage. One system serves the area north of Coffey Avenue and discharges near
the IWTP into the industrial wastewater plant outfall (located north of the IWTP), which
discharges to Rowe Run. The other system serves the southeast warehouse area. Water drains
into the storm drain system, is discharged through the storm drain outfall, and joins other surface
runoff flowing southward to Conococheague Creek (USATHAMA, 1980). Figure 7 illustrates
the drainage system and drainage divides at LEAD.

3.2.3 Soils

Surface soils present at LEAD are predominantly shaley to very shaley silt loams that developed
through weathering of the Martinsburg Shale and the interbedded siltstones and sandstones.
According to the Soils Survey Bulletin of Franklin County, these soils have been classified as
part of the Weikert-Berks-Bedington Association (see Figure 8). Soils on the eastern edge of
LEAD associated with the limestone have been identified as part of the Hagerstown-Duffield
Association. These soils are deep, level or sloping, somewhat poorly drained, and mostly rocky,
silty, clay loams. Along the western side of LEAD, outside of the BRAC area, are soils of both
the Laidig-very stony Land-Buchanan Association (formed from sandstone) and the Morrill-
Laidig Association (formed on the foot of mountain slopes) (USATHAMA, 1980).

3.2.4 Geology

LEAD straddles two major structural features; the South Mountain anticlinorium to the east and
the Massanutten synclinorium to the west. The eastern portion of the Depot (underlain by
carbonate rocks) is part of the anticlinorium, whereas the western portion of the Depot (underlain
by shale) is part of the synclinorium. These structures resulted from folding that occurred during
the close of the Paleozoic era. High-angle reverse faulting accompanied the folding of rocks in
the eastern portion of LEAD. Several major faults, which strike north to northeast and dip to the
southeast at fairly steep angles, cross the PDO Area (WESTON, 1984).
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In the vicinity of LEAD, the Great Valley is floored by Ordovician age carbonate rock, as well as
Ordovician age shale and greywacke of the Martinsburg Formation. The five formations
occurring at LEAD are the shales of the Martinsburg Formation, the limestones of the
Chambersburg Formation and the St. Paul Group, the limestones and dolomites of the Rockdale
Run Formation, and the dolomites of the Pinesburg Station Formation. These geologic
formations are fractured and deformed to varying degrees from past geologic activity (ESE,
1993). Figure 9 shows the geologic units of the eastern part of LEAD.

Several faults extend through LEAD, including the Pinola and Letterkenny Faults. Although an
east-to-west cross fault was identified between these two faults, both the position and surface
trace are open to question (Becher and Taylor, 1982). Northeast of LEAD, the Pinola Fault
truncates the Letterkenny Fault, indicating that the latter fault is older.

The Letterkenny Fault is one of the few faults in the region that parallels the tectonic grain, yet is
an early formed, westward-dipping thrust that moved material from within the syncline to the
west up onto the anticline to the east (EA, 1991).

The Pinola Fault, located to the west of the Letterkenny Fault, is considered to be an east-
dipping, high-angle thrust fault (based on the fact that older beds are to the east of the fault).
Because it is almost impossible to trace faults through the Martinsburg terrain, the fault trace is
projected through the Martinsburg Formation on the basis of a ridge-forming unit that extends
through it (Becher and Taylor, 1982).

3.2.5 Hydrogeology

The regional surface water flow system of Franklin County controls the general groundwater
flow patterns within LEAD. The surface water drainage divide, discussed previously, also
divides the groundwater flow system into two basins. Groundwater elevation contours within
LEAD generally reflect surface topography. The water table is located at moderate depth in areas
of topographic highs and is shallow near stream valleys and other topographic lows (ERM,
1995).

The shale and carbonate rock that underlie LEAD have been disturbed and faulted during
deformational events that ultimately formed the Great Valley. The two major faults located
within the confines of LEAD (the Pinola Fault and the Letterkenny Fault) influence groundwater
flow. Where faulting is present and dissimilar rocks have been brought into contact, the fault
tends to act as a barrier to groundwater movement, occasionally forcing water within the
formation to discharge as a fault spring (i.e., Rocky Spring). Where similar rocks are in contact
along a fault (i.e., two limestone units), the groundwater movement may be only minimally
affected (ERM, 1995).

Fracture systems within the Martinsburg Formation are small and well connected, thus allowing
groundwater to generally follow a regional flow path. Groundwater flow within the limestone of
the Chambersburg Formation and St. Paul Group is more complex because it occurs
predominantly through individual fractures and solution cavities typical of karst terrain.
Fractures in the limestones are mostly aligned with the regional northeast tectonic grain and are
much more irregular and widely spaced than those in the adjacent shales. Where solution cavities
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are present in the limestone, groundwater flow more closely resembles open channel flow rather
than the fracture flow described above. The quantity and density of fractures within the
limestone units increase with proximity to the bedrock surface. During seasonal periods when the
water table is at its highest (early spring, late autumn), water levels commonly rise above the
bedrock/surface material contact. Leaching or resuspension of any materials or potential
contaminants buried in the surficial sediments may be enhanced during high water table
conditions. Table 2 presents a description of the water-bearing characteristics of the geologic
units present at LEAD (ERM, 1995).

Groundwater recharge occurs primarily through precipitation. Recharge areas occur throughout
the central part of LEAD, wherever sandstone, siltstone, or joints are close to the surface. Actual
points of recharge for the limestone aquifers have not been determined; however, the many
faults, joints, and sinkholes present at LEAD are the most likely routes (ERM, 1995).

Groundwater underlying LEAD generally occurs under unconfined conditions, with local areas
of artesian conditions. These artesian conditions occur along a moderately steep slope located
near the northwest edge of LEAD in the Ammo Area.

A groundwater study completed for the USAGE Baltimore District in the 1950s concluded that
there was not a viable source of groundwater available within LEAD boundaries to supply the
depot's industrial mission (Acker, 1955). The only use of groundwater in the area is outside
LEAD, where some individual homes depend on groundwater for their domestic supply. Any
homes on well water, offpost from the SE Area, that were determined to be impacted by the
groundwater contamination at LEAD (exceed maximum contaminant levels [MCLs] for VOCs)
were initially supplied with bottled water, but are now connected to public water. Off-post VOC-
contaminated groundwater is used to water livestock and produce. There are no homes down
gradient from the PDO Area that exceed MCL's. All homes offpost of the PDO OU 2 area use
groundwater as their drinking water source.
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Table 2

Description and Water Bearing Characteristics of the Geologic Units at Letterkenny Army Depot

System Geologic Unit
Thickness

(ft) Character of Rocks Water-Bearing Characteristics

Quaternary Colluvium 0-250 Mixture of clay, silt, sand, pebbles, cobbles,
and boulders overlying a thick residual clay
layer.

Yields domestic supplies commonly at the contact
with bedrock. Provides extra storage for underlying
limestone. Maximum reported yield is 30 gpm
from sand and gravel. Calculated maximum
sustained yield is 110 gpm.

Ordovician Martinsburg
Formation

1,500-3,000 Thin basal unit of platy limestone; thick
medial unit of graywacke; bulk of formation is
black carbonaceous and fissile shale.
Formation is thinner to west.

Good aquifer. Maximum reported yields are 150
gpm from shale and 50 gpm from graywacke.
Calculated maximum sustained yield is 100 gpm
for shale and graywacke. No data are available for
basal limestone. Only 3% of wells need standby
storage to supply minimum domestic needs.

Chambersburg
Formation

300-750 Dark-gray, thin-bedded limestone that
characteristically weathers into cobblestone
shapes. Thinner to west. Abundantly
fossil iferous.

Fair Aquifer. Maximum reported yield is 225 gpm.
Calculated maximum sustained yield is 160 gpm.
Approximately 30% of wells require standby
storage to supply minimum domestic needs.

St. Paul Group 800-1,000 Light-gray limestone; minor interbeds of
dolomite containing black chert. Thinner to
west. Abundantly fossil iferous.

Fair aquifer. Maximum reported yield is 225 gpra.
Calculated maximum sustained yield is 160 gpm.
Approximately 30% of wells require standby
storage to supply minimum domestic needs.

Pinesburg Station
Formation

250-800 Medium-gray dolomite; some interbeds of
limestone. Black chert and white quartz.

Fair aquifer. Maximum reported yield is 30 gpm.
Calculated maximum sustained yield is 150 gpm.
About 25% of wells require standby storage for
minimum domestic supply.

Source: Becher, A.E. and L.E. Taylor. 1982. Groundwater Resources in the Cumberland and Contiguous Valleys of Franklin County. Pennsylvania. Pennsylvania Geological
Survey Water Resources Report 53. Harrisburg, PA.
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3.3 CONTAMINATION ASSESSMENT

3.3.1 PDO OU 1— Source Area Soils

The Defense Reutilization and Marketing Office (DRMO) used the Drum Area Revetments for
storing drummed wastes up until the early 1980's. The OBP was used as a fire training area
during the 1970's and 1980's. Oils and solvents were dumped into the OBP and set on fire as
part of fire training exercises by the Letterkenny Fire Department.

A No Action Record of Decision (ROD) for the OBP and the DRMO Drum Area revetment was
signed in 1991. The ROD stated that OBP and the DRMO Drum Revetments were the major
sources of VOC contaminated groundwater and the original VOC sources had migrated from the
soils into the underlying bedrock.

3.3.2 PDO OU 2— PDO Area Groundwater and Surface Water

PDO OU 2 consists of VOC-contaminated groundwater (on and off-post) and surface water in
the PDO Area. The PDO groundwater becomes surface water at the Rocky Spring. The primary
sources of the VOC contaminated groundwater are the DRMO Drum Storage Revetments and
the Oil Burn Pit (OBP). Due to feasibility issues, it has been decided to address groundwater
issues at the Spring House, since it is the primary discharge point, rather than attempt to treat at
multiple upgradient sources. Letterkenny is currently focusing monitoring on 3 residential
wells: Carty, Bly, and Letterkenny Park.

Over time VOC concentrations at Rocky Spring have decreased to the point that Monitored
Natural Attenuation is being considered as a remedy. Consequently only 2 COPC's are currently
present above risk-based values.

The following chemicals were identified as COPCs:

• Trichloroethene
• 1,1 -Dichloroethene

PDO OU 2— PDO Area Groundwater and Surface Water
Chemicals of Potential Concern In Ground and Surface Water

Chemical

VOCs
Trichloroethene

1,1 -Dichloroethene

Max. Cone.
(ug/l)

4.8

0.5
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3.3.3 PDO OU 3— Mercury Detections In Rocky Spring Lake

PDO OU 3 addressed the sporadic detections of mercury in the Rocky Spring Lake. The RI
concluded lhat the 1991 mercury detections were due to drought conditions, causing enhanced
bioaccumulation of Hg and subsequent release during algal die-off. This caused a short-term
release of mercury into the lake.

Since there were no further mercury detections above background, a Decision Document, stating
that "No Further Action is Planned", was signed in February 2000.

3.3.4 PDO OU 4—Soil, Sediment and Groundwater Associated with the Oil
Burn Pit (OBP)

PDO OU 4 consists of the VOC contaminated soil, sediment and groundwater associated with
the Oil Bum Pit (OBP) located at the intersection of Georgia Avenue and Scale House Road.
The OBP was a bare earth pit used for fire training exercises in the 1970's and 80's. Oils and
solvents were dumped into the OBP and then set on fire as part of fire training exercises by the
Letterkenny Fire Department. Groundwater with elevated VOC levels was discovered north of
the OBP. The OBP was determined not to be an active source of groundwater contamination and
a No Action ROD for PDO OU 1 was signed in 1991.

A groundwater investigation to further define the area of impacted groundwater was initiated in
1994. Results of the groundwaler investigation pointed to the OBP as the source of groundwater
contamination. 1,1,1-trichloroethane was the primary contaminant discovered in the
groundwater.

In 1995 Letterkenny was backfilling the OBP when black sludge-like material was noted oozing
from beneath the fill material. The sludge was sampled and discovered to have high levels of
VOC's. Later that year 3 soil borings were completed within the OBP. The results showed the
soil to be contaminated with 1,1,1 - trichloroethane (TCA). Other VOC's detected included 1,1-
dichloroethane, tetrachloroethene, trichloroethylene, and benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, xylene
(BTEX). As a result of the contaminated soil discovery, Letterkenny created a new OU - PDO
OU 4 to administratively manage the soil, sediment, and groundwater contamination. The results
showed that the OBP was still an active source of groundwater contamination. Therefore an
interim soil removal was initiated in 1997. The interim removal was comprised of in-situ
chemical oxidation. A second phase of in-situ treatment was in conducted in 1998 and 1999.

The current remaining soil COPC's are:

• 1,1,1 -Trichloroethane
• 1,1,2-Trichloroethane
• 1,1 -Dichloroethane
• 1,1 -Dichloroethene
• 1,2-Dichloropropane
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Ethylbenzene
Xylenes, total

PDO OU 4—Oil Burn Pit
Chemicals of Potential Concern In Soil

Chemical

VOCs
1,1,1 -Trichloroethane

1 , 1 ,2-Trichloroethane

1,1-Dichloroethane

1 , 1 -Dichloroethene

1 ,2-Dichloropropane

Ethylbenzene

Xylenes, total

Max. Cone.
(rag/kg)

4,900

31

640

22

4.1

730

4,200

Additional monitoring wells were installed in 1999 to determine whether groundwater was
migrating southwest over the groundwater divide into PDO OU 2. The results of that effort
showed that very low levels of VOC's were attributed to the nearby Transfer Burning
Revetments and the Open Trench Landfill.

In 2003 the EPA requested that additional groundwater sampling be completed in order to better
delineate the DNAPL zone at the OBP. During the sampling event in 2003/04 Letterkenny was
unable to determine the DNAPL TCA plume's southwestern boundary therefore showing that
TCA appeared to be migrating over the groundwater divide into PDO OU 2. Letterkenny is
currently conducting additional fieldwork to delineate the TCA plume southwest of the OBP
encompassing the Transfer Burning Revetments and the Open Trench Landfill.

Based on the results of the RI investigation, the following groundwater COCs were identified:

The COCs are:

• 1,1,1 -Trichloroethane
• 1,1,2-Trichloroethane
• 1,1 -Dichloroethane
• 1,2-Dichloroethene
• Benzene
• Methylene Chloride
• Tetrachloroethene
• Trichloroethene
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PDO OU 4—Groundwater Associated with the OH Burn Pit (OBP)

Chemicals of Potential Concern In Groundwater

Chemical

VOCs
1,1,1 -Trichloroethane

1 , 1 ,2-Trichloroethane

1 , 1 -Dichloroethene

1 ,2-Dichloroethane

Benzene

Methylene chloride

Tetrachloroethene

Trichloroethene

Max. Cone.
(ug/1)

160,000

170

15,500

190

15

140,000

18

5,040

3.3.5 PDO OU 5— Rocky Spring Drainage System Area

PDO OU 5 comprises the Rocky Spring Drainage Area. Contaminants of concern include PCB's
and pesticides. The PCB source area was identified as the DRMO Scrapyard. Storage and
scrapping of PCB containing items caused soils, sediments, and concrete to become
contaminated with PCB's. Subsequent DRMO Scrapyard sediment runoff resulted in the
accumulation of PCB contaminated sediments in the Rocky Spring system.

1995 sediment sampling conducted to support the sediment removal from the Rocky Spring
Springhouse indicated the presence of PCB laden sediments above risk-based standards. Based
on these findings sediment traps were installed in the Springhouse to determine the amount and
concentration of PCB sediments being discharged by the Springhouse to Rocky Spring Lake.
This sampling showed that PCB sediments (above levels of concern) were continuing to
discharge from Rocky Spring.

Soil and concrete were removed at the DRMO Scrapyard as part of an emergency removal in
1999 and 2000. Sediments were removed from the plunge pool downstream of the Scrapyard in
2002.

The COPCs were:

• PCB's
• Pesticides

The COPCs are summarized below.
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PDO OU 5— Rocky Spring Drainage System Area

Chemical

PCB's
Aroclor-1254

Aroclor-1260

Pesticides
4,4-DDE
4,4-DDT

Max. Cone.
(mg/kfi)

3.4

2.8

13
5

3.3.6 PDO OU 6—BRAC Waste Sites

The PDO OU 6 waste sites being investigated are: Pagan's Quarry, Pad 5 Landfill, Open Trench
Landfill, and Open Burn Revetments.

The COPCs for these sites include:

• VOCs
• SVOCs
• Dioxins
• TAL Metals

3.3.7 PDO OU 7— Southern Martlnsburg Shale Region (SMSR)

The Southern Martinsburg Shale Region (SMSR) is a region at LEAD that contains an area of
shale bedrock surrounded by downgradient limestone bedrock. This shale bedrock area forms the
"highland" or elevated ridge areas in the area of the Phase III parcels. Groundwater flows
radially away from the SMSR. Groundwater sampling was initiated in 1999, 2000, and 2002
proved that the SMSR was not impacted by any previous industrial activities at Letterkenny.
Based on the finding of no VOC impacted groundwater the SMSR was redefined as PDO OU 7
and subsequently became the basis for the Phase III property transfer that was completed in
January 2004.
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4. REMEDIAL ACTIONS

4.1 PDO OU 1— SOURCE AREA SOILS (OBP AND DRMO DRUM STORAGE
REVETMENTS)

4.1.1 Remedy Selection

A Remedial Investigation (RI) was conducted in the 1980's that concluded that OBP and the
DRMO Drum Area Revetments were the major sources of the VOC groundwater contamination
but the soils were no longer an active source of contamination (ESE, 1987). Based on the
findings of the Rl a No Action Record of Decision (ROD) for the OBP and the DRMO Drum
Area revetment was signed in 1991. The ROD stated that OBP and the DRMO Drum
Revetments were the major sources of VOC contaminated groundwater and the original VOC
sources had migrated from the soils into the underlying bedrock. Therefore no soil remediation
was necessary at the OBP and the DRMO Drum Revetments.

4.1.2 Remedy Implementation

Not applicable.

4.1.3 Operation and Maintenance

Not applicable.

4.2 PDO OU 2— PDO AREA GROUNDWATER AND SURFACE WATER

4.2.1 Remedy Selection

A Proposed Plan (PP) (WESTON, 1998a) was approved and a ROD (WESTON, 1998b) was
signed in September 1998 for the Phase I Parcels. The ROD specified institutional controls as the
interim remedy for groundwater. The following areas comprise the PDO portions of Phase One:
Parcel 28, Parcel 29, and Parcels 33 and 34. The locations of these parcels in the PDO Area are
shown in Figure 6.

As of the date of this report, no final remedial action for the groundwater and surface water has
been selected.

4.2.2 Remedy Implementation

Institutional controls were adopted by the Letterkenny Industrial Development Authority (LIDA)
in October 1998 at the time of the Phase I Properties transfer. Permanent deed restrictions were
placed on the Phase I Parcels restricting access to groundwater underlying the property without
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the prior written approval of the Army, PADEP, and EPA. The same approach was implemented
at the time of property transfer of the Phase II Parcels.

4.2.3 Operation and Maintenance

A Land Use Control Action Plan (LUCAP) was developed and signed by the BRAC Cleanup
Team in August 2002. The LUCAP documents the institutional controls and mechanisms, the
enforcement and the annual reporting requirements. Letterkenny has submitted annual
inspection reports to the EPA and PADEP for calendar years 1999 thru 2005. One requirement
under the LUCAP is the development by the BCT of a notification letter for the LIDA. The
notification letter was finalized by the BCT in May 2006, signed by the BRAC Environmental
Coordinator on June 16, 2006 and delivered to LIDA. LIDA will in turn distribute this
notification letter on an annual basis to the Cumberland Valley Business Park landowners and
tenants.

4.3 PDO OU 3— MERCURY DETECTIONS IN ROCKY SPRING LAKE

4.3.1 Remedy Selection

A Decision Document, stating that "No Further Action is Planned", was signed in February
2000.

4.3.2 Remedy Implementation

Not applicable.

4.3.3 Operation and Maintenance

Not applicable.

4.4 PDO OU 4— SOIL, SEDIMENT AND GROUNDWATER ASSOCIATED WITH
THE OIL BURN PIT (OBP)

4.4.1 Remedy Selection

A Remedial Investigation (RI) was conducted in the 1980's that concluded that OBP and the
DRMO Drum Area Revetments were the major sources of the VOC groundwatev contamination
but the soils were no longer an active source of contamination (ESE, 1987). Based on the
findings of the RI a No Action Record of Decision (ROD) for the OBP and the DRMO Drum
Area revetment was signed in 1991. The ROD stated that OBP and the DRMO Drum
Revetments were the major sources of VOC contaminated groundwater and the original VOC
sources had migrated from the soils into the underlying bedrock. Therefore no soil remediation
was necessary at the OBP and the DRMO Drum Revetments.
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In 1995 Letterkenny was backfilling the OBP when black sludge-like material was noted oozing
from beneath the fill material. The sludge was sampled and discovered to have high levels of
VOC's. Later that year 3 soil borings were completed within the OBP. The results showed the
soil to be contaminated with 1,1,1 - trichloroethane (TCA). Other VOC's detected included 1,1-
dichloroethane, tetrachloroethene, trichloroethylene, and benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, xylene
(BTEX).

As of the date of this report, no final remedial action has been selected.

4.4.2 Remedy Implementation

An interim soil removal action was completed in 1997 and 1998. The interim removal was
comprised of in-situ chemical oxidation. A second phase of in-situ treatment was completed in
1998 and 1999.

4.4.2.1 In-situ Chemical Oxidation

The removal action process used at the PDO OBP was in situ chemical oxidation using a 50%
solution of hydrogen peroxide and a catalyst formulation to treat organic contaminants found at
the site. Basically the hydrogen peroxide reacts with the VOC's to form carbon dioxide and
water. The catalyst is a proprietary formulation, but in general includes trace quantities of
metallic salts such as ferrous iron and an acid to control the vigor of the chemical oxidation
reaction. The ferrous iron reacts with the hydrogen peroxide to produce the hydroxyl free radical
that destroys the VOC contaminant. The hydroxyl free radical (OH1) is an extremely powerful
oxidizer capable of oxidizing complex organic compounds.

21 injectors were installed for the Phase I injection. For the Phase II injection a soil/cement cap
was put in place plus an additional 5 injectors.

4.4.2.2 Cost

The cost of the Phase I injection - $273,500.
Bench scale testing - $59,600
Soil Cement Cap - $28,200
Phase II injection - $267,600

Phase I costs for 15 days were $18,200/day. Phase II costs for 23 days including bench scale
testing and soil cement cap were $11,635/day. Unit costs for chemical oxidant were $25/gallon.
When combined with the catalyst the unit costs for the chemical oxidant were $12.40/gallon.

4.4.3 Current Status

The post-removal soil analytical results indicate that a significant reduction in VOC mass (i.e.,
approximately 74%) has occurred during the removal action; however, the removal action goals
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were not achieved. To address the remaining organic concentrations the Army implemented the
Remedial Investigation/Risk Assessment/Feasibility Study process for the PDO OBP soil to
determine if the remaining organic concentrations pose a risk to human health or the
environment.

4.4.4 Operation and Maintenance

Not applicable.

4.5 PDO OU 5— ROCKY SPRING DRAINAGE SYSTEM AREA

4.5.1 Remedy Selection

As of January 2006, no remedial action has been selected.

4.5.2 Remedy Implementation

Not applicable.

4.5.3 Operation and Maintenance

Not applicable.

4.6 PDO OU 6— BRAC WASTE SITES

4.6.1 Remedy Selection

A Proposed Plan (PP) (WESTON, 1998a) was approved and a ROD (WESTON, 1998b) was
signed in September 1998 for the Phase I Parcels. The ROD specified institutional controls as the
final remedy for soils and the interim remedy for groundwaier. The following areas comprise the
PDO portions of Phase One: Parcel 28, Parcel 29, and Parcels 33 and 34. The locations of these
parcels in the PDO Area are shown in Figure 6.

The following documents were completed and approved to support the ROD for the Phase I
Parcels in the PDO Area.

• Decision Document for BRAC Parcel 29, Letterkenny Army Depot (WESTON,
1998c).

• Decision Document for BRA C Railroad Parcels, Leiterkenny Army Depot
(WESTON, 1998f).

The remedial action objectives for the Phase 1 Parcels in PDO OU 6 are to:
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• Prevent direct contact and ingestion of soil under residential and other nonindustrial
exposure scenario.

• Prevent direct contact and ingestion of groundwater under any scenario.

• Prevent exposure levels of contaminants that produce unacceptable risk.

The remedial actions for the Phase I Parcels in PDO OU 6 are:

• To restrict the property for commercial and industrial use only.

• To not permit soil excavation activities below a depth of 3 ft within the water table
without prior approval of the Army.

• To not permit the construction of any subsurface structure for human occupation,
without prior approval of the Army, EPA, and the PADEP.

• To restrict access or use of the groundwater underlying the property without the prior
written approval of the Army, PADEP, and the EPA.

• To institute through an amendment to LEAD'S Master Plan for the Phase I Parcels to
reflect the institutional controls until the date of transfer.

• To implement the restrictions through the appropriate deed restrictions at the time of
transfer.

• To establish periodic inspection procedures to ensure adherence to the institutional
controls.

As stated in the ROD, the long-term effectiveness of the institutional controls will be contingent
upon enforcement of use restrictions initially by the Army through the LEAD Master Plan, and
after transfer, through enforcement of the environmental deed restrictions. The enforcement of
these restrictions will be the responsibility of LID A, the Army, EPA, and PADEP.

Implementation of this remedy will maintain the industrial use of the property and reduce the
future risk of exposure to groundwater by the development and enforcement of environmental
deed restrictions. These restrictions will become a permanent part of the real estate
documentation and will be required to be included in any subsequent sales, transfers, and/or lease
agreements.

A Proposed Plan (PP) (WESTON, 2001a) was approved and a ROD (WESTON, 2001b) was
signed in July 2001 for the Phase II Parcels. The ROD specified institutional controls as the final
remedy for soils and the interim remedy for groundwater. The following areas comprise the PDO
Portions of Phase II: Parcels 2-71, 2-72, 2-74, 2-76, 2R-86, 2R-87, and 2R-88. The locations of
these parcels in the PDO Area are shown in Figure 6,

Because the groundwater beneath the Phase II parcels is known to be or potentially is
contaminated with VOC's, the Army and LIDA have defined the Phase II parcels to exclude the
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groundwater. To expedite transfer, the Phase II parcels are defined to include only the surface
structures and soil to a depth of 8 feet below ground surface (ft bgs), which is above the seasonal
high groundwater table.

The following documents were completed and approved to support the ROD for the Phase II
Parcels in the PDO Area:

• Groundwater Vapor Intrusion Risk Assessment, Letterkenny Army Depot. Final
Report (WESTON, 200Id).

• Seasonally High Groundwater Determination for the Phase 2 BRAC Parcels,
Letterkenny Army Depot. Final Report (EPSYS, 2001).

The remedial action objectives for the Phase II Parcels in PDO OU 6 are to:

• Prevent direct contact and ingestion of soil under residential and other nonindustrial
exposure scenario.

• Prevent direct contact and ingestion of groundwater under any scenario.

• Prevent exposure to levels of contaminants that produce unacceptable risk.

The remedial actions for the Phase II Parcels in PDO OU 6 are:

• To restrict the property for commercial and industrial use only (except for Parcels 2-
74 A & B). The ROD allows for community use in 2-74 because there was no history
of any industrial activities within 2-74. As the Phase II POST was being finalized 2-
74 was divided into A& B to allow for residential use in B so the Chambersburg Area
School District could use the buildings. 2-74-A has no building structures and is
currently an agricultural field. The Phase II FOST further defined residential use in
Enclosure 7, Environmental Protection Provisions, Section 3 Land Use Restrictions,
Paragraph A.

• To not permit soil excavation activities below a depth of 3 ft within the water table
without prior approval of the Army.

• To not permit the construction of any subsurface structure for human occupation,
without the prior approval of the Army, EPA and PADEP.

• To restrict access or use of the groundwater underlying the property without the prior
written approval of the Army, EPA and PADEP.

• To institute through an amendment to LEAD'S Master Plan for the Phase II Parcels to
reflect the institutional controls until the date of transfer.

• To implement the restrictions through the appropriate deed restrictions at the time of
transfer.
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In addition, upon transfer of the property, the Army, in consultation with EPA and PADEP, will
establish periodic inspection procedures as described in the Land Use Control Assurance Plan
and the Land Use Control Implementation Plan to ensure adherence to the institutional controls.
By means of the Land Use Control Assurance Plan (which is a Memorandum of Agreement with
EPA, and PADEP), LEAD, on behalf of the Department of the Army, will agree to implement
Depot-wide, certain periodic site inspection, condition certification, and agency notification
procedures designed to ensure the maintenance by Army personnel (or other approved designee)
of any site-specific land use controls deemed necessary for future protection of human health and
the environment. A fundamental premise underlying execution of the agreement will be that
through the Army's substantial good-faith compliance with the procedures called for therein,
reasonable assurances would be provided to EPA and PADEP as to the permanency of those
remedies that included the use of specific land use controls. The Army, with EPA and PADEP
approval, may arrange with other entities such as LIDA to maintain land use controls. The Army
remains ultimately responsible for protecting human health and the environment through this
remedy.

A Proposed Plan (PP) (WESTON, 2003g) was approved and a ROD (WESTON, 2003f) was
signed in August 2003 for the Phase III Parcels. This ROD addresses soils and groundwater in
the Phase III parcels located in both the PDO and SE Areas in an area referred to as the Southern
Martinsburg Shale Region (SMSR). (See the discussion on PDO OU 7, below, for more
information on the Phase III parcels.). In addition, this ROD addresses a final action for
groundwater beneath the Phase I and Phase II parcels located in the SMSR. The ROD's for the
Phase I and Phase II parcels (WESTON, 1998a and 2001) originally documented an interim
groundwater remedy of institutional controls to prohibit groundwater use and restrict excavation
near or within the groundwater table.

The Army and EPA, in consultation with PADEP, have determined that no further action under
CERCLA is necessary to protect human health or the environment at these parcels in the SMSR
and associated sites under the current and reasonably anticipated future use of the property. The
future use of the Phase III parcels and Phase I and II parcels in the SMSR is currently planned as
commercial/industrial use; however, the parcels were evaluated for residential (i.e., unrestricted)
use so that the property could be transferred without land use restrictions.

The following Phase I and Phase II parcels in the PDO Area are affected by the Phase III ROD:
Parcel 28 and Parcel 2R-86L-3. (Note that the "L" after the parcel number refers to the lower
part of the Phase II parcel that includes groundwater.). The locations of these parcels in the PDO
Area are shown in Figure 6.

The following documents were completed and approved to support the ROD for the Phase III
Parcels in the PDO Area:

Remedial Investigation and Risk Assessment Report for the Open Vehicle Storage Area (DSERTS
Sites LEAD-UO and LEAD-114), Property Disposal Office (PDO) Area Operable Unit (OV) 6
and Southeastern (SE) Area OU 8, Letterkenny Army Depot. Final. WESTON (Weston
Solutions, Inc.). April (revised July) 2003d. LKD-RT-232.
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Remedial Investigation and Risk Assessment Report for the Former Uncurbed AST Site North of
Building 532, Property Disposal Office (PDO) Area Operable Unit (OU) 6, DSERTS Site LEAD-
126, Letterkenny Army Depot. Final, WESTON (Roy F. Weston, Inc.), September 2002a. LKD-
RT-221.

Remedial Investigation and Risk Assessment Report for the Building 400 Series Fire Training
Area, Southeastern (SE) Area Operable Unit (OU) 8, Letterkenny Army Depot. Final, WESTON
(Roy F. Weston, Inc.). September 2002b. LKD-RT-219

Summary Report on the Groundwater Quality in the Southern Martinsburg Shale Region,
Letterkenny Army Depot, Final, WESTON (Weston Solutions, Inc.). April 2003b. LKD-RT-233.

Proposed Plan for the Phase HI BRAC Parcels. Final, WESTON (Weston Solutions, Inc.). April
2003g. LKD-RT-234.

4.6.2 Remedy Implementation

Institutional controls were adopted by the Letterkenny Industrial Development Authority (LIDA)
in October 1998 at the time of the Phase I Properties transfer. Permanent deed restrictions were
placed on the Phase I Parcels restricting the use of the property to industrial and commercial;
prohibiting the excavation of soil deeper than 3 ft above the water table without the prior
approval of the Army; and restricting access to groundwater underlying the property without the
prior written approval of the Army, PADEP, and EPA. The same approach was implemented at
the time of property transfer of the Phase II Parcels.

