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Dear Mr. Gould:

‘ vWe have oomp!eted ot ,rewew “of the Final Phase 11 Work Plan for the MPE Pilot Study
'OU:3'IRP Site 16, Crash Crew Training Pit No. 2, .datéd July 2000, and réceived at this
- office on'July-31, 2000.. You will-recall that” we provnded comments \the draft final - -
- report on July 10, 2000 'and that We have fiot fulIy rescﬂved Severa penxnent desngn '
" issues with” your representa’uves “Thérefore, we were “Slirprised to receive your final -
“work plan within less than 30 days, and pnor to reso!vmg these lmportant |ssues

1. The techmcal issues in questlon are relevant to the bas:c design for the pilot study.
We believe that the proposed design for the groundwater extraction/soil vapor
extraction wells (dual phase) will not enable you to adequately demonstrate the full
capability of a dual phase system to remediate the vapor phase at this site. SVE is
the most common remedial technology for the removal of volatile organic
compounds (VOCs) from the unsaturated zone. ‘Dual phase extraction systems

~ usually target contamination source areas with a dual purpose of increasing the area

- of vapor extraction into the “saturated zone" (by dewatering a portion of that zone),
.. and also removing contaminants from the extracted groundwater. With the current
- design, we anticipate that the system will not meet the study objectives, and

.- therefore will not provide the necessary data for full-scale design of the remediation
j{ilsystem In light of these concerns, if the system utilizes the current extraction well

S ‘desugn it is unlikely that we will accept the pilot study findings as-valid. Successful

. pilotsystems usually become the core of a final remedy. We believe that the design

Lo o 25 for the proposed dual phase extraction well-will not maximize extractlon flow :

e thereby adversely nmpactmg the remedy
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2. The pilot study work plan does not address the significant mass of total petroleum
hydrocarbons (TPH) present at Site 16. Proper application of SVE to-sails at the
site would clearly result in the removal of some percentage of the total JPH mass.
The mass of TPH vapor removed could have a significant impact-on’an. optlmal

treatment system design. Therefore, the system £ capacxty to remove-and treat TPH
should be factored into the desngn
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