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Mr. B$zt Re&dy, 
Remedial Project Managsz 

-.___ 

Federal Facilities Section 
Waste Wanagment Division 
US Bnvironmental Protection Agency, Region IV 
Atlanta, bA 30365 

Subjecrtr Removal of Site 7 From Operable Unit 3, NE Cecil Field 

As per ouz conversation M the 14th of this month, enclosed are 
three sets of working copies of Site 7 maps. The maps illustrate 
contaminant distribution in 6urface soil, subsur:Pace soil, and 
groundwater_ Most maps itiicatc contaminan t detections from bc%h 
field screening and confirmatory samples. Contaminant detection6 
for field screening subsurface soil results have not been plotted 
on the maps, but the data are included in the package. All 
validated confirnratory sample results are enclosed as well. 
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The data show that the greatest number of contaminants, the highest 
ccmceatrations, and the greate6t distribution of contaminants occur 
in the surface soil. Both field screening and confirmatory data 
indicate that subsurface contamination occurs in the vicinity of 
the two burn areaa. Generally, contaminanta detected in the soil 
am PAHs, though pesticide6 were also detected in some surface 6oi.l 
samples_ 

GrouMwater data indicate very little contamination. Contaminants 
were detected within the upper 15 feet of the aurficial aquifer; 
generally, in the vicinity of the bum areas. Benzene was detected 
in one groundwater eazqle 
concentration of 13 fig/t. 

above it6 WCL Of 1 fig/o, at a 
Other organic concentrations were below 

their respective MCLa or guidance values, 

The data indicate that this site could be easily rernediated and may 
aot merit the r-dial inveotigatlon and risk asse66mnt required 
in the IR program. Because contamination exists primarily in the 
surface soil, with lesser amounts occurzinginthe subsurface soil, 
any area of concern could be excavated and treated at the thermal 
unit currently operatilzg at Site 17. (Other than benzene in one 
ShdLlow groundwater sample, groundwater contamination does not 
appear to pose any problems.) 
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Mr. Bart Reedy, 

TO 

Remedial ~oject Manager 
Federal Facilities Section 
Waste Management Division 
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US Environmental Protection Agency, Region rv 
Atlanta, ~ 30365 

Subject: R.emoval of Site 7 From Operable Onit 3, NAS Cecil Field 

As per our conversation on the 14tb of this month, enclo~~d are 
thre& sets of working copies of Site 7 maps. The maps illustrate 
contamiDant distribut.ion in surface ~oil, aubsul:':J:ace soil, and 
groundwater. Most maps irid1cat~ conta.minant deteccibns from both 
field screening and confirmatory samples. Contamin&nt detections 
for field screening subsurface soil results hAve not been plotted 
on the maps, but the data are inc~uded in the pa.ckage. All 
validat~d confirmatory sample results are enclosed as well. 

The data show that the greatest number of contaminants, the highest 
concentrations, and the greatest distribution of contaminants occur 
in the surface soil. Both field screening and confirmatory data 
indicate that sUbsurface contamination occurs in the vicinity of 
the two burn areas. Gen9rally, contaminants detected in the soil 
are PARs, though pesticidee were al~o detected in same surface soil 
samples. 

Groundwater datA. indicate very little cont&ninatioll. Contaminants 
were detActed within the upper lS feet of the surficial aquifer; 
gAnerally, in the vicinity of the burn areas. Benzene lira/3 detected 
in one groundwater sample above its MeL of L ~g/2, at a 
concentration of 13 ~gll. Other organic concentrations were below 
their respective MCLa or guidance values. 

The data indicate that this site could be easily remediated and may 
Dot merit the remedial inve~tigation and risk assessment required 
in the IR program. Because contamination exists primarily in the 
surface soil, with lesser amounts occur:dug in the subsurfa.ce soil, 
any area of concern could be excavated and treat~d at the ther.mal 
unit currently operating at Site 17. (Other than benzene in one 
shallow groundwater sample, groundwater contamination does not 
appear to pose any problems.) 
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All 
Please review the data with the goal of determining whether or not this site should be removed from OU 3 and the IR progl:am. If you have any questions or comments, please do Dot hesitate to contact Allan Stodghill at 904-656-1293 1 extension 120. A£ter review of the data, a meeting should be scheduled to discuss alternative strategies for Site 7.. . 

Thank you tor you time and consideration. 

Sillcerely, 

ABB BNVIRONMBN'I',AI, SERVICRS. INC. 

Allan M. Stodghill 
NAB Cecil Field 
Operable Unit 3 Technical Leader 

CC: Mr. Mike Deliz 
Mr. Steve Wilson 
Mr. Alan Shoultz 
Mr. Jim Denier 
File 