4.6.3 Operation and Maintenance

A Land Use Control Action Plan (LUCAP) was developed and signed by the BRAC Cleanup
Team in August 2002. The LUCAP documents the institutional controls and mechanisms, the
enforcement and the annual reporting requirements. Letterkenny has submitted annual
inspection reports to the EPA and PADEP for calendar years 1999 thru 2005. One requirement
under the LUCAP is the development by the BCT of a notification letter for the LIDA. The
notification letter was finalized by the BCT in May 2006, signed by the BRAC Environmental
Coordinator on June 16, 2006 and delivered to LIDA. LIDA will in turn distribute this
notification letter on an annual basis to the Cumberland Valley Business Park landowners and
tenants.

4.7 PDO OU 7— SOUTHERN MARTINSBURG SHALE REGION (SMSR)

4.7.1 Remedy Selection

The Army and EPA, in consultation with PADEP, determined that no further CERCLA remedial
action is necessary to protect public health or welfare or the environment from the soil or
groundwater at the Southern Martinsburg Shale Region (SMSR), otherwise known as the BRAC
Phase III parcels. These parcels were transferred without any restrictions in January 2004.
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The following areas comprise the PDO portions of Phase III: Parcel 3-89 and Parcel 3-90. The
locations of these parcels in the PDO Area are shown in Figure 6.

4.7.2 Remedy Implementation

Not applicable.

4.7.3 Operation and Maintenance

Not applicable.

f ;^.
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5. FIVE-YEAR REVIEW PROCESS

The following tasks were conducted as part of the five-year review process: document review,
interviews, site inspection, ARARs review, and data review. There were no significant changes
in the ARARs or site contaminants; therefore, site risks were not recalculated.

5.1 FIVE YEAR REVIEW TEAM

The 5-year review was led by Bryan Hoke, BRAC Environmental Coordinator, LEAD. The
following learn members assisted in the analysis and/or review:

• Joe Petrasek, ER,A Project Manager, LEAD
• Ruth Bishop, Project Manager, PADEP
• Rob Thomson, Project Manager, EPA Region III
• Maria Pino, Project Manager, EPA Region HI
• Paul Stone, Technical Manager, USAGE

5.2 INTERVIEWS

An interview was conducted with John Van Horn, Executive Director of the Letterkenny
Industrial Development Authority. An interview was also conducted with Bryan Hoke,
Letterkenny Army Depot, BRAC Environmental Coordinator. In conjunction with the ongoing
update to Letterkenny's Community Relations Plan, additional interviews were conducted with
PADEP Letterkenny Environmental Cleanup Program Manager Ruth Bishop, a local/neighbor of
Letterkenny Army Depot, and tenants of the Cumberland Valley Business Park, Summaries for
the interviews are presented in Appendix A of this document.

5.3 SITE INSPECTION

Inspections are conducted throughout the calendar year during construction events. These
inspections are included in the annual letter that is submitted to EPA and PADEP that documents
the status of the institutional controls. The annual inspection letter can be found in the
Letterkenny Administrative Record File containing regulatory correspondence. The annual
inspection letters can be found on Letterkenny's Administrative Record website at
http://209.235.100.233/padep/testnmscarch2.htm. In addition backup information can be found
in the Constructions Inspection yearly office files since 1999. A table summarizing the
inspections is enclosed in Appendix B. Table includes inspection location, date of inspection,
reason for inspection, inspector(s), inspection activities, results and findings, and inspection
report/data location.

In addition the following documents and data were reviewed for the 5-year review report.

• Record of Decision for Phase I parcels, Letterkenny Army Depot. September 1998.
WESTON (Roy F. Weston, Inc.), LKD.RT-143.
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• Record of Decision for Phase II Parcels, Letterkenny Army Depot. July 2001, WESTON
(Roy F. Weston, Inc.), LKD.RT-190.

» Finding of Suitability to Transfer (POST) for Phase I Parcels, Letterkenny Army Depot.
Final Report. October 1998. WESTON (Roy F. Weston, Inc.). 1998, LKD.RT-148.

• Finding of Suitability to Transfer (POST) for the Phase II BRAC Parcels, Letterkenny
Army Depot. February 2002, WESTON (Roy F. Weston, Inc.), LKD-RT-200.

• Land Use Control Assurance Plan Memorandum of Record, Phase I & II Parcels,
Letterkenny Army Depot, August 2002, LKD.RT-257,

• Installation Assessment of Letterkenny Army Depot, Report No. 16. USATHAMA (U.S.
Army Toxic and Hazardous Materials Agency). Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland,
1980.LKD.RT-011.

• Remedial Investigation ofOffpost Ground Water Issues (Operable Unit 4) of the Property
Disposal Office Area of Letterkenny Army Depot. Draft Final. Versar, Inc. 2002.
Prepared for the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Baltimore District, Baltimore, MD.

• Finding of Suitability to Transfer (FOST) for the Phase III BRAC Parcels, Final.
WESTON (Weston Solutions, Inc.). September 2003, LKD-RT-238.

• Record of Decision for the Phase III BRAC Parcels. Final. WESTON (Weston Solutions,
Inc.). August 2003, LKD-RT-239.

• Annual land use control (formerly institutional control) letter reports, years 1999-2005.

• Construction inspection office files, years 1999-2006.

5.4 COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT

The community's concerns were reviewed based on the minutes of the ongoing Restoration
Advisory Board (RAB) meetings. The purpose and requirement of the five-year review was
presented at the November 2005 RAB meeting. The findings of the five-year review were
presented at the November 2006 RAB meeting. The community will be notified when the 5-year
review is completed and a draft community notice is enclosed in Appendix C.
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6. ASSESSMENT

6.1 PDO OU 1- SOURCE AREA SOILS

6.1.1 Question A: Is the remedy functioning as Intended by the decision
documents?

6.1.1.1 Remedial Action Performance

A No Action ROD was signed in 1991.

6.1.1.2 System Operatlons/O&M

Not applicable.

6.1.1.3 Opportunities for Optimization

Not applicable.

6.1.1.4 Early Indicators of Potential Issues

Not applicable.

6.1.1.5 Implementation of Land use Controls and Other Measures

Not applicable.

ANSWER A PDO OU 1: YES - The remedy Is functioning as Intended by the PDO
OU 1 No Action ROD.
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SECTION 6—ASSESSMENT ,(,v

6.1.2 Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxlcity data, cleanup
levels, and remedial action objectives (RAO's) used at the time of
remedy selection still valid?

6.1.2.1 Changes In Standards and TBCs

A No Action Record of Decision (ROD) for the PDO Source Area Soils was signed in 1991. The
ROD originally covered the soils associated with the PDO OBP and the DRMO Drum Area
Revetments. In 1995 contaminated sludge was found in soils below the fill in the PDO OBP; the
source area soils for PDO OBP are now being handled under PDO OU 4. Therefore the
evaluation of ARARs presented here is for soil at the DRMO drum area revetments.

At the time of the ROD, there were no ARARs for soils identified for the sites. The following
could be considered to be ARARs at this point in time:

» PADEP Medium-specific concentrations (MSCs), Residential, Soil Direct Contact (Title 25
PA code, Chapter 250, Administration of Land Recycling Program).

Comparison of the data that was used for the risk assessment used to support the ROD (ESE,
1988a) to the PADEP criteria indicates that the detected concentrations of contaminants of
concern in soil are below the current PADEP direct contact MSCs.

The overall conclusion is that the Federal and State standards for the contaminants of concern
have not changed in a manner that affects the protectiveness of the remedy.

6.1.2.2 Changes In Exposure Pathways

There are no changes in the exposure pathways.

6.1.2.3 Changes In Toxlcity and Other Contaminant Characteristics

There are no changes in toxicity and other contaminant characteristics.

6.1.2.4 Changes In Risk Assessment Methods

There are no changes in risk assessment methods.

6.1.2.5 Expected Progress Towards Meeting RAO's

Not Applicable.
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ANSWER B PDO OU 1: YES - All of the exposure assumptions, toxlclty data,
cleanup levels, and RAO's used at the time of remedy selection are still valid.

6.1.3 Question C: Has any other Information come to light that could call Into
question the protectlveness of the remedy?

6.1.3.1 Newly Identified ecological risks

There are no newly identified ecological risks.

6.1.3.2 Impacts from natural disasters

Not applicable due to No Action ROD.

6.1.3.3 Any other new Information that could affect the protectiveness of the
remedy.

No new information has come to light that would affect the No Action ROD.

ANSWER C PDO OU 1: NO - There has not been any new Information that calls
Into question the protectfveness of the remedy.

6.2 PDO OU 2 - PDO AREA GROUNDWATER AND SURFACE WATER

6.2.1 Question A: Is the remedy functioning as Intended by the decision
documents?

6.2.1.1 Remedial Action Performance

The land use controls are effective in meeting the remedial action objectives for the Phase I and
Phase II Transfer Parcels, which are to prevent direct contact and ingestion of groundwater under
any scenario and; reduce exposure levels of contaminants that produce unacceptable risk. The
land use controls are an interim remedy for the groundwater and a final remedy will be selected
at a later date.
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SECTION 6—ASSESSMENT

6.2.1.2 System Operatlons/O&M

The O&M requirements for the Phase I and Phase II parcels of this OU are documented in the
Land Use Control Assurance Plan (LUCAP) that was developed and signed by the BRAC
Cleanup Team in August 2002. The LUCAP documents the land use controls and mechanisms,
the enforcement and the annual reporting requirements. The LUCAP can be found in the
Letterkenny Administrative Record, LKD.RT-257.

6.2.1.3 Opportunities for Optimization

Not Applicable

.4 Early Indicators of Potential Issues

There have not been any indications of issues with the remedy as documented in the findings of
the annual land use control report.

6.2.1.5 Implementation of Land use Controls and Other Measures

The land use controls are effective in meeting the remedial action objectives for the PDO OU 6
Phase 1 and Phase II Transfer Parcels, which are to prevent direct contact and ingestion of soil
under residential and other non industrial exposure scenarios; prevent direct contact and
ingestion of groundwater under any scenario and; reduce exposure levels of contaminants that
produce unacceptable risk.

ANSWER A PDO OU 2: YES - The remedy is functioning as intended by the
Phase I ROD.

6.2.2 Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup
levels, and remedial action objectives (RAO's) used at the time of
remedy selection still valid?

6.2.2.1 Changes In Standards and TBCs

The land use controls and deed provisions for the Phase I and Phase II BRAC Parcels in PDO
OU 6, which are the components of the interim groundwater remedy for PDO OU 2
groundwater, are protective of human health and the environment. Deeds recorded at the
Franklin County Courthouse contain the restrictions prohibiting soil excavation within three feet
of the water table and access to the underlying VOC-contaminated groundwater. Additional
discussion on the deeds can be found in Section 6.4.1.5.
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Any final action planned for this OU in the future will meet ARARs and be protective of human
health and the environment.

6.2.2.2 Changes in Exposure Pathways

There have been no changes in the exposure pathways

6.2.2.3 Changes In Toxlclty and Other Contaminant Characteristics

There have been no changes in toxicity and other contaminant characteristics.

6.2.2. 4 Changes In Risk Assessment Methods

There have been no changes in risk assessment methods.

6.2.2.5 Expected Progress Towards Meeting RAO's

RAO's have been met by following the remedy of land use controls.

ANSWER B PDO OU 2: YES - AH of the exposure assumptions, toxicity data,
cleanup levels, and RAO's used at the time of remedy selection are still valid.

6.2.3 Question C: Has any other information come to light that could call into
question the protectlveness of the remedy?

6.2.3. 1 Newly Identified ecological risks

There are no newly identified ecological risks.

6.2.3.2 Impacts from natural disasters

The land use controls will prevent exposure to the groundwater during any natural disaster.

6.2.3.3 Any other new information that could affect the protectiveness of the
remedy.

No new information has come to light that would affect the No Action ROD.
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SECTION 6— ASSESSMENT
'

ANSWER C PDO OU 2: NO - There has not been any new information that calls '••>.
Into question the protectlveness of the remedy.

6.3 PDO OU 3 - MERCURY DETECTIONS IN ROCKY SPRING LAKE

6.3.1 Question A: Is the remedy functioning as Intended by the decision
documents?

6.3. 1. 1 Remedial Action Performance

The Decision Document for Mercury Detections in Rocky Spring Lake (LKD.RT-167) stated
that No Further Action was necessary.

6.3.1.2 System Operations/QAM

Not applicable.

6,3. 1.3 Opportunities for Optimization

Not applicable.

6.3. 1.4 Early Indicators of Potential Issues

Not applicable.

6.3. 1.5 Implementation of Land use Controls and Other Measures

Not applicable.

ANSWER A PDO OU 3: YES - The decision of No Further Remedial Action Is still
appropriate.
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SECTION 6—ASSESSMENT

6.3.2 Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxfclty data, cleanup
levels, and remedial action objectives (RAO's) used at the time of
remedy selection still valid?

6.3.2.1 Changes In Standards and TBCs

A Decision Document, stating that "No Further Action is Planned", was signed in February
2000. Screening criteria that were used to support the Decision Document, which could
potentially be considered to be ARARs at this point in time, included:

• Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection (PADEP) Ambient Water
Quality Criteria (Title 25 PA Code Chapter 16).

• PADEP Medium-specific concentrations (MSCs), Residential, Soil Direct Contact
and Soil to Groundwater Used Aquifer, TDS<2,500 (Title 25 PA code, Chapter
250, Administration of Land Recycling Program).

• PADEP Residential MSCs for Organics and Inorganics in Groundwater, Used
Aquifer, TDS<2,500 (Title 25 PA code, Chapter 250, Administration of Land
Recycling Program).

• EPA Drinking Water Standards, Maximum Contaminant Levels (MCLs)

Overall, Federal and State standards for the contaminant of concern (mercury) have not changed
in a manner that affects the protectiveness of the remedy.

6.3.2.2 Changes In Exposure Pathways

There are no changes in the exposure pathways.

6.3.2.3 Changes In Toxicity and Other Contaminant Characteristics

There are no changes in Toxicity and Other Containment Characteristics

6.3.2.4 Changes In Risk Assessment Methods

There are no changes in risk assessment methods

6.3.2.5 Expected Progress Towards Meeting RAO's

Not Applicable

ANSWER B PDO OU 3: YES - All of the exposure assumptions, toxiclty data,
cleanup levels, and RAO's used at the time of remedy selection are still valid.
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SECTION 6—ASSESSMENT

6.3.3 Question C: Has any other Information come to light that could call Into
question the protectlveness of the remedy?

6.3.3.1 Newly Identified ecological risks

There are no newly identified ecological risks.

6.3.3.2 Impacts from natural disasters

Not applicable due to No Further Action is Planned Decision Document.

6.3.3.3 Any other new Information that could affect the protectiveness of the
remedy.

No new information has come to light that would affect the No Further Action is Planned
Decision Document.

ANSWER C PDO OU 3: NO - There has not been any new Information that calls
Into question the protectlveness of the remedy.

6.4 POO OU 6 - BRAG WASTE SITES

6.4.1 Question A: Is the remedy functioning as Intended by the decision
documents?

6.4.1.1 Remedial Action Performance

The land use controls are effective in meeting the remedial action objectives for the PDO OU 6
Phase I and Phase II Transfer Parcels, which are to prevent direct contact and ingestion of soil
under residential and other nonindustrial exposure scenarios; prevent direct contact and ingestion
of groundwater under any scenario and; reduce exposure levels of contaminants that produce
unacceptable risk.

6.4.1.2 System Operations/O&M

The O&M requirements for the Phase I and Phase II parcels of this OU are documented in the
Land Use Control Action Plan (LUCAP) that was developed and signed by the BRAC Cleanup
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Team in August 2002. The LUCAP documents the land use controls and mechanisms, the
enforcement and the annual reporting requirements.

6.4.1.3 Opportunities for Optimization

There are currently no opportunities for optimization for the PDO OU 6 Phase I and Phase II
Transfer Parcels.

6.4.1.4 Early indicators of Potential Issues

The remedy for the PDO OU 6 Phase I and Phase II Transfer Parcels continues to achieve the
remedial action objectives. There have been no exposures to any contaminated soil or
groundwater.

6.4.1.5 Implementation of Land Use Controls and Other Measures

The Phase I Parcels deed is dated November 6, 1998 and was recorded at the Franklin County
Courthouse on January 15, 1999, Volume 1414. Page 0204. Phase I Parcels within the PDO
Area include Parcel 29, 33, and 34. These Parcel descriptions are found in Volume 1414, Pages
0233, 0236, and 0237. The restrictions pertaining to commercial/industrial reuse, ground water
access, and soil excavations can be found in Volume 1414, Pages 0282 and 0283. A copy of the
Phase I Deed and subsequent LIDA deeds can be found in Appendix D. It is noted that due to
the length of the deeds only the relevant portions of the deed have been included in the
Appendix.

The three following Phase I parcels have been sold by LIDA:

- Parcel 29 (portion totaling 21 acres) was sold to Warrior Roofing Manufacturing of
Pennsylvania, LLC. The deed was recorded at the Franklin County Courthouse on May
10, 2002, Volume 1879, Page 007. This deed documents the Land Use Restrictions and
CERCLA remediation covenants in Volume 1879, Page 009 by reference to the original
Army/LIDA Phase I deed Volume 1414, Page 0204. A copy of the Parcel 29 deed can be
found in Appendix D

Parcel 33 was sold to the United Churches of the Chambersburg Area. The deed was
recorded at the Franklin County Courthouse on July 3, 2003, Volume 2183, Page 640.
This deed documents the Land Use Restrictions and CERCLA remediation covenants in
Volume 2183, Page 641 by reference to the original Army/LIDA Phase I deed Volume
1414, Page 0204. A copy of the Parcel 33 deed can be found in Appendix D.

- Parcel 34 was sold to J, Preston Bell and Rebecca L. Bell. The deed was recorded at the
Franklin County Courthouse on June 1, 2006, Volume 3154, Page 423. This deed
documents the Land Use Restrictions and CERCLA remediation covenants in Volume
3154, Page 424 by reference to the original Army/LIDA Phase I deed Volume 1414, Page
0204. A copy of the Parcel 34 deed can be found in Appendix D
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There is one lease of the Phase I Parcels.

- Parcel 29 is leased to Marlin G. Bricker for agricultural purposes. This agricultural reuse
is permitted under the Phase I POST and Phase I deed, Volume 1414, Page 0282. The
lease is dated January 3, 2001. The first page of the lease references the terms of the
Phase I quitclaim deed Volume 1414, Page 0204. A copy of the Marlin G. Bricker lease
can be found in Appendix D.

The Phase II Parcels deed is dated May 3, 2002 and was recorded at the Franklin County
Courthouse on June 25, 2002, Volume 1904, Page 388. Phase II Parcels within the PDO Area
include Parcel 2-71, 2-72, 2-74A, 2-74B, 2-76, 2R-80, 2R-81, 2R-84, 2R-85, 2R-86, 2R-87, and
2R-88 Volume 1904, Page 404 and Page 489. The restrictions pertaining to commercial/
industrial reuse, ground water access, and soil excavations can be found in Volume 1904, Pages
393 and 394. A copy of the Phase II deed and subsequent LIDA deeds can be found in Appendix
D. It is noted that due to the length of the deeds only the relevant portions of the deed have been
included in the Appendix.

The following Phase II Parcels have been transferred by LIDA:

- Parcels 2-74 A and 2-74 B were sold to the Chambersburg Area School District (CASD).
The deed is dated January 30, 2003 and was recorded at the Franklin County Courthouse
on February 3, 2003, Volume 2052, Page 489. This deed documents the Land Use
Restrictions and CERCLA remediation covenants in Volume 2052, Page 490 by
reference to the original Army/LIDA Phase II deed Volume 1904, Page 388. A copy of
the CASD deed can be found in Appendix D,

- Parcels 2R-80, 2R-81, 2R-84, 2R-85, and 2R-86, and a portion of parcel 2R-87 are road
parcels that have been transferred by LIDA to Greene Township via a deed of dedication.
This deed is dated October 22. 2002, Volume 1981, Page 397 and was recorded at the
Franklin County Courthouse on October 24, 2002. A portion of 2R-87 has also been
transferred to Letterkenny Township via a deed of dedication. This deed is dated June 6,
2003, Volume 2160, Page 454 and was recorded at the Franklin County Courthouse on
June 11, 2003. Copies of the deeds of dedication can be found in Appendix D. Road
parcel 2R-88 has not been transferred to the local townships. During the Five Year
Review, it was discovered that the deeds transferring the road parcels to Greene and
Letterkenny Townships do not include or reference the Land Use Restrictions required by
the Phase II ROD. However, the May 3, 2002 Phase II deed states that the Land Use
Restrictions "are binding on the GRANTEE, its successors and assigns; shall run with the
land; and are forever enforceable." Thus, the Land Use Restrictions are enforceable.
Nevertheless, because the restrictions are not explicitly stated in the deeds, more research
is required for potential future owners to know about the restriction. Therefore, the deeds
should be modified to incorporate the Land Use Restrictions.

- Parcel 2-34 B was sold to J. Preston Bell and Rebecca L. Bell at the same time as Phase I
Parcel 34 (see discussion for Parcel 34 on previous page). In addition an agreement was
recorded at the same time as the deed on June 1, 2006, Volume 3154, Page 432. This
agreement specifies that upon transfer from the Army LIDA will transfer the underlying
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portion of Parcel 2-34B to J. Preston Bell. A copy of the Parcel 2-34B agreement can be
found in Appendix D

There are two leases of Phase II Parcels.

- Parcel 2-72 is leased to Barry C. Stup for commercial purposes. This commercial reuse
is permitted under the Phase II POST and Phase II deed, Volume 1904, Page 393. The
lease is dated May 1, 2005. The first page of the lease references the terms of the Phase
II quitclaim deed Volume 1904, Page 388. A copy of the Barry C. Stup lease can be
found in Appendix D

- Building 2279 within Parcel 2-76 is leased to the Franklin County District Attorney's
Office for commercial purposes. This commercial reuse is permitted under the Phase II
POST and Phase II deed, Volume 1904, Page 393. The lease is dated June 1, 2002. The
first page of the lease references the terms of the Phase II quitclaim deed Volume 1904,
Page 388. A copy of the Franklin County District Attorney's Office lease can be found
in Appendix D

The Phase I and II LUCAP MOA has been in effect since August 2002. The LUCAP can be
found in the Letterkenny Administrative Record, LKD.RT-257. The LUCAP MOA requires the
Army to conduct an annual site inspection to ensure that the Land Use Controls selected for each
site are effective and also requires the Army to report annually to EPA and PADEP, in writing,
on the status of the Land Use Controls. Annual inspection reports have been submitted since
1999. A table summarizing the inspections is enclosed at Appendix B. As staled in Section 5.3
the table includes inspection location, date of inspection, reason for inspection, inspector(s),
inspection activities, results and findings, and inspection report/data location. The supporting
information for this table can be found in the Construction Inspection yearly office files 1999-
2006 and the annual land use control letter reports for years 1999-2005.

During the Five Year Review, it was discovered that the LUCAP MOA requires the LEAD
Commander to sign the annual inspection reports. However, it has been the practice at LEAD
for the BRAC Environmental Coordinator to sign the reports. The Army, PADEP, and EPA
agree that requiring the LEAD Commander to sign the annual inspection reports is overly
burdensome, and that it would be more appropriate for the BRAC Environmental Coordinator to
sign the reports. The LEAD Commander signs the Five Year Review reports that incorporate the
findings of the annual inspections. Therefore, the LUCAP MOA should be revised to allow the
BRAC Environmental Coordinator to sign the annual reports.

The annual inspection letters can be found on Letterkenny *s Administrative Record website at
http://209.235.100.233/padep/testrunsearch2.htm. To find the specific letter for each year, go to
the bottom left-hand corner and click on the year for the subject letter. Page down until you find
the corresponding date of the letter. Dates for each annual inspection letter follow:

Inspection Year 1999

Inspection Year 2000

Inspection Year 2001

December 22, 1999

January 12, 2001

February 4, 2002
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V

Inspection Year 2002 January 24,2003

Inspection Year 2003 January 27,2004

Inspection Year 2004 January 31, 2005

Inspection Year 2005 January 25,2006

One requirement of the LUCAP MOA was the development of a notification letter by the BCT.
This letter was finalized in May, signed by the Letterkenny BRAC Environmental Coordinator
on June 16, 2006 and distributed to the Letterkenny Industrial Development Authority.

The Phase I and II deeds reference a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) between the Army and
LIDA. This MOA dated November 5, 1998 specifies the terms and conditions for the
conveyance of the BRAC excess property from Letterkenny to the LIDA. This BRAC MOA
also covers utilities, installation access, emergency services, and any continuing obligations of
the Army.

ANSWER A PDO OU 6: YES - The remedy of land use controls Is functioning as
Intended and Is preventing human exposure to the underlying groundwater.

6.4.2 Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxlcity data, cleanup
levels, and remedial action objectives (RAO's) used at the time of
remedy selection still valid?

6.4.2.1 Changes In Standards and TBCs

The remedies selected for portions of PDO OU 6 as of the date of this Five -Year review (Phases
I, II and III BRAC Parcels) meet ARARs. Overall, the Federal and State standards for the
contaminants of concern have not changed in a manner that affects the protectiveness of the
selected remedies. The selected final remedy for the remaining portions of the OU with regard to
soils will be in full compliance with all ARARs.

A no further action ROD (WESTON, 20030, was signed for the PDO OU 6 sites that are in the
Phase III parcels. There were no changes in the ARARs that would affect the decision for a no
further action remedy for the Phase III parcels.

The remedy selected for the Phase I and Phase II Parcels in PDO OU 6, as stated in the Phase I
and Phase II RODs (WESTON, 1998b and 20010, was land use controls and deed provisions,
which are protective of human health and the environment. Deeds recorded at the Franklin
County Courthouse contain the restrictions for commercial and industrial use, excavation depth
above the water table, subsurface structures for human occupation, and prohibiting access to the
underlying VOC-contaminated groundwater.
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At the time of the Phase I BRAC Parcels ROD, there were no ARARs identified for soils at the
subject parcels. The ARARs discussed below for Phase II ROD could also be considered ARARs
at this point in time for the Phase I Parcels:

The ARARs for soil as identified in the Phase II Parcels ROD are the following:

• PADEP Medium-specific concentrations (MSCs), Non-Residential, Soil Direct Contact (Title
25 PA code, Chapter 250, Administration of Land Recycling Program).

• EPA, Title 40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR)f Part 761, Disposal of Polychlorinated
Biphenyls (PCB), Final Rule under the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA), Section
761.61(a)(4)(i)(A), Cleanup Levels for Bulk PCB Remediation Waste, High Occupancy
Areas: action is required for concentrations greater than 1 part per million (equivalent to
milligrams per kilogram for soil or solid materials). Source: Federal Register, Volume 63,
Number 124, 29 June 1998, pp 35383-35474).

The ARARs for soil are met because hazardous substances found in soils in the Phase I and
Phase II parcels are at concentrations less than the values listed in the citations referenced.

The remedy regarding groundwater in the RODs for the Phase I and Phase II BRAC Parcels is an
interim measure. The land use controls and deed provisions for in PDO OU 6, which are the
components of the interim groundwater remedy for PDO OU 2 groundwater, are protective of
human health and the environment. Because the groundwater remedy is an interim measure, final
ARARs were not identified in the RODs. Groundwater ARARs, including providing a detailed
list of current ARARs, will be addressed in the ROD for PDO OU 2.

6.4.2.2 Changes in Exposure Pathways

There have been no changes in the exposure pathways. The land use within the Phase I and II
Parcels is commercial/industrial and the parcels are a part of the Cumberland Valley Business
Park. There have been no instances of residential reuse within the business park. The only
exception is the Phase II Parcels 2-74 A&B which are located outside of the business park.
These parcels are owned by the Chambersburg Area School District and are a permitted use
under the Phase II ROD and POST. No new contaminants have been discovered and no new
sources of the existing underlying groundwater have been discovered.

6.4.2.3 Changes In Toxlclty and Other Contaminant Characteristics

There have been no changes in toxicity and other contaminant characteristics regarding the
underlying VOC contaminated groundwater that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy.

6.4.2.4 Changes In Risk Assessment Methods

There have been no changes in risk assessment methodology that would affect the protectiveness
of the remedy.
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SECTION 6—ASSESSMENT

6.4.2.5 Expected Progress Towards Meeting RAO's

The RAO's of preventing human exposure to the underlying groundwater are being met and no
exposures to the underlying groundwater have occurred.

ANSWER B PDQ OU 6: YES - All of the exposure assumptions, toxlcity data,
cleanup levels, and RAO's used In preparing the Phase I ROD are still valid.

6.4,3 Question C: Has any other Information come to light that could call Into
question the protectlveness of the remedy?

6.4.3.1 Newly Identified ecological risks

No newly identified ecological risks have been identified.

6.4.3.2 Impacts from natural disasters

The land use controls will prevent exposure to the groundwater during any natural disaster.

6.4.3.3 Any other new Information that could affect the protectlveness of the
remedy.

No new information has come to light that would affect the No Further Action is Planned
Decision Document.

ANSWER C PDO OU 6: NO - There has not been any new Information that calls
Into question the protectiveness of the Phase I remedy consisting of land use
controls.

6.5 PDO OU 7 - SOUTHERN MARTINSBURG SHALE REGION (SMSR)

6.5.1 Question A: Is the remedy functioning as Intended by the decision
documents?

5.5.1.1 Remedial Action Performance

The Southern Martinsburg Shale Region (SMSR), otherwise known as the BRAC Phase III
parcels, were found to be not impacted by VOC contaminated groundwater as documented in the
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SECTION 6—ASSESSMENT

Phase III No Further Action ROD, August 2003. The Phase III Parcels were transferred without
any restrictions in January 2004.

6.5.1.2 System Operatlons/O&M

Not Applicable

6.5.1.3 Opportunities tor Optimization

Not Applicable

6.5.1.4 Early Indicators of Potential Issues

Not Applicable

6.5.1.5 Implementation of Land use Controls and Other Measures

The Phase III Parcels were transferred unrestricted and No Land Use Controls were established
on the Phase III Parcels

ANSWER A PDO OU 7: YES - The recommendation of No Further Action for the
SMSR/Phase III Parcels Is still appropriate.

6.5.2 Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxlclty data, cleanup
levels, and remedial action objectives (RAO's) used at the time of
remedy selection still valid?

6.5.2. f Changes In Standards and TBCs

The Army and EPA, in consultation with PADEP, determined that no further CERCLA remedial
action is necessary to protect public health or welfare or the environment from the soil or
groundwater at the Southern Martinsburg Shale Region (SMSR), otherwise known as the BRAC
Phase III parcels. The Phase III parcels were transferred without any restrictions in January
2004. A No Further Action ROD (WESTON, 2003f), was signed for the SMSR/Phase III
parcels. Therefore, ARARs are met at this OU and the no further action remedy for PDO OU 7 is
protective of human health and the environment and is expected to continue to be protective.
Federal and State standards for the contaminants of concern have not changed in a manner that
affects the protectiveness of the remedy.
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SECTION 6—ASSESSMENT

6.5.2.2 Changes In Exposure Pathways

There have been no changes in exposure pathways. The Phase III Parcels are still part of the
Cumberland Valley Business Park.

6.5.2.3 Changes In Toxlclty and Other Contaminant Characteristics

There have been no changes in toxicity and other contaminant characteristics regarding the
underlying VOC contaminated groundwater that would change the decision of No Further
Action.

6.5.2.4 Changes In Risk Assessment Methods

There have been no changes in risk assessment methodology that would affect the protectiveness
of the remedy.

6.5.2.5 Expected Progress Towards Meeting RAO'8

Not applicable due to No Further Action ROD.

ANSWER B PDO OU 7: YES - All of the exposure assumptions, toxicity data,
cleanup levels, and RAO's used In preparing the SMSR/Phase III ROD are still
valid. In addition the non-tlme-crltical-removal action Is still protective of human
health and the environment.

6.5.3 Question C: Has any other Information come to light that could call Into
question the protectiveness of the remedy?

6.5.3.1 Newly Identified ecological risks

There are no newly identified ecological risks.

6.5.3.2 Impacts from natural disasters

Not applicable due to No Further Action ROD.

