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Ms. McMullen,  
 
     This responds to your e-mail request of June 26, 2023, for supplemental information on this 
matter. Information in response to your three questions is provided below.  
            
1.  Question: Explain why the Aberdeen Proving Ground Directorate of Public Works (DPW) 
failed to provide documentation to the investigating officer regarding the buildings for which 
DPW was responsible. 
      
     Response: As described in the Army’s Report with respect to OSC Referred Allegation 3, 
subsection 2, the investigation substantiated DPW’s lack of comprehensive asbestos inventories 
and adequate record-keeping. The investigating officer (IO) identified several reasons for this 
lack of record keeping. First, there was no central repository for asbestos related information. 
Rather, the responsibilities for such record keeping were shared by two separate divisions within 
DPW: the Environmental Division and the Engineering and Construction Division. In the 
absence of careful coordination, this shared responsibility allowed for gaps in record collection 
and record maintenance. Second, the asbestos survey that had been conducted, also known as the 
Foster-Wheeler survey, was not comprehensive nor readily retrievable. It did not include all 
buildings on the installation and the documents exist mostly in hard copy, stored in boxes. 
Lastly, the allegations referred by OSC spanned several years and concerned many different 
buildings on APG and APG South (Edgewood area). Some personnel who would have had 
relevant information have since moved on, did not have records, or did not recall the incidents. 
The IO found no evidence of any deliberate obstruction or malfeasance on the part of any DPW 
personnel related to record keeping or production in support of the investigation.  
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     Please advise if you need any other information to complete your review.   
 
 
   
 

 JOSEPH A. FEDORKO  
 Attorney-Advisor 
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