6.5.3.3 Any other new Information that could affect the protectiveness of the
remedy.

No new information has come to light that would affect the No Further Action ROD,
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SECTION 6—ASSESSMENT

ANSWER C PPO OU 7: NO - There has not been any new Information that calls
Into question the protectlveness of the SMSR/Phase III ROD recommending No
Further Action.
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7. DEFICIENCIES

The deficiencies identified during the five-year review are noted in the Table below. These
efficiencies are not considered by the Army to be sufficient to warrant a finding that the remedy
is not protective due to the fact that the Letterkenny Industrial Development Authority has been
previously notified of the Institutional Controls by being an active member of the BRAC
Cleanup Team and due to the existing zoning restrictions in Greene Township.

Deficiencies

Currently Affects
Protectiveness

(Y/N)

Affects Future
Protectiveness

(Y/N)

Institution*! Controls

Deeds for Road Parcels 2R-80, 2R-81, 2R-84, 2R-85, 2R-86. and
2R-87 do not include or reference the Land Use Restrictions
required by the Phase II ROD. Because the Land Use
Restrictions recorded in the May 3, 2002 Phase II deed "run with
the land," they are enforceable. However, because the
restrictions are not explicitly stated in the deeds, more research
would be required for potential future owners to know about
them. A deed of correction will be prepared to provide additional
legal certainty that the Land Use Restrictions are being fully
implemented.

N N

Land Use Control Action Plan (LUCAP) Memorandum of
Agreement (MOA) requires the LEAD Commander to sign the
annual Land Use Control inspection reports. However, it has
been the practice at LEAD for the BRAC Environmental
Coordinator to sign the inspection reports. The Army, PADEP,
and EPA agree that requiring the LEAD Commander to sign the
inspection reports is overly burdensome, and that it would be
more appropriate for the BRAC Environmental Coordinator to
sign the reports. The LEAD Commander signs the Five Year
Review reports that incorporate the findings of the annual
inspections. Therefore, the LUCAP MOA should be revised to
allow the BRAC Environmental Coordinator to sign the annual
reports.

N N

The notification letter and map identifying the Institutional
Controls has not been finalized. NOTE: This deficiency was
first noted during beginning of the 5-year review. The
notification letter has been finalized and delivered to LIDA in
mid-June 2006. This deficiency has been resolved.

N N
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8. RECOMMENDATIONS AND REQUIRED ACTIONS

PDO OU 1—Source Area Soils (OBP and DRMO Drum Storage Revetments): Based on the
findings of the RI conducted in the 1990's a No Action Record of Decision (ROD) for the OBP
and the DRMO Drum Area revetment was signed in 1991. However in 1995 soil contamination
was discovered while backfilling the OBP. As a result, PDO OU 4 was created to address the
newly discovered soil and groundwater contamination. PDO OU 4 needs to be completed
through site closeout in order to correct the Administrative Record in regards to the OBP.

PDO QU 2—PDO Area Groundwater and Surface Water: Once the final remedy for PDO OU 2
has been determined, long-term monitoring and O&M will need to be evaluated.

PDQ OU 3—Mercury Detections in Rocky Spring Lake: A Decision Document, stating that "No
Further Action is Planned", was signed in February 2000.

PDO OU 4—Soils and Groundwater Associated with the Oil Burn Pit (QBP): Once the remedy
for PDO OU 4 has been determined, long-term monitoring and O&M will need to be evaluated.

PDO OU 5—Rocky Spring Drainage System Area: Once the remedy for PDO OU 5 has been
determined, long-term monitoring and O&M will need to be evaluated.

PPO OU 6— BRAC Waste Sites: Based upon a comprehensive review of available site data, the
implemented remedies are protective of human health and the environment. The annual
notification letter that identifies the land use controls was finalized and distributed to the LIDA
in mid- June. The letter is dated June 16, 2006.

To remedy issues uncovered during the Five Year Review, the following actions are required:

- For road parcels 2R-80, 2R-81, 2R-84, 2R-85, and 2R-86, and a portion of road parcel
2R-87, transferred by the Letterkenny Industrial Development Authority (LIDA) to
Greene Township via an October 22, 2002 deed of dedication, a deed of correction or
deed of confirmation is needed to incorporate the Land Use Controls required by the
Phase II ROD. This new deed must be signed by both LIDA and Greene Township.

- For the portion of Road Parcel 2R-87 that was transferred to Letterkenny Township via a
June 6, 2003 deed of dedication, a deed of correction or deed of confirmation is needed to
incorporate the Land Use Controls required by the Phase II ROD. This new deed must be
signed by both LIDA and Letterkenny Township

- The Land Use Control Action Plan (LUCAP) Memorandum of Agreement (MOA)
should be revised to allow the BRAC Environmental Coordinator to sign the annual Land
Use Control inspection reports.

PDO OU 7—Southern Martinsburg Shale Region (SMSRV. The Southern Martinsburg Shale
Region (SMSR), otherwise known as the BRAC Phase III parcels, were found to be not impacted
by VOC contaminated groundwater and were transferred without any restrictions in January
2004.
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9. PROTECTIVENESS STATEMENT

The remedy at PDO OU 6 is protective of human health and the environment. The remedies for
PDO OU 2, PDO OU 4, and PDO OU 5 have not been selected.

PPO OU 1— Source Area Soils (DRMQ Drum Storage Revetments): A No Action ROD for the
DRMO Drum Area revetment was signed in 1991. The No Action Remedy is protective of
human health and the environment.

PDO OU 1— PDO Area Groundwater and Surface Water The final remedy for PDO OU 2 has
not been selected at this time. The interim remedy for PDO OU 2 Phase I and Phase II Parcels is
protective of human health and the environment. It is anticipated that all final remedial actions
selected for PDO OU 2 will be protective of human health and the environment. In the interim,
exposure pathways that could result in unacceptable risks are being controlled.

PDQ OU 3 — Mercury Detections in Rocky Spring Lake: A Decision Document, stating that *'No
Further Action is Planned", was signed in February 2000. The No Further Action Remedy is
protective of human health and the environment.

PDQ OU 4— Groundwater Associated with the Oil Burn Pit (OBP): The remedy for PDO OU 4
has not been selected at this time. It is anticipated that all remedial actions selected for PDO OU
4 will be protective of human health and the environment. In the interim, exposure pathways
that could result in unacceptable risks are being controlled.

PDO OU 5 — Rocky Soring Drainage System Area: The remedy for PDO OU 5 has not been
selected at this time. It is anticipated that all remedial actions selected for PDO OU 5 will be
protective of human health and the environment. In the interim, exposure pathways that could
result in unacceptable risks are being controlled.

PDO QU 6 — BRAC Waste Sites: During the Five Year Review, the following minor deficiencies
were discovered that do not affect the protects veness of the remedy.

- The deeds transferring the road parcels (2R-80, 2R-8 1 , 2R-84, 2R-85, 2R-86, and 2R-87)
to Greene and Letterkenny Townships do not include or reference the Land Use Controls
required by the Phase II ROD. Because the Land Use Restrictions recorded in the May 3,
2002 Phase II deed "are binding on the GRANTEE, its successors and assigns; shall run
with the land; and are forever enforceable," they are enforceable and the remedy is
protective. However, because the restrictions are not explicitly stated in the deeds, the
deeds should be modified to incorporate the Land Use Restrictions, providing additional
legal certainty that the remedy is protective.

- The Land Use Control Action Plan (LUCAP) Memorandum of Agreement (MOA)
requires the LEAD Commander to sign the annual Land Use Control inspection reports.
However, it has been the practice at LEAD for the BRAC Environmental Coordinator to
sign the inspection reports. This breach of protocol does not affect the protectiveness of
the remedy. The Army has submitted the inspection reports to EPA and PADEP
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SECTION 9—PROTECTIVENESS STATEMENT

annually, as required by the LUCAP MOA. Furthermore, the LEAD Commander signs
the Five Year Review reports that incorporate the findings of the annual inspections. In
addition, the Army, PADEP, and EPA agree that requiring the LEAD Commander to sign
the inspection reports is overly burdensome, and that it would be more appropriate for the
BRAC Environmental Coordinator to sign the annual reports. Therefore, the LUCAP
MOA should be revised to allow the BRAC Environmental Coordinator to sign the
annual reports.

The LUCAP MOA requires the development of a Land Use Control notification letter by
the BCT. At the beginning of the Five Year Review process, the notification letter
required had not been finalized. Subsequently, the notification letter was finalized and
delivered to LIDA in mid-June 2006. Thus, this deficiency was resolved.

The remedy for PDO OU 6 Phase I and Phase II Parcels is protective of human health and the
environment.

PDO OU 7—Southern Martinsburg Shale Region (SMSR): The Army and EPA, in consultation
with the PADEP, determined that no further CERCLA remedial action is necessary to protect
public health or welfare or the environment from the soil or groundwater at the Southern
Martinsburg Shale Region (SMSR), otherwise known as the BRAC Phase III parcels. These
parcels were transferred without any restrictions in January 2004. The No Further Action
Remedy is protective of human health and the environment.
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9. PROTECTIVENESS STATEMENT

The remedy at PDO OU 6 is protective of human health and the environment. The remedies for
PDO OU 2, PDO OU 4, and PDO OU 5 have not been selected.

PDO OU 1 — Source Area Soils (PRMO Drum Storage Revetments): A No Action ROD for the
DRMO Drum Area revetment was signed in 1991. The No Action Remedy is protective of
human health and the environment.

PDO OU 2— PDQ Area Groundwater and Surface Water: The final remedy for PDO OU 2 has
not been selected at this time. The interim remedy for PDO OU 2 Phase I and Phase II Parcels is
protective of human health and the environment. It is anticipated that all final remedial actions
selected for PDO OU 2 will be protective of human health and the environment. In the interim,
exposure pathways that could result in unacceptable risks are being controlled.

PDO QU 3 — Mercury Detections in Rocky Spring Lake: A Decision Document, stating that "No
Further Action is Planned", was signed in February 2000. The No Further Action Remedy is
protective of human health and the environment.

PDO OU 4— Groundwater Associated with the Oil Bum Pit (OBP): The remedy for PDO OU 4
has not been selected at this time. It is anticipated that all remedial actions selected for PDO OU
4 will be protective of human health and the environment. In the interim, exposure pathways
that could result in unacceptable risks are being controlled.

PDO OU 5 — Rocky Spring Drainage System Area: The remedy for PDO OU 5 has not been
selected at this time. It is anticipated that all remedial actions selected for PDO OU 5 will be
protective of human health and the environment. In the interim, exposure pathways that could
result in unacceptable risks are being controlled.

PDO OU 6 — BRAC Waste Sites: During the Five Year Review, the following minor deficiencies
were discovered that do not affect the protectiveness of the remedy.

- The deeds transferring the road parcels (2R-80, 2R-81, 2R-84, 2R-85, 2R-86, and 2R-87)
to Greene and Letterkenny Townships do not include or reference the Land Use Controls
required by the Phase II ROD. Because the Land Use Restrictions recorded in the May 3,
2002 Phase II deed "are binding on the GRANTEE, its successors and assigns; shall run
with the land; and are forever enforceable," they are enforceable and the remedy is
protective. However, because the restrictions are not explicitly stated in the deeds, the
deeds should be modified to incorporate the Land Use Restrictions, providing additional
legal certainty that the remedy is protective.

The Land Use Control Action Plan (LUCAP) Memorandum of Agreement (MOA)
requires the LEAD Commander to sign the annual Land Use Control inspection reports.
However, it has been the practice at LEAD for the BRAC Environmental Coordinator to
sign the inspection reports. This breach of protocol does not affect the protectiveness of
the remedy. The Army has submitted the inspection reports to EPA and PADEP
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SECTION 9—PROTECTIVENESS STATEMENT

annually, as required by the LUCAP MOA. Furthermore, the LEAD Commander signs
the Five Year Review reports that incorporate the findings of the annual inspections. In
addition, the Army, PADEP, and EPA agree that requiring the LEAD Commander to sign
the inspection reports is overly burdensome, and that it would be more appropriate for the
BRAC Environmental Coordinator to sign the annual reports. Therefore, the LUCAP
MOA should be revised to allow the BRAC Environmental Coordinator to sign the
annual reports.

The LUCAP MOA requires the development of a Land Use Control notification letter by
the BCT. At the beginning of the Five Year Review process, the notification letter
required had not been finalized. Subsequently, the notification letter was finalized and
delivered to LIDA in mid-June 2006. Thus, this deficiency was resolved.

The remedy for PDO OU 6 Phase I and Phase II Parcels is protective of human health and the
environment.

PDO OU 7—Southern Martinsburg Shale Reaion (SMSR1: The Army and EPA, in consultation
with the PADEP, determined that no further CERCLA remedial action is necessary to protect
public health or welfare or the environment from the soil or groundwater at the Southern
Martinsburg Shale Region (SMSR), otherwise known as the BRAC Phase III parcels. These
parcels were transferred without any restrictions in January 2004. The No Further Action
Remedy is protective of human health and the environment.
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10. NEXT FIVE-YEAR REVIEW

This is a statutory site that requires ongoing five-year reviews. The next five-year review will
for PDO OU 6 will be completed no later than five years after EPA concurs with this five-year
review.

10-1



PDO Area Five-Year Review

11. REFERENCES1

Acker, R.C. 1955. Water Supply from Wells for Letterkenny Ordnance Works. Letter Report to
District Engineer, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Baltimore District.

Becher, A.E., and L.E. Taylor. 1982. Groundwater Resources in the Cumberland and
Contiguous Valleys of Franklin County, Pennsylvania. Pennsylvania Geological Survey Water
Resources Report 53. Harrisburg, Pennsylvania.

EA (EA Engineering, Science, and Technology). 1991. Site Investigation, LEAD.

EPA (U.S. Environmental Protection Agency). 2004. Current Drinking Water Standards -
National Primary Drinking Water Regulations. Office of Groundwater and Drinking Water.
http://www.epa. gov/safe water/mcl .html.

EPA (U.S. Environmental Protection Agency). June 2001. Comprehensive Five-Year Review
Guidance. Directive 9355.7-03B-P. Office of Emergency and Remedial Response.

EPA (U.S. Environmental Protection Agency). 1998. Record of Decision for Phase I Parcels,
Letterkenny Army Depot. Final Report. September 1998.

EPA/USACE (U.S. Environmental Protection Agency/U.S. Army Corps of Engineers). 1998.
Evaluation of Dredged Material Proposed for Discharge in Waters of the U.S. - Testing Manual
(Inland Testing Manual). EPSYS (Epsys Corporation). 2001. Seasonally High Groundwater
Determination for the Phase 2 BRAC Parcels, Letterkenny Army Depot. Final Report. February
2001.

EPSYS (Epsys Corporation). 2001. Seasonally High Groundwater Determination for the Phase
2 BRAC Parcels, Letterkenny Army Depot. Final Report.

ERM (Environmental Resources Management, Inc.). 1995. Letterkenny Army Depot - SWMU
Site Investigation Follow-on Report, ELIN A009. January 1995.

ESE (Environmental Science & Engineering, Inc.). 1995. PDO New OU #5 Site Investigation
PCBs in Rocky Spring Lake, Draft Report.

ESE (Environmental Science & Engineering, Inc.). 1993a. Risk Assessment of the Property
Disposal Office Area at Letterkenny Army Depot, Operable Units 1 and 2. Final Report. June
1993. LKD.RT-080.

Note: The Administrative Record reference number for each document is included at the end of
references that are included in the Letterkenny Army Depot Administrative Record (i.e., LKD-RT-xxx).
These documents are also available online at http://209.235.100.233/LETrERKENNYUBRARY/.

\\FSFED01\H94\LEAD5-YEAR-PDO\FINAL\TEXT\POO5YRRPT_S11DOC i 1 i 1W07
11-1



PDO Area Five-Year Review

ESE (Environmental Science & Engineering, Inc.). 1993b. Remedial Investigation of the
Property Disposal Office Area Operable Units 1 and 2, Letterkenny Army Depot, January 1993.
LKD.RT-075.

ESE (Environmental Science & Engineering, Inc.). 1988a. Endangerment Assessment of the
Property Disposal Office at Letterkenny Army Depot.. February 1988. LKD.RT-017,

ESE (Environmental Science & Engineering, Inc.). 1988b. Feasibility Study of the Property
Disposal Office Area at Letterkenny Army Depot, Operable Units 1 and 2. Final Report.
February 1994. LKD.RT-090.

ESE (Environmental Science & Engineering, Inc.). 1987. Remedial Investigation of the Property
Disposal Office Area at Letterkenny Army Depot.. September 1987. LKD.RT-015.

LEAD (Letterkenny Army Depot). 2004. Installation Action Plan for Letterkenny Army Depot,
FY 2005. April 2004. LKD-RT-250.

LEAD (Letterkeny Army Depot) Land Use Control Assurance Plan Memorandum of Agreement
for the Phase I & II Parcels, August 2002, LKD-RT-257.

LEAD (Letterkenny Army Depot). 1995. Proposed Plan, Operable Unit Two, Proptery Disposal
Office Area. February 1995. LKD.RT-100.

LEAD (Letterkenny Army Depot). Record of Decision, Accelerated Remedial Action Property
Disposal Office Area Operable Unit One, Letterkenny Army Depot Chambersburg, PA. June
1991.LKD.RT-061.

LEAD (Letterkenny Army Depot). 1991. Final Proposed Plan, Operable Unit One, Proptery
Disposal Office Area. May 1991. LKD.RT-055.

IT Corporation (IT). 2000. Decision Document, Mercury Detections in Rocky Spring Lake,
Property Disposal Office Area - Operable Unit 3 (PDO OU3), Letterkenny Army Depot.
February 2000.

PADEP (Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection). 2001. "Rules and Regulations.
Title 25 - Environmental Protection, Environmental Quality Board [25 Pennsylvania Code Chapter
250]; Administration of the Land Recycling Program (Act 2)." Pennsylvania Bulletin, Vol. 31, No.
47. 24 November 2001,

Pennsylvania Code. Title 25 - Environmental Protection, Chapter 16 -Water Quality Toxics
Management Strategy - Statement of Policy. Appendix A, Table 1 - Water Quality Criteria for
Toxic Substances.

USATHAMA (U.S. Army Toxic and Hazardous Materials Agency). 1980. Installation
Assessment of Letterkenny Army Depot, Report No. 16, Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland.
LKD.RT-011.

\\FSFE001\t464iEHH5-VEAR-PDaFlNAL\TEXT\PDO5YRRFT_Sn.DOC i j



PDO Area Five-Year Review

Versar, Inc.. 2002. Remedial Investigation of Offpost Ground Water Issues (Operable Unit 4) of
the Property Disposal Office Area of Letterkenny Army Depot. Draft Final. Prepared for the U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers, Baltimore District, Baltimore, MD.

Versar, Inc. .1996. Mercury Detections in Rocky Spring Lake, Investigation of Property Disposal
Office Operable Unit 3. August 1996. LKD.RT-125.

Versar, Inc. 1994. Remedial Investigating/Feasibility Study Letterkenny Army Depot Property
Disposal Office Area, Operable Units 3 and 4, Work Plan. May 1994.

WESTON (Roy F. Weston, Inc.). 2004. Remedial Investigation and Risk Assessment for the
Vehicle/Equipment Storage Area (VESA), Property Disposal Office (PDO) Area Operable Unit
(OU) 6, Letterkenny Army Depot. Final LKD.RT-254. October 2004.

WESTON (Weston Solutions, Inc.). 2003a. Final Remedial Investigation (RI) and Risk
Assessment (RA)for the Open Vehicle Storage Area (DSERTS Sites LEAD-110 and LEAD-114),
Property Disposal Office (PDO) Area Operable Unit (OU) 6 and Southeast (SE) Area OU 8,
Letterkenny Army Depot. WESTON, July 2003. LKD-RT-234.

WESTON (Roy F. Weslon, Inc.). 2003b. BRAC Investigations at the RCRA Sites in the Property
Disposal (PDO) Area Operable Unit (OU) 6 and Southeastern (SE) Area OU 8, Letterkenny
Army Depot. Draft. April 2003.

WESTON (Weston Solutions, Inc.). April 2003b. Summary Report on the Groundwater Quality
in the Southern Martinsburg Shale Region, Letterkenny Army Depot. Final. LKD.RT-233.

WESTON (Weston Solutions, Inc.). 2003c. Technical Plan for BRAC Investigations at RCRA
Sites in the Property Disposal Office (PDO) Area Operable Unit (OU) 6 and Southeastern (SE)
Area OU8, Letterkenny Army Depot. Draft. April 2, 2003.

WESTON (Weston Solutions, Inc.). April (revised July) 2003d. Remedial Investigation and Risk
Assessment Report for the Open Vehicle Storage Area (DSERTS Sites LEAD-110 and LEAD-
114), Property Disposal Office (PDO) Area Operable Unit (OU) 6 and Southeastern (SE) Area
OU8, Letterkenny Army Depot. Final. LKD-RT-232.

WESTON (Weston Solutions, Inc.). September 2003e. Finding of Suitability to Transfer (FOST)
for the Phase III BRAC Parcels. Final. LKD-RT-238.

WESTON (Weston Solutions, Inc.). August 2003f. Record of Decision for the Phase III BRAC
Parcels. Final. LKD-RT-239.

WESTON (Weston Solutions, Inc.). April 2003g. Proposed Plan for the Phase III BRAC
Parcels. Final. LKD-RT-234.

WESTON (Roy F. Weston, Inc.). September 2002a. Remedial Investigation and Risk Assessment
Report for the Former Uncurbed AST Site North of Building 532, Property Disposal Office
(PDO) Area Operable Unit (OU) 6, DSERTS Site LEAD-126, Letterkenny Army Depot. Final.
LKD-RT-221.

\\FSFED01M4W\LEADB-YEAH-PDOVFlNAL\TEXnPDO5YRRPT_S11.DOC . i -3 1/at)7



PDO Area Five-Year Review

Weston (Roy F. Western, Inc.). August 2002b. Work Plan for Risk Assessment for Property
Disposal Office (PDO) OU 5 Letterkenny Army Depot. Final. LKD-RT-216.

WESTON (Roy F. Weston, Inc.). September 2002b. Remedial Investigation and Risk Assessment
Report for the Building 400 Series Fire Training Area, Southeastern (SE) Area Operable Unit
(OU) 8, Letterkenny Army Depot. Final. LKD-RT-219

WESTON (Roy F. Weston, Inc.). 2002c. Sampling Report on the PDO OU 2 Well Installation
and Sampling Program, Oil Burn Pit Supplemental Groundwater Investigation, Letterkenny
Army Depot, Chambersburg, PA. Final. April 2002.

WESTON (Roy F. Weston, Inc.). 2002e. Draft Remedial Investigation (RI) and Risk Assessment
(RA) Report and Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) Closure Report for the
Ammunition Area Drum Storage Pad Areas, Property Disposal Office (PDO) Area Operable
Unit (OU) 6 (DSERTS Site LEAD-112), Letterkenny Army Depot.

WESTON (Roy F. Weston, Inc.). 2002f, Finding of Suitability to Transfer (POST) for the Phase
IIBRAC Parcels, Letterkenny Army Depot. February 2002. LKD-RT-200.

WESTON (Roy F. Weston, Inc.). 200 Ic. Evaluation of Recreational/Daycare Use for the
Chapel/Gym Parcel, Property Disposal Office (PDO) Area, Letterkenny Army Depot. LKD-RT-
208.

WESTON (Roy F. Weston, Inc.). 2001d. Technical Plan for BRAC Investigations in the
Property Disposal Office, Operable Unit 6. Draft-Final.

WESTON (Roy F. Weston, Inc.). 2001 e. Proposed Plan for Phase II Parcels, Letterkenny Army
Depot. February 2001. LKD-RT-181.

WESTON (Roy F. Weston, Inc.). 2001 f. Record of Decision for Phase II Parcels, Letterkenny
Army Depot. July 2001. LKD-RT-190.

WESTON (Roy F. Weston, Inc.). 2001g. Groundwater Vapor Intrusion Risk Assessment,
Letterkenny Army Depot. Final Report. February 2001. LKD.RT-182.

WESTON (Roy F. Weston, Inc.). 2000a. Final Supplement 1 to the Final Environmental
Baseline Survey for Letterkenny Army Depot, BRAC 95 Action. November 2000. LKD-RT-176.

WESTON (Roy F. Weston, Inc.). 2000b. Draft Technical Plan for a Dye Tracer Study of the
Bedrock Aquifer at the Property Disposal Office (PDO) Area of Letterkenny Army Depot,
Chambersburg, PA. August 2000.

WESTON (Roy F. Weston, Inc.). 2000c. Engineering Evaluation/Cost Analysis (EE/CA)for the
Open Vehicle Storage Area (OVSA), Property Disposal Office (PDO) Area Operable Unit (OU)
6 and Southeast (SE) Area OU 8, Letterkenny Army Depot. LKD-RT-197.
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PDO Area Five-Year Review

WESTON (Roy F. Weston, Inc.). 1999a. Technical Plan For: Investigation ofPCBs in the Rocky
Spring System Property Disposal Office (PDO) Area, Operable Unit 5 (OU 5), Letterkenny Army
Depot. December 1999. LKD-RT-165.

WESTON (Roy. F. Weston, Inc.). 1999b. Addendum to the Environmental Baseline Survey.
April May 1999. LKD-RT-158.

WESTON (Roy F. Weston, Inc.). 1999c. Remedial Investigation and Risk Assessment Report for
the Southeast Area (SE) Operable Unit (OU) 8 Phase IIBRAC Sites. Draft April 1999.

WESTON (Roy F. Weston, Inc.). 1998a. Proposed Plan for Phase I Parcels, Letterkenny Army
Depot. March 1998. LKD.RT-133.

WESTON (Roy F. Weston, Inc.). 1998b. Record of Decision for Phase / parcels, Letterkenny
Army Depot. September 1998. LKD.RT-143.

WESTON (Roy F. Weston, Inc.). 1998c. Area of Concern (AOC) Decision Documents for Phase
/Parcels, Letterkenny Army Depot. Final. April 1998. LKD.RT-I74.

WESTON (Roy F. Weston, Inc.). 1998A Finding of Suitability to Transfer (POST) for Phase I
Parcels, Letterkenny Army Depot. Final Report. October 1998. LKD.RT-148.

WESTON (Roy F. Weston, Inc.). 1998e. Technical Plan for BRAC Investigations in the Property
Disposal Office Area, Operable Unit 6 (PDO OU 6), Letterkenny Army Depot, Chambersburg,
PA. Draft. March 1998.

WESTON (Roy F, Weston, Inc.). 1996a. Phase I Environmental Baseline Survey, Letterkenny
Army Depot, BRAC 95 Action. LKD.RT-124.

WESTON (Roy F. Weston, Inc.). 1996b. Technical Plan for Emergency Delineation/Removal of
Soils at the PDO Oil Bum Pit (Operable Unit 4), Letterkenny Army Depot. Draft. Prepared for the
U.S. Army Environmental Center, Installation Restoration Division, Aberdeen Proving Ground,
MD. October 1996. LKD.RT-126.
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SOIL ASSOCIATIONS
Laldie-Very stony land-Buchanan association: Deep, well drained to
somewhat poorly drained, nearly level to very steep soils formed in
cotluvium from sandstone, and Very stony land; on tops and sides of
mountains

Hagerstown-Duffietd association: Daap, well-drained, nearly level to
steep soils formed In materials weathered from limestone; In valleys

Uuiiin-Laidig association. Deep, well-drained, tently sloping to rtcd-
enlely steep soils formed in eolluvlum; on mountain foot slopes

Hlihfield-Glenvllle association: Deep, well-drained to somewhat poorly
drained, gently sloping u> very steep soils farted in materials weathered
from metabaMlt. racks comalnine mica, and ntstsrnyolite; on tops and
sides of mountains

Weikett-B«rks-Be.dlngton association: Shallow to deep, well-drained,
nearly level to very steep soils formed In materials weathered from shale
and interbedded shale, slltstone, and sandstone; In velleys

Dekalb-Lsldlg-Very stony land association: Moderately deep and deep,
well-drained, nearly level to very steep soils formed in colluvium and
in materials wealherod from sandstone and qujrtelu, end Very stony
(and; on tops and sides of mountains

CampiUd 1974

Sal. 1:2U,MO
1 0 1 2 3 4 MJt»
1 . 1 , 1 I I I I

'APPROXIMATE EXTENT
AT

DEPOT

FREDERICK
T7-30- i COUNTY

M A R Y L A N D

Source: USDA, 1974; ESE.

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers,
Baltimore District

Letterkenny Army Depot
Chambershurg, Pennsylvania

FIGURE 8
GENERAL SOIL MAP: FRANKLIN

COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA

02P-1355



FIGURE 9
GEOLOGIC MAP OF THE PDO AND SE AREAS

LETTERKENNY ARMY DEPOT
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OSWERNo. 9355.743B-P

INTERVIEW RECORD

Site Name: Letterkenny Army Depot

Subject: Five-Year Review Interview

EPA ID No.: PA6213820503 |'

Time: . Date: 05/&/05
& 05/20/05

Contact Made By:

Name: Stacie Young Title: Project Manager Organization: Weston Solutions

Individual Contacted:

Name: Bryan Hoke Title: BRAC Environmental
Coordinator

Telephone No:
Fax No.: NA
E-Mail Address: NA

Organization:
Depot

Letterkenny Afmy

Street Address:
City, State, Zip: '

Summary Of Conversation

Five-Year Review Interview Questions:

1. Has the Army reported annually to the EPA and PADEP regarding land use controls?
A: Letterkenny has submitted annual reports on December 22, 1999, January 12, 2001, February 4, J2002,

January 24, 2003, January 27, 2004 and January 31, 2005.

2. As required by the Phase I ROD did the BRAC Cleanup Team establish periodic inspection
procedures to ensure adherence to the institutional controls? :

A: The Phase II ROD specified the requirement for the maintenance of institutional controls in a
memorandum of agreement. The BRAC Cleanup Team developed and signed the Land Use Coptrol
Assurance Plan Memorandum of Agreement for BRAC Phase I and n Parcels on August 29, 2002.

3. Has the BRAC Cleanup Team developed a notification letter as required by the Land Use
Control Assurance Plan Memorandum of Agreement?

A: A draft joint land use control notification letter dated was submitted to PADEP and EPA for review
on November 23, 2004.
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. 9355.7-03B-P

INTERVIEW RECORD

Site Name: Letterkenny Army Depot

Subject: Community Interview and Five-Year Review Interview

EPA ID No.: PA62 13820503

Time: 10 a.m. Date: 09/12/06

Contact Made By:

Name: Deb Volkmer Title: Project Manager Organization: Weston Solutions

Individual Contacted:

Name: Ruth Bishop Title: Project Officer/Risk Assessor

Telephone No: 717-705-4833
Fax No.: NA
E-Mail Address: NA

Organization: PADEP

Street Address: 909 Elmerton Avenue
City, State, Zip: Harrisburg, PA 171 10-8200

Summary Of Conversation

Community Interview Questions:

1. What is your understanding of the site's environmental situation during the past 9 years
(from 1997 to present)?

There was a significant groundwater contamination problem. The contamination extended off-site.
There is a soil contamination investigation ongoing on the base.

2. What is your opinion of the government's commitment to cleaning up the hazardous waste at
Letterkenny?

Seems to be very committed to determine contamination and doing reasonable effort to clean it up.

3. What are your concerns regarding the site? Are you aware of any general community
concerns about the site or its operation and administration?

Concerned about groundwater issues, source areas for contamination, and vapor intrusion. Aware only of
community concerns that were brought up at public meetings: future use and cleanup.

4. How or where have you received most of your information about the environmental and reuse
activities at Letterkenny? Do you feel well-informed about site activities?

Received most of information through reports and e-mail communications. Feels well-informed about
site activities.

5. How can Letterkenny best provide you with information concerning its environmental
activities?

Continue what doing now.

6. What information regarding site environmental and reuse activities do you want or need?

Already receiving the information wanted.
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7. What is your opinion of the cleanup activities related to the Base Realignment and Closure
(BRAC)?

Seem to be doing a good job of finding contamination and doing a good job cleaning it up. i

8. What is your opinion of how the Letterkenny excessed parcels of land have been reused? <

Seem to be making good use of property.

9. What is your hope for the future of the Letterkenny Army Depot?

That it can be cleaned up.

10. Do you have any comments, suggestions or recommendations regarding the site's
management or operations?

No.

11. Have you viewed Letterkenny's BRAC and Restoration web site?

Yes, occasionally refers to web site.

12. Do you know what the Remediation Program does at LEAD?

Yes, investigates property for problems and cleans up the contamination.

13. Do you know the difference between the active and BRAC properties at Letterkenny?

Yes, active properties retained by the Army and BRAC properties excessed to LIDA for public use.

Five-Year Review Interview Questions:

1. What effects have site operations had on the surrounding community?

(Not asked. Not applicable to respondent.)

2. Are you aware of any events, incidents, or activities at the site such as vandalism, trespassing,
or emergency response from local authorities? If so, please give details.

No.

3. Have there been routine communications or activities (site visits, inspections, reporting
activities, etc.) conducted by your office regarding the site? If so, please give purpose and
results.

Yes, attending or participating in monthly meetings and conference calls. Has participated in tours of
facility and BRAC portion of site.
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4. Have there been any complaints, violations, or other incidents related to the site requiring a
response by your office? If so, please give details of the events and results of the responses.

Received only one complaint about the BRAC parcels: odor issues from roofing company. Air division
inspectors responded and required company to install additional treatment for emissions. The company
complied with requirement.
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OSWERNo. 9J55.7-03B-P

Site Name: Letterkenny Army Depot

Subject: Community Interview and Five- Year Review Interview

EPA m No.: PA6213820J503

Time: 10a.m. Date: ;09/14/06

INTERVIEW RECORD

Contact Made By:

Name: Deb Volkmer Title: Project Manager Organization: Weston Solutions

Individual Contacted:

Name: DeEtta Antoun Title: Acting Community Co-Chair

Telephone No: 717-263-8934
Fax No.: NA
E-Mail Address: NA

Organization: RAB, also local
neighbor to site

Street Address: 4857 Letterkenny Road West
City, State, Zip: Chambersburg, PA 17201-8789

Summary Of Conversation

Community Interview Questions:

1. What is your understanding of the site's environmental situation during the past 9 years
(from 1997 to present)?

They have made huge progress in identifying sites and the cleanup activities.

2. What is your opinion of the government's commitment to cleaning up the hazardous waste at
Letterkenny?

Extremely pleased with the commitment. If the site was private industry it would have been abandoned
and bankrupt.

3. What are your concerns regarding the site? Are you aware of any general community
concerns about the site or its operation and administration?

Hope that the cleanup remains funded. Federal-level funding has gone overseas for the war in Iraq and
other places and issues. Concerned funding will not continue for site cleanup.

General community concerns: It is the community's perception that LEAD is still contaminated with
nerve agents and radioactive material. They believe more contamination exists and is not being cleaned
up. Some acres are being given to the school district for sports and special needs programs and the public
perception is that it isn't safe for use. The public believes the site should be cleaned to residential levels.
The message is out there that it is still not safe for children. They do not realize or accept that the
groundwater and surface contamination has been or is being cleaned up.

4. How or where have you received most of your information about the environmental and reuse
activities at Letterkenny? Do you feel well-informed about site activities?

Receive most of information from the RAB meetings. These meetings provide huge amounts of
information. Also checks the information repository and attends the reuse committee meetings. Enjoys
knowing the details ... can't have enough information!
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Personally feels well informed; however, believes the community is not well informed but thinks the
public chooses not to be informed.

5. How can Letterkenny best provide you with information concerning its environmental
activities?

Letterkenny should send out newsletters via direct mail to community about the cleanup. The newsletters
should be written in non-technical terms. Part of the problem is the community doesn't understand and
therefore assumes the worst. Better communication is needed. The RAB needs to announce the meetings
in the newspaper. People don't attend the RAB meetings unless personally impacted. People are quiet
when the contamination is being addressed; however, people will come out in large numbers when
affected. LEDA and the Cumberland Valley Business Park need to do a better job communicating with
the public. They could send newsletters to the public. One has to seek out LIDA to obtain.information
and the authority is not openly sharing information. LIDA may think they are communicating but they
aren't doing enough. LIDA has a responsibility to the community in terms the community can
understand. There is a lack of trust there too.

6. What information regarding site environmental and reuse activities do you want or need?

Already informed as a RAB member. Has access to database. LIDA not giving information freely.
LIDA operates as a business, and they are, but they are also responsible to the community.

7. What is your opinion of the cleanup activities related to the Base Realignment and Closure
(BRAC)?

Doing an excellent job of identifying and cleaning up sites. RAB earned my trust over the years. Army
is spending a lot of money for the cleanup.

8. What is your opinion of how the Letterkenny excessed parcels of land have been reused?

Excessed parcels could have been better used and better marketed. Some businesses are better uses and
then there are marginal uses. Some uses have potential to recontaminate the land and that is unfortunate.
LIDA needed to aggressively market for better uses. It is good that they are trying to delist portions of
property where contamination does not exist. There is a perception that large amounts of contamination
has remained. It is good that the prison with 420 beds is being built and that is a residential use, not an
industrial use. Sellers didn't have a real estate background to market property - a tarpaper company
released fumes - not well thought out action. A golf course or church would be better uses for the
excessed parcels. Army use is heavy industrial and that is grandfathered in because the depot was already
there.

9. What is your hope for the future of the Letterkenny Army Depot?

Hope the depot continues to exist. It is a valued employer in Franklin County. Would like the depot to
increase employment opportunities. I brace against future BRACs because they earned my trust through
the cleanup actions.

10. Do you have any comments, suggestions or recommendations regarding the site's
management or operations?
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The depot's command had done an outstanding job. LID A/business park needs to be a better
communicator and be in line with residential living ... with people who are their neighbors. LH>A and
the business park have to pay attention to residential areas even though it is an island of industry.

11. Have you viewed Letterkenny's BRAC and Restoration web site?

Yes, have accessed them both. Has also accessed the LEAD web site.

12. Do you know what the Remediation Program does at LEAD?

Yes, cleans contaminated sites at the depot.

13. Do you know the difference between the active and BRAC properties at Letterkenny?

Yes. BRAC is the 1,500 acres excessed and active refers to the 17,400 acres remaining under Army
control/mission.

Five-Year Review Interview Questions:

1. What effects have site operations had on the surrounding community?

They have done a lot of burning and detonating explosives that have directly affected residents. There
was no communication - residents talked to a recording machine. Activities changed when the depot
held a meeting to increase the burns and detonations. The community attended the meeting, voiced their
concerns, and the depot backed off. Current actions do not impact the residents.

Depot's employment benefits the county. Depot mission benefits the nation. There is a small is$ue of
semi-trucks using some roads to the depot and LID A/business park through area marked No Trucks
Allowed. There is a sharp curve and a small sign and the drivers do not see the sign. A larger sign may
be needed to direct the truck drivers. This issue could be easily resolved.

2. Are you aware of any events, incidents, or activities at the site such as vandalism, trespassing,
or emergency response from local authorities? If so, please give details.

Periodically, there have been fires at the business park and the depot has had minor incidences. At the
business park the newspaper at the insulation company sometimes catches on fire. Also at the business
park, rail cars of grain may tip over.

Likes all the people on the RAB. They know their stuff. Military is hard working and dedicated. They
have worked hard to avoid future BRACs. Have won awards.

Needs to do a random sampling of residents who are not involved in RAB or LTDA to access their
viewpoints and concerns.

3. Have there been routine communications or activities (site visits, inspections, reporting
activities, etc.) conducted by your office regarding the site? If so, please give purpose and
results.
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(Not asked. Not applicable to respondent.)

4. Have there been any complaints, violations, or other incidents related to the site requiring a
response by your office? If so, please give details of the events and results of the responses.

(Not asked. Not applicable to respondent.)
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OSWER No. 9355.7-03B-P

Site Name: Letterkenny Army Depot

Subject: Five-Year Review Interview

EPA ED No.: PA621382Cp03

Time: 9:30 a.m. Date: 11/10/06

INTERVIEW RECORD

Contact Made By:

Name: Deb Volkmer Title: Project Manager Organization: Weston Solutions

Individual Contacted:

Name: John Kortenhoven Title: Manager

Telephone No: 717-264-5768, Ext. 3170
Fax No.: NA
E-Mail Address: NA

Organization: Tom Jame$ Co.
(Industrial Park Tenant)

Street Address: 5 1 2 1 Innovation Way
City, State, Zip: Chambersburg, PA 17201

Summary Of Conversation

Five-Year Review Interview Questions:

1. What effects have site operations had on the surrounding community?

Very positive. Creates jobs.

2. Are you aware of any events, incidents, or activities at the site such as vandalism, trespassing,
or emergency response from local authorities? If so, please give details.

No, not aware of any problems what so ever regarding vandalism or security issues.

3. Have there been routine communications or activities (site visits, inspections, reporting
activities, etc.) conducted by your office regarding the site? If so, please give purpose and
results.

(Not asked. Not applicable to respondent.)

4. Have there been any complaints, violations, or other incidents related to the site requiring a
response by your office? If so, please give details of the events and results of the responses.

(Not asked. Not applicable to respondent.)
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OSWER No. 9355.7-03B-P

Site Name: Letterkenny Army Depot

Subject: Community Interview and Five- Year Review Interview

EPAlDNo.: PA6213820503

Time: 11 a.m. Date: 12/11/06

Name: Barry Stup Title: Business Park Tenant

Telephone No:
Fax No.: NA
E-Mail Address: NA

Organization:
Company

The Woods

Street Address:
City, State, Zip:

INTERVIEW RECORD

Contact Made By:

Name: Deb Volkmer Title: Project Manager Organization: Weston Solutions

Individual Contacted:

Summary Of Conversation

Community Interview Questions:

1. What is your understanding of the site's environmental situation during the past 9 years
(from 1997 to present)?

Groundwater issues.

2. What is your opinion of the government's commitment to cleaning up the hazardous waste at
Letterkenny?

Not moving very quickly. Hasn't signed off on documentation of cleanup that has been completed.

3. What are your concerns regarding the site? Are you aware of any general community
concerns about the site or its operation and administration?

a. Remediation and reports finished when the property is cleaned up. b. No

4. How or where have you received most of your information about the environmental and reuse
activities at Letterkenny? Do you feel well-informed about site activities?

a. LIDA. b. yes

5. How can Letterkenny best provide you with information concerning its environmental
activities?

Better communication with LIDA.

6. What information regarding site environmental and reuse activities do you want or need?

Don't need a whole lot. Just interested in getting documentation for property. Documentation has been
sitting in a LEAD office since May 2005 and is still not completed.
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SUMMARY OF LAND USE CONTROL INSPECTIONS
LETTERKENNY ARMY DEPOT

Inspection Location

Building 53 February 25,1999

erable Unit
•HI

SEOU10

Reason for Inspection

Construction of subgrade loading docks at Building 53.

Inspector(s)
m

Bryan Hoke

inspection Activities

Physical observation and check of
groundwater depth in area

Results and Findings^

No stained soil observed. Groundwater 27 feet bgs at
Building 56.

Administrative Record - Regulatory
Correspondence File, 1999 and
Construction Inspection Office File, 1999.

Building 44 February 25,1999 SEOU10 Construction of subgrade loading docks at Building 44. Bryan Hoke Physical observation and check of
groundwater depth in area

Ho stained soil observed. Groundwater 27 feet bgs at
Building 56.

Administrative Record - Regulatory
Correspondence File, 1999 and
Construction Inspection Office File, 1999.

Building 8 February 25,1999 SEOU10 Removal of conveyor. Loading dock removed. External ground
disturbance.

Bryan Hoke Physical observation No subsurface excavation Administrative Record - Regulatory
Correspondence File, 1999 and
Construction Inspection Office File, 1999.

Building 500 February 25,1999 SEOU8 Construction for new front entrance. Bryan Hoke Physical observation Excavation depth 4-6 feet bgs. No stained soil observed.
No groundwater encountered.

Administrative Record - Regulatory
Correspondence File, 1999 and
Construction Inspection Office File, 1999.

Building 500 May 7,1999 SEOU8 Construction of elevator shaft. Bryan Hoke Physical observation. Spoke to
construction contractor

Elevator shaft excavated to 26 ft bgs. No groundwater
encountered.

Administrative Record - Regulatory
Correspondence File, 1999 and
Construction Inspection Office File, 1999.

Building 53 May 7,1999 SEOU10 Construction of subgrade loading docks at Building 53. Bryan Hoke Physical observation and check of
groundwater depth in area

No stained soli observed. Groundwater 27 feet bgs Administrative Record - Regulatory
Correspondence File, 1999 and
Construction Inspection Office File, 1999.

Building 54 December 6,1999 SEOU10 Construction of subgrade loading docks at Building 54.
Connection made to stormwater sewer September.

Bryan Hoke and IRQ
Representative Justin
Anderson

Physical Observation Excavation depth 4-6 feet bgs for loading docks. Excavation
depth 12 feet bgs for stormwater connection. No stained soil
observed or groundwater encountered.

Administrative Record - Regulatory
Correspondence File, 1999 and
Construction Inspection Office File, 1999.

Building 34 Decembers, 1999 SEOU10 Construction of subgrade loading docks at Building 34. Bryan Hoke and IRQ
Representative Justin
Anderson

Physical Observation Excavation depth 4-6 feet bgs. No stained soil observed.
No groundwater encountered.

Administrative Record - Regulatory
Correspondence File, 1999 and
Construction Inspection Office File, 1999.

Building 53 December 6,1999 SEOU10 Construction of subgrade loading docks at Building 53. Bryan Hoke Physical Observation Subgrade docs started in May completed. Administrative Record - Regulatory
Correspondence File, 1999 and
Construction Inspection Office File, 1999.

Building 43 September 20,2000 Construction of subgrade loading docks at Building 43.
Construction of trench and grinder pump for sanitary sewer.
Construction of storm water drain.

Administrative Record - Regulatory
Correspondence File, 2000 and
Construction Inspection Office File, 2000

Bryan Hoke and IRQ
Representative Justin
Anderson

In 1999 10 soil gas borings completed around the perimeter
of Building 43, results ranged from 0.0 -1.1 ppm.
Excavation depths for loading dock and storm sewer was 4-
6.5 bgs. No stained soil or groundwater encountered.

Physical Observation. Furnished
copy of soil gas borings conducted in
1999 around Building 43.

Building 31 January 9,2001 Construction of subgrade loading docks at Building 31. Excavation depth 6 feet bgs. No stained soil observed. No
groundwater encountered.

Bryan Hoke, IRG
Representative Justin
Anderson and LIDA rep John
Van Horn.

Physical Observation Administrative Record - Regulatory
Correspondence File, 2001 and
Construction Inspection Office File, 2001

Parcel 29 April 11, 2002 [Groundbreaking for construction of Warrior Roofing tar paper
manufacturing plant. Topsoil was being scraped r
Monitoring well PDO-98-01 identified for action to t>3 taKen.

Bryan ke and LIDA
, Jonn Van Horn

_L

Physical Observation Monitoring well PDO-98-01 is located within the proposed
driveway of the plant. Well will be converted into a flush
mounted well. NOTE: 7 soil borings completed in May 2002
for water line to plant, results range from 0.0 - 7.3 ppm.

Administrative Record - Regulatory
Correspondence File, 2002 and
Construction Inspection Office File, 2002
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SUMMARY OF LAND USE CONTROL INSPECTIONS
LETTERKENNY ARMY DEPOT

Inspection Report/Data LocationInspection Location

M
Parcel 7 January 21 -23,2004

(2003 Report)

>le Unit | Reason for Ins
llBMHBilS

SE OU 10 Construction of shell building by FCADC Bryan Hoke and LIDA Real
Property Manager Mike
Whiteley

Interview and Physical Observation Building constructed on concrete slab foundation. No
stained soil or groundwater encountered.

Administrative Record - Regulatory
Correspondence File, 2003 and
Construction Inspection Office File. 2003

Parcel 1/2 January 21-23,2004
(2003 Report)

SEOU8 Burial of formerly overhead electrical utilities. Bryan Hoke and LIDA Real
Property Manager Mike
Whiteley

Interview and Physical Observation No stained soil or groundwater encountered. Administrative Record - Regulatory
Correspondence File, 2003 and
Construction Inspection Office File. 2003

Building 2291 March 10,2004 PDOOU4 Installation of gas line from 2291 to Vehicle Road (gas main). Bryan Hoke Physical Observation Trench depth is 3-4 bgs. No stained soil or groundwater
encountered.

Administrative Record • Regulatory
Correspondence File, 2004 and
Construction Inspection Office File. 2004

Parcel 5 June 7, 2004 SEOU10 Construction of Warehouse for Gabler Trucking Bryan Hoke Physical Observation Concrete footers dug to 4 ft bgs. Fill brought in to raise
eastern side of construction site. Groundwater height 31.2 ft
bgs on 5/21/04. No stained soil or groundwater
encountered.

Administrative Record - Regulatory
Correspondence File, 2004 and
Construction Inspection Office File, 2004

Coffey Avenue,
former Gate 6 Guard

Shack vicinity

June 25,2004 SEOU10 Repair of industrial wastewater sewer line. Bryan Hoke Physical Observation Trench depth 5 ft bgs. Contaminated soil excavated and
properly sampled and disposed.

Administrative Record - Regulatory
Correspondence File, 2004 and
Construction Inspection Office File, 2004

Parcels 1/2

Parcel 2-63 & 2-64

June 25,2004

November/December
2005

SEOU8

SEOU10

Construction of Stormwater Retention Ponds

Installation of sewer line to replace industrial wastewater force
main.

Bryan Hoke/Martin & Martin
representative Joe McDowell

Bryan Hoke

Physical Observation and Interview

Physical Observation

I Bulldozer scraped soil to a depth of 3-4 bgs. Scraped soil
(used to create surface impoundments. No stained soil or
groundwater encountered.
!|HBBBB[IIBBMBCT?B^BB5|TO|8BS33B

Êxcavation depths varied from 4-8 feet bgs for gravity line,
manhole, and equalization tank. No stained soil or
groundwater encountered.

Administrative Record - Regulatory
Correspondence File, 2004 and
Construction Inspection Office File. 2004

. ilBMIIBto
Administrative Record - Regulatory
Correspondence File, 2005 and
Construction Inspection Office File, 2005
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APPENDIX C

COMMUNITY NOTICE
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RECORDED /

QUITCLAIM DEED Jy |§ ft ^ pu tnn
Letterkenny Army Depot n *J

i-i;<.- ••;;:. ! . • :?>

WHEREAS, pursuant to the Defense Base Closure and RealigTfmBHtfepftf^,
PL 101-510, as amended (10 U.S.C. 2687, note) (BRAC), the military installation known
as the Letterkenny Army Depot, Chambersburg, Pennsylvania (LEAD) is scheduled to be
realigned; and

WHEREAS, the Letterkenny Industrial Development Authority (LIDA), the federally
recognized local redevelopment authority for LEAD, was granted the authority to oversee
and implement the civilian reuse of the excess portion of LEAD, excluding the Retained
Property, in accordance with a local-approved reuse plan; and

WHEREAS, the LIDA has made an application to the Army for an Economic
Development Conveyance (EDC) as a rural base under 32 C.F.R. 91 (e) and (f); and

WHEREAS, the Army, as authorized by BRAC and implementing regulations, has
determined that the LIDA's application meets the criteria for economic development, job
creation, and as a rural base; and

WHEREAS, the Army and the LIDA have entered into a Memorandum of
Agreement ("MOA"), dated 4' A^V-w^U^ \°{ n <g , establishing the terms and conditions
for an EDC conveyance of the excess portion of the LEAD property to the LIDA and the
lease of the excess portion of the LEAD property pending and in furtherance of the
conveyance of all of the excess portion of the LEAD property; and

WHEREAS, the MOA provides for the conveyance of the LEAD property in phases
as Army mission requirements cease and environmental remediation is completed; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Public Law 101-510, as amended, the Army has the
authority to convey and with this Deed conveys to the LIDA, pursuant to the terms and
conditions of the MOA, the parcels of land as described in Exhibit A and all of the
improvements contained therein; located in the County of Franklin, Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania, at the LEAD.

NOW THEREFORE,

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS that the UNITED STATES OF
AMERICA (the "GRANTOR"), acting by and through the SECRETARY OF THE ARMY
(the "Army"), under and pursuant to the Defense Base Closure and Realignment (BRAC)
Act of 1990, Public Law 101-510, as amended, in consideration of ONE DOLLAR ($1.00)
cash in hand paid, the receipt of which is hereby acknowledged, and other good and
valuable consideration as provided for in the MOA between the parties, does hereby
grant, remise, release, and forever quitclaim unto the Letterkenny Industrial Development

1
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Parcel 29

Beginning at a set rebar 25 feet from the centerline of Vehicle Road; thence along the
southeast margin of Vehicle Road, North 59 degrees 39 minutes 47 seconds East, a
distance of 2277.65 feet to a set rebar; thence by a curve to the right through a
central angle of 74 degrees 35 minutes 58 seconds having a radius of 95.00 feet, an
arc distance of 123.69 feet, a chord bearing of South 83 degrees 02 minutes 14
seconds East, a chord distance of 115.14 feet to a set rebar 25 feet from the
cenierlne of Scale House Road; thence along the southwest margin of Scale House
Road, South 45 degrees 44 minutes 15 seconds East, a distance ol 676.99 feet to a
sel rebar; thence along a farm access lane, by a curve to the right through a central
angle of 90 degrees 19 minutes 26 seconds having a radius of 145.00 feet, an arc
distance of 228.59 feet, a chord bearing of South 00 degrees 34 minutes 32 seconds
East, a chord distance of 205.64 feet to a set rebar; thence along the same, South 44
degrees 35 minutes 11 seconds West, a distance of 318.72 feet to a set rebar; thence
along remaining lands of the U.S.A., South 14 degrees 20 minutes 20 seconds West,
a distance of 150.00 feet to a set rebar 20' from the centerline of a railroad track;
thence along said railroad, South 48 degrees 04 minutes 43 seconds West, a distance
of 49.18 feet to a set rebar; thence along the same, by a curve to the left through a
central angle of 07 degrees 37 minutes 01 seconds having a radius of 2017.54 feet,
an arc distance of 268.21 feet, a chord bearing of South 44 degrees 16 minutes 13
seconds West, a distance of 268.01 feet to a set rebar; thence along the same, South
40 degrees 27 minutes 44 seconds West, a distance of 575.42 feet to a set rebar;
thence along the same, by a curve to the right through a centra! angle of 07 degrees
21 minutes 21 seconds having a radius of 682.46 feet, an arc distance of 87.62 feet, a
chord bearing of South 44 degrees 08 minutes 24 seconds West, a chord distance of '.
87.56 feet to a set rebar; thence along the same, South 47 degrees 49 minutes 04
seconds West, a distance of 510.77 feet to a set rebar; thence along the same, by a
curve to the right through a central angle of 49 degrees 17 minutes 24 seconds having
a radius of 937.46 feet, an arc distance of 806.47 feet, a chord bearing of South 72
degrees 27 minutes 46 seconds West; a chord distance of 781.83 feet to a set rebar;
thence along the same, North 82 degrees 53 minutes 32 seconds West, a distance of
269.18 feet to a set rebar; thence along remaining lands of the U.S.A., North 01
degrees 35 minutes 47 seconds East, a distance of 703.57 feet to a set rebar; thence
along the same, North 29 degrees 52 minutes 29 seconds West a distance of 555.12
feet to the point of beginning containing 3,342,025 square feet or 76.7223 acres more
or less.
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Parcel 33

Beginning at a set rebar 25 feet from the centerline of Carbaugh Avenue; thence
along the north margin of Carbargh Avenue, North 61 degrees 50 minutes 19 seconds
West, a distance of 209.73 feet to a set PK nail; thence by a curve to the right through
a central angle of 44 degrees 21 minutes 03 seconds having a radius of 100.00 feet,
an arc distance of 77.41 feet, a chord bearing of North 39 degrees 39 minutes 48
seconds West, a chord distance of 75.49 feet to a set rebar; thence along the east
margin of Pennsylvania Avenue, North 17 degrees 29 minutes 16 seconds West, a
distance of 299.16 feet to a set rebar 25 feet from the centerline of Pennsylvania
Avenue; thence along remaining lands of the U.S.A., North 89 degrees 52 minutes 54
seconds East, a distance of 560.45 feet to a set rebar; thence along the same, South
28 degrees 09 minutes 41 seconds West, a distance of 503.15 feet to the point of
beginning containing 153,721 square feet or 3.5289 acres more or less.
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Parcel 34

Beginning at a set rebar 50 feet from the centerline of Letterkenny Road West
(SR 0340) at lands owned by Paul K. Deardorff (1285/74); thence along Letterkenny j
Road West (SR 0340), by a curve to the left through a central angle of 09 degrees 42 I
minutes 23 seconds having a radius of 550.00 feet, an arc distance of 93.18 feet, a
chord bearing of North 13 degrees 57 minutes 26 seconds East, a chord distance of
93.06 feet to a 'set rebar; thence along the same, by a curve to the left through a
central angle of 07 degrees 05 minutes 57 seconds having a radius of 1550.00 feet,
an arc distance of 192.05 feet, a chord bearing of North 05 degrees 33 minutes 16
seconds East, a chord distance of 191.93 feet to a set PK nail; thence by a curve to
the right through a central angle of 116 degrees 16 minutes 44 seconds having a
radius of 40.00 feet, an arc distance of 81.18 feet, a chord bearing of North 60
degrees 08 minutes 39 seconds East, a chord distance of 67.95 feet to a Set rebar 25
feet from the centerline of Carbaugh Avenue; thence along the south margin of
Carbaugh Avenue, South 61 degrees 50 minutes 19 seconds East, a distance of
451.28 feet to a set PK nail 25 feet from the centerline of Carbaugh Avenue; thence
along remaining lands of the U.S.A., South 29 degrees 56 minutes 20 seconds West,
a distance of 235.64 feet to a set rebar at lands owned by Deardorff; thence along .
lands owned by Deardorff, North 74 degrees 58 minutes 55 seconds West, a distance
of 393.65 feet to the point of beginning containing 124,850 square feet or 2.8662
acres more or less.
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Property conveyed herein and shall indemnify and hold the GRANTOR harmless from any
and all liability resulting from any inaccuracy in the description.

The words "Grantor" and "Grantee" used herein shall be construed as if they read
"Grantors" and "Grantees" respectively, whenever the sense of this Deed so requires and,
whether singular or plural, such words shall be deemed to include in all cases the
successors and assigns of the respective parties.

1. STATUTORY INDEMNIFICATION

Subject to the availability of appropriated funds, the GRANTOR recognizes its
obligation to hold harmless, defend, and indemnify the GRANTEE and any successor,
assignee, transferee, lender, or lessee of the GRANTEE or its successors and assigns, as
required and limited by Section 330 of the Department of Defense Authorization Act of
1993, as amended, and to otherwise meet its obligations under law.

2. CERCLA COVENANT AND NOTICE

Pursuant to Section 120 (h) (3) of the Comprehensive Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Act, as amended, 42 U.S.C. Section 9601 et seq.
("CERCLA"):

A. Notice. The GRANTOR hereby notifies the GRANTEE of the storage, release,
and disposal of hazardous substances on the Property. The release or disposal of these
hazardous substances was remedied at the time of the release or, where required, was
subsequently addressed under the installation restoration program. For the purpose 6f
this Deed, "hazardous substances" shall have the same meaning as Section 101(14) of
CERCLA. Available information regarding the type, quantity, and location of such
substances and the action taken is summarized in Exhibit D hereto. More detailed
information regarding the storage, release, and disposal of hazardous substances on the
Property has been provided to the GRANTEE in the Environmental Basefine Survey for
Letterkenny Army Depot dated August 1996 the receipt of which the GRANTEE hereby
acknowledges.

B. Covenant. The GRANTOR hereby covenants that:

1. All remedial action necessary to protect human health and the
environment with respect to any such hazardous substances remaining on the Property as
of the date of this conveyance has been taken; and

2. Any additional remedial action found to be necessary with regard to such
hazardous substances remaining on the Property as of the date of this cbnveyance shall
be conducted by the GRANTOR. This covenant in this-Subsection B(2) shall not apply in
any case in which the person or entity to whom the Property is transferred is a potentially
responsible party under CERCLA with respect to the Property.



3.

^
#

LAND USE RESTRICTIONS

The Department of the Army has undertaken careful environmental study of the
Property and concluded that the highest and best use of the Property is limited by its
environmental condition to commercial and industrial uses. In order to protect human
health and the environment, promote community objectives, and further the common ;

environmental objectives and land use plans of the GRANTOR, Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania, and GRANTEE, the covenants and restrictions shall be included to assure
the use of the Property is consistent with the environmental condition of the Property The
following restrictions and covenants benefit both the lands retained by the GRANTOR and
the general public welfare and are consistent with the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
and Federal environmental statutes.

A. Commercial/Industrial Use Restrictions

1 . The GRANTEE covenants for itself, its successors and assigns, that the
Property shall be used solely for commercial, industrial and agricultural purposes and npt
for residential purposes, the Property having been remediated only for commercial and
industrial uses. Commercial and industrial uses include, but are not limited to,
administrative/office space, manufacturing, warehousing, restaurants, hotels/motels, and
retail activities. Residential use includes, but is not limited to, housing, day care facilities,
schools (excluding education and training programs for persons over 18 years of age),
assisted living facilities, and outdoor recreational activities (excluding recreational
activities by employees and their families incidental to authorized commercial and
industrial uses on the Property).

2. Nothing contained herein shall preclude the GRANTEE from undertaking,
in accordance with applicable laws and regulations, such additional remediation ''
necessary to allow for residential use of the Property. Any additional remediation will be
at no additional cost to the GRANTOR and with the GRANTOR'S prior written consent.
Consent may be conditioned upon such terms and conditions as the GRANTOR deems
reasonable and appropriate, including performance and payment bonds and insurance.
Upon completion of such remediation required to allow residential use of the Property and
upon the GRANTEE'S obtaining the approval of the Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) and the Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection (PADEP) and, if
required, any other regulatory agency, the GRANTOR agrees to release or, if appropriate,
modify this restriction by executing and recording, in the same land records of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania as the deed, a Partial Release of Covenant. GRANTEE
shall bear the cost of recording and reasonable administrative fees.

B. Ground Water Restriction

The GRANTEE covenants for itself, its successors and assigrYs, not to access the
ground water, except as provided in Section 3C, or use ground water underlying the
property for any purpose without the prior written approval of GRANTOR, PADEP and the
EPA. However, the GRANTEE, its successors and assigns, are authorized to install

A
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monitoring wells with the prior written approval of the GRANTOR, EPA and PADEP, which
approval shall not be unreasonably withheld. For the purpose of this restriction, "ground
water" shall have the same meaning as in section 101(12) of the Comprehensive
Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act (CERCLA).

C. Soil Excavation Restrictions

The GRANTEE, its successors and assigns, shall not conduct or permit others to
(1) conduct any excavation, digging, drilling, or other disturbance of the soil or ground
below a depth of 3 feet above the water table without prior written approval of the
GRANTOR or (2) construct any subsurface structure for human occupation, without the
prior written approval of the GRANTOR, PADEP, and the EPA. If the GRANTEE, its
successors or assigns, encounters ground water or contaminated soil while conducting
any excavation activities, the GRANTEE, its successors or assigns, will immediately
cease such activities until the GRANTOR'S written approval is obtained allowing such
activities to continue. In granting excavation approval under this Subsection C, the
GRANTOR may impose reasonable terms and conditions, on a case by case basis, that
the GRANTOR deems necessary to (i) ensure compliance with the LIDA Sampling plan
dated October 1998 and any amendments thereto, the LIDA Health Safety plan dated
October 1998 and any amendments thereto, and other applicable requirements to protect
human health and the environment and (ii) to ensure proper disposal of contaminated soil
and/or groundwater at no expense to the GRANTOR.

D. Enforcement

1. The above covenants and land use restrictions shall inure to the benefit
of the public in general and adjacent lands, including lands retained by the United States,
and. therefore, are enforceable by the United States Government and Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania. These restrictions and covenants are binding on the GRANTEE, its
successors and assigns; shall run with the land; and are forever enforceable.

2. The GRANTEE covenants for itself, its successors and assigns, that it
shall include and otherwise make legally binding the above land use restrictions in all
subsequent lease, transfer or conveyance documents relating to the Property subject
hereto. Notwithstanding this provision, failure to include these land use restrictions in
subsequent conveyances does not abrogate the status of these restrictions as binding
upon the parties, their successors and assigns.

3. The GRANTEE, for itself, its successors and assigns, covenants that it
will not undertake or allow any activity on or use of the Property that would violate the land
use restrictions contained herein.

4. Notwithstanding any other provision of this Deed; any agreement
between the GRANTEE and the GRANTOR; the provisions of CERCLA, including
CERCLA Section 120(h)(3); or Section 330 of the National Defense Authorization Act of
1993, as amended, the GRANTEE on behalf of itself, its successors and assigns,



covenants and agrees that the GRANTEE or the then record owner of the Property will be
fully responsible for any investigation and/or remediation of hazardous substances,
pollutants or contaminants, or petroleum or petroleum derivatives, to the extent that such
investigation and/or remediation becomes necessary in response to a violation of the land
use restrictions in this Section 3.

E. Submissions

1. Modification of Restrictions. The GRANTEE shall submit any requests to
install monitoring wells, to construct subsurface structures for human occupation, or for
other modifications to the above restrictions to GRANTOR, with a copy to EPA and
PADEP, by first class mail, postage prepaid, addressed as follows:

a. to GRANTOR: Commander
Letterkenny Army Depot
1 Overcash Avenue
Chambersburg, Pennsylvania 17201-4150

. b. to EPA: EPA Region 3
Superfund Federal Facilities Branch
1650 Arch Street
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19103-2029

c. to PADEP: Environmental Clean-up Program
Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection
909 Elmerton Avenue
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17110-8200

2. Excavation Requests. GRANTEE shall submit all requests for excavation
approval as required by Section 3C to the GRANTOR at the mailing address set forth in
Subsection 3E above.

4. CERCLA REMEDIATION

The GRANTOR acknowledges that Letterkenny Army Depot has been identified as
a National Priority List (NPL) site under the Comprehensive Environmental Response,
Compensation and Liability Act (CERCLA) of 1980, as amended. The GRANTEE
acknowledges that the GRANTOR has provided it with a copy of the Letterkenny Federal
Facility Agreement (FFA) dated February 3, 1989 and will provide the GRANTEE with a
copy of any amendments thereto.

A. The GRANTEE, its successors and assigns, agrees that should any conflict
arise between the terms of the FFA as they presently exist or may be'amended, and the
provisions of this property transfer, the terms of the FFA will take precedence. The
GRANTEE, its successors and assigns, further agrees that notwithstanding any other
provisions of the property transfer, the United States assumes no liability to the



evidence that the GRANTEE agrees to be bound by the foregoing conditions and
restrictions and to perform the obligations herein set forth.

9. INCLUSION OF PROVISIONS

The GRANTEE, its successors and assigns, shall neither transfer the Properly.
lease the Property, nor grant any interest, privilege, or license whatsoever in connection
with the Property without the inclusion of the environmental protection provisions
contained herein, and shall require the inclusion of such environmental protection
provisions in all further deeds, transfers, leases, or grants of any interest, privilege or
license.

10. 2662 REPORTING

This conveyance is not subject to the reporting requirement in 10 United States
Code 2662.

11. NOTICE OF NON-DISCRIMINATION

With respect to activities related to the Property, the GRANTEE shall not
discriminate against any person or persons or exclude them from participation in the
GRANTEE'S operations, programs or activities conducted on the Property because of
race, color, religion, sex, age, handicap or national origin.

12. ANTI-DEFICIENCY ACT

The GRANTOR'S obligation to pay or reimburse any money under this Deed is
subject to the availability of appropriated funds to the Department of the Army, and
nothing in this Deed shall be interpreted to require obligations or payments by the United
States in violation of the Anti-Deficiency Act.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the GRANTOR has caused this Deed to be executed in
its name by the Secretary of the Army and the Seal of the Department of the Army to be
hereunto affixed this 6-f-h day of Tl̂ ^^-^ t̂-- 1998

1 hereby CERTIFY that this document is nMmsn CTATCC ne A MEDINA
recorded In the Recorder's Office of UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
Fraklin County, Pennsylvania.

Louis Caldera
Secretary of the Army

Linda Miller
^gi^ Recorder of Deeds

13



COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA )
COUNTY OF ARLINGTON ) SS:

I, the undersigned, a Notary Public in and for the Commonwealth of Virginia,
County of Arlington, whose commission as such expires on the fWjvday of

_, do hereby certify that this day personally appeared before me in the
Commonwealth of Virginia, County of Arlington, Louis Caldera, Secretary of the Army.
whose name is signed to the foregoing instrument and acknowledged the foregoing
instrument to be his free act and deed, dated this C-i'\ day of /vi.-^^..^.-! 1998, and
acknowledged the same for and on behalf of the UNITED STATES OF AMERICA.

/

J Notary Public

The terms and conditions of this Quitclaim Deed are hereby accepted this
/./'/day of . ̂ •"̂ y£r/— 1998.

LETTERKENNY INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY

By: ^
Robert G. Zyflinger

Chairman

Exhibit B which is referred to in the first
paragraph of Page 2 of this Quitclaim Deed is
the master plan for the Phase I parcels and
is recorded in Subdivision Plan Book at

Page

Exhibits C-l-B, C-2-B, C-3-B, C-4-B, C-5-B,
£3U£JC!Xja6HXrSXXJB are recorded consecutively in

bdivision Plan Book̂ ŷ (r~ starting at page
- I/J • These Exhibits are referenced on page

2 of this Quitclaim Deed and show the
location of the various easements impacting
the Phase I parcels.

14
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COMMGNWEM.TH Of PeNNStt.VA.NIA
OEPASVMENT OF REVENUE

AUXtA.. OF INDIVIDUAL TAXES
OEPT. 2W603

HARRISBURG. PA 17121-0601

REALTY TRANSFER TAX
STATEMENT OF VALUE

See Reverse for Instructions

KfCORDEK'S U3C ONIV
S»ou To* Paid

I7ZI)
-^ ^

ol Numb..

. —

* / 3 •

Complete each section and file in duplicate with Recorder of Deeds when (1) the full value/consideration ii not set forth in the deed, (2) when the deed
is without coni{deration, or by gift, or (3) a tax exemption is claimed. A Statement of Value is not required if the transfer fs wholly exempt from tax
based on: (1) family relationship or (2) public utility easement. If more space ii needed, attach additional >heet[s).

A CORRESPONDENT - AH inquiries may be directed to fhe following person;
Nam«M7CHAEL W. DAVIS, ESOUIRE Telephone Number:

HARLRY. SNYDER, SENFT S COHEN, LLC AreoCede(7 i7 1399-1534
Streel Addren City Slate

126 FAST KING STREET LANCASTER

B TRANSFER DATA
Grantor(«|/Lenor(»| ,|NITED qTATES OF AMERJCA

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

' \ OVERCASH AVENUE

City Sloia Zip Code
CHAMBERSBURG PA 17201-4150

PA

lip Coda

J 7602
Date of Acceptance of Document

LETTERKENNY INDUSTRIAL
Street Addresi

5000 LETTERKFNNY ROAD

City
CHAMBERSRURG

DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY

, SUITE

Stale
PA

320

Zip Code
17P01-8382

PROPERTY LOCATION
Sire.l Addre.i PORTION OF

r.ETTERKENNY

F.XCESS PROPERTY AT

ARMY DEPOT
County

FRANKLIN

Gly, Townfhip, Borough

GREENE TOWNSHIP AMD r.PTTPRPMMy T™JN
School Oiiiricl

CHAMBERSBURG AREA SCHOOL, Dlsa

Tax Porcel Number NQ SEpARATELy

ASSIGNED TAX PARCEL NUMBERS

VALUATION DATA
1. Actual Cash Contidirotion

NONE
t. County Aliened Value

NOT SEPARATELY ASSESSED

2. Other Coniiderotion

+ NONE
5. Common level Ratio Factor

X 1^51

3. Tola) Conwderalion

= N/A
6. Fair Market Value ,

= NOT SEPARATELY ASSESSED

EXEMPTION DATA
la. Amount of exemption Claimed

100%

1b. Percentage of Interest Conveyed
100%

.2. Check Appropriate) Box Bellow for Exemption Claimed

LJ Will or intestate succession . . , ,
(Norn, of 0««<f«nl| (E.lot. Fil. Nu/nbtr)

ka Transfer to Industrial Development Agency.

I—I Transfer to a trust. (Attach complete copy of trust agreement identifying all beneficiaries.)

I—I Transfer between principal and agent. (Attach complete copy of agency/straw party agreement.)

I—I Transfers to the Commonwealth, the United States and Instrumentalities by gift, dedication, condemnation or in lieu of condemnation.
(If condemnation or in lieu of condemnation, attach copy of resolution.)

I—I Transfer from mortgagor to a holder of a mortgage in default. Mortgage Book Number , Page Number

I—I Corrective or confirmatory deed. {Attach complete copy of the prior deed being corrected or confirmed.)

I—I Statutory corporate consolidation, merger or division. (Attach copy of articles.) ::

I I Other (Please explain exemption claimed, if other than listed above.)

Under penalties of low, I declare that I have examined this Statement, including accompanying information, and to the best of my knowledge
and belief, il is true, correct and complete.
Signature

/

ol

7
Correlpondenl or Retponijb)e Party Date i

'l^h
FAILURE TO COMPLETE THIS FORM PROPERLY OR ATTACH APPLICABLE DOCUMENTATION MAY RESULT IN THE RECORDER'S REFUSAL
TO RECORD THE DEED.
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o

D1STNO.J_ MAPNO. BLOCK_J liOT_j_

QUITCLAIM DEED

This
56889

day of May. 2002.

LETTERKENNYNDUSTWAL DEVELOPMENT
AUTHORITY, a PamiyrvanU non-pwflt municipal industrial authority, with hi principal
officci * 4139 Innovation Way, Ctonbcnburg. Pennsylvania 17201, htftbttftor referred » M '
the Grantor, ' . . • •

AND .

WARRIOR ROOFING MANUFACTURING OF
PENNSYLVANIA, LLC • Pennsylvania Limited Liability Company frith a mailfai oddnu of
P.O. Box 40115.3050 Warrior Road, Tiacaloon. Alabama 354044185. benmaAer nttmd to
at the Grantee. .

Witnesseth
THAT IN CONSIDERA T/Oftot Rv» Hundred aqd Twcnty^lm Ttwusand «ad

00/100 Dollars ($529,000.00) in hand paid, the recdpi whereof i» hereby acknowledstd, Gmmof
does hereby reteue and quitclaim to Grantee, its successors and assign*

ALL THAT CERTAIN trod of land known « Poreel MA ai shewn on a Final Land
Subdivision Plan prepared by mrttntMmtn Inpfattd Pebruarr »5 .2002 and recorded
In the Franklin County Recorder of Deeds Office in Plat Book __, Page , old tract
located foitiany in the Towiuhip.of Oreene and partially in fh* Township of Lctteffcewy.
County of Franklin and Commonwealth of Pcnniylvaiua. bounded and described at set forth oa
EsJuhiLA hereof.

BEING A PART OPTHE SAME PREMISES which the United Slates of America by
a Quitclaim Deed dated November 6,1991, and recorded in the Fcuklia County Recorder of
Deeds Office in Volume 1414, Page 204. granted'and conveyed unto the Lenerkcnny Industrial'
Development Authority. ' .

TOGETHER WITH the right of way and easement for access to the premise* hereby '
conveyed as more (ully act forth in an Easement for Public Road or Street dated February 10,
1999 and recorded in the Franklin County Recorder of Deeds Office So Volume 1420, Page 223.

UNDER AND SUBJECT to ib«e restrictions, requirement*, node**, easements and
• covenants imposed on the Letteritcnny Industrial Development Authority mi hi wcceuoi«-to>

VO.I879PC007



o

EXHtartA

torty-ieven (47) Kcondi But,i dUtoM of five hundred fcity md tero hundredth! (540.00) feet
to • point; thence South twenty-nine <29) degree* fifty-two (52) ninutci twenty-nine (29)
seconds Eut. • distance pf on* dtouiutd one hundred ind zero hunditddu (1100.00j feet to •
point; thence South nineteen (19) degreci eight (01) minutet forty-teven (47) wcondf Bui »
diitwee of one hundred •cventy-icveii ind liRy-foM hundredtht (177.54) led to • point; thene*
Souih tixiecn (16) degree* fifty-thret (33) minuta fifty (SO) second* West. • diHMK« oflhrao
hundred twenty^even and eijhty-nfaw hundredita (327.89) feet to i poini; theoee by • line
curving to the right, with «n arc length of four hundred tixty and etghVoine hundredtht (460.19)
feet, a radius of nine hundred thirty-seven and fony-tix hundredth! (937.46) feet, a chord bearing
of South eightythrec (83) degree* one (Ol)rainute twenly-6ve (25) seconds West,« chord
length of four hundred fifty-six and twenty*!* hundredth* (456.26) feet to • point: thence North
eieJuy-two (82) degree* fifty-three (53) minuet thirty-two (32) tecoadt West, a distwee of two
hundred nxty-nine wd eighteen hundredths (269.18) feet to i point; Ihence North one (01) • .
degree thirty-five (35) minute* forty-seven (47) second* E«it, • dittanct of teven hundred three
ind n fly-seven hundredth* (703.57) feet to • point; thence North twenty-nine (29) degrees fitly*
two (52) minute* twenty-nine (29) seconds West, • diitanceof five hundred fifty-five and twelve
hundredth* (35112) feet to a point, the point of Beginning.

Having an area of 921,734 square feet, or 21.1601 acre*.

O

3

J :

WLI879PC008 O'
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' •

interest u sei forth in a Quitclaim Deed dated November 6. 1998 from the United Stale* of
America to the Lctterkcnny Industrial Development Authority wd recorded In the Franklin
Count}- Recorder of Deeds Office in Volume 1414, Page 204 including, but not limited to. tbt
Hated Land Lite Restrictions and CERGLA remediation covenant*. Stid restrictions,

Deed arc incorporated by reference a* though tet forth in full herein.'

UNDER AND SUBJECT to a Declaration of Covenant*. Condition* tod Restriction* fer
the Cumberland Valley Busincu Park doted January U, 1999, tod recorded in the Fnnklio
County Recorder ofDeedi Office In Volume 1414, Page 294.

UNDER AND SUBJECT to • Declaration of Easement* dated Mty 3, 1999, tnd
recorded in the FrthUin County Recorder of Deed* Office to Volume 1430, Page 291. «
•mended.

UNDER AND SUBJECT to inch other restriction*, euemenu, rigbu-of-wty or
conditions to the extent legal tnd still la full force tnd effect

• Thi* Deed U executed pursuant to t Resolution duly approved by the Baud of Diitcibn
of the Lettcrkenny Industrial Development Authority on March 21, 20(0. •

In witness whereof, *
be duly executed the diy tad year fint above written.

LETTERKENNY WDUSTRJAL
DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY

'?

*.*.§•-.-•;•*..

hy CFRTIPY tat M«icc«n(M»
rernnh.-dlntheRecotda'tOfnaor
fnnkttnCnMrav.Penmvtvanlt.

, .2-
*

.VOL1879PGQ09
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COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA

COUNTY OF FRANKLIN.
S3:

.On Dili Q£. toy ot May, 3002, before at. Ike udcnlgnod officer, penonally ippemd
John A. Redding, who Kfcnowfedfcd hiauelf to be Qntman of the Lederkmny Industrial
Development Authoritx. §nd ttet« «ieh Cbiimuo. being iwthodad W do », exccuud ibs
within liutnonent for the purpom therein contained by dgnlng Ibe tame of iht Lctteiienay
loduM^al Devclopmtnt Authority. .

IN WTTNESS WHEREOF. I hereunto wt m hmd and oflldil tea).

I HEREBY CERTIFY ihrtthepKctMKUrctiof ther«««ehttttok

5050 Wwrior Rood
TuicaloOM. Alabomt SS40441I5

By: JO-

W X I 8 7 9 P C 0 1 0

\ . V\ • .'.:

.6

o
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O

WHMOMVI/UM e» nmnnwuuMMnmNt ai intwM
.

MUIHUIO.-U ITIIMMI

RIALTY TRANSFER TAX
STATEMENT OF VA1UI

$•• R«vti» for tmtnicllwu
_2_

A CORRESPOMDiflT • All InoutriH may b» Ar«c4«d to th« following POTOBI

1 2«X333

TRANSFER DATA

totterkcnnV Industrial Davalopnent authority

4759 Imavattto *ftty

Outnbersbui^' PA 17J01

Harrier aaoflng Manufacturing of Panruylvani*. t

P.O. BDK 40185

Tuscalooea AL 35404

mOPERTT LOCATION
******

. JprapMln -
liMtimna

?*r'1' J '̂ '."

nu>

.

VALUATION DATA

(529,000.00 ,000.00

i EXEMPTtON OATA

ion 100%

O wa«i
D'Ti«nhrl.l

D

0

oo o
~ * " _ _ » v*j .^

i conveyanca i« exenot frca realty tranafoi
S tax as a transfer from a no profit industrial development authority to a grantee purcha«intj
2 directly Eton it, having full ownership Interest in tha roal estate tranafcrred for thn prtoai

J rajoundinq. procea»im» tranipottation and
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PMB/l 124578.1

DIST NO. MAP NO. BLOCK LOT

T/IIS

RECORDED
93773

QUITCLAIM DEED °3 JL "3 A l|: 01 7

LINDA MILLER
RECORDER OF DEEDS

F R A N K L I N COUNTY

is made the J^T/nay of January, 2003.

LETTERKENNY INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT,
AUTHORITY, a Pennsylvania non-profit municipal industrial authority, with its principal
offices at 220A Coffey Avenue, Chambersburg, Pennsylvania 17201, hereinafter referred to as
the Grantor;

AND

UNITED CHURCHES OF THE CHAMBERSBURG AREA, a
Pennsylvania non-profit corporation, with a mailing address of P.O. Box 1052, Chambersburg,
Pennsylvania 17201, hereinafter referred to as the Grantee.

Witnesseth
THAT IN CONSIDERATION of One Dollar ($1.00) in hand paid, the receipt

whereof is hereby acknowledged, Grantor does hereby release and quitclaim to Grantee, its
successors and assigns, the following parcels:

Parcel 33

ALL THA T CERTAIN tract of land known as Parcel 33 as shown on a Master
Plan, prepared by the U.S. Army Engineer District, Baltimore, Maryland, recorded in the
Franklin County Recorder of Deeds Office in Plat Book 288G, Page 1066, Part I through VI,
said tract located in the Township of Greene, County of Franklin and Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania, bounded and described as set forth on Exhibit A hereof.

BEING A PART OF THE SAME PREMISES which the United States of America by
a Quitclaim Deed dated November 6, 1998, and recorded in the Franklin County Recorder of
Deeds Office in Volume 1414, Page 204, granted and conveyed unto the Letterkenny Industrial
Development Authority, its successors and assigns.

VOL2 I 8 3 P G 6 I * 0



UNDER AND SUBJECT to those restrictions, requirements, notices, easements and
covenants imposed on the Letterkenny Industrial Development Authority and its successors-in-
interest as set forth in a Quitclaim Deed dated November 6,1998 from the United States of
America to the Letterkenny Industrial Development Authority and recorded in the Franklin
County Recorder of Deeds Office in Volume 1414, Page 204 including, but not limited to, the
stated Land Use Restrictions and CERCLA remediation covenants. Said restrictions,
requirements notices, easements and covenants set forth in the November 6,1998 Quitclaim
Deed are incorporated by reference as though set forth b full herein.

UNDER AND SUBJECT to a Declaration of Easements dated May 3, 1999, and
recorded in the Franklin County Recorder of Deeds Office in Volume 1430, Page 298, as
amended by a First Amendment to Declaration of Easements dated September 29, 1999, and
recorded in the Recorder's Office aforesaid in Volume 1453, Page 421.

AND ALL OF GRANTOR'S RIGHT, TITLE AND INTEREST in and to a vertical
distance beginning at a point eight (8) feet below the surface and extending skyward in, and
over, the following parcel:

Parcel 2-33B

ALL THAT CERTAIN tract of land known as Parcel 2-33B as shown on a Final •
Land Subdivision Plan prepared by Best Angle Associates, last revised January 14, 2002 and
recorded in the Franklin County Recorder of Deeds Office in Plat Book 288H, Page 881 (Parts
1 through 87), said tract located in the Township of Greene, County of Franklin and
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, bounded and described as set forth on Exhibit B hereof.

BEING A PART OF THE SAME PREMISES which the United States of America by
a Quitclaim Deed dated May 3, 2002, and recorded in the Franklin County Recorder of Deeds
Office in Volume 1904, Page 388, granted and conveyed unto the Letterkenny Industrial
Development Authority, its successors and assigns.

UNDER AND SUBJECT to those restrictions, requirements, notices, easements and
covenants imposed on the Letterkenny Industrial Development Authority and its successors-in-
interest as set forth in a Quitclaim Deed dated May 3, 2002 from the United States of America
to the Letterkenny Industrial Development Authority and recorded in the Franklin County
Recorder of Deeds Office in Volume 1904, Page 388 including, but not limited to, the stated
Land Use Restrictions and CERCLA remediation covenants. Said restrictions, requirements
notices, easements and covenants set forth in the May 3, 2002 Quitclaim Deed are incorporated
by reference as though set forth in full herein.

-2-
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UNDER AND SUBJECT to a Declaration of Easements dated July 22, 2002, and
recorded in the Franklin County Recorder of Deeds Office in Volume 1922, Page 483, as
amended.

PARCEL 33 AND PARCEL 2-33B ARE UNDER AND SUBJECT to a Declaration
of Covenants, Conditions and Restrictions for the Cumberland Valley Business Park dated
January 13,1999, and recorded in the Franklin County Recorder of Deeds Office in Volume
1414, Page 294, as supplemented by a First Supplemental Declaration of Covenants,
Conditions, and Restrictions dated July 22, 2002, and recorded in the Recorder's Office
aforesaid in Volume 1922, Page 487.

PARCEL 33 AND PARCEL 2-33B ARE UNDER AND SUBJECT to such other
restrictions, easements, rights-of-way or conditions to the extent legal and still in full force and
effect.

This Deed is executed pursuant to a Resolution duly approved by the Board of
Directors of the Letterkenny Industrial Development Authority on December 2, 2002.

said Grantor has caused these
be duly executed the day and year first above written.

Attest: VJ<%U

LETTERKENNY INDUSTRIAL!;
DEVELOPMENT.

Thereby CERTIFY that this document*
recorded in the Recorder's Office of
Franklin County, Pennsylvania

Linda Miller
Recorder of Deeds

-3-



COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA

COUNTY OF FRANKLIN
SS:

On this day of January, 2003, before me, the undersigned officer, personally
appeared John A. Redding, Jr., who acknowledged himself to be Chairman of the Letterkenny
Industrial Development Authority, and that as such Chairman, being authorized to do so,
executed the within instrument for the purposes therein contained by signing the name of the
Letterkenny Industrial Development Authority.

JN WITNESS WHEREOF, I hereunto set my hand and official seal.
NOTARIAL SEAL

GJNA 1. DAYWAIT, Notary Publte
Chambenburg Bora, Franklin Co. PA
My Commrwbn Expire* May 24, 2003

//
My Commission Expires:

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the precise address of the grantee herein is:

P.O. Box 1052
Chambersburg, Pennsylvania 17201

-o to
C«J I-*

1

£

rr>
i 2r

Cc?
I

70

P§

-4-
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EXHIBIT A

PARCEL 33

Beginning at a set rebar 25 feet from the centerline of Carbaugh Avenue; thence along
the north margin of Carbargb Avenue, North 61 degrees SO minutes 19 seconds West, a
distance of 209.73 feet to a set PK nail; thence by a curve to the right through a central angle
of 44 degrees 21 minutes 03 seconds having a radius of 100.00 feet, an arc distance of 77.41
feet, a chord bearing of North 39 degrees 39 minutes 48 seconds West, a chord distance of
75.49 feet to a set rebar; thence along the east margin of Pennsylvania Avenue, North 17
degrees 29 minutes 16 seconds West, a distance of 299.16 feet to a set rebar 25 feet from the
centerline of Pennsylvania Avenue; thence along remaining lands of the U.S.A., North 89
degrees 52 minutes 54 seconds East, a distance of 560.45 feet to a set rebar; thence along the
same, South 28 degrees 09 minutes 41 seconds West, a distance of 503.15 feet to the point of
beginning containing 153,721 square feet or 3.5289 acres more or less.

VQL2 l83PG6 t * i *



EXHIBIT B

PARCEL 2-33B

Beginning at a set rebar 25 feet from the centerline of Pennsylvania Avenue and 160.40
feet from the northwest corner of Parcel 33, thence along said Parcel 33, South 17 degrees 29
minutes 16 seconds East a distance of 138.76 feet to an existing rebar; thence by the same, by
a curve to the left through a central angle of 44 degrees 21 minutes 03 seconds having a radius
of 100.00 feet, an arc distance of 77.41 feet, a chord bearing of South 39 degrees 39 minutes
48 seconds East a distance of 75.49 feet to an existing PK nail; thence by the same, South 61
degrees 50 minutes 19 seconds East a distance of 53.30 feet to a set PK nail; thence along the
north margin of Carbaugh Avenue, by a curve to the left through a central angle of 22 degrees
47 minutes 01 seconds having a radius of 125.00 feet, an arc distance of 49.71 feet, a chord
bearing of North 73 degrees 13 minutes 49 seconds West a distance of 49.38 feet to a set PK
nail; thence by a curve to the right through a central angle of 76 degrees 32 minutes 26
seconds having a radius of 62.50 feet, an arc distance of 83.49 feet, a chord bearing of North
46 degrees 21 minutes 07 seconds West a distance of77.42 feet to a set rebar; thence along the
east margin of Pennsylvania Avenue, by a curve to the left through a central angle of 09
degrees 24 minutes 22 seconds having a radius of 925.00 feet, an arc distance of 151.86 feet, a
chord bearing of North 12 degrees 47 minutes 05 seconds West a distance of 151.68 feet to a ,
set rebar the point of beginning containing 1986 square feet or 0.0456 acres more or less.
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COMMONWEALTH 0» KNNSnVANtA
DIMHTMINT or uvtNue

tUUAU Of HfMVIDUAt TAXIS
DIPT. WU03

HAMISIUlO. 'A mil-0003

REALTY TRANSFER TAX
STATEMENT OF VALUE

Set R«v«n« for Instructions

Complete each section and file in duplicate with Recorder of Deeds when (1) the fuH velve/consideralloii b not set forth in ihe deed, (2) when the deed
It without consideration, or by gift, or (3) a tax exemption it claimed. A Statement of Value fs not required if the transfer Is wftoly exempt from tax
bated oo; (1) family relationship or (2) pubfie utility MicmMt. If mer« ipae* 1* M«d«d, attach additional ih»«i(j).

Norn.
CORRESPONDENT-All inqumcs may be directed to the fallowing person:

Mchard K. Hoskinson, Esquire
T«l«piu>M Number:

, Cod. (717 ) 263-8535

147 East Wast jton Street
TRANSFER DATA

Qy

Chaabersburg
Stotf

PA
Dot* •{ Acaptanc* of D«cunMhr

17201

Gran«or(»)A*uor(ij

Letterkenny Industrial Development Authority United Churches of the ChflaJbersbure Area
Slrn Address

2204 Coffey Avenue
StrMT Addntt

P. 0. Box 1052
Cly

Chaaberaburg
Zip Cad*

17201
Gty

Chaabersburg
Slot*

PA
ZjpCod*

17201
PROPERTY LOCATION

SiTMt Aoorm

Hone Parcels 33 and 33B
Cty, Towmhip, Sorauah

Greene Tovnship, Letterkenny Axmy Depot land
County

Franklin
Sdwel OlKrie

ChaHbersborg
Tax Portal Ntinbv

none assessed
D VALUATION DATA . ,-

1. Acfuol Coth Contid«rotksn

$1.00
4. County Auciud Voiu*

not assessed

2. Oliwr Caiuidirailon

•»•
5. Cemnafi Uvd Ratio FaOer

X

3. Total Cmildoratioit

= $1.00
A. Foir Morte Volu.

a estimated - »50.000.00
E EXEMPTION DATA
la. Amount of Exemption Ooinwd 1 b. PwtMtagt of bmrM Canvcyod

2. Qi«ck Appvepriat* Box Below for Exemption Clai'itwd

Lj Will or imwtot* nicccuion

LJ Transfer to Industrial Development Agency.

LJ Tiansfef to a trust. (Attach complete copy of trust agreement identifying oil beneficiaries.) 3SOc5 I f~\
drr'5> **i *

LJ Transfer between principal and agent. (Attach complete copy of agency/straw party agreement.) a-_;r O
MM ^"^*??r^ ^^ ^T7
LJ Transfen to the Commonwealth, the United States and Instrumentalities by gift, dedication, condemn^gpjOr in HeuLof condensation.

(If condemnation or in lieu of condemnation, attach copy of resolution.) 3£r«S? ~ fTl

LJ Transfer front mortgagor to a holder of a mortgage in default. Mortgage Boole Number.

I I Corrective or confirmatory deed. (Attach complete copy of ihe prior deed being corrected or confirmed.)

I I Statutory corporate consolidation, merger or division. (Attach copy of articles.)

ffl Other {Please explain exemption daimed, if other than listed above.)

Z<5 O
U>, Page Njhber .

en

Under penalties of low, I declare that I have examined this Statement, tndudba. accompanying information, and to the best at my knowledge
and betM, it is true, correct and complete.

FAILURE TO COMPLETE THIS FORM PROPCRIY OR ATTACH APtlMAffLBOOCOMENtllllCiS MAY RESULT IN THE RECORDER'S REFUSAL

TO RECORD THE DEED. VOJ 5 183



This property is a chapel only and was built by World War II prisoners on
Letterkenny Army Depot. Its use Is restricted to church purposes only. There is
another building with no heat or utilities which has no real value, and the intent is
to tear it down as soon as money is available. This parcel has not been
assessed for tax purposes by the county, and we have no value on which to pay
Pennsylvania Realty Transfer Tax. We therefore estimate the value at
$50,000.00.

EXHIBIT A

Vo| 9\&> P9
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126 East King Street ~ ~ '_
Lancaster, PA 17602-2893 ^ o"
717.299.5201 ,/„ ^

Return To:

Parcel ID#:

QUITCLAIM DEED

This Deed is made the /**•_ day of -J LIL/\ c. 2006.

LETTERKENNY INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY,
a Pennsylvania non-profit municipal industrial authority, with its principal offices at 5121A
Coffey Avenue, Chambersburg, Pennsylvania 17201, hereinafter referred to as the Grantor;

AND

- J. PRESTON BELL and REBECCA L. BELL, husband and wife,
of (>ui(-f&L^ Township, Franklin County, Pennsylvania, hereinafter referred to as the
Grantees.

Witnesseth
THAT IN CONSIDERATION of Ninety Thousand Dollars ($90,000.00) in hand

paid, the receipt whereof is hereby acknowledged, Grantor does hereby release and quitclaim to
Grantees, their successors and assigns, the following parcels:

Parcel 34

ALL THAT CERTAIN tract of land known as Parcel 34 as shown on a Master Plan,
prepared by the U.S. Army Engineer District, Baltimore, Maryland, recorded in the Franklin
County Recorder of Deeds Office in Plat Book 288G, Page 1066, Part I through VI, said tract
located in the Township of Greene, County of Franklin and Common wealth ,pf Pennsylvania,
bounded and described as set forth on Exhibit A hereof.



BEING A PART OF THE SAME PREMISES which the United States of America by
Quitclaim Deed dated November 6, 1998, and recorded in the Franklin County Recorder of
Deeds Office in Volume 1414, Page 204, granted and conveyed unto the Letterkenny Industrial
Development Authority, its successors and assigns.

PARCEL 34 IS UNDER AND SUBJECT to those restrictions, requirements, notices,
easements and covenants imposed on the Letterkenny Industrial Development Authority and its
successors-in-interest as set forth in a Quitclaim Deed dated November 6, 1998 from the United
States of America to the Letterkenny Industrial Development Authority and recorded in the
Franklin County Recorder of Deeds Office in Volume 1414, Page 204 including, but not limited
to, the stated Land Use Restrictions and CERCLA remediation covenants. Said restrictions,
requirements, notices, easements and covenants set forth in the November 6,1998 Quitclaim
Deed are incorporated by reference as though set forth in full herein.

PARCEL 34 IS UNDER AND SUBJECT to a Declaration of Easements dated May 3,
1999, and recorded in the Franklin County Recorder of Deeds Office in Volume 1430, Page 298,
as amended.

Parcel 2-34B

ALL THAT CERTAIN vertical distance beginning at a point eight (8) feet below the.
surface and extending skyward in, and over, a tract of land known as Parcel 2-34B as shown on a
Final Land Subdivision Plan prepared by Best Angle Associates, last revised January 14,2002
and recorded in the Franklin County Recorder of Deeds Office in Plat Book 288H, Page 881
(Parts 1 through 87), said tract located in the Township of Greene, County of Franklin and
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, bounded and described as set forth on Exhibit A hereof.

BEING A PART OP THE SAME PREMISES which the United States of America by
a Quitclaim Deed dated May 3,2002, and recorded in die Franklin County Recorder of Deeds
Office in Volume 1904, Page 388, granted and conveyed unto the Letterkenny Industrial
Development Authority, its successors and assigns.

PARCEL 2-34B IS UNDER AND SUBJECT to those restrictions, requirements,
notices, easements and covenants imposed on the Letterkenny Industrial Development Authority
and its successors-in-interest as set forth in a Quitclaim Deed dated May 3,2002 from the United
States of America to the Letterkenny Industrial Development Authority and recorded in the
Franklin County Recorder of Deeds Office in Volume 1904, Page 388 including, but not limited
to, the stated Land Use Restrictions and CERCLA remediation covenants. Said restrictions,
requirements, notices, easements and covenants set forth in the May 3, 2002,.Quitclaim Deed are
incorporated by reference as though set forth in full herein.

-2-
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PARCEL 2-34B IS UNDER AND SUBJECT to a Declaration of Easements dated
July 22,2002, and recorded in the Franklin County Recorder of Deeds Office in Volume 1922,
Page 483, as amended.

PARCEL 34 AND PARCEL 2-34B ARE UNDER AND SUBJECT to a Declaration of
Covenants, Conditions and Restrictions for the Cumberland Valley Business Park dated
January 13,1999, and recorded in the Franklin County Recorder of Deeds Office in Volume
1414, Page 294, as supplemented and amended.

PARCEL 34 AND PARCEL 2-34B ARE UNDER AND SUBJECT to such other
restrictions, easements, rights-of-way or conditions of record to the extent legal and still in full
force and effect.

Grantees acknowledge that the parcels hereby conveyed have been or may be improved
or benefited, in part, with funding from the United States Economic Development
Administration ("EDA."), Project No. 01-49-03885, and agrees to use the premises in a manner
consistent with the authorized general and special purpose of the EDA grant.

To comply with the terms and conditions of the EDA grant, Grantees, by their acceptance ,
of this deed, agrees that, at all times the EDA grant remains outstanding, as follows:

1. Grantees shall provide services without discrimination to all persons without
regard to their age, race, color, religion, sex, handicap or national origin. If and to the extent
required by Grantor or the EDA, Grantees shall execute a certification in such form as may be
required by the EDA to certify such compliance.

2. Grantees shall comply with all applicable federal, state and local environmental
statutes, rules and regulations during its ownership of the premises.

This Deed is executed pursuant to a Resolution duly approved by the Board of Directors
of the Letterkenny Industrial Development Authority on May 8,2006.

In 'WltneSS Whereof, said Grantor has caused these presents to be dujj$,
executed the day and year first above written. ;!.'.i»<«^''"'

Attest-
X /

LETTERKENNY INDUSTRIAL /^.••&"'V' -'';

DEVELOPMENT AUTHORTTY/^. <•'/ r- ;;

By:
Charles Myers, Chatj

-3-
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PR/ST/NET PMB/948072.I/O 10301

LEASE AGREEMENT

This Lease Agreement ("Lease") is made as of the 3> "" day of J<i/W^r-../ , 200 j_,
by and between LETTERKENNY INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT AUTHORJTf ("LIDA"). a
Pennsylvania non-profit municipal industrial development authority, having its principal office at
4759 Innovation Way, Chambersburg, Pennsylvania 17201 and MARLIN G. BRICKER, 4208
Letterkenny Road, Chambersburg, Pennsylvania 17201 ("Tenant").

WITNESSETH THAT

WHEREAS, pursuant to the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 1990, the
military installation known as the Letterkenny Army Depot, Chambersburg, Pennsylvania
("LEAD"), is scheduled to be realigned; and

WHEREAS, it is the intention of the United States, acting by and through the
Department of the Army ("Army"), to retain certain portions of LEAD in order to complete the
Army's ongoing mission ("Retained Property"); and

WHEREAS, pursuant to a letter dated August 2, 1997 from the Office of the Under
Secretary of Defense, LIDA was granted the authority to oversee and implement the civilian
reuse of those portions of LEAD scheduled to be realigned and transferred ("Transfer Parcels"^:
and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the terms of a Memorandum of Agreement dated November 5,
1998, the terms and conditions of the transfer of the Transfer Parcels to LIDA were established.
(The Memorandum of Agreement together with all exhibits attached thereto is hereinafter
referred to as the "MO A.") A copy of the MO A is on file at the offices of LIDA and available
for review by Tenant; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the terms of a quitclaim deed dated November 6, 1998, and
recorded in the Recorder's Office in and for Franklin County, Pennsylvania, in Record Book
1414, Page 204 ("Army Peed"). LIDA has acquired from the Army certain parcels of land within
the Transfer Parcels, with buildings and improvements thereon (said land, buildings and
improvements being collectively referred to as the "LIDA Premises"): and

WHEREAS, LIDA further intends to sublease a portion of the LIDA Premises
("Premises") to the Tenant pursuant to the terms and conditions hereinafter set forth.

NOW, THEREFORE, for good and valuable consideration, the parties hereto agree as
follows:



<f PMB/948072.1/010301

Section 1. Definitions

The terms set forth below, as used in the Lease, shall have the following meanings:

1.1 Original Address of LIDA

4759 Innovation Way
Chambersburg, Pennsylvania 17201

1.2 Original Address of Tenant

4208 Letterkenny Road
Chambersburg, Pennsylvania 17201

1.3 Base Rent

$3,600.00 per year.

1.4 Permitted Uses

Farming operations, and for no other purposes whatsoever and subject to the provisions
of the Declaration of Covenants, Conditions and Restrictions recorded in the Recorder's Office in
and for Franklin County, Pennsylvania, in Volume 1414, Page 294.

1.5 Premises

Parcel 29 of Cumberland Valley Business Park, as more fully shown on Exhibit A.

1.6 Reuse Plan

Reuse Strategy Summary Report dated May, 1997, a copy of which is on file at the
offices of LIDA and available for review by Tenant.

1.7 Tenant

Marlin G. Bricker.



PMB/948072.1/122800

1.8 Term

One year, beginning on the Term Commencement Date and ending at 12:00 midnight on
the Termination Date.

1.9 Term Commencement Date

January 1,2001.

1.10 Termination Date

December 31, 2001, unless the Lease is terminated pursuant to the terms hereof, subject
to the automatic renewal provisions set forth in Section 1.11 hereof.

1.11 Automatic Renewal

Unless and until either party at least 90 days prior to the expiration of the initial or any
renewal term of the Lease gives notice to the other of intention to terminate the Lease, this Lease
shall renew for successive additional terms, each equal to the initial term, at the Base Rent set
forth in Section 1.3 hereof and on the terms and conditions set forth herein.

Section 2. Premises, Lease Term, and Incorporation of MOA and Army Deed
i

2.1 Premises

LIDA does hereby lease to the Tenant, and the Tenant does hereby lease from LID A, the
Premises, in accordance with the terms of this Lease.

2.2 Term

(a) The Tenant shall have and hold the Premises for the Term commencing on the
Date of Occupancy, as defined in Subsection 2.3 below, and ending on the Termination Date,
unless sooner terminated pursuant to the terms hereof.

(b) Notwithstanding any provision of this Lease to the contrary, LIDA shall have the
right to terminate this Lease with respect to all or any portion of the Premises at any time prior to
the Termination Date. In the event LIDA elects to terminate the Lease as aforesaid, an equitable
adjustment shall be made to the Base Rent payable hereunder. If the portion of the Premises for
which the Lease has been terminated are being used for farming purposes, the Tenant shall have
the right to harvest, gather and remove such crops as may have been planted or grown thereon, or
LIDA may require the Tenant to vacate immediately, in which event, LIDA shall pay
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12.17 Third Party Beneficiary

Nothing contained in this Lease shall be construed so as to confer upon any other party
the rights of a third party beneficiary except rights contained herein for the benefit of a
mortgagee.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this Lease is executed on the above date.

LETTERKENNY INDUSTRIAL
DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY

By: -<

Attest:

Marlin G. Bricker

-21-
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QUITCLAIM DEED
Letterkenny Army Depot

(surface rights)

THIS QUITCLAIM DEED made and entered into thia St-dL day of
M <t*4 2002. by and between the UNITED STATES OF AMERICA (the

•GRANTOR"), acting by and through the Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Army
(Installations & Housing), pursuant to a delegation of authority from the SECRETARY OF
THE ARMY (the "ARMY"), and the LETTERKENNY INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
AUTHORITY ("LIDA"), a body corporate and politic, and existing under the laws of th«
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, having its principal place of business at 4759 Innovation
Way. Chambersburg. Pennsylvania 17201 (the "GRANTEE").

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, pursuant to the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 1990,
PL 101-510. as amended (10 U.S.C. 2687, note) ("BRAC"), the military installation known
as the Letterkenny Army Depot ("LEAD"). Chambersburg. Pennsylvania was realigned;
and

WHEREAS, the Letterkenny Industrial Development Authority ("LIDA"}, the
federally recognized local redevelopment authority for LEAD, was granted the authority to
oversee and implement the civilian reuse of the excess portion of LEAD, excluding the
Retained Property, in accordance with a local-approved reuse plan; and

WHEREAS, the LIDA made an application to the Army for an Economic
Development Conveyance ("EDC") as a rural base under 32 C.F.R. 91(e) and (0; and

WHEREAS, the Army, as authorized by BRAC and implementing regulations,
determined that the LIDA's application met the criteria for economic development, job
creation, and as a rural base; and

WHEREAS, the Army and the LIDA entered into a Memorandum of Agreement
("MOA"), dated November 5, 1998, establishing the teims and conditions for an EDC
conveyance of the excess portion of the LEAD property to the LIDA and the lease of the
excess portion of the LEAD property pending and in furtherance of the conveyance of all
of the excess portion of the LEAD property; and

WHEREAS, the MOA provides for the conveyance of the LEAD pioperty in phases
as Army mission requirements cease and environmental remediation is completed; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Public Law 101-510, as amended, the Army has the
authority to convey and with this Deed conveys to the LIDA, pursuant to the terms and
conditions of the MOA. a vertical distance beginning at a point eight (8) feet below the
surface and extending skyward in, and over the parcels of land as described in Exhibit A

WLI90U.PG388



collection system shown In Exhibit D is its approximate location and may not be its actual
location.]

The legal description of the Property has been provided by the GRANTEE and the
GRANTEE shall be responsible for the accuracy of the survey and description of the
Property conveyed herein and shall indemnify and hold the GRANTOR harmless from any
and all liability resulting from any inaccuracy in the description.

The words "GRANTOR" and "GRANTEE" used herein shall be construed as if.they
read "GRANTORS" and "GRANTEES" respectively, whenever the sense of this Deed so
requires and. whether singular or plural, such words shall be deemed to include in all
cases the successors and assigns of the respective parties.

1. STATUTORY INDEMNIFICATION

Subject lo the availability of appropriated funds, the GRANTOR recognizes its
obligation to hold harmless, defend, and indemnify the GRANTEE and any successor,
assignee, transferee, lender, or lessee of the GRANTEE or its successors and assigns, as
required and limited by Section 330 of the Department of Defense Authorization Act of
1993, as amended, and to otherwise meet its obligations under law.

2. CERCLA COVENANTS AND NOTICE

Pursuant to Section 120(h)(3) ot the Comprehensive Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Act, as amended, 42 U.S.C. Section 9601 et seq.
("CERCLA"):

A. Notice.

The GRANTOR hereby notifies the GRANTEE of the storage, release, and
disposal of hazardous substances on the Property. The release or disposal of these
hazardous substances was remedied at the time of the release or. where required, was
subsequently addressed under the Installation Restoration Program. For the purpose of
this Deed, "hazardous substances" shall have the same meaning attributed to such term
under Section 101(14) of CERCLA. 42 U.S.C. §9601(14). Available information regarding
the type, quantity, and location of such hazardous substances and action taken to address
such hazardous substances is described in Exhibit E herein. More detailed information
regarding the storage, release, and disposal of hazardous substances on the Property has
been provided to the GRANTEE in the Environmental Baseline Survey for Letterkenny
Army Depot dated August 1996, amended May 1999, and as supplemented in November
2000 (collectively the "EBS") and the Finding of Suitability to Transfer ("POST") for the
Property dated February 2002, the receipt of which the GRANTEE hereby acknowledges.

cxst
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B. Covenant. The GRANTOR hereby covenants that:

1. All remedial action necessary to protect human health and the
environment with respect to any such hazardous substances remaining on the Property
has been taken before the date of conveyance hereunder; and

2. Any additional remedial action found to be necessary with regard to such
hazardous substances remaining on the Property after the date of this conveyance shaN
be conducted by the GRANTOR. This covenant in this Subsection 2.B.2. shall not apply
In any case in which the person or entity to whom the Property Is transferred is a
potentially responsible parly under CERCLA with respect to the Property.

3. CERCLA REMEDIATION

The GRANTOR acknowledges that LEAD has been identified as a National
Priorities List ("NPL") site under the Comprehensive Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Act ("CERCLA') of 1980, as amended. The GRANTEE
acknowledges that the GRANTOR has provided it with a copy of the LEAD Federal
Facility Agreement (TFA-) dated February 3,1989 and will provide the GRANTEE with •
copy of any amendments thereto.

A. The GRANTEE, Rs successors and assigns, agrees that should any conflict
arise between the terms of the FFA as they presently exist or may be amended, and the
provisions of this property transfer, the terms of the FFA wilt take precedence. The
GRANTEE, Its successors and assigns, further agrees that notwithstanding any other
provisions of this Deed, the GRANTOR assumes no liability to the GRANTEE, its
successors and assigns, should implementation of the FFA interfere with their use of the
Property; and said parties shall have no claim against the United Slates or any officer,
agenl, employee, or contractor thereof on account of any such interference, provided the
GRANTOR complies with the requirements of Section 3.D.

B. Prior to the determination by the United States that all remedial action is
complete under CERCLA and the FFA for the LEAD site:

1. The GRANTEE, Its successors and assigns, shall not undertake activities
on the Property that would interfere with or impede the completion of the CERCLA
cleanup at the LEAD NPL site. Activities required to avoid Interference with the
completion of the CERCLA cleanup at LEAD include, but are not limited to, the
GRANTEE, its successors and assigns, taking appropriate action to ensure stormwater *
directed Into existing or future stormwater sewer systems or drainage ditches; and

2. The GRANTEE, its successors and assigns, shaP comply with any
institutional controls established or put in place by the GRANTOR relating to the Property
that are required by any Record of Decision (*ROD*) or amendments thereto issued
before or «fter the data of thto Deed. Additionally, the GRANTEE, to successor* and
assigns, shall ensure th*t eny leasehold II grants In the Property or any fee Interest
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conveyance of any portion of the Property provides for legally binding compliance with the
institutional controls required by any such ROD.

C. All subsequent conveyances of the Property or any interests therein by
GRANTEE, its successors and assigns, shall be expressly subject to the rights and duties
of the United States to continue operation of any monitoring wells, treatment facilities, or
other response activities undertaken pursuant to CERCLA or the FFA on said portion of
the Property. The GRANTEE, its successors and assigns, shall provide:

1. Pre-transfer Notice-60 days written notice of any such conveyance '
(including a description of the deed/lease provisions allowing for continued remediation
activities) to the GRANTOR, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency ("EPA"), and the
Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection ("PADEP"); and

2. Deed/Lease-Wilhin 14 days after the effective date of the transaction,
GRANTEE, its successors and assigns, will provide to the GRANTOR, EPA, and PADEP,
copies of the deed, lease, or other conveying instrument evidencing such transaction.

D. The GRANTOR reserves a perpetual easement over and through and a right of
access to the Property to perform any additional environmental investigation, monitoring,
sampling, testing, remedial action, corrective action, or any other action necessary for the
GRANTOR to meet its environmental responsibilities under applicable laws and as
provided for in this Deed. This easement and right of access shall be binding on the
GRANTEE, its successors and assigns, and shall run with the land. This reservation
includes the right to access and use utilities on the Property at reasonable cost to the
United States. In exercising this right of access, except in case of imminent
endangerment to human health or the environment, the GRANTOR shall give the
GRANTEE, or the then record owner, reasonable notice of actions to be taken on the
Property and shall use reasonable means, without significant additional cost to the
GRANTOR, to avoid and/or minimize interference with the use of the Property.

E. The GRANTOR shall not incur liability for additional response action or
corrective action found to be necessary after the date of transfer unless the GRANTEE, its
successors or assigns, is able to demonstrate that such release or such newly discovered
substance was due to GRANTOR'S activities, ownership, use or occupation of the
Property, or the activities of GRANTOR'S contractors and/or agents.

F. All subsequent leases, transfers, or conveyances shall be made expressly
subject to the easement set forth in paragraph 3D. Upon a determination by the United
States that all remedial action is complete at the LEAD NPL site, the GRANTOR shall
execute and record a release of easement.

4. <U\ND USE RESTRICTIONS

The Department of the Army has undertaken careful environmental study of the
Property and concluded that the covenants and restrictions set forth here are required to
ensure that the use of the Property is consistent with its environmental condition. In order

5 VDL |9Qu ,PG392

.,.,.....



lo protect human health and the environment, promote community objectives, and further
the common environmental objectives and land use plans of the GRANTOR, the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, and the GRANTEE, the covenants and restrictions shall
be included to ensure the use of the Property is consistent with the environmental
condition of the Property. The following restrictions and covenants benefit both the lands
retained by the GRANTOR and the general public welfare and are consistent with the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and Federal environmental statutes.

A. Commercial/Industrial Use Restrictions

1. The GRANTEE covenants for itself, its successors and assigns, that the
Property, with the exception of Parcels 2-74A and 2-74B. and the portion of the Property
referred to as the Gale 1 Guardhouse ("Gate 1 Guardhouse area"), shall be used solely
for commercial, industrial, and agricultural purposes and not for residential purposes. The
portion of the Property referred to as the Gate 1 Guardhouse area shall be used solely for
commercial and industrial purposes and not for residential purposes. Commercial and
industrial uses include, but are not limited to, administrative/office space, manufacturing,
warehousing, restaurants, hotels/motels, and retail activities. Residential use includes,
but is not limited to. housing, daycare facilities, schools (excluding education and training
programs for persons over 18 years of age), assisted living facilities, and outdoor
recreational activities (excluding recreational activities by employees and their families
incidental to authorized commercial and industrial uses on the Property).

2. Nothing conlained herein shall preclude the GRANTEE from undertaking,
in accordance with applicable laws and regulations, such additional remediation
necessary to allow for residential use of the Property. Any additional remediation will be
at no additional cost to the GRANTOR and with the GRANTOR'S prior written consent.
Consent may be conditioned upon such terms and conditions as the GRANTOR deems
reasonable and appropriate, including performance and payment bonds and insurance.
Upon completion of such remediation required to allow residential use of the Property and
upon the GRANTEE'S obtaining the approval of EPA and PADEP and, if required, any
other regulatory agency, the GRANTOR agrees to release or, if appropriate, modify (his
restriction by executing and recording, in the same land records of the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania as this Deed, a Partial Release of Covenant. The GRANTEE shall bear the
cost of recording and reasonable administrative fees.

B. Groundwater Restrictions

The GRANTEE covenants for itself, its successors and assigns, not to access the
groundwater. except as provided in Subsection 4.C., or use groundwater underlying the
Property for any purpose without the prior written approval of the GRANTOR, PADEP,
and EPA. However, the GRANTEE, its successors and assigns, are authorized to install
monitoring wells with the prior written approval of the GRANTOR, EPA, and PADEP,
which approval shall not be unreasonably withheld. For the purpose of this restriction,
•groundwater shall have the same meaning as In Section 101(12) of CERCIA
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C. Soil Excavation Restrictions

The GRANTEE, its successors and assigns, shall not conduct or permit others to:
(1) conduct any excavation, digging, drilling, or other disturbance of (he soil or ground
below a depth of 3 feet above the water table without prior written approval of the
GRANTOR, or (2) construct any subsurface structure for human occupation, without the
prior written approval of the GRANTOR, PADEP. and EPA. If the GRANTEE, its

'; successors or assigns, encounters groundwater or contaminated soil while conducting
; any excavation activities, the GRANTEE, its successors or assigns, will immediately
j, cease such activities until the GRANTOR'S written approval is obtained allowing such .
j activities to continue. In granting excavation approval under this Subsection 4.C.. the
t GRANTOR may impose reasonable terms and conditions, on a case by case basis, that
j the GRANTOR deems necessary to (i) ensure compliance with the LIDA sampling plan
l dated October 1998 and any amendments thereto, the LIDA Health and Safety Plan dated
i October 199B and any amendmenls thereto, and other applicable requirements lo protect

:'• human health and the environment; and (ii) to ensure proper disposal of contaminated soil
and/or groundwater at no expense to the GRANTOR.

D. Enforcement

• 1. These covenants and land use restrictions shall inure to the benefit of the
public in general and adjacent lands, including lands retained by the United States, and,
therefore, are enforceable by the United States Government and Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania. These restrictions and covenants are binding on the GRANTEE, its
successors and assigns; shall run with the land; and are forever enforceable.

J 2. The GRANTEE covenants for itself, its successors and assigns, that it
shall include and otherwise make legally binding the above land use restrictions in all
subsequent lease, transfer, or conveyance documents relating to the Property subject
hereto. Notwithstanding this provision, failure to include these land use restrictions in
subsequent conveyances does not abrogate the status of these restrictions as binding
upon the parties, their successors and assigns.

3. The GRANTEE, for itself, its successors and assigns, covenants that it
will not undertake or allow any activity on or use of the Property that would violate the land
use restrictions contained herein.

4. Notwithstanding any other provision of this Deed; any agreement
between the GRANTEE and the GRANTOR; the provisions of CERCLA. including
CERCLA Section 120(h)(3); or Section 330 of the National Defense Authorization Act of

I 1993, as amended, the GRANTEE on behalf of itself, its successors and assigns,
j, covenants and agrees that the GRANTEE or the then record owner of the Property, will be
V .fully responsible for any investigation and/or remediation of hazardous substances,
? pollutants, or contaminants, or petroleum or petroleum derivatives, lo the extent that such
'• investigation and/or remediation becomes necessary in response to a violation of the land

use restrictions in this Section 4
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E. Submissions

1. Modification of Restrictions. The GRANTEE shall, submit any requests to
install monitoring wells, to construct subsurface structures for human occupation, or for
other modifications to the above restrictions to the GRANTOR, with a copy to EPA and
PAOEP, by first class mail, postage prepaid, addressed as follows:

a. To GRANTOR: Commander
Letterkenny Army Depot
1 Overcash Avenue
Chambersburg, Pennsylvania 17201-4150

b. To EPA: U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Region III
Superfund Federal Facilities Branch
1650 Arch Street
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19103-2029

c. ToPADEP:
Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection
Environmental Clean-up Program
909 Elmertpn Avenue
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17110-8200

Excavation Requests. The GRANTEE shall submit all requests for
excavation approval as required by Section 4.C. to the GRANTOR at the mailing address
set forth in Subsection 4.E.1.a. above.

5. NOTICE OF THE PRESENCE OF LEAD-BASED PAINT AND COVENANT AGAINST
THE USE OF THE PROPERTY FOR RESIDENTIAL PURPOSES

A. The GRANTEE is hereby informed and does acknowledge that all buildings on
the Property that were constructed or rehabilitated prior to 1978 are presumed to contain
lead-based paint. Lead from paint, paint chips, and dust can pose health hazards if not
managed property. Every purchaser of any interest in Residential Real Property on which
a residential dwelling was built prior to 1978 is notified that such property may present
exposure to lead from lead-based paint that may place young children at risk of
developing lead poisoning. Lead poisoning In young children may produce permanent
neurological damage, including learning disabilities, reduced intelligence quotient,
behavioral problems, and impaired memory. Lead poisoning also poses a particular risk to
pregnant women. The seller of any interest in Residential Real Property is required to
provide the buyer with any information on lead-based paint hazards from risk
assessments or inspections in the seller's possession and notify the buyer of any known
lead-based paint hazards. "Residential Real Property* means any housing constructed
prior to 1978, except housing for the elderly (households reserved for and composed of
one or more persons 62 years of age or more at the time of initial occupancy) or persons
with disabilities {unless any child who is less than 6 years of age resides or is expected to
reside in such housing) or any 0-bedroom dwelling. For the purpose of this Deed, child-
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nothing in this Deed shall be interpreted to require obligations or payments by the United
States in violation of She Anti-Deficiency Act.

This Quitclaim Deed is not subject to Title 10, United States Code. Section 2662.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF; the GRANTOR has caused this Deed to be executed in
its name by the Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Army (I&H) and the Seal of the
Department of the Army to be hereunto affixed this .5rv£day of /-{OL^S 2002

GRANTOR:

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

By:,
1 Joseph W. Whjta'ker • ' . . . .

Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Army '.
(Installations and Housing)

OASA(I&E)

Signed and sealed and delivered
in the presence of:

Witness

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA )
COUNTY OF ARLINGTON )ss:

I, the undersigned, a Notary Public in and for the Commonwealth of Virginia;
County of Arlington, whose commission as such expires on the^£^ day of /
20_oWo hereby certify that this day personally appeared before me in the Commonwealth
of Virginia, County of Arlington, Joseph W Whitaker, Deputy Assistant Secretary of the
Army (I&H). whose name is signed to the foregoing instrument and who acknowledged
the foregoing instrument to be his free act and deed, dated this *,/-<£ day of

/f ^.// 2002, and acknowledged the same for and on behalf of the UNITED
STATES OF AMERICA.

C<
Notary Public
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The terms and condition* of this Quitclaim Deed are hereby accepted titoaWl
*l_i 2002.

GRANTEE:

LETTERKENNY INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY

"^ T'
John Redding V. (_^)

Chairman

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA )
)SS:

COUNTY OF FRANKLIN )

I, the undersigned, a Notary Public in and for the Commonwealth ofPennsytvanla,
County of Franklin, whose commission as such expires on th&PQ^av cA^tf^/nthî .
20.Q2L. do hereby certify that this day personally appeare îtefore rne in the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, County of FrankliAA-.ViiTK r̂i'Ti'l- Chairman of the
Letterkenny Industrial Development Authority whose h))me is signed to the foregoing
InstrumenVand acknowledged the foregoing instrument to be his free act and deed, dated
this /9*ft^ day Q -̂OujuYVL 2002. and acknowledged the same for and on behalf of
the Lettetkemy Industtity Development Authority. ^__

/\lfrvLlMAjLt]
Natary Publiĉ

^.^ NMMdSMl

•WBif. PtannMM AMDoiMon a SSSS

:. so

I hereby certify that the precise addreo of the grantee herein !•:

LII1A. W. le;ei> tiijjet, .»k* Hueiln Uu, Dmi>.. Che.bLielu^. PA 17201

Attorney for /Cr«nte«
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UDA Phase 2 -2005

' Parcel
'2-18
'2-28
'2-3B
248
2-108

'2-128
'2-218
'2-228
2-248

'2-25C
2-268

' 2 - 2 7 8
'2-298
2-31B
2-318
2-33B

'2-348
'2-36
2 37

'2-36
.2-39
.2-40 . • •

>43
2-44

'2-4E,
'2-46

2-47

' 2 4 8
'2-49
2-50
2-50B

'2 51
' 2 -52
2-53

'2-54
2 55

'2-56
'2-5?
'2-53
'2-59
'2-60

2-61
' 2 - 6 2
'2-63
2-64

'2-67 !
2-68

'2 69
'2-70
'2 -71 ;

' 2 -72 j
2-74A

' 2 - 7 4 B

8h*«t » 'Acreage
3- 1 5572^
«' 24784,
5' 34235.
B' 0 1883J
7\ 10291
8 07239'
9' 05254 '

10' 06811'
1T 02297 '
12' 03308'
13] 0 1856J
14 01215
15 00949
16 20671
17'
18' 00456'
19 01096'
20| 233003'
21 1 43919 '
22' 529b4
23; 50480
24' 54569 '
25.' 36488J
26' 4 1481
27\ 4 1524 '
28' 4 1473!

" ' 2 9 ' 4 1516'
30 2 5043'
31 15 4T33'
32 ' 4 3 7 2 4 '
33' 1 8578
34 ' 0 5 7 3 7 '
35 ' 5 0 3 3 5 '
36' 4 691 5'
37' 74230 !
30 ; 69504 '
39 05 ITS
40 1 2152
41 ' 12758
42' 3 5216'
43' 32110'
44 ' 1 6 9 5 3 '
45' 1 2581 '
46 1 4055
47^ 64019
48 ' 59119 '

49 35555 :

50 3 6550
51 ' B?850 '
52' 2 1445'
53 71918 '
54 3 4 5 3 1

55 292938'
56 ' 2 7 3 1 9 7

Remark*
* 1904, 406

!

_j

1

'
• . ' • ' • ' ' |

-

_ . . _ ... ._ ;

" _ j

,

' '-• ' ' - -• 1

- - 1

. . . — . - ,

"-" .'~ ' . ....... I

,

.

1

V D L I 9 0 l » P G l t Q l ;
EXHIBIT A

I



i r.
! g £ HSHH—1-

UHDS Or THC UNITED STATES OF AKCRKA
n » auntm n

UTTERKEHHr INDUSTRIAL DEVEVOPHCHT AUTHORITY \
tnvatf at tuttut un urttHumrt n*nsmn, rujtru* anmn. n. _...

Th* full text of Exhibit B to recorded In The Franklin County
Recorder of DMds Offlc* In DMd Book Volum* 28811, Pag«

/ - ?>.

vo. 19014 PC 1*89



Iiv in It in tTi lĵ  «
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PMB/U25209.1 '<?
DIST NO. MAP NO. BLOCK LOT

77943 RECORDED

QUITCLAIM DEED ,Q?E?A * 2M .1

LINDA MILLER
RECORDER OF DEEDSmi * r*V 1 i / RECORDER OF DEED!

THIS Deed I. made **££<* of January, 2fi»HKLIH C°UHTY

Between LETTERKENNY INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
AUTHORITY, a Pennsylvania non-profit municipal industrial authority, with its principal
offices at 220A Coffey Avenue, Cbambersburg, Pennsylvania 17201, hereinafter referred to as
the Grantor;

AND

CHAMBERSBURG AREA SCHOOL DISTRICT, a school
district organized and existing under the laws of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, with its
principal office at 435 Stanley Avenue, Chambersburg, Pennsylvania 17201, hereinafter
referred to as the Grantee.

Witnesseth
THAT IN CONSIDERATION of One Dollar ($1.00) in hand paid, the receipt

whereof is hereby acknowledged, Grantor does hereby release and quitclaim to Grantee, its
successors and assigns, all of its right, title and interest in and to a vertical distance beginning
at a point eight (8) feet below the surface and extending skyward in, and over, the following
parcel:

ALL THOSE CERTAIN tracts of land known as Parcel 2-74A and Parcel 2-74B as
shown on a Final Land Subdivision Plan prepared by Best Angle Associates, last revised
January 14, 2002 and recorded in the Franklin County Recorder of Deeds Office in Plat Book
288H, Page 881 (Parts 1 through 87), said tracts located partially in the Township of
Letterkenny and partially in the Township of Greene, County of Franklin and Commonwealth
of Pennsylvania, bounded and described as set forth on Exhibit A hereof.

BEING A PART OF THE SAME PREMISES which the United States of America by
a Quitclaim Deed dated May 3, 2002, and recorded in the Franklin County Recorder of Deeds
Office in Volume 1904, Page 388, granted and conveyed unto the Letterkenny Industrial
Development Authority, its successors and assigns.
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UNDER AND SUBJECT to those restrictions, requirements, notices, easements and
covenants imposed on the Letterkenny Industrial Development Authority and its successors-in-
interest as set forth in a Quitclaim Deed dated May 3, 2002 from the United States of America'
to the Letterkenny Industrial Development Authority and recorded in the Franklin County
Recorder of Deeds Office in Volume 1904, Page 388 including, but not limited to, the stated
Land Use Restrictions and CERCLA remediation covenants. Said restrictions, requirements
notices, easements and covenants set forth in the May 3, 2002 Quitclaim Deed are incorporated
by reference as though set forth in full herein.

UNDER AND SUBJECT to a Declaration of Covenants, Conditions and Restrictions
for the Cumberland Valley Business Park dated January 13, 1999, and recorded in the Franklin
County Recorder of Deeds Office in Volume 1414, Page 294, as supplemented by a First
Supplemental Declaration of Covenants, Conditions, and Restrictions dated July 22, 2002, and
recorded in the Recorder's Office aforesaid in Volume 1922, Page 487.

UNDER AND SUBJECT to a Declaration of Easements dated July 22, 2002, and
recorded in the Franklin County Recorder of Deeds Office in Volume 1922, Page 483, as
amended.

UNDER AND SUBJECT to such other restrictions, easements, rights-of-way or
conditions to the extent legal and still in full force and effect.

UNDER AND SUBJECT to the obligation of Grantor to convey the subsurface parcels
underlying the property hereby conveyed ("Subsurface Parcels") and the obligation of Grantee
to accept such conveyance. Such conveyance shall be for a consideration of One Dollar
($1.00) and shall occur within 90 days following any acquisition of the Subsurface Parcels (or
any portion thereof) from the United States of America and/or the United States Army
(collectively, the "Army''). The obligations to convey and accept such conveyance shall be
subject to fulfillment of the following conditions:

(i) Title to the Subsurface Parcels shall be free and clear of all monetary
liens or encumbrances;

(ii) All remedial action necessary to protect human health and the
environment with respect to any hazardous substances, as defined in Section 101(14) of the
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act, as amended, 42
U.S.C.A. Section 9601 et seq. ("CERCLA"). remaining in the Subsurface Parcels has been
taken by the Army, and the Army has conveyed the Subsurface Parcels subject to a CERCLA
Section 120(h)(3) covenant benefiting LIDA and its successors-in-interest.

-2-
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(ill) The Army covenants that it shall, subject to the availability of
appropriated funds, hold harmless, defend and indemnify LIDA and its successors, assignees,
transferees, lenders and lessees as required by Section 330 of the Department of Defense
Authorization Act of 1993, as amended.

This Deed is executed pursuant to a Resolution duly approved by the Board of
Directors of the Letterkenny Industrial Development Authority on November 6, 2000.

IVlttl&SS
be duly executed the day and year first above written.

said Grantor has caused these presents to

^I^V/.ti^'.l.
LETTERKENNY INDUSTRIAL! -i: I ' cv« v^
DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY^*"• • ' L^ '

By: .

1 neretoy CEKHFY ttMt tt»docamMlB>
«ccordcd IB the Rtcortert Office of
FfMklf R Coootv.

LJWt Miner
ReconJerofDaeds
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COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA

COUNTY OF FRANKLIN
SS:

On thiStjSO day of January, 2003, before me, the undersigned officer, personally
appeared John A. Redding, Jr., who acknowledged himself to be Chairman of the Letterkenny
Industrial Development Authority, and that as such Chairman, being authorized to do so,
executed the within instrument for the purposes therein contained by signing the name of the
Letterkenny Industrial Development Authority.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I hereunto set my hand and official seal.

My Commission Expires: Notarial Seal
Joyce R. FiteUy, Nrtaiy Pubic

>..Pr»nMn County

Membor.Pe Nolarin

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the precise address of the grantee herein is:

435 Stanley Avenue
Chambersburg, Pennsylvania 17201

•4-
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EXHmiTA

PARCEL 2-74A

Beginning at a set rebar on the north margin of Rocky Spring Road (S.R. 4017), thence North
26 degrees 55 minutes 33 seconds East a distance of 757.12 feet to a set rebar; thence along
the south margin of the South Patrol Road, North 80 degrees 28 minutes 27 seconds East a
distance of 1101.83 feet to a set rebar; thence leaving said margin of South Patrol Road and by
Parcel 2-74B, South 09 degrees 22 minutes 06 seconds West 1470.76 feet to a set rebar on the
north margin of Rocky Spring Road (S.R. 4017); thence with said north margin of Rocky
Spring Road (S.R. 4017), by a curve to the right through a central angle of 09 degrees 31
minutes 38 seconds having a radius of 690.00 feet, an arc distance of 114.73 feet, a chord
bearing of North 67 degrees 50 minutes 16 seconds West a distance of 114.60 feet to a point;
thence by the same, North 63 degrees 04 minutes 27 seconds West a distance of 1215.74 feet
to a set rebar the point of beginning containing 1276036 square feet or 29.2938 acres more or
less

PARCEL 2-74B

Beginning at a set rebar on the south margin of the South Patrol Road and at the northeast
corner of Parcel 2-74A, thence along said south margin of the South Patrol Road, North 80 •
degrees 28 minutes 27 seconds East a distance of 350.51 feet to a set rebar; thence by the
same, by a curve to the left through a central angle of 19 degrees S3 minutes 41 seconds
having a radius of 1525.00 feet, an arc distance of 529.52 feet, a chord bearing of North 70
degrees 31 minutes 37 seconds East a distance of 526.87 feet to a point; thence by the same,
North 60 degrees 34 minutes 46 seconds East a distance of 144.60 feet to a set rebar; thence
by a curve to the right through a central angle of 121 degrees 45 minutes 49 seconds having a
radius of 40.00 feet, an arc distance of 85.01 feet, a chord bearing of South 58 degrees 32
minutes 19 seconds East a distance of 69.89 feet to a set PK nail; thence by the west margin of
Pennsylvania Avenue, by a curve to the right through a central angle of 15 degrees 52 minutes
16 seconds having a radius of 875.00 feet, an arc distance of 242.38 feet, a chord bearing of
South 10 degrees 16 minutes 43 seconds West a distance of 241.60 feet to a point; thence
North 66 degrees 05 minutes 34 seconds West a distance of 10.80 feet to a set rebar; thence by
the west margin of S.R. 4015, South 23 degrees 54 minutes 26 seconds West a distance of
365.75 feet to a point; thence by the same, by a curve to the right through a central angle of 06
degrees 24 minutes 14 seconds having a radius of 1001.74 feet, an arc distance of 111.97 feet,
a chord bearing of South 27 degrees 06 minutes 33 seconds West a distance of 111.91 feet to
an existing rebar; thence by the same, thence South 30 degrees 18 minutes'41 seconds West a
distance of 522.53 feet to an existing rebar; thence by the same, by a curve to the left through
a central angle of 39 degrees 38 minutes 21 seconds having a radius of 756.20 feet, an arc
distance of 523.16 feet, a chord bearing of South 10 degrees 29 minutes 30 seconds West a

V O L 2 0 5 2 P G U 9 3



a

distance of 512.79 feet to a set rebar; thence South 80 degrees 40 minutes 20 seconds West a
distance of 15.00 feet to a set rebar; thence by a curve to the left through a central angle of 02
degrees 18 minutes 16 seconds having a radius of 771.20 feet, an arc distance of 31.02 feet, a
chord bearing of South 10 degrees 28 minutes 48 seconds East a distance of 31.01 feet to a set
rebar; thence along the north margin of Rocky Spring Road (S.R. 4017), South 76 degrees 48
minutes 19 seconds West a distance of 412.23 feet to a set rebar; thence by the same, by a
curve to the right through a central angle of 20 degrees 49 minutes 38 seconds having a radius
of 690.00 feet, an arc distance of 250.82 feet, a chord bearing of North 83 degrees 00 minutes
54 seconds West a distance of 249.44 feet to a set rebar; thence leaving said north margin of
Rocky Spring Road (S.R. 4017) and by Parcel 2-74A, North 09 degrees 22 minutes 06
seconds East a distance of 1470.76 feet to a set rebar at the south margin of the South Patrol
Road, the point of beginning containing 1190046.31 square feet or 27.3197 acres more or less.
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COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA
DEMXTMENT OF REVENUE

. WtlAUpFrNBWOOAlTAWS
• ' DCPT. 2lti60)

HAMISWWJ, I*A 17121.0663

REALTY TRANSFER TAX
STATEMENT OF VALUE

See Reverse for Initntdjont
Complete eoch section ond file in duplicale whh Recorder of Deeds when (I) the full value/conitderation it not »e» forth in the deed, (2) wherrlM a"*«5:

it yrijfipul conjlaWotion, or by gift; or (3) a tax exemption it daimed.-A Statement of Vdhi* it not reqvirec) if the rronifer ii wholly exenipj from tax
basecl on: 0) fwwly retoliorufiip or (2) public utility «cuen>ant. If more-space it needed, atte^ additional sh»«(i).

CORRESPONDENT - All inquiries may be directed to the following person:
Nome

Jan G. Sulcove
TeUpnen* Nwnyber:

" ~ " ~ .*. V ';:

Street Addreii . City - • ' Slot*'
_82;.;Hest Queen Street - C h a m b e r Bburg,- PA . .."

Gr«ii«r{i)A*tiorM Letterkenny Industrial -
Development Authority

220A Cbf f ey Avenue .

Chamber sburg Area School

^7^201

District

435 Stanley Aventiie
G«y

Chambersburg PA
Or

17201. Chainbersburg : ' /;!; ?A
CD cod*
17201

PROPERTY LOCATION
Slreel Mine

Pa'r'cels 2-74A and 2-74B Greene and LetterTcehny Townships
County

£
1. Aclvol Gcuh CenitaVatten

None

Scteol OWrlrt

VALUAIfON DATA
Chanbersburg

t.

la.
EXEAAPTION DATA

2,

5;foii»ey l̂ iTKpiip. fotiqr... .

<A*iSHH?ti&

I .1001,

2.

WiH or ktfejiot* tuccMiion

LJ

D

D

£]
. ..

LJ

D

I — I

•D

Tranifer 1o Induttrial Devcloprntnt Agency.

Tranrfer b*rw**n principal and ogcnt: (AHoch complit* copy of ogency/ttrow parly agre«m«nl.|

Trtm<fw< to *• CoMimonwAalln, tb* UhH»d Slalit ohd liwTrum'enlarrtitt by ejfft, dfcbcaiion, cortdeMnatioQ o> tijiw of cond
{If cpndwnnaltorVorJn K«i> of eond»nviafiofi, "btlach copy' of • ' * ..... '

Tronifer from mortgagor lo a holder of a mortgage in default. Mortgage Book Number -

Corrective or confirmatory d»»d. (Attach complete copyvof1hapVlor iieed te!ng corrected or coofirmed.)

Statutory corporal* contotidatioo, merger or division. (Attach copy of arrides.)

Other (Pleate explain exemption doimed, it other -than listed above.) •_ ' ' _ ' - ... .

Page_ Number

Under penattle* of taw/1 declare fhot I have examined thU Statement, including accompanying Information, and to th* bert of my knowledge
and belief, H I< true, correct and complete. ' •

£emtpend*n< *r Retpamlbl* Forty'

-̂-°.. i.

"B5T

1/31/03
FAUUR

-"
OMPLETE THIS FORM PROPERIY OR ATTACH APPUCABLE DOCUMENTATION MAY RESULT IN THE RECORDER'S REFUSAL
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• 69705
DEED OF DEDICATION

Letterkenny Industrial Development Authority ("LID A"), a municipal authority
organized and existing under die laws of the Commonwealth, in particular the Economic
Development Financing Law, and having its principal offices at 220A Cofley Avenue,
Chambersburg, Franklin County, Pennsylvania, does hereby dedicate to Greene Township,
Franklin County, Pennsylvania, for public purposes the toad parcels presently laid out and
described as set forth below. Each tract is specifically described inExhibit A attached hereto
and is specifically depicted in Exhibit B attached hereto.

Tract 1 (Parcel Number 2R-SO)- Coffey Avenue from Gate #1 through the park to the S-way
intersection (Gate #6) of PA 433 and PA 997. The centeriine length is 7,674.50 feet.

Tract 2 (Parcel Number 2R-81(GX3)) - Technology Avenue beginning at the PA 433 ,
Intersection and ending at the intersection with Innovation Way. The centeriine length is
2,087.99 feet.

Tract 3 (Parcel Number 2R-81(GX2)) - Technology Avenue beginning at the intersection of
Advantage Avenue and ending at the intersection with Opportunity Avenue. The centeriine
length is 2,428.00 feet.

Tract 4 (Pared Number 2R-81(GX1» - Technology Avenue beginning at the intersection of
Opportunity Avenue and ending at the intersection of Innovation Way. The centeriine length is
713.75 feet.

Tract 5 (Parcel Number 2R-84) - Innovation Way from the intersection of Coffey Avenue and
Carbaugh Avenue (near Gate #1) to the intersection of Technology Avenue (near Gate #5). The
centeriine length is 10,052. 19 feet.

Tract 6 (Pared Numbers 2R-85) - Opportunity Avenue beginning at the intersection with Cofley
Avenue and ending at the intersection with Innovation Way. The centeriine length is 3,869.97
feet.

Tract 7 (Parcel Numbers 2R-86 (G)) - Carbaugh Avenue beginning at the intersection of Coffey
Avenue and Innovation Way and ending at the intersection of Lettericenny Road West (formerly
Pennsylvania Avenue). The centeriine length is 3,061.31 feet.

Tract 8 (Parcel Number 2R-87 (G)) - Letterkenny Road West (formerly Pennsylvania Avenue)
beginning at the depot property line (old Gate #17) and ending at the Greene Township
municipal boundary (near the railroad tracks). The centeriine length is 1 ,378.02 feet.

Being part of the property which the United Stated of America, Department of the Army
conveyed to LID A by deed dated May 3, 2002 and recorded on June 25, 2002 in the Franklin
County Recorder of Deeds Office at Deed Book 1904, Page 388. The associated survey is
recorded in the Franklin County Recorder of Deeds Office at Deed Book 288H, Page 881, Parts
1-87.
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The aforesaid L1DA does farther dedicate to Greene Township the utility and drainage
casement* shown on the above referenced subdivision plans, subject nevertheless to the
maintenance requirement noted following and for themselves and subsequent owners of the land
83 shown on the same, they do hereby release Greene Township from any damages caused by the
construction, maintenance and operation involving the road, the utility and drainage easements
over, under, in and among this subdivided area as shown on the referenced subdivision plan.

The foregoing notwithstanding, responsibility for maintenance of drainage facilities shall
continue to be that of the individual property owners on whose land such facilities are located
unless there is a specific agreement signed by Greene Township to the contrary.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, LIDA has caused this Deed of Dedication to be executed on
its behalf by hs duty authorized Board Chairperson this 22nd day of October, 2002.

Industrial Development Authority

John Redding, Chairpersof

STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA

COUNTY OF FRANKLIN
: ss

On this the 32?** day of o*.-r0&e&. .2002. before me. a Notary Public in and
for said State and County, the undersigned, personally appeared, John Redding, who
acknowledged himself to be the Board Chairperson of the Letterkenny Industrial Development
Authority and that as such Board Chairperson, being duly authorized to do so, executed the
foregoing Deed of Dedication for the purposes therein contained by signing on behalf of the
Letterkenny Industrial Development Authority.

Witness my hand and official seal the day, month and year aforesaid.

.- g* i ' " V flF
;•• */•'*-OL **•• *r/ *•%•*•

'̂r .*"«»M*»HI«*111

Notarial Seal
Cindy LLawvw, Notan

My Commission
Pennsytvan* XfcocWlon rt NotirlM

Notarial Seal
Cindy L Lawvw, Notary Public
Greene TWp., Frankfln County

My Commtehxi Expires S«pt 22, £003
Member. Pentwytvanla AssodaUon of Notaries
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Tract 1

PARCEL 2R-80
Coffey Avenue

Beginning at a point 30 feet from the centerline of Coffey Avenue, thence along the west margin
of said Coflfejr Avenue, around a curve to the right through a central «ngle of 12 degrees 02
minutes 28 seconds having a radius of 580.00 feet, an arc distance of 121.89 feet, a chord bearing
ofNorth44<iegreee42irBiB^
the same, North 50 degrees 43 minutes 29 seconds East a distance of 806.22 feet to a point;
thence by the same, around a curve to the. tight through a central angle of OS degrees 19 mioutes
21 seconds having a radius of 3030.00 feet, an arc distance of 281.48 feet, a chord bearing of
North 53 degree 23 mim^ 1C seconds E^
same, North 56 degrees 02 minutes 51 seconds East a distance of 843.10 feet to a point; thence
by the same, around a curve to the left through a central angle of 00 degrees 52 mmntes 52
seconds having a radius of 10970.00 feet, an arc distance of 168.72 feet, a chord bearing of North
55 degrees 36 xaiautes 24 seconds East a distance of H58.72 f^ to a powt; thence by the same
and by Parcel 27, North 55 degrees 09 minutes 58 seconds East a distance of 487.93 feet to a
point; thence continuing wkh the west margin, of Coflfey Avenue, around it crave to the left
through a central angle of 18 degrees 44 minutes 17 seconds having a radius of 1020.00 feet, an
arcdifltanoe<rf333J8fee^achoidbear^
distance of 332.10 feet to a point; thence by the same, North 36 degrees 25 mmutes41 seconds
East« distance of 584.19 feet to «. point; thence by the same, around a curve to the left through a
central angle of 09 degrees 24 minutes 41 seconds having a radius of 1110.00 feet, an arc distance
of 1*2.33 feet, achoed bearing of North 31 degrees 43 oHHatcs 21«ooadsEastadistanoc-of
182.12 feet to a point; thence by the same, Norm 27 degrees 01 minutes 44 seconds East a ."
distance of 195.32 feet to a. point; thence by the same, around a curve to the right through a
central angle of 35 degrees 54 minutes 05 seconds having a radius of 415.00 feet, an arc distance
of 260.04 feet, a chord bearing of North 44degrees 58 minutes 46 seconds East a distance of
255.80 feet to a point; thence by the same, North 62 degrees 55 minutes 49 seconds East a
distance of 915.07 feet to a point; thence by the same, around a curve to the left through a central
angle of 03 degrees 17 minutes 20 seconds having a radius of 2970.00 feet, an arc distance of
170.48 feet, a chord bearing of North 61 degrees 17 «sates09 seconds East a distance of 170.46
feet to a point; thence by the same, North 59 degrees 3 8 minutes 29 seconds East a distance of
343.63 feet to ft point; thence by the same, North 65 degrees 06 minutes 14 seconds East a
distance of 854.33 feet to a point; thence by the same, around a curve to the right through a
central angle of 07 degrees 31 minutes 60 seconds having a radios of 1030.00 feet, an arc distance
of 135.43 feet, a chord bearing of North 68 degrees 52 minutes 14 seconds East a distance of
135.33 feet to a point; thence by the same, North 62 degrees'55 minutes 06 seconds East a
distance of 624.00 feet to a point; thence by the same, around a curve to the right through a
central angle of 01 degrees 00 minutes 53 seconds having a radius of 2030.00 feet, aa arc distance
of 35.95 feet, a chord bearing of North 63 degrees 25 minutes 32 seconds East a distance of
35.95 feet to a point; thence by the same, North 63 degrees 55 minutes 59 seconds East a
distance of 328.19 feet to a point; thence along the west margin of Pa. Rte. 433, around a curve
to the right through a central angle of 07 degrees 46 minutes X>5 seconds having a radius of
929.93 feet, an arc distance of 126.08 feet, a chord bearing of South 17 degrees 09 minutes 15
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seconds East a distance of 125.98 feet to a set PK nail; thence by Parcel 2- IB, Parcel 2-2B, and
with tiwtiwtheea^margmofCof&y Avenue, South 64 degrees 02 minutes 56 seconds West
a distance of 577.87 feet to a point; thence by Parcel 2-2B and said margin of Coflfey Avenue, j,
around a curve to the right through a central angfe of 08 degrees 44 nrinutes 37 seconds having ai
radius of 1730.00 feet, an arc distance of 264.00 feet, a chord bearing of South 68 degrees 25
minutes 14 secoads West ad&aroof 263.75$^ South 72
degrees 47 minutes 33 seconds West a distance of 249.08 feet to a point; thence by the same,
around a curve to Ac left through a central angle of 07 degrees 41 nanutes 19 seconds having a
radius of 470.00 feet, an arc distance of 63.07 feet, a chord bearing of South 68 degrees 56
imnutos S3 fiecttrisWeM a distance <rf63;02 feet ^
degrees 06 minutes 14 seconds West a distance of 806.34 feet to a point; thence along said
margin of Coffey Avenue and by Parcel 2-48, South 59 degrees 38 minutes 29 seconds West
a distance of 340.76 feet to a point; thence by the same, around a curve to the right through a
central angle of 4>3 degrees 17 mantes 20 seconds having a radius of 3030.00 feet, aa arc distant*
of 173.93 feet, a chord bearing of South 61 degrees 17 minutes 09 seconds West a distance of
173.90 feet to a point; thence by Parcel 2-48, Parcel 2-49, and the east margin of Coflfey Avenue,
South 62 degrees 55 minutes 49 seconds West a distance of 915.07 feet to a point; thence by
Parcel 2-49 and said mergmof Co0ey Avenue, around a curve to the left through a central angle
of 35 degrees 54 minutes 05 seconds having a radius of 355.00 feet, an arc distance of 222.44 |
feet, a chord bearing of South 44 degrees 58 minutes 46 seconds West a distance of 218.82 feet'
to a point; thence by the same, South 27 degrees 01 minutes 44 seconds West a distance of
195.32 feet to a point; thence by the same, aroead a curve to the : right thtou^i a central aagfe of
09 degrees 24 minutes 40 seconds having a radius of 1170.00 feet, an arc distance of 192.18 feet,
a chord bearing of South 31 degrees 43 minutes 21 seconds West a distance of 191 .96 feet to a
point; thence by Parcel 2-49, Parcel 2-26B, Parcel 2-51, and said margin of Cofifey Avenue, South
36 4eg?ees 25 minute 41 seconds West a distant Parcel
2-51 and said margin of Cofifey Avenue, around a curve to the right through a central angle of 18
degrees 44 minutes 17 seconds having a radius of 1080.00 feet, an arc distance of 353.21 feet, *
chord bearing of South 45 degrees 47 minutes 50 seconds West a distance of 351.63 feet to a
point; theace by Parcel 2-51, Parcel 2-53, and said margin of Colby Avenue, South 55 degrees
09 minutes 58 seconds West a distance of 487.93 feet to a point; thence by Parcel 2-53 and saip
margin of Coflfey Avenue, around a curve to the right through a central angle of 00 degrees 52
minutes 52 seconds having a radius of 1 1030.00 feet, an arc distance of 169.65 feet, a chord
bearing of South 55 degrees 36 minutes 24 seconds West a distance of 169.64 feet to a point;
thence by Parcel 2-53, Parcel 2-54, and said margin of Coffey Avenue, South 56 degrees 02
minutes 51 seconds West a distance of 843 . 10 feet to a point; thence by Parcel 2-54, Parcel 2-70,
and said margin of Coffey Avenue, around a curve to the left through a central angle of 05
degrees 19 minutes 21 seconds having a radius of 2970.00 feet, an arc distance of 275,90 feet, a
chord bearing of South 53 degrees 23 minutes 10 seconds West a distance of 275.80 feet to a
point; thence by Parcel 2-70, Parcel 2-24B, and said east margin of Coffby Avenue, South 50
degrees 43 minutes 29 seconds West a distance of 806.22 feet to a set PK nail; thence by Parcel
2-24B and said margin of Coffey Avenue, around a curve to the left thw^ a central angle of 12
degrees 02 minutes 28 seconds having a radius of 520.00 feet, an arc distance of 109.28 feet, a
chord bearing of South 44 degrees 42 minutes 15 seconds West ft distance of 109.08 feet to a
point; thence North 51 degrees 18 minutes 58 seconds West a distance of 30.00 feet to a point in
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Tract 1

the centerline of Cofifey Avenue; thence North S1 degrees 18 minutes 5 8 seconds West a distance
of 30.00 feet to a point &e Point of Be^auog Coatainog S13096X)i73 square feet or 11.7791
acres more or less.

1 hereby CERTIFY that tnifr document u»
recorded in the Recorder's Office of
Franklin County. Pennsylvania,

Unda Miller
Recorder of Deed*



Tract 2

PARCEL 2R-81G (3)
Technology Avenue

Beginning at an existing leber 25 feet from the centerline of Innovation Way at a comer of Parcel
23, thence around a curve to the left through a central aogle of 92 degrees 30 ounites 13 secooqs
having a radius of 40.00 feet, an arc distance of 64.58 feet, a chord bearing of North 69 degrees
49 inmates 35 seconds East a distance of 57.79 feet to an existing rebar, thence abng the west
margin of Technology Avenue and by Parcels 23, 2-62, 2-61, 2-60, and 2-59, North 23 degrees
34 minutes 28 seconds East a distance of 1955.03 feet to a set rcbar, around a curve to the left
through a central angle of 90 degrees 03 minutes 14 seconds having a radius of 40.00 feet, an ate
distance of 62.87 feet, ft chord bearing of North 21 degrees 27 minutes 09 seconds West a
distance of 56.60 feet to a set rebar; thence along the south margin of Opportunity Avenue,
South 66 degrees 28 nrimrtes 46 seconds East a distance of 65.05 feet to a point; thence by the
same, South 66 degrees 25 minutes 32 seconds East a distance of 64.99 feet to a point; thence
a&uirf a curve to ihefeft through a c^^
radius of 40.00 feet, an arc distance of 62.83 feet, a chord bearing of South 68 degrees 34
minutes 28 seconds West a distance of 56.57 feet to a point; thence akmg the east margin of .
Technology Avenue and by Parcels 2-63 and 2-64, South 23 degrees 34 minutes 28 seconds
West a distance of 1959.79 feet to a :set rebar; thence around a euro to^ leg through a ecnttal
angle of 88 degrees 23 urinates 33 seconds having a radius of 40.00 feet, an arc distance of 61.71
feet, « chord bearing of South 20 degrees 37 mantes 19 seconds East a distance of 55.77 feet <o a
set rebar; thence along the north margin of Innovation Way, North 64 degrees 49 minutes 05
second* West a d&gxfce of 63.01 feet to a point; thence by the same, thence North 63 degrees 55
minutes 19 seconds West a distance of 67.71 feet to an existing rebar the Point of Be,
Containing 103282.5208 square feet or 2.3710 acres mote or few.
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Trace 3

PARCEL 2R-81G (2)
Technology Avenue

Beginning at a point 25 feet from the centerline of Opportunity Avenue, thence around a curve to
the left through a central angle of 89 degrees 56 minutes 47 seconds having a radius of 40.00
feet, an arc distance of 62.79 feet, a chord bearing of North 68 degrees 32 minutes 50 seconds
East a distance of 56.54 feet to a point; thence along the west margin of Technology Avenue,
North 23 degrees 34 minutes 28 seconds East a distance of 374.44 feet to a point; thence by the
same, around a curve to the right through a central angle of 12 degrees 23 minutes 04 seconds
having a radius of 625.00 feet, an arc distance of 135.09 feet, a chord bearing of North 29
degrees 46 minutes 00 seconds East a distance of 134.83 feet to a point; thence by the same and
with Parcels 25A, 2-50B, and 2-50, North 35 degrees 57 minutes 32 seconds East a distance of
1508.22 feet to a point; thence by the same and with Parcel 2-47, around a curve to the right
through a central angle of 49 degrees 35 minutes 51 seconds having a radius of 365.05 feet, an
arc distance of 316.01 feet, a chord bearing of North 60 degrees 45 minutes 28 seconds East a
distance of 306.23 feet to a set PK nail; thence around a curve to the left through a central angle
of 82 degrees 13 minutes 31 seconds having a radius of 40.00 feet, an arc distance of 57.40 feet,
a chord bearing of North 44 degrees 26 minutes 38 seconds East a distance of 52.60 feet to a set
PK nail; thence along the west margin of Advantage Avenue, South 03 degrees 19 minutes 52
seconds West a distance of 124.52 feet to a set rebar, thence around a curve to the left through a
central angle of 104 degrees 38 minutes 10 seconds having a radius of 40.00 feet, an arc distance
of 73.05 feet, a chord bearing of North 48 degrees 59 minutes 13 seconds West a distance of
63.31 feet to a set rebar, thence along the east margin of Technology Avenue and with Parcel 7,
around a curve to the left through a central angle of 42 degrees 44 minutes 10 seconds having a '
radius of 340.00 feet, an arc distance of 253.60 feet, a chord bearing of South 57 degrees 19
minutes 37 seconds West a distance of 247.76 feet to a set rebar; thence by the same and with
Parcel 7 and Parcel 6,
South 35 degrees 57 minutes 32 seconds West a distance of 1508.22 feet to a point; around a
curve to the left through a central angle of 12 degrees 23 minutes 04 seconds having a radius of
575.00 feet, an arc distance of 124.29 feet, a chord bearing of South 29 degrees 46 minutes 00
seconds West a distance of 124.04 feet to an existing PK nail; thence by the same, South 23
degrees 34 minutes 28 seconds West a distance of 374.38 feet to an existing PK nail; thence
around a .curve to the left through a central angle of 90 degrees 00 minutes 00 seconds having a
radius of 40.00 feet, an arc distance of 62.83 feet, a chord bearing of South 21 degrees 25
minutes 32 seconds East a distance of 56.57 feet to an existing rebar, thence with the north
margin of Opportunity Avenue, North 66 degrees 25 minutes 32 seconds West a distance of
65.01 feet to a point; thence by the same, North 66 degrees 28 minutes 46 seconds West a
distance of 64.95 feet to a point, the Point of Beginning Containing 119,368 square feet or
2.7403 acres more or less.
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Tract 4

PARCEL 2R-81 0(1)
Technology Avenue

Beginning at a set rebar on the west side of Parcel LIDA (Rte. 433) and at the northeast cornet, of
Parcel 2-36, thence with said Parcel 2-36, around a curve to the feft through a central angle of $5
degrees 32 minutes 45 seconds having a radius of 40.00 feet, an arc distance of 66.70 feet, a !
ckmlbearagofNorth3Sdogre<M58ffl^^
rebar; thence 'with said Parcel 2-36 and the south margin, of Technology Avenue, North 86
degrees 44 minutes 45 seconds West a distance of 3 1 .02 feet to a point; thence by the same,
North 77 degrees 39 minutes 18 seconds West a distance of 50.63 feet to a point; thence by the
one, North W degrees 44 minutes 44 seooada West a distance of 47. W fix* to a point; theoce by
the same, North 80 degrees 05 minutes 15 seconds West a distance of 32.87 feet to a set rebar;
thence by the same and with Parcel 2-38, North 86 degrees 40 minutes 04 seconds West a
distance of 484.18 feet to a point on the west margin of Innovation Way, thence with the

North 03 degrees 20 minutes 44 seconds East
a distance of 50.00 feet to a point; thence by Parcel 2-2B, Parcel 2, Parcel 2-1B, and the north
margin of said Technology Avenue, South 86 degrees 40 nannies 04 seconds East a distance ojf
659.77 feet to a set rebar, thence by Parcel 2-1B, around a curve to the left through a central
angle of 84 degrees 20 fanutes 1 1 eooonds having a radius of 40.00 feet, an arc distance of 58J88
feet, a chord bearing of North 51 degrees 09 minutes 50 seconds East a distance of 53 .70 feet to a
point; thence along the west side of Pared ODA (Rte. 433), South 08 degrees 59 minutes 46
seconds West a distance of 56.93 fi^ to a set PKi^theiice by to South 08 degrees 54
mnutes 11 «eooads fittest .adistanoe of 75.37Jbet4o.apofltf;jtheaceby theoante, around acurve
to the left through a central angle of 00 degrees 05 minutes 5 1 seconds having a radius of 5774.79
feet, an arc distance of '9.84 feet, a chord bearing of South 08 degrees 50 minutes 56 seconds
West a distance of 9.84 feet to a set rebar the Point of Beginning Contaming 36880.0835 square
feet ort>.8467 acres more ot tess.



Tract 5

PARCEL 2R-84
Innovation Way

Beginning at a point set rebar 30 feet from the centerlioe of Cofley Avenue, thence by Parcel 2-
70, thence around a curve to the left through a central aogte of 117 degrees 10 minutes 28
seconds having a radius of 40.00 feet, an arc distance of 81.80 feet, a chord bearing of South 07
degases 51 minutes 44«ecoads East a distant* of $8.27 feet to a set rebar, thence by Parcel 2-70
and the north margin of Innovation Way, South 66 degrees 26 minutes 58 seconds East a distance
of 80.71 feet to a point; thence by the same. South 64 degrees 14 minutes 05 seconds East a
distance of 129.38 feet to a point; thence by the same and by Parcel 2-54, South. 66 degrees 26

. salutes 58 seconds East a distance of 124.24 feet to a point; thence aloag the north aiarginof
Innovation Way, around a curve to the right through a central angle of 47 degrees 43 minutes 27
seconds having a radius of 300.00 feet, an arc distance of 249.88 feet, a chord bearing of South
42 degrees 35 minutes 15 seconds East a distance of 242.72 feet to a point; thence by the same,
South 18 degrees 43 mantes 31 seconds Bast a distance of 262.75 feet to a point; thence by the
same, around a curve to the left through a central angle of 45 degrees 11 minutes 51 seconds
having a radius of 675.00 feet, an arc distance of 532.47 feet, a chord bearing of South 41 degrees
19 minutes 26 seconds East a distance of 518.77 feet to a point; thence by the same and by Parcel
23,Sou&63<fc>grc<»55iBJHUtol9«o^
said margin of Innovation Way and by Parcel 2-64, South 64 degrees 49 minutes 05 seconds East
a distance of 441.94 feet to a point; thence by said margin of Innovation Way and by Parcel 2-67,
Parcel 22, Parcel 2-68, Parcel 19, Parcel 31, Parcel 20, and Parcel 21, South 66 degrees 25
minutes 32 seconds East a<Bstaeceof 2250.40 feet to a point; thence attend a curve to the left
through a central angle of 90 degrees 00 minutes 00 secords having a radius of 35.00 feet, an arc
distance of 54.98 feet, a chord bearing of North 68 degrees 34 minutes 28 seconds East a diste
of 49.50 feet to a point; thence along the west margin of Innovation Way and by Parcel 2-46 and
.P«cei 2-44, North 23 degrees 34 minutes 24 seconds East adistaace of 2040.41 feet to.a point;
thence along said west margin of Innovation Way and by Parcel 4, around a curve to the left
through a central angle of 58 degrees 49 minutes 37 seconds having a radius of 417.79 feet, an
arc distance of 428.95 feet, a chord bearing of North 05 degrees 50 minutes 21 seconds West a
distance of 410.36 feet to an existing rebar, theac* by the same, North 35 4egnes 15 tainutes 09
seconds West a distance of 188.61 feet to an existing rebar; thence by the same, around a curve to
the right through a central angle of 38 degrees 29 nunutes 35 seconds having a radius of 419.00
feet, an arc distance of 281.50 feet, a chord bearing of North 16 degrees 00 minutes 22 seconds
West a distance of 276.23 feet to aneitisting PK nafl; thence along said margin of Innovation Way
and by Parcel 4 and Parcel 2-4B, North 03 degrees 14 minutes 26 seconds East a distance of
686.39 feet to a point; thence by Parcel 2-39 and the west margin of Innovation Way, North 03
degrees 20 minutes 44 seconds East a distance of 137438 feet to a point; thence along the south
margin of Technology Avenue, South 86 degrees 40 minutes 04 seconds East a distance of 89.99
feet to a set rebar, thence by Parcel 2-38, around a curve to the left through a central angle of 89
degrees 59 nunutes 14 seconds having a radius of 40.00 feet, an arc distance of 62.82 feet, a
chord bearing of South 48 degrees 20 minutes 19 seconds West a distance of 56.56 feet to a set
rebar; thence along the east margin of Innovation Way and by Parcel 2-38 and Parcel 2-40, South
03 degrees 20 minutes 44 seconds West a distance of 1334.36 feet to a point; thence with said
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margin of Innovation Way and by Parcel 2-3B and Parcel 3, South 03 degrees 14 minutes 26
seconds West a distance of 686.34 feet to an existing PK nail; thence -with said margin of
Innovation Way and by Parcel 3, around a curve to the left through a central angle of 38 degrees
29 minutes 35 seconds having a radius of 369.00 feet, an arc distance of 247.91 feet, a chord
bearing of South 16 degrees 00 minutes 22 seconds East a distance of 243.27 feet to an existing
rebar; thence by the same, South 35 degrees 15 minutes 09 seconds East a distance of 186.29 feet
to a point; thence with said margin of Innovation Way and by Parcel 3 and Parcel 2-3B, around a
curve to the right through a central angle of 58 degrees 49 minutes 37 seconds having a radius of
467.79 feet, an arc distance of 480.29 feet, a chord bearing of South 05 degrees 50 minutes 21
seconds East a distance of 459.47 feet to a set PK nail; thence with said east margin of Innovation
Way and by Parcel 2-36 and Parcel 2-37, South 23 degrees 34 minutes 28 seconds West a
distance of 2040.41 feet to a set rebar; thence by Parcel 2-37, around a curve to the right through
a central angle of 90 degrees 00 minutes 00 seconds having a radius of 85.00 feet, an arc distance
of 133.52 feet, a chord bearing of South 68 degrees 34 minutes 28 seconds West a distance of
120.21 feet to a set rebar, thence along the south margin of Innovation Way and by Parcel 2-69,
North 66 degrees 25 minutes 32 seconds West a distance of 2251.10 feet to a set rebar, thence by
the same, North 64 degrees 49 minutes 05 seconds West a distance of 443.03 feet to a set rebar,
thence by the same, North 63 degrees 55 minutes 19 seconds West a distance of 737.96 feet to a
set rebar; thence by Parcel 2-69, Parcel 24, and said margin of Innovation Way, around a curve to
the right through a central angle of 45 degrees 11 minutes 51 seconds having a radius of 725.00
feet, an arc distance of 571.91 feet, a chord bearing of North 41 degrees 19 minutes 27 seconds
West a distance of 557.20 feet to an existing rebar, thence along said south margin of Innovation
Way and by Parcel 24, North 18 degrees 43 minutes 31 seconds West a distance of 262.75 feet to
an existing rebar, thence by the same, around a curve to the left through a central angle of 47
degrees 43 minutes 27 seconds having a radius of 250.00 feet, an arc distance of 208.24 feet, a
chord bearing of North 42 degrees 35 minutes 15 seconds West a distance of 202.27 feet to an
existing rebar; thence by the same, North 66 degrees 26 minutes 58 seconds West a distance of
403.54 feet to a point; thence by Parcel 2-24B, around a curve to the left through a central angle
of 62 degrees 49 minutes 32 seconds having a radius of 40.00 feet, an arc distance of 43.86 feet,
a chord bearing of South 82 degrees 08 minutes 16 seconds West a distance of 41.70 feet to a set
PK nail; thence along the east margin of Coflfey Avenue, North 50 degrees 43 minutes 29
seconds East a distance of 151.75 feet to a set rebar the Point of Beginning Containing
502160.8688 square feet or 11.5280 acres more or less.
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PARCEL 2R-85
Opportunity Avenue

Beginning at a set rebar 30 feet from the centerline of CofiFey Avenue, thence by Parcel 2-51,
around a curve to the left through a central angle of 112 degrees 20 minutes 17 seconds having a
radius of 40.00 feet, an arc distance of 78.43 feet, a chord bearing of South 01 degrees 00
minutes 09 seconds East a distance of 66.45 feet to a set rebar; thence by the same and with the
north margin of Opportunity Avenue, around a curve to the left through a central angle of 09
degrees 18 minutes 29 seconds having a radius of 170.00 feet, an arc distance of 27.62 feet, a
chord bearing of South 61 degrees 49 minutes 32 seconds East a distance of 27.59 feet to a point;
thence by the same, South 66 degrees 28 minutes 46 seconds East a distance of 17.93 feet to a
point; thence by the same, South 57 degrees 23 minutes 21 seconds East a distance of 31.65 feet
to a set rebar, thence by Parcel 2-51, Parcel 2-52, and with the north margin of Opportunity
Avenue, South 66 degrees 28 minutes 46 seconds East a distance of 936.66 feet to a set PK nail
in the centerline of Technology Avenue; thence by Parcel 5, Parcel 8, Parcel 22, Parcel 9, Parcel
31, and with the north margin of Opportunity Avenue, South 66 degrees 25 minutes 32 seconds
East a distance of 2682.44 feet to a point; thence around a curve to the left through a central
angle of 99 degrees 54 minutes 26 seconds having a radius of 40.00 feet, an arc distance of 69.75
feet, a chord bearing of North 63 degrees 37 minutes 15 seconds East a distance of 61.24 feet to a
point; thence along the west margin of Innovation Way, around a curve to the right through a
central angle of 09 degrees 54 minutes 26 seconds having a radius of 417.79 feet, an arc distance
of 72.24 feet, a chord bearing of South 18 degrees 37 minutes 15 seconds West a distance of
72.15 feet to a point; thence by the same, South 23 degrees 34 minutes 28 seconds West a ,
distance of 65.00 feet to a set rebar; thence by Parcel 2-44, around a curve to the left through a
central angle of 90 degrees 00 minutes 00 seconds having a radius of 40.00 feet, an arc distance of
62.83 feet, a chord bearing of North 21 degrees 25 minutes 32 seconds West a distance of 56.57
feet to a set rebar; thence by Parcel 2-44, Parcel 2-43, Parcel 2-42, Parcel 31, Parcel 16, Parcel
11, Parcel 22, Parcel 10, Parcel 2-1 OB, and with the south margin of Opportunity Avenue, North
66 degrees 25 minutes 32 seconds West a distance of 2688.05 feet to a set PK nail in the
centerline of Technology Avenue; thence by Parcel 2-59, Parcel 2-58, and with said south margin
of Opportunity Avenue, North 66 degrees 28 minutes 46 seconds West a distance of 1028.94 feet
to a point; thence with said south margin of Opportunity Avenue, North 71 degrees 02 minutes
54 seconds West a distance of 18.83 feet to a point; thence by the same, North 66 degrees 28
minutes 46 seconds West a distance of 44.32 feet to a set rebar; thence by Parcel 2-53, around a
curve to the left through a central angle of 58 degrees 21 minutes 15 seconds having a radius of
40.00 feet, an arc distance of 40.74 feet, a chord bearing of South 84 degrees 20 minutes 36
seconds West a distance of 39.00 feet to a set rebar, thence along the east margin of Coffey
Avenue, North 55 degrees 09 minutes 58 seconds East a distance of 162.35 feet to a set rebar
the Point of Beginning Containing 194243.5310 square feet or 4.4592 acres more or less.

VOL I 98 I PG 1*07



Tract 7

PARCEL 2R-86O
Carbaugh Avenue

Beginning at a set tebar 25 feet from the centerline of Pennsylvania Avenue, thence around a
curve to the left through a* central angfe of 76 degrees 32 nmutes 26 seconds having a radius Of
62.50 feet, an arc distance of 83.49 feet, a chord bearing of South 46 degrees 21 minutes 07
seconds East a distaace of 77.42 feet to a set PKaafl; thence by Parcel 33 and tbe oorthmar^iof
Carbaugh Avenue, around a curve to the right through a central angle of 22 degrees 47 minutjes
01 seconds having a radius of 125.00 feet, an are distance of 49.71 feet, a chord bearing of South
73 degrees 13 minutes 49 seconds East a distance of 49.38 feet to a set PKnafl; thence by Parcel
33, Parcel 2-72, Parcel 28, and wfca the north margnn>f Carhaagt Ayetae, South 61 degree! 50
minutes 19 seconds East .a distance of 2723.39 feet to a point; thence by Parcel 28 , North 27
degrees 00 minutes 37 seconds East a distance of 4.00 feet to a point; thence by the same and
with the north margin of Carbaugh Avenue , South 61 degrees 50 minutes 19 seconds East a
distance «f £5.44 feet to a point; theace fey the same, South 66 degrees 24 naoutet 53 seconds
East a distance of 50 .14 feet to a point; thence by the same, South 61 degrees 50 mmutes 1$>
seconds East a distance of 46.42 feet to a pofot; thence around a curve to the left through a
central angle of 67 degrees 26 minutes 12 seconds having a radius of 40.00 feet, anarcdistajnce
of 47£S feet, a chord bearing of North *4 degrees 26 aaButec 35 seconds Ewrt a distance of .
44.41 feet to a point; thence along the west margin of Coflby Avenue, South 50 degrees 43 .
inirartes29secottlsW«gtadistaiMxofl62.43feettoapoa^
through a central angle of 1 12 degrees 33 minutes 47 seconds having a radius of 40*00 feet, id
src distance of 78.5* feet, achoid bearmg of Noith 05 degrees 33 minutes 25 seconds Weeta
distance of 66.54 feet to a point; thence along the south margin of Carbaugh Avenue, North 61
degrees 50 minutes 19 seconds West a distance of 48.15 feet to a pofa£ thence by the same,
North 53 degrees 14 minutes 38 seconds West a distance of 80.30 feet to a point; dunce along
fee south margmof Carbaugh Awteaeue aad by Parcel 2-71 and Parcel 34, Not^61 degrees 50
minutes 19 seconds West a distance of 2715.28 feet to a point; thence by Parcel 34, around a
curve to the left through a eentral angle ef 20 degrees 17 mmate»42 seconds having ar«diu$ of
75.00 feet, an ate distance of 26.57 feet, a chord bearing of North 71 degrees 59 mmutes 10
seconds West a distance of 26.43 feet to a^iet rebar; thence by tie sane, around a curve to Ijhe
left through a central angle of 97 degrees 05 minutes 03 seconds havmg a radius of 40.00 feet,
an arc distance of 67.78 feet, a chord bearing of South 49 degrees 19 minutes 28 seconds West
a distance of 59.96 feet to a set PK nau; thence along the east margin of PeimsyrvaoiaAventte,
around a curve to the left through a central aagle of 48 degrees 51 mmutes 51 seconds having a
radius of 925.00 feet, an arc distance of 143.10 feet, a chord bearing of North 03 degrees 38
mmutes 59 seconds West a distance of 142.96 feet to a set rebar the Point of Beginning
Containing 155,1 12 square feet or 3.5609 acres more or less.
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Trace 8

PARCEL 2R-87 G
Letterkenny Rd. West (PemBytvania Avenue)

Beginning at a point 40 feet from the centerline of Pennsylvania Avenue, thence by Parcel 2-74
and along the west margin of said Pemsyivania Avenue, North 23 degrees 54 minutes 26 seconds
East a distance of 76.71 feet to a set rebar; thence South 66 degrees 05 mimites 34 seconds East
a distance of 10.80 feet to a point; thence by Parcel 2-74 aod along the west margniof
Pennsylvania Avenue, around a curve to the left through a central angle of 35 degrees 42 mmutes
08 seconds having ft radius of 875.00 feet, an arc distance of 545.23 feet, a chord bearing of
North 00 degrees 21 minutes 48 seconds East a distance of 536.45 feet to a point; thence along
the west margin of Peaasylvaaia Avenue, North 17 degrees 29 irinutes 1* seconds West a
distance of 718.47 feet to a point; thence by the same, around a curve to the right through a
central angle of 00 degrees 04 minutes 16 seconds having a radius of 3025.00 feet, an arc d&tance
of 3 75 feet, a chord bearing of North 17 degrees 27 minutes 09 seconds West a distance of 3.75
feet to a point; thence ateng the Letterkenny Twnshfc Line, thence North 39 degrees 221^
09 seconds East a distance of 59.98 feet to a point; thence along the east inaigm of Pemsyrvama
Avenue, around a curve to the let through a central angte of 00 degrees 42 minutes 14 seconds
having a radius of 2975.00 feet, an arc distance of 36.54 feet, a chord bearing of South 17 degrees
08 minutes 10 seconds East a distance of 36.54 feet to a point; Iheace vAh said margin of
Pennsylvania Avenue and by Parcel 33, thence South 17 degrees 29 minutes 16 seconds East a
distance of 718.47 feet toasct rebar, thence by the same ad by Parcel 2-34, around a ratfye to the
right through a central angle of 36 degrees 00 minutes 39 seconds having a radius of 925.00 feet,
aa arc distance of 581.37 feet, a chord bearing of South <» degrees 31 minutes fl3wconds West
a distance of 571.85 feet to a set rebar, thenceSouth 66 degrees 05 minutes 34 secondsEast,
a distance of 18.97 feet to a point; thence along the west margin of Pennsylvania Avenue, South
23 degrees 54 minutes 26 seconds West a distance of 75.37 feet to a point; thence North 67
degrees02 minutes 51 seconds West a<ystaacc of 80.01 feet to apoint the Point of Begaamg
Containing 71177.9794 square feet or 1.6340 acres more or less.

! hereby certify that the precise "'•* f- V6

18= s S
g

vViinessi ivsy hand this _ 5o5 >
day of. 20 -- SP = o

Signature
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~i*ereby CERTIFY 1h* this document Is
recorded in the Recorder's Office of
Franklin County, Pennsylvania

RECORDED

LindaMiller 90993 ' 42 ' '
Recorder of Deeds ^J-'MA M I L L E R

BORDER OF DEEDS
DEED OF DEDICATION ' RAWKLIN COUNTY

Letterkenny Industrial Development Authority ("LEDA"), a municipal authority
organized and existing under the laws of the Commonwealth, in particular the Economic
Development Financing Law, and having its principal offices at 220A Coffey Avenue,
Chambersburg, Franklin County, Pennsylvania, does hereby dedicate to Letterkenny Township,
Franklin County, Pennsylvania, for public purposes the road parcel presently laid out and
described as set forth below. This tract is specifically described in Exhibit A attached hereto and
is specifically depicted in Exhibit B attached hereto.

Tract 1 (Parcel Number 2R-87 (L)) - Letterkenny Road West (formerly Pennsylvania Avenue)
beginning at the Township boundary (near the railroad tracks) and contuuing through me
intersection of Georgia Avenue (formerly Army) at Post #2 Ammunition Area. The centerline
length is 2,513.43 feet

Being part of the property which the United States of America, Department of the Army
conveyed to LJDA by deed dated May 3,2002 and recorded on June 25,2002 in the Franklin
County Recorder of Deeds Office at Deed Book 1904, Page 388. The associated survey is
recorded in the Franklin County Recorder of Deeds Office at Deed Book 288H, Page 881, Parts
1-87.

The aforesaid LJDA does further dedicate to Letterkenny Township the utility and
drainage easements shown on the above referenced subdivision plans, subject nevertheless to the
maintenance requirement noted following and for themselves and subsequent owners of the land
as shown on the same, they do hereby release Letterkenny Township from any damages caused
by the construction, maintenance and operation involving the road, the utility and drainage
easements over, under, in and among mis subdivided area as shown on the referenced
subdivision plan.

The foregoing notwithstanding, responsibility for maintenance of drainage facilities shall
continue to be that of the individual property owners on whose land such facilities are located
unless there is a specific agreement signed by Letterkenny Township to the contrary.



IN WITNESS WHEREOF, LID A has caused this Deed of Dedication to be executed on
its behalf by its duly authorized Board Chairperson this fa«*> day of cW? , 2003.

Lettericenny Industrial Development Authority

Bw*3S^ -gT-

: ss

_, 2003, before me, a Notary Public in and

STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA

COUNTY OF FRANKLIN

On this me U* day of
for said State and County, the undersigned, personally appeared, John Redding, who
acknowledged himself to be the Board Chairperson of the Letterkenny Industrial Development
Authority and mat as such Board Chairperson, being duly authorized to do so, executed the
foregoing Deed of Dedication for the purposes therein contained by signing on behalf of the
Letterkenny Industrial Development Authority.

Witness my hand and official seal the day, month and year aforesaid.

MWD/1119456

Notarial Seal
C3ndy L. Uwvar. Notary Puttie
Greene Twp.. Frankrtn County

My Commission Expires Sept 22,2003

Mwtber, P&nnsytwnia Association of Notaries

Witness nny hand thi
day of



EXHIBIT A

PARCEL 2R-87L
Pennsylvania Avenue

Beaming at a point 25 feet from the ccrterlineof Pemsyivania Avenue, thence along the east
margin of said Pennsytvama Avenue, around A curve to the light through a txntealangte of 03
degrees 01 minutes 22 seconds having a radius of 2025.00 feet, an arc distance of 106.83 feet, a
chord bearing of South 1* degrees £3 mistztes 52 seconds East a distance of 106.82 feet to a
point; thence along the east margin of Pennsylvania Avenue and by Parcel 2-76, South 16 degrees
33 minutes 11 seconds East « distance of 2484.57 feet to a poirt;tiscacewitli said margia of
Pennsylvania Avenue around a curve to the left through a central angle of 00 degrees 13 minutes
52 aeooafe haviag a radius <rf 2975.00 feet, aa wcdwtaaoeof 12.00 feet, a chord beadog of
South 16 degrees 40 minutes 07 seconds East a distance of 12.00 feet to a point; thence along the .
Greene To wnsUpIiae, South 39 degw« 22 mkutes 09 seconds West a distWKX) of 59.98 feet to
a point; thence along the west margin of Pentisyrvam Avenue, around a curve to .u» right

1ira
arc distance of 45.61 feet, a«bord bearing of North 16 degrees 59 minutes 06 seconds West a
distaooe of 45.60 feet to A point; IJieoce by Ae same, North 16 degrees 33 nonutea 11 seconds
West a distance of 2484.57 feet to a point; thence by the same around a curve to the left through
aoeafeaUBgloof434egcoee£l mates 22oecoods &mng aradkuof 1975.00 feet, aa arc
distance of 104.19 feet, a chord bearing ofNorth 18 degrees 03 minutes 52 seconds West a
distance of 104.18 feet to a .point; thence North 70 degrees 25 aanutes 27 seconds East
a distance of 50.00 feet to a point the Point of Beginning containing 130945 square feet or
3 .0061 acres mote or teas.
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Prepared By: Barley SnyderLLC
126 East King Street JU/y * ' P tj: £1
Lancaster, PA 17602-2893
717.299.5201 ncMS™

Return To: Paul M. Browning, Esquire
126 East King Street
Lancaster, PA 17602-2893

Parcel 1D#: N/A

AGREEMENT

THIS AGREEMENT made this day of oe^ _ , 2006, by and between
LETTERKENNY INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY, a Pennsylvania non-profit
municipal industrial development authority, having its principal office at 5121 A CofFey Avenue,
Chambersburg, Pennsylvania 1 720 1 ("LIDA"! and J. PRESTON BELL and REBECCA L.
BELL, husband and wife, of Alt.) l-f*t~.J. _ Township, Franklin County, Pennsylvania
("Owner").

Background

By quitclaim deed dated ITLc/ic j _ , 2006, LIDA has conveyed to Owner certain
real estate located in Greene Township, Franklin County, Pennsylvania, as more fully described
therein, which real estate includes Parcel 2-34B of Cumberland Valley Business Park
("Property").

The transfer of the Property took the form of a depth limited transfer to a vertical distance
beginning at a point eight (8) feet below the surface and extending skyward in and over the
Property.

The parties desire to provide for the transfer by LIDA to Owner of the subsurface parcel
underlying die Property ("Subsurface Parcel") in the event such Subsurface Parcel is acquired by
LIDA at any time in the future.

NOW, THEREFORE, intending to be legally bound, the parties hereto agree as follows:

1 . At any time following the date hereof upon thirty (30) days prior notice given by
LIDA to Owner, LIDA shall transfer to Owner, who shall accept such transfer, the Subsurface
Parcel upon fulfillment of the following conditions:

05/1OWPMB/1623698.1 • , _ . . ^
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(a) LIDA shall convey to Owner title to the Subsurface Parcel by delivery of a
quitclaim deed, free and clear of all monetary liens or encumbrances.

(b) All remedial action necessary to protect human health and the
environment with respect to any hazardous substances, as defined in Section 101(14) of the
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act, as amended, 42
U.S.C.A. Section 9601 et seq. ("CERCLA"X remaining in the Subsurface Parcel has been taken
by the Army, and the Array has conveyed the Subsurface Parcel subject to a CERCLA Section
120(h)(3) covenant benefiting LID A and its successors-in-interest.

(c) The United States of America, acting by and through the Department of
the Army, covenants that it shall, subject to the availability of appropriated funds, hold harmless,
defend and indemnify LIDA and its successors, assigns, transferees, lenders and lessees as
required by Section 330 of the Department of Defense Authorization Act of 1993, as amended.

2. Consideration for transfer of the Subsurface Parcel shall be One Dollar ($ 1 .00).

3. This Agreement shall be deemed a covenant running with the Property and shall
be binding upon and shall inure to the benefit of the parties hereto and their respective successors
and assigns. ...

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this Agreement is executed on the above date.

LETTERKENNY INDUSTRIAL
DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY

By,

.rded in the Recorders ('f fire of
County. Pennsylvania

Linda Miller
Recorder of Deeds

Rebecca L. Bell

05/10/06/PMB/1623698.1
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COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA )
)

COUNTY OF FRANKLIN )
SS:

On this day of 2006, before me, the undersigned officer,
personally appeared Charles Myers, who acknowledged himself to be Chairman of the
Letterkenny Industrial Development Authority, and that as such Chairman, being authorized to
do so, executed die within instrument for the purposes therein contained by signing the name of
the Letterkenny Industrial Development Authority.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I hereunto set my hand and official seal.

Notary Public

I COMMONWEAI -m r>c r.pnMe?Y| vnr»ft

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA

COUNTY OF FRANKLIN
SS:

Notarial See*
Robin M.Mul.Nofc»yPijbfc

£h?P*«*ulB Boro, FafUln Oort/
MyOotnmiasfanExtfMiAnr.as.avb

Member. PonnuyNania Aewdatlon of Notertw

On thishLday 2006, before me, the undersigned officer,
personally appeared J. Preston Bell and Rebecca L. Bell, known to me (or satisfactorily proven)
to be the persons whose names are subscribed to the within instrument, and acknowledged that
they executed the same for the purposes therein contained.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I hereunto set my hand and official seal.

Notary Public

COMMONWEALTH OF PENMSYI VAMIA
NofartaJSeal

Robin M. VW. Notaiy Pubfc
CharnberaburB Boro, Fiankfin County

Jjy Commission Expires Apr, as. soaa
Member Per̂ v:.,,vr ^trndalten ol NolaSs

OJ/10/06^MB/1623698.t
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LEASE AGREEMENT

This Lease Agreement (the "Lease") is made as of the day of/
2005, by and between LETTERKENNY INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
("LIDA"). a Pennsylvania non-profit municipal industrial development authority, having its
principal office at 5121 A Coffey Avenue, Chambersburg, Pennsylvania 17201, and BARRY C.
STUP, an adult individual, with a mailing address of 12 Locust Boulevard, Middletown,
Maryland 21769 ("Tenant1").

WITNESSETH THAT

WHEREAS, pursuant to the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 1990, the
military installation known as the Letterkenny Army Depot, Chambersburg, Pennsylvania
("LEAD"), is scheduled to be realigned;

WHEREAS, it is the intention of the United States, acting by and through the
Department of the Army ("Army"), to retain certain portions of LEAD in order to complete the
Army's ongoing mission ("Retained Property"):

WHEREAS, pursuant to a letter dated August 2, 1997 from the Office of the Under
Secretary of Defense, LIDA was granted the authority to oversee and implement the civilian
reuse of those portions of LEAD scheduled to be realigned and transferred ("Transfer Parcels"):

WHEREAS, pursuant to the terms of a Memorandum of Agreement dated November 5,
1998, the terms and conditions of the transfer of the Transfer Parcels to LIDA were established.
(The Memorandum of Agreement together with all exhibits attached thereto is hereinafter
referred to as the "MOA.") A copy of the MOA is on file at the offices of LIDA and available
for review by Tenant;

WHEREAS, pursuant to the terms of a quitclaim deed dated May 3, 2002 and recorded
in the Recorder's Office in and for Franklin County, Pennsylvania in Volume 1904, Page 388
("Army Deed"). LIDA has acquired from the Army certain parcels of land within the Transfer
Parcels, with buildings and improvements thereon (said land, buildings and improvements being
collectively referred to as the "LIDA Premises"):

WHEREAS, LIDA intends to lease a portion of the LIDA Premises ("Premises") to the
Tenant pursuant to the terms and conditions hereinafter set forth;

WHEREAS, by sublease dated even date herewith ("Sublease"). LIDA has subleased to
Tenant certain additional parcels of land within the Transfer Parcels as more fully described
therein ("Sublease Premises"). To the extent applicable to the lease of the Premises, the terms of
the Sublease are incorporated herein by reference;



PMB/1166675.2/051805

WHEREAS, by license agreement dated even date herewith ("License"). LIDA has
granted a license to Tenant for the use of an additional parcel of land within the Transfer Parcels
as more fully described therein ("License Premises"). To the extent applicable to the lease of the
Premises, the terms of the License are incorporated herein by reference; and

WHEREAS, by agreement of sale dated even date herewith ("Agreement of Sale"),
Tenant has agreed to purchase the Premises, the Sublease Premises and contiguous property from
LIDA. To the extent applicable to the lease of the Premises, the terms of the Agreement of Sale
are incorporated herein by reference.

NOW, THEREFORE, for good and valuable consideration, the parties hereto agree as
follows:

Section 1. Definitions

1.1 Definitions

The terms set forth below, as used in the Lease, shall have the following meanings:

(a) Original Address of LIDA

5121ACoffeyAvenue
Chambersburg, Pennsylvania 17201

(b) Original Address of Tenant

12 Locust Boulevard
Middletown, Maryland 21769

(c) Permitted Uses

Those uses identified as permitted uses in the Light Industrial Zoning
District of Greene Township, and for no other purpose whatsoever.

(d) Base Rent

The Base Rent payable hereunder shall be aggregated with the Base Rent
payable under the Sublease and shall be determined in accordance with Exhibit D.

(e) Premises

Parcel 2-72 of Cumberland Valley Business Park as more fully shown on
Exhibit A.

-2-



PMB/l 166675.2/051805

Tenant's use and enjoyment of the Premises shall at all times be together
with and subject to all matters affecting use of the Premises set forth in paragraph 5 of the
Agreement of Sale.

(f) Tenant

Barry C. Stup.

(g) Term

Five (5) years, beginning on the Term Commencement Date and ending at
12:00 midnight on the Termination Date.

(h) Term Commencement Date

May 1,2005.

(i) Termination Date

Five (5) years from the Date of Occupancy, unless the Lease is terminated
or renewed pursuant to the terms hereof.

(j) Renewal Option

Provided (i) Tenant is not in default under the provisions of this Lease, (ii)
the Army Lease (as defined in the Sublease) has not been terminated by the Army in accordance
with the terms therewith, and (iii) the terms of the Army Lease permit such renewal, Tenant shall
have the option to renew the term of this Lease for (i) three (3) additional periods of five (5)
years each and (ii) one additional period expiring on November 2,2024, such renewal terms
commencing immediately after expiration of the preceding term. Such renewal terms shall be
under the same terms and conditions as are set forth for the original term. The renewal options
shall be exercised by Tenant only by notice to LIDA given at least six (6) months prior to
expiration of the then current term of the Lease.

Section 2. Premises, Lease Term, and Incorporation of MOA and Army Deed

2.1 Premises

LIDA does hereby lease to the Tenant, and the Tenant does hereby lease from LIDA, the
Premises, in accordance with the terms of this Lease.

-3-
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this Lease is executed on the above date.

LETTERKENNY INDUSTRIAL
DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY

By:

Attest-

Barry C. Stup
/

/
(-/>
/

-26-
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LEASE AGREEMENT

This Lease Agreement (the "Lease") is made as of the 1st day of June, 2002, by and
between LETTERKENNY INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY ("LTDA"), a
Pennsylvania non-profit municipal industrial development authority, having its principal office at
220A Coffey Avenue, Chambersburg, Pennsylvania 17201, and FRANKLIN COUNTY
DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S OFFICE, with its principal office at 157 Lincoln Way East,
Chambersburg, Pennsylvania 17201 ("Tenant"1).

WITNESSETH THAT

WHEREAS, pursuant to the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 1990, the
military installation known as the Letterkenny Army Depot, Chambersburg, Pennsylvania
("LEAD"), is scheduled to be realigned; and

WHEREAS, it is the intention of the United States, acting by and through the
Department of the Army ("Army."), to retain certain portions of LEAD in order to complete the
Army's ongoing mission ("Retained Property"): and

WHEREAS, pursuant to a letter dated August 2, 1997 from the Office of the Under
Secretary of Defense, LIDA was granted the authority to oversee and implement the civilian '
reuse of those portions of LEAD scheduled to be realigned and transferred ("Transfer Parcels"):
and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the terms of a Memorandum of Agreement dated November 5,
1998, the terms and conditions of the transfer of the Transfer Parcels to LIDA were established.
(The Memorandum of Agreement together with all exhibits attached thereto is hereinafter
referred to as the "MOA.") A copy of the MOA is on file at the offices of LIDA and available
for review by Tenant; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the terms of a quitclaim deed dated May 3, 2002 and recorded
in the Recorder's Office in and for Franklin County, Pennsylvania in Volume 1904 , Page 388
("Army Deed"). LIDA has acquired from the Army certain parcels of land within the Transfer
Parcels, with buildings and improvements thereon (said land, buildings and improvements being
collectively referred to as the "LIDA Premises"): and

WHEREAS, LIDA intends to lease a portion of the LIDA Premises ("Premises") to the
Tenant pursuant to the terms and conditions hereinafter set forth.

NOW, THEREFORE, for good and valuable consideration, the parties hereto agree as
follows:


