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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Tetra Tech NUS, Inc. (Tetra Tech) has prepared this Uniform Federal Policy Sampling and Analysis Plan
(UFP-SAP) under the Comprehensive Long-Term Environmental Action Navy (CLEAN) Contract No.
N62467-04-D-0055, Contract Task Order (CTO) 0154. This plan was prepared for surface sail,
groundwater, storm sewer, and surface water/pore water sampling events associated with completion of a
Remedial Investigation and Feasibility Study (RI/FS) Addendum for Operable Unit (OU) 3. OU 3 roughly
comprises the eastern areas of the installation under the operations of the Fleet Readiness Center
Southeast (FRCSE). Figure ES-1 presents a Facility Location Map depicting the location of OU 3.

Since the mid 1990s, several Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act
of 1980 (CERLCA)-based investigations, interim actions, and selected remedies have been implemented
at OU 3 under the direction of the Naval Air Station (NAS) Jacksonville Partnering Team, which is
comprised of representatives of the United States Department of the Navy, the United States
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA), the Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP),
the United States Geological Survey (USGS), and Navy contractors. These CERCLA-based actions
have addressed Potential Sources of Contamination (PSCs 11-16 and 48) and also areas of groundwater

contamination (Areas A through G).

Implementation of post-Record of Decision (ROD) actions has lead to optimization of environmental
response actions at OU 3. A Five Year Review was conducted in 2005 and, combined with the results of
a subsequent optimization study conducted by the United States Department of the Navy (Navy), it was
determined by the NAS Jacksonville Partnering Team that additional field actions should be implemented
to support an RI/FS Addendum documenting current conditions, and that a UFP-SAP should be prepared.
This RI/FS Addendum will then support the development of a new ROD that would address the entirety of

environmental issues at OU 3.

This UFP-SAP was generated for, and complies with, applicable Navy, USEPA, and FDEP requirements,
regulations, guidance, and technical standards. This includes the Department of Defense (DoD),
Department of Energy (DOE), and USEPA Interagency Data Quality Task Force (IDQTF) environmental
requirements regarding federal facilities. To comply with IDQTF requirements, this UFP-SAP is
presented in the format of 37 standard worksheets specified in the Uniform Federal Policy for Quality
Assurance Project Plans (UFP-QAPP) guidance documents (IDQTF, 2005).
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°C

%D
%R
%RSD
ABB-ES
ACL
AES
Apex
ARAR
AST
BFB
bgs

CA
CAS
CCB
CCC
CCVv
CERCLA
CFR
CH2MHill
CLEAN
CcoC
COPC
CPT
CSM
CTL
CTO
CVAA
CvOoC
CWA
DCA
DCE
DFTPP
DI
DNAPL
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ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS

Degrees Celsius

Percent Difference or Percent Drift

Percent Recovery

Percent Relative Standard Deviation

ABB Environmental Services, Inc.

Alternate Cleanup Limit

Atomic Emission Spectroscopy

Apex Environmental Engineering & Compliance
Applicable or Relevant and Appropriate Requirement
Aboveground Storage Tank
Bromofluorobenzene

Below Ground Surface

Corrective Action

Chemical Abstract Service

Continuing Calibration Blank

Calibration Check Compound

Continuing Calibration Verification

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980

Code of Federal Regulations

CH2M Hill Constructors, Inc.
Comprehensive Long-Term Environmental Action Navy
Contaminant of Concern

Contaminant of Potential Concern
Cone Penetrometer Testing

Conceptual Site Model

Cleanup Target Level

Contract Task Order

Cold Vapor Atomic Absorption
Chlorinated Volatile Organic Compound
Clean Water Act

Dichloroethane

Dichloroethene
Decafluorotriphenylphosphine
De-ionized

Dense Non-Aqueous Phase Liquid
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ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS (CONTINUED)

DO Dissolved Oxygen

DoD Department of Defense

DOE Department of Energy

DOT Department of Transportation

DPT Direct Push Technology

Dal Data Quality Indicator

DQO Data Quality Objective

DVM Data Validation Manager

ECD Electron Capture Detector

EDD Electronic Data Deliverable

EECA Engineering Evaluation and Cost Analysis
ELAP Environmental Laboratory Accreditation Program
Empirical Empirical Laboratories, LLC

ERA Ecological Risk Assessment

Ext Extension

F.A.C. Florida Administrative Code

FDEP Florida Department of Environmental Protection
FDER Florida Department of Environmental Regulation
FID Flame lonization Detector

FOL Field Operations Leader

FRCSE Fleet Readiness Center Southeast

FS Feasibility Study

FTMR Field Task Modification Request

ft/yr Feet Per Year

G&M Geraghty & Miller

GC/MS Gas Chromatograph/Mass Spectrometer
GCTL Groundwater Cleanup Target Level

Hart Fred C. Hart Associates, Inc.

HASP Health and Safety Plan

HCI Hydrochloric Acid

HHRA Human Health Risk Assessment

HLA Harding Lawson and Associates

HNO; Nitric Acid

HRC Hydrogen Releasing Compound

HSM Health and Safety Manager
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ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS (CONTINUED)

H,SO, Sulfuric Acid

IAS Initial Assessment Study

IC lon Chromatography

ICAL Initial Calibration

ICB Initial Calibration Blank

ICP Inductively Coupled Plasma
ICP-AES Inductively Coupled Plasma-Atomic Emission Spectroscopy
ICS Interference Check Standard

ICV Initial Calibration Verification

IDQTF Interagency Data Quality Task Force
IDW Investigation-Derived Waste

IRP Installation Restoration Program

IS Internal Standard

KB Labs KB Labs, Inc.

L Liter

LCS Laboratory Control Sample

LCSD Laboratory Control Sample Duplicate
LIMS Laboratory Information Management System
LOD Limit of Detection

LOQ Limit of Quantitation

LUC Land Use Control

MCL Maximum Contaminant Level

MDL Method Detection Limit

mg/kg Milligrams per Kilogram

MIP Membrane Interface Probe

mL Milliliter

MNA Monitored Natural Attenuation

MPC Measurement Performance Criterion
MS Matrix Spike

MSD Matrix Spike Duplicate

msl Mean Sea Level

NA Not Applicable

NaOH Sodium Hydroxide
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NAS
NAVFAC SE
Navy
NELAP
NPDES
NTCRA
NTU
ORP
OSHA
OSWER
ou
PAH
PAL
PCE
pCi/L
PDF
PM
PoC
PPE
PQL
PQO
PSC
PT

QA
QAM
QAO
QAPP
QC
QSM

RCRA
RF

RI
RI/FS
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ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS (CONTINUED)

Naval Air Station

Naval Facilities Engineering Command Southeast
United States Department of the Navy

National Environmental Laboratory Accreditation Program
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
Non-Time Critical Remedial Action
Nephelometric Turbidity Unit
Oxidation-Reduction Potential

Occupational Safety and Health Administration
Office of Solid Waste and Emergency Response
Operable Unit

Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbon

Project Action Limit

Tetrachloroethene

Picocuries Per Liter

Portable Document Format

Project Manager

Point of Contact

Personal Protective Equipment

Practical Quantitation Limit

Project Quality Objective

Potential Source of Contamination

Proficiency Testing (previously known as performance evaluation sample)
Quality Assurance

Quality Assurance Manager

Quality Assurance Officer

Quality Assurance Project Plan

Quality Control

Quality Systems Manual

Linear Regression Correlation Coefficient
Coefficient of Determination

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act
Response Factor

Remedial Investigation

Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study
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ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS (CONTINUED)

ROD Record of Decision

RPD Relative Percent Difference

RPM Remedial Project Manager

RSL Regional Screening Level

RT Retention Time

SAP Sampling and Analysis Plan

SCTL Soil Cleanup Target Level

SDG Sample Delivery Group

Sl Site Inspection

SOP Standard Operating Procedure

SPCC System Performance Check Compound
SPP Systematic Planning Process

SQL Structured Query Language

SSFP Scoping Study Field Program

SSO Site Safety Officer

SVE Soil Vapor Extraction

SvOC Semivolatile Organic Compound
SWCTL Surface Water Cleanup Target Level
TAL Target Analyte List

TBD To Be Determined

TCA Trichloroethane

TCE Trichloroethene

TCL Target Compound List

Tetra Tech Tetra Tech NUS, Inc.

TOC Total Organic Carbon

UCL Upper Confidence Limit

UFP-QAPP Uniform Federal Policy for Quality Assurance Project Plan
UFP-SAP Uniform Federal Policy Sampling and Analysis Plan
Mg/l Micrograms per Liter

USEPA United States Environmental Protection Agency
USGS United States Geological Survey

VC Vinyl Chloride

VOC Volatile Organic Compound
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Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville Revision Number: 1
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida Revision Date: May 2010

SAP Worksheet #2 -- SAP Identifying Information
(UEP-QAPP Manual Section 2.2.4)

Site Name/Number: Naval Air Station (NAS) Jacksonville, Florida

Operable Units: Operable Unit (OU) 3

Contractor Name: Tetra Tech NUS, Inc. (Tetra Tech)

Contract Number: N62467-04-D-0055

Contract Title: Comprehensive Long-Term Environmental Action Navy (CLEAN)
Work Assignment Number: Contract Task Order (CTO) 0154

1. This Sampling and Analysis Plan (SAP) was prepared in accordance with the requirements of the
Uniform Federal Policy for Quality Assurance Project Plans (UFP-QAPP) (USEPA, 2005) and United
States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) Guidance for Quality Assurance Project Plans,
QA/G-5, QAMS (USEPA, 2002).

2. Identify regulatory program: Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability
Act of 1980 (CERCLA); and Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA).

3. This SAP is a project-specific SAP.

4. List dates of scoping sessions that were held:

Scoping Session Date
Data Quality Objectives (DQOs) Conference Call February 20, 2007
DQOs Conference Call March 26, 2007
DQOs Conference Call April 28, 2009
DQO Meeting September 15, 2009
DQO Meeting February 10, 2010

5. List dates and titles of any SAP documents written for previous site work that are relevant to the
current investigation:

Title Date
SAP for Additional Groundwater Assessment for OU 3, Area G August 23, 2004
SAP for Additional Assessment at Buildings 106 and 780 (Tetra Tech) December 2, 2005
SAP Addendum, Buildings 106 and 780 (Tetra Tech) July 18, 2006

Sediment Sampling Work Plan for Potential Source of Contamination February 20, 2007
(PSC) 16, OU 3 (Tetra Tech)

SAP for Additional Assessment of Area C, St. Johns River Sampling January 3, 2008
(Tetra Tech)

SAP for Groundwater Assessment Upgradient of Building 106, OU 3 October 31, 2008
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Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville Revision Number: 1
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida Revision Date: May 2010

6. List organizational partners (stakeholders) and connection with lead organization:

Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP) (regulatory stakeholder),

USEPA Region 4 (regulatory stakeholder),

NAS Jacksonville (property owner),

7. Lead organization: Naval Facilities Engineering Command Southeast (NAVFAC SE)

8. If any required SAP elements or required information are not applicable to the project or are provided
elsewhere, then note the omitted SAP elements and provide an explanation for their exclusion below:

Not Applicable (NA), as there are no exclusions.
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
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Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

SAP Worksheet #3 -- Distribution List
(UFP-QAPP Manual Section 2.3.1)

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Name of SAP

Recipients Title/Role

Organization

Telephone
Number

E-Mail Address or
Mailing Address

Adrienne Wilson Remedial Project Manager
(RPM)/ Manages Project

Activities for the Navy

NAVFAC IPT South Atlantic
Code OPAG, Cube 36

135 Ajax Street
Jacksonville, FL 32212-0030

(904) 542-6160

Adrienne.Wilson@navy.mil

Tim Curtin Installation Restoration
Program (IRP) Manager/

NAS Jacksonville Point of

NAS Jacksonville
Building 1, Code 064TC
NASJAX /Yorktown/Langley

(904) 542-4228

Tim.L.Curtin@navy.mil

(NAS Jacksonville
Administrative Record)

Contact (PoC) Jacksonville, FL 32212
To Be Determined NAVFAC Quality Assurance TBD TBD
(TBD) Officer (QAO)/ Navy Chemist
TBD Head of Reference Desk TBD TBD

David Grabka RPM/ Provides Regulator

Input

Florida Department of
Environmental Protection

2600 Blair Stone Road, MS 4535

Tallahassee, FL 32399-2400

(850) 245-8997

david.grabka@dep.state.fl.us

Peter Dao RPM/ Provides Regulator

Input

USEPA Region 4
Atlanta Federal Center
61 Forsyth Street, SW
Atlanta, GA 30303-8960

(404) 562-8508

dao.peter@epa.gov

Debra Humbert (copy of | Tetra Tech Program
cover letter only) Manager / Manages Navy
Initiatives

Tetra Tech

661 Andersen Drive
Foster Plaza 7
Pittsburgh, PA 15220

(412) 921-1990

debra.humbert@tetratech.com
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Name of SAP
Recipients

Title/Role

Organization

Telephone
Number

E-Mail Address or

Mailing Address

Chris Pike (copy of
cover letter only)

Deputy Program Manager/
Manages Program Activities

Tetra Tech

661 Andersen Drive
Foster Plaza 7
Pittsburgh, PA 15220

(412) 921-8861

chris.pike@tetratech.com

Mark Peterson

Tetra Tech Project Manager
(PM)/ Manages Project
Activities

Tetra Tech
8640 Philips Hwy, Ste 16
Jacksonville, FL 32256

(904) 730-4669
Extension (Ext) 213

mark.peterson@tetratech.com

Donald Hardison

Tetra Tech Field Operations
Leader (FOL) / Site Safety
Officer (SSO)/ Manages Field
Operation and Site Safety
Issues

Tetra Tech
8640 Philips Hwy, Ste 16
Jacksonville, FL 32256

(904) 730-4669
Ext 227

donald.hardison@tetratech.com

Kelly Carper (electronic
copy only)

Tetra Tech Quality
Assurance Manager (QAM)/
Manages Corporate Quality
Assurance (QA) Program
and Implementation

Tetra Tech

661 Andersen Drive
Foster Plaza 7
Pittsburgh, PA 15220

(412) 921-7273

kelly.carper@tetratech.com

Matt Soltis [Health and
Safety Plan (HASP)
only]

Tetra Tech Health and Safety
Manager (HSM)/ Manages
Corporate Health and Safety
Program

Tetra Tech

661 Andersen Drive
Foster Plaza 7
Pittsburgh, PA 15220

(412) 921-8912

matt.soltis@tetratech.com

Mark Traxler (electronic
copy only)

Tetra Tech Project Chemist/
Provides Coordination with
Laboratory

Tetra Tech
234 Mall Blvd. Ste. 260
King Of Prussia, PA 19406

(610) 382-1171

mark.traxler@tetratech.com

Joseph Samchuck
(electronic copy only)

Tetra Tech Data Validation
Manager (DVM)/ Manages
Data Validation

Tetra Tech

661 Andersen Drive
Foster Plaza 7
Pittsburgh, PA 15220

(412) 921-8510

joseph.samchuck@tetratech.com

Lee Leck (electronic

Tetra Tech Data Manager/

Tetra Tech

(412) 921-8856

lee.leck@tetratech.com

copy only) Manages Databases 661 Andersen Drive
Foster Plaza 7
Pittsburgh, PA 15220
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

copy only)

Representative for
Laboratory and
Analytical Issues

(Empirical)
621 Mainstream Drive, Suite 270
Nashville, TN 37228

Name of SAP : L Telephone E-Mail Address or
S Title/Role Organization -
Recipients Number Mailing Address
Kim Kostzer (electronic | Laboratory PM/ Empirical Laboratories, LLC (615) 345-1115 kkostzer@empirlabs.com

Todd Romero
(electronic copy only)

Laboratory PM/
Representative for
Laboratory and
Analytical Issues

KB Labs, Inc. (KB Labs)
25132 SW 1st Ave
Newberry, FL 32669

(352) 472-5830

toddr@kbmobilelabs.com

Anita Biernacki

Laboratory PM/

Microbial Insights

(865) 573-8188 ext.

abiernacki@microbe.com

only)

Subcontractor PM/ Provides
Membrane Interface Probe

(MIP) and Direct Push

Technology (DPT) Drilling

Services

(electronic copy only) Representative for 2340 Stock Creek Boulevard 108
Laboratory and Rockford, TN 37853-3044
Analytical Issues
TBD (electronic copy Well Installation TBD TBD TBD

Each person in this table will be responsible for distributing copies of this SAP to appropriate personnel within their organization. For example, the Tetra Tech

PM will be responsible for distributing copies of this SAP to all Tetra Tech personnel listed in Worksheet #4 (Project Personnel Sign-Off Sheet).

10JAX0042
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

SAP Worksheet #4 -- Project Personnel Sign-Off Sheet

(UFP-QAPP Manual Section 2.3.2)

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Certification that project personnel have read the text will be obtained by one of the following methods as applicable:

Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

1. In the case of regulatory agency personnel with oversight authority, approval letters or e-mails will constitute verification that applicable

sections of the SAP have been reviewed. Copies of regulatory agency approval letters / e-mails will be retained in the project files as project

records (see Worksheet #29).

2. E-mails will be sent to the listed Navy, Tetra Tech, and subcontractor project personnel whom will be requested to verify by e-mail that they

have read the applicable SAP / sections and the date on which they were reviewed. Copies of the verification e-mail will be included in the

project files (see Worksheet #29).

A copy of the signed Worksheet #4 will be retained in the project files and identified as a project document in Worksheet #29.

Key personnel will be instructed to read the SAP prior to attending an internal site-specific kick-off meeting for field activities. The Tetra Tech PM

will track when the reviews have been completed, obtain signatures, and ensure that the completed sign-off sheet is included in the central project

file.
Name Organization/Title/Role Telephone Signature/E-Mail Receipt SAP Section Date SAP Read
Number Reviewed
Navy and Regulator Project Team Personnel
Adrienne Wilson Navy/ RPM/ Manages Project (904) 542-6160 See Worksheet #1 for All
Activities for the Navy signature
Tim Curtin Navy/ IRP Manager/ NAS (904) 542-4228 All
Jacksonville PoC
10JAX0042 Page 17 CTO 0154



Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Name Organization/Title/Role Telephone Signature/E-Mail Receipt SAP Section Date SAP Read
Number Reviewed
David Grabka FDEP/ RPM/ Provides Regulator | (850) 245-8997 See Worksheet #1 for All
Input signature
Peter Dao USEPA Region 4/ RPM/ (404) 562-8508 See Worksheet #1 for TBD
Provides Regulator Input signature
Tetra Tech Project Team Personnel
Mark Peterson Tetra Tech/ PM/ Manages (904) 730-4669 See Worksheet #1 for Al
Project Activities Ext 213 signature
Donald Hardison Tetra Tech/ FOL/SSO/ Manages | (904) 730-4669
Field Operation and Site Safety Ext 227 All
Issues
Kelly Carper Tetra Tech/ QAM/ Manages (412) 921-7273 See Worksheet #1 for
NAVFAC SE Contract QA signature Al
Program and Implementation
Matt Soltis Tetra Tech/ HSM/ Manages (412) 921-8912 See HASP for signature
Corporate Health and Safety HASP
Program
Peggy Churchill Tetra Tech/ Environmental (321) 636-6470
Scientist/ Provides DQO and Al
SAP Support
Mark Traxler Tetra Tech/ Project Chemist/ (610) 382-1171
Provides Coordination with Al
Laboratory
Worksheets #12,
Joseph Samchuck Tetra Tech/ DVM/ Manages Data | (412) 921-8510 #14, #15, #19, #20
Validation #23-28, #30, and
#34-37

10JAX0042
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Revision Date: May 2010

Revision Number:

1

Manages Databases

#14, #15, #19, #20,
#23-28, #30, and
#34-37

Name Organization/Title/Role Telephone Signature/E-Mail Receipt SAP Section Date SAP Read
Number Reviewed
Worksheets #12,
Lee Leck Tetra Tech/ Data Manager/ (412) 921-8856

Subcontractor Personnel

Kim Kostzer

Empirical/ Laboratory PM/
Representative for Laboratory
and Analytical Issues

(615) 345-1115

Worksheets #6, #12,
#14, #15, #19, #23-
28, #30, and #34-36

Todd Romero

KB Labs/ Laboratory PM/
Representative for Laboratory
and Analytical Issues

(352) 472-5830

Worksheets #6, #15,
#19, #23, #24, #25,
and #28

Anita Biernacki

Microbial Insights/ Laboratory
PM/ Representative for

(865) 573-8188,
x108

Worksheets #19 and

#23
Laboratory and Analytical Issues
TBD TBD/ Subcontractor PM/ Driller TBD Worksheets # 6,
for MIP, DPT, and Monitoring #14,.#17, and
Well Installation Figures
Footnote:

! _ Persons listed on this worksheet will be responsible for distributing the SAP to the appropriate people within their organization.

10JAX0042
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

SAP Worksheet #5 -- Project Organizational Chart
(UEP-QAPP Manual Section 2.4.1)

Lines of Authority

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Lines of Communication

David Grabka
FDEP RPM
(850) 245-8997

Peter Dao
EPA RPM

(404) 562-8508

Adrienne Wilson
NAVFAC
Navy RPM
(904) 542-6160

Matt Soltis
Tetra Tech
HSM
(412) 921-7372

Donald Hardison
Tetra Tech FOL/SSO
(904) 730-4669 Ext. 227

Tim Curtin
NAS Jacksonville
IRP Manager
(904) 542-4228

t
|

Mark Peterson
Tetra Tech
PM
(904) 730-4669 Ext. 213

Tetra Tech
DVM
(412) 921-8510

Lee Leck
Tetra Tech
Data Manager
(412) 921-8856

/Joseph Samchuck\

TBD
Navy
QA Officer
TBD

Kelly Carper
Tetra Tech
Program QAM
(412) 921-7273

\_

/

10JAX0042 Page 20

Mark Traxler
Tetra Tech
Project Chemist
(610) 382-1171

4 N

Kim Kostzer
Empirical
Laboratory PM
(615) 345-1115

Todd Romero
KB Labs Laboratory PM

352) 472-5830
% -
\

Anita Biernacki
Microbial Insights
Laboratory PM
(865) 573-8188 Ext. 108
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CTO 0154




Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

SAP Worksheet #6 -- Communication Pathways
(UEP-QAPP Manual Section 2.4.2)

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Communication Drivers Responsible Affiliation

Name

Phone Number and/or
E-Mail

Procedure

SAP amendments Tetra Tech FOL/SSO
Tetra Tech PM
Navy RPM

Donald Hardison
Mark Peterson
Adrienne Wilson

(904) 636-6125 Ext 227
(904) 636-6125 Ext 213
(904) 542-6160

The Tetra Tech FOL will verbally inform
the Tetra Tech PM within 24 hours of
realizing a need for an amendment.

The Tetra Tech PM will document the
proposed changes via a Field Task
Modification Request (FTMR) form within
five days and send the Navy RPM a
concurrence letter within seven days of
identifying the need for change.

SAP amendments will be submitted by the
Tetra Tech PM to the Navy RPM for
review and approval. The Navy RPM will
notify the regulators of changes to the
SAP.

The Tetra Tech PM will send scope
changes to the Project Team via e-mail
within one business day.

Schedule changes Tetra Tech PM
Navy RPM

NAS Jacksonville
IRP Manager

Mark Peterson
Adrienne Wilson
Tim Curtin

(904) 730-4669 Ext 213
(904) 542-6160
(904) 542-4228

The Tetra Tech PM will verbally inform the
Navy RPM and the NAS Jacksonville IRP
Manager on the day that schedule change
is known and document via schedule
impact letter within one business day of
when impact is realized.
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Communication Drivers

Responsible Affiliation

Name

Phone Number and/or
E-Mail

Procedure

Field issues that require
changes in scope or
implementation of field
work

Tetra Tech FOL/SSO
Tetra Tech PM

Navy RPM

NAS Jacksonville
IRP Manager

Donald Hardison
Mark Peterson
Adrienne Wilson
Tim Curtin

636-6125 Ext 227
636-6125 Ext 213
542-6160
542-4228

(904
(904
(904
(904

~— — — ~—

The Tetra Tech FOL will verbally inform
the Tetra Tech PM on the day the issue is
discovered. The Tetra Tech PM will
inform the Navy RPM and the NAS
Jacksonville IRP Manager (verbally or by
e-mail) of the issue within one day of the
discovery.

The Navy RPM will issue scope change
(verbally or via e-mail), if warranted. The
scope change is to be implemented before
further work is executed.

The Tetra Tech PM will also send a
concurrence letter to the Navy RPM within
seven days, if project scope is affected.
The Navy RPM will sign the letter within
five days of receipt. The Tetra Tech PM
will document the change(s) via an FTMR
form within two days of identifying the
need for change and will obtain required
approvals within five days of initiating the
form.
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Communication Drivers

Responsible Affiliation

Name

Phone Number and/or
E-Mail

Procedure

Stop work
recommendations, for

Tetra Tech FOL/SSO
Tetra Tech PM

Donald Hardison
Mark Peterson

(904) 636-6125 Ext 227
(904) 636-6125 Ext 213
(412) 921-7273
)
)

If Tetra Tech is the responsible party for a
stop work command, the Tetra Tech FOL

example, to protect workers | Tetra Tech QAM Kelly Carper will inform onsite personnel,

from unsafe conditions/ Navy RPM Adrienne Wilson | (904) 542-6160 subcontractor(s), the NAS Jacksonville

situations or to prevent a NAS Jacksonville IRP Tim Curtin (904) 542-4228 IRP Manager, and the identified Project

degradation in quality of Manager Team members within one hour (verbally

work/ and initiate work or by e-mail).

upon corrective action
If a subcontractor is the responsible party,
the subcontractor PM must inform the
Tetra Tech FOL within 15 minutes, and
the Tetra Tech FOL will then follow the
procedure listed above.

Corrective action for field Tetra Tech QAM Kelly Carper (412) 921-7273 The Tetra Tech QAM will notify the Tetra

program

Tetra Tech PM
Navy RPM

Mark Peterson
Adrienne Wilson

(904) 636-6125 Ext 213
(904) 542-6160

Tech PM verbally or by e-mail within one
business day that the corrective action
has been completed.

The Tetra Tech PM will then notify the
Navy RPM within one business day
(verbally or by e-mail).

Field data quality issues

Tetra Tech FOL/SSO
Tetra Tech PM

Donald Hardison
Mark Peterson

(904) 636-6125 Ext 227
(904) 636-6125 Ext 213

The Tetra Tech FOL will inform the Tetra
Tech PM verbally or by e-mail on the
same day that a field data quality issue is
discovered.
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Phone Number and/or

Communication Drivers Responsible Affiliation Name E-Mail Procedure
Laboratory data quality Empirical Laboratory PM Kim Kostzer (615) 345-1115 The Laboratory PM will notify (verbally or
issues via e-mail) the Tetra Tech Project Chemist

KB Labs Laboratory PM

Microbial Insights Laboratory
PM

Tetra Tech Project Chemist
Tetra Tech PM
Navy RPM

Todd Romero

Anita Biernacki

Mark Traxler
Mark Peterson

Adrienne Wilson

(352) 472-5830
(865) 573-8188 ext. 108

(610) 382-1171
(904) 636-6125 Ext 213
(904) 542-6160

within one business day of when an issue
related to laboratory data is discovered.

The Tetra Tech Project Chemist will notify
(verbally or via e-mail) the Tetra Tech PM
within one business day. The Tetra Tech
PM will notify the Navy RPM within 7 days
by letter.
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan

Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville

Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

SAP Worksheet #7 -- Personnel Responsibilities and Qualifications Table
(UEP-QAPP Manual Section 2.4.3)

Name

Title/Role

Organizational

Responsibilities

Affiliation
Adrienne Wilson RPM/ Manages NAVFAC SE Oversees project implementation, including scoping, data review, and
project evaluation.
Tim Curtin NAS Jacksonville NAVFACE SE Oversees site activities and participates in scoping, data review,

PoC - IRP
Manager/ Manages
daily site activities
related to this

NAS Jacksonville

evaluation, and reviews the SAP.

project
Dave Grabka RPM/ Manages FDEP Participates in scoping, data review, evaluation, and approves the SAP.
project
Peter Dao RPM/ Manages USEPA Region 4 Participates in scoping, data review, and evaluation.
project
Mark Peterson PM/ Manages Tetra Tech Oversees project, financial, schedule, and technical day-to-day
project on a daily management of the project.
basis
Donald Hardison FOL/SSO/ Tetra Tech Supervises, coordinates, and performs field sampling activities. As the
Manages field SSO0, is responsible for on-site project specific health and safety training
operation and site and monitoring site conditions. Details of these responsibilities are
safety issues presented in the site-specific HASP.
Kelly Carper QAM/ Oversees Tetra Tech Reviews the SAP and ensures quality aspects of the CLEAN program are

program and
project QA
activities

implemented, documented, and maintained.
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Name

Title/Role

Organizational

Responsibilities

Affiliation
Matt Soltis HSM/ Oversees Tetra Tech Oversees Tetra Tech CLEAN Program Health and Safety Program.
health and safety
activities
Mark Traxler Project Chemist/ Tetra Tech Participates in project scoping, prepares laboratory scopes of work, and

Conducts data coordinates laboratory-related functions with laboratory. Oversees data

validation and quality reviews and QA of data validation deliverables.
reporting

Joseph DVM/ Oversees Tetra Tech Manages data validation activities within Tetra Tech, including:
huck lidati I .
Samchuc dat:C\t/ie\l/iIt?:stlon e Ensures QA of data validation deliverables.
e Provides technical advice on data usability.
e Coordinates and maintains data validation review schedule.
Lee Leck Data Manager/ Tetra Tech Manages Tetra Tech databases and ensures correct input of data.
Manages
databases
TBD Well Installation TBD Ensures that project specific requirements are communicated to field
Subcontractor PM/ personnel.

Driller for MIP,
DPT, and

Monitoring Well
Installation

Kim Kostzer Laboratory PM Empirical Coordinates analyses with laboratory chemists, ensures that scope of work
Todd Romero Laboratory PM KB Labs is followed, provides QA of data packages, and communicates with Tetra

Anita Biernacki

Laboratory PM/
Manages project

Microbial Insights

Tech project staff.

Note:

In some cases, one person may be designated responsibilities for more than one position. For example, the Tetra Tech FOL will be
responsible for SSO duties. This action will be performed only as credentials, experience, and availability permits.
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville Revision Number: 1
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida Revision Date: May 2010

SAP Worksheet #8 -- Special Personnel Training Requirements
(UFP-QAPP Manual Section 2.4.4)

Each site worker performing sampling of hazardous materials will be required to have completed a 40-
hour course (and annual 8-hour refresher, if applicable) in Health and Safety Training as described under
Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) 29 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR)
1910.120(b)(4). Safety requirements are addressed in greater detail in the site-specific Tetra Tech
HASP.

One exception to this requirement is for surveyors who will not come in contact with contaminated media.
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

SAP Worksheet #9 -- Project Scoping Session Participants Sheet
(UEP-QAPP Manual Section 2.5.1)

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Project Name: NAS Jacksonville
Projected Date(s) of Sampling:
June 2010 through December 2010

Project Manager: Mark Peterson

Site Name: OU 3

Site Location: NAS Jacksonville, Florida

Date of Session: September 15, 2009; December 8-9, 2009; February 9-10, 2010
Scoping Session Purpose: Develop DQOs with the Navy to support UFP-SAP development

Name Title Affiliation Phone # E-mail Address Project Role
Adrienne Wilson Navy RPM NAVFAC SE (904) 542-6160 Adrienne.Wilson@navy.mil Navy RPM
Tim Curtin NAS Jacksonville PoC — | NAVFACE SE (904) 542-4228 Tim.L.Curtin@navy.mil IRP Manager
IRP Manager NAS Jacksonville

Mike Singletary ** Technical Support NAVFAC SE (904) 542-6303 michael.a.singletary@navy.mil Technical Support
David Grabka RPM FDEP (850) 245-8997 david.grabka@dep.state.fl.us FDEP RPM
Peter Dao RPM USEPA Region 4 (404) 562-8508 dao.peter@epa.gov USEPA RPM
Mark Peterson PM Tetra Tech (904) 636-6125 Ext 213 | mark.peterson@tetratech.com PM
Mike Maughon Technical Support Tetra Tech (843) 886-4547 mike.maughon@tetratech.com Technical Support
Casey Hudson PM-RAC Contractor CH2M Hill (770) 604-9182 Ext casey.hudson@ch2m.com PM

Constructors, Inc. 54172

(CH2M Hilr)

Hal Davis

Geologist

United States
Geological Survey
(USGS)

(850) 553-3673

hdavis@usgs.gov

Technical Support

Julie Johnson

Administrative Project
Assistant Il

Tetra Tech

(904) 730-4669 Ext 224

julie.johnson@tetratech.com

Scribe

Note: **Mike Singletary was not in attendance at the December 8-9 meeting, but was at the September 2009 and February 2010 meetings.
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville Revision Number: 1
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida Revision Date: May 2010
9.1 SCOPING MEETINGS SUMMARY

Various OU 3 site meetings have been held to discuss OU 3 issues. These meetings conducted over 2007 through 2009 have led the Partnering
Team to the development of a path forward for OU 3. This strategy calls for an RI Addendum to support the development of a new ROD designed

to address the entirety of OU 3.

A scoping meeting for the Rl Addendum was held on September 15, 2009. The results of the Sept 15, 2009 scoping meeting led to identification
of the inputs into the decision making process for surface soils, groundwater, sediment pore water, surface water, and indoor air. Study
boundaries were confirmed and initial work was completed on decision rules for each of the media except indoor air, which will be addressed in a

separate or updated SAP at a later date.

Additional team input into the DQO process was completed during the December 8 and 9, 2009 Partnering Team Meeting. During this meeting,

the team completed work on the decision rules for each media, which are documented in Worksheet #11.

One exception to the decision criteria established was associated with discharges of contaminated groundwater to storm sewers at OU 3. Based
on input from FDEP, it was determined that storm water regulations that prohibit any illicit discharges from entering storm sewers would be an
Applicable, Relevant, and Appropriate Requirement (ARAR) that must be considered in the selection of an appropriate remedy for OU 3. The
storm water regulation defines illicit discharges as detectable contamination. As a result, the point of compliance for this ARAR will be considered
to be at the point of entry into the storm sewer system. Application of this ARAR to the process could significant impact any decisions to be made

regarding appropriate remedies for this pathway.

Subsequent to the September 15 meeting, research conducted by FDEP and USEPA led to an additional discussion of decision rules for
contaminated groundwater discharge to storm sewers during the Florida Environmental Alliance Partnering Tier Il meeting held on December 1,
2009. During the Tier Il discussion, it was determined that the CERLCA process would be allowed to continue to completion and that no
immediate enforcement of the storm water prohibition on illicit discharges would be encountered. It was also determined that other potential
approaches may be required prior to submittal of the ROD for OU 3 including a potential ARAR waiver, but that no decision would be made at this
point in time until additional data are collected and evaluated with remedial alternatives during the Feasibility Study (FS). Attendees at the meeting

included the following Florida Partnering Alliance Tier 1l team members: Sid Allison, Earl Bozeman, Arthur Collins, Jim Crane, Robbie Darby, Jim
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Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville Revision Number: 1
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida Revision Date: May 2010

Ferro, Helen Lockard, Rich May, Eric Nuzie, Libby Claggett — Scribe, Gayle Waldron — Facilitator, Guests: Greg Campbell, NAS Pensacola PWE,
Melissa Dempsey, TtNUS, Pensacola Tier |, John Schoolfield, NAVFAC SE, Pensacola Tier |, Mike Singletary, NAVFAC SE, Gerry Walker,
TtNUS, Pensacola Tier |, Patti Whittemore, NAVFAC SE, Pensacola Tier I.

During the NAS Jacksonville Partnering Team meeting conducted on February 9 and 10, 2010, it was determined that preparation of this UFP-SAP

would not include an evaluation of the indoor air exposure pathway. Further evaluation of this pathway will be conducted at a future date and an

update of the SAP will prepared to address this aspect of the RI.

Page 30 CTO 0154



Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville Revision Number: 1
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida Revision Date: May 2010

SAP Worksheet #10 -- Conceptual Site Model
(UFP-QAPP Manual Section 2.5.2)

10.1 INTRODUCTION

NAS Jacksonville was commissioned in October 1940 to provide facilities for pilot training and a Navy
Aviation Trades School for ground crewmen. The facility is located in Duval County, Florida on the
western bank of the St. Johns River. The facility is approximately 3,800 acres in size and its current
mission is to provide facilities and support for the operation and maintenance of naval weapons and
aircraft. Support facilities include an airfield for air operations and pilot training, a maintenance depot, a
Naval Hospital, a Fleet Industrial Supply Center, a Fleet and Family Support Center, and a recreational

facility.

The main portion of NAS Jacksonville is bordered to the north by the Timuquana Country Club, to the
east and northeast by the St. Johns River, to the south by a residential area, and to the west by Highway
17, with Westside Regional Park, and commercial developments. The facility is located approximately 24

miles inland from the Atlantic Ocean.

NAS Jacksonville is home to Patrol Squadron Thirty (VP-30), the Navy's largest aviation squadron and
the only P-3 Orion Fleet Replacement Squadron that prepares and trains U.S. and foreign pilots, air crew,

and maintenance personnel for further operational assignments.

Work in support of the base mission includes fuel storage and transportation systems and the overhaul,
intermediate maintenance, and repair of aircraft and engines. Maintenance activities at NAS Jacksonville
over the years generated a variety of materials, of which some were disposed of on the base. These
include materials resulting from construction activities; municipal solid waste and municipal wastewater
treatment plant sludge; and miscellaneous industrial wastes, including waste oils or solvents, paints, and
spilled fuels. Current disposal practices are regularly surveyed for conformity to local, state, and federal

regulations.

10.2 PHYSICAL SITE DESCRIPTION

OU 3 is a 134-acre parcel consisting primarily of paved areas located within a large industrial area of
NAS Jacksonville (see Figure 10-1). The location of OU 3 within NAS Jacksonville is illustrated on
Figure ES-1. OU 3 is comprised of Potential Source of Contamination (PSC) 11 (Building 101), PSC 12
(the Old Test Cell Building), PSC 13 (the Radium Paint Disposal Pit), PSC 14 (the Battery Shop area),
PSC 15 (the Solvent and Paint Sludge Disposal area), PSC 16 (the Black Point Storm Sewer Discharge),
PSC 48 (the Station’s Dry Cleaners — Building 106), and Building 780 and groundwater contamination
areas A through G.
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Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida Revision Date: May 2010
10.3 PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS AND INVESTIGATIONS, AND

REGULATORY STATUS - RECORD OF DECISION

Prior investigations and actions at OU 3 have included CERCLA based Site Inspections (Sls),
Engineering Evaluation and Cost Analysis (EECA), non-time critical removal actions (NTCRAs), Remedial

Investigations (RIs), and two Separate Records of Decision (RODs).

These environmental actions were designed to address the various PSC 14 (Battery Shop), PSC 15
(Paint Solvent Disposal Pit), PSC 16 (storm water outfall area), and seven of nine identified chlorinated
solvent groundwater plumes (Areas A, B, C, D, E, F, and G, and Buildings 106 and 780). A
comprehensive ROD dated September 2000 was approved by the NAS Jacksonville Partnering Team
that specified remedies for the majority of these areas. Two areas (Area A and Area G) were not
addressed specifically by the September 2000 ROD. The remedies specified for each of the other areas
is as follows: PSC 14 — Land Use Controls (LUCs); PSC 15 - excavation and off-site disposal; PSC 16 -
tar ball and contaminated sediment removal; Building 106 - air sparging and soil vapor extraction (SVE);
Building 780 - groundwater treatment and SVE; Areas B and G - monitored natural attenuation (MNA);

Areas C and D - enhanced bioremediation and MNA; and Area F - chemical oxidation.

In September 2006, a second OU 3-related ROD was completed to address Area A. The remedy
specified for Area A included MNA and LUCs.

A Five Year Review was conducted and approved in September 2005 (Tetra Tech, 2005). The Five Year
Review evaluated the protectiveness of the various remedies specified in the September 2000 ROD. The
findings of the Five Year Review indicated that some of the remedies specified were no longer effective.
As a result of the Five Year Review and the development of risk based corrective action concepts, the
NAS Jacksonville Partnering Team began evaluating the concept of developing a new ROD that would
encompass all of the identified contamination areas within OU 3, based on utilizing a holistic evaluation of
the entirety of OU 3 and the potential environmental impacts to human receptors (site workers, the

potential future resident) and ecological receptors within the St. Johns River.

10.4 SITE HISTORY

Operational history of OU 3 consists mainly of the activities associated with the Fleet Readiness Center
Southeast (FRCSE). FRCSE has been the major industrial complex at the facility since its inception in
1940. Past and current land uses at OU 3 remain mostly unchanged since FRCSE became the primary
tenant in the 1940s. FRCSE operations consist primarily of performing in-depth rework, repair, and

modification of aircraft engines and aeronautical components.
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10.4.1 PSC 11 Building 101

PSC 11, Building 101, is the largest building at NAS Jacksonville, covering an area approximately 1,800
feet by 750 feet within OU 3. Building 101 houses diverse operations such as administrative offices,
aircraft parts repair, a machine shop, and airplane hangars. Parts of the floor of the main hangar section

of Building 101 are constructed of steel plates over steel beams.

Building 101 includes various locations where hazardous materials for the industrial processes conducted
by FRCSE were used or stored. Reportedly, there was unauthorized disposal of waste solvents and other
materials below the steel plates of the floor in the jetline hangar area for many years. An estimated 2,000
gallons of solvents could have been disposed of in this manner (approximately 1 gallon per week for 40
years). However; no information concerning specific waste disposal activities of chemicals used in

Building 101, such as trichloroethene (TCE) and oils, is available.

A portion of the northern half of Building 101 was identified as a PSC during the Initial Assessment Study
(IAS) at NAS Jacksonville (Fred C. Hart Associates, Inc. [Hart], 1983). The IAS report documented two
releases of hazardous substances at Building 101: (1) solvents were disposed of beneath the steel floor
plates in the hangar area, and (2) a mercury spill occurred in the pump shop in the northeast part of
Building 101. Following its initial designation, the boundaries of PSC 11 were enlarged to include the
plating shop. PSC 11 is now considered to encompass all of Building 101. The Plating Shop was

subsequently decommissioned and closed under the NAS Jacksonville RCRA permit.

PSC 11 is considered to be the source for groundwater contamination identified as Area A. An RI/FS and
ROD were completed for Area A in 2005 and Area A is currently in post-ROD MNA.

10.4.2 PSC 12 Old Test Cell Building (Building 101K)

PSC 12, the Old Test Cell Building (Building 101K), is a one story building approximately 40 feet by 50
feet and is located just east of the former engine testing cells along the east side of Building 101
(Figure 10-1). The building reportedly stored chemicals, waste oil, fuel, and solvents used during the
testing of engines. The area around the building is completely paved with asphalt to the east and
concrete to the north. Based on a 1939 topographic map of the Building 101K area, approximately 4 to
5 feet of fill has been used to achieve the present elevation. In addition, a previously bermed depression
occupied the area. The 1939 map showing this area does not name or indicate the prior use of the

bermed feature.

The Old Test Cell Building was identified as a PSC during the IAS because 55-gallon drums of chemicals,

such as waste oil, fuel, and solvents were once stored there (Hart, 1983). Numerous spills of toxic and
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reactive chemicals from ruptured or rusted drums reportedly occurred at PSC 12. Also, solvents and
other wastes were potentially discharged via ruptures and breaks of sanitary and industrial storm sewer
interconnections at the building (HLA, 2000a).

10.4.3 PSC 13 Radium Paint Disposal Pit

PSC 13, Radium Paint Disposal Pit, was located between existing Buildings 840 and 167 in the central
part of the FRCSE. The Radium Paint Disposal Pit was identified as a PSC during the IAS because
radioactive radium paint waste from the painting of aircraft instrument dials was disposed of in the pit from
World War Il to the late 1950s (Hart, 1983). The pit was approximately 50 feet long, 40 feet wide, and
1 foot deep when it was active in the 1940s and 1950s. The pit was excavated during the late 1950s, and

the soil was moved to PSC 18, the Fill Disposal Area (adjacent to Mulberry Cove).

In 1985, Geraghty & Miller, Inc. (G&M) conducted a verification study at PSC 13 (G&M, 1985); the
Verification Study Report concluded that radium-226 only slightly exceeded the Florida Department of
Environmental Regulation (FDER) drinking water standard of 5 picocuries per liter (pCi/L). Therefore, the

report did not recommend a characterization study at PSC 13.

10.4.4 PSC 14 Battery Shop

PSC 14, the Battery Shop, was identified as a PSC during the IAS because lead battery acid was
disposed of in a seepage pit on the west side of the shop (Hart, 1983). The IAS report estimated that
100 gallons of lead battery acid were disposed of annually from 1959 to 1982. The sink, used to dispose
of the battery acid, was taken out of service and disconnected from the seepage pit. The unused pit,
consisting of a 30-inch diameter sump approximately 6 feet deep with concrete cover, is still in place.

Nickel-cadmium batteries were also stored and used at the Battery Shop.

PSC 14 was included in the 2000 ROD for OU 3. LUCs were implemented to prevent potential exposure

to contaminated media.

10.4.5 PSC 15 Solvent and Paint Sludge Disposal Area

PSC 15, Solvent and Paint Sludge Disposal Area, is located within the FRCSE, was identified as a PSC
during the IAS because waste solvents and paint were disposed of from approximately 1968 to 1978
(Hart, 1983). The Solvent and Paint Sludge Disposal Area is an approximately 10,000 square foot area
south of the paint shop (Building 868), near the south end of FRCSE (Figure 10-1). The Verification
Study report later indicated that solvents and paint were disposed at PSC 15 for 36 years (G&M, 1985).
Both reports estimated that 2,000 gallons of waste per year were disposed of at PSC 15.
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A removal action was subsequently performed at PSC 15 to remove impacted soils. Some material
beneath a storm sewer line and paved areas could not be removed. Groundwater contamination from
this area was designated as Area G and was included in the 2000 ROD. Area G is currently in a MNA

program.

10.4.6 PSC 16 Black Point Storm Sewer Discharge

PSC 16 Black Point Storm Sewer Discharge encompasses the outfall of the storm water sewer that drains
the southern half of FRCSE. PSC 16 is south of, and adjacent to, OU 3. The Black Point Storm Sewer
Discharge to the St. Johns River was identified as a PSC during the IAS based on recurring discharges of
JP-5 fuel and oil that reportedly entered the storm sewer from a fuel tank overflow in the vicinity of test
cell 12 (Hart, 1983), located along the east side of Building 101 (PSC 11). A spill log from the NAS
Jacksonville Facilities Department documented many spills at the Black Point Outfall (PSC 16), including
spills of JP-5 fuel, hydraulic oil, chrome, and cyanide (HLA, 2000a). In addition, oil and various chemical
wastes from other sources within the southern half of FRCSE were reportedly discharged into the storm

sewer.

The storm sewer under FRCSE generally conducts water south along Wright and Wasp Streets and east
along Enterprise Avenue to the aircraft apron area. Storm water discharge is then directed south to the
St. Johns River at Black Point (Figure 10-1).

A tar ball and contaminated sediment removal action was specified as the remedy for PSC 16 in the
2000 ROD. This work has been completed and subsequent toxicology testing has shown that
contaminant concentrations within treatment area sediment are within established background conditions
for the St. Johns River (CH2M Hill, 2005).

10.4.7 PSC 48 Building 106

PSC 48 (Dry Cleaners) Building 106 operated as a dry cleaning facility for the Station from 1962 to 1990.
Dry cleaning system configurations consisted of one dry cleaning machine and one post dry cleaning
machine. A 150-gallon aboveground storage tank (AST) containing tetrachloroethene (PCE) was located
in the southeastern corner of Building 106 (ABB-ES, 1995). The dry cleaning system was upgraded in
1990, and the AST was removed. Dry cleaning operations have since ceased and Building 106 has been

razed.
An interim action was conducted to treat groundwater at Building 106. An air sparging and SVE system

was operated from 2002 to 2005 when it was discontinued. PSC 48 will be a focus area for the RI
Addendum.
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10.4.8 Building 780

Building 780 operated as a paint shop and chemical stripping facility for aircraft and associated parts from
1970 to the mid-1980s. Solvents used during stripping operations consisted of 1,1,1,-trichloroethane
(1,1,1-TCA); TCE, dichloromethane (methylene chloride); butyl acetate; and naphthalene (ABB-ES,
1995). Spent paints and solvents were also emptied into floor drains and an industrial sewer system. In
1992, Building 780 was converted into a Clean Water Act (CWA) pre-treatment system facility. Building

780 is in current operational use as a solvent recycling facility.

An interim action was conducted to treat groundwater at Building 780. A groundwater extraction and SVE
system was operated from 2002 to 2005 when it was discontinued. Building 780 will be a focus area for
the Rl Addendum.

10.4.9 Area A

Area A is an area of identified groundwater contamination that is located along the east side of PSC 11
Building 101 with Wright Street running through the site. The area above Area A is flat and consists of
either buildings, paved storage areas, or a paved road (Wright Street). Airplane engines and their
components were reportedly steam-cleaned in this area. Following steam cleaning operations, the
engines were often disassembled and the various parts were cleaned with solvents and other cleaning
compounds. The area was reportedly unpaved during the time it was used for cleaning engines. The

cleaning system has since been removed and the area has been paved.

Area A is currently in a MNA program required by the 2005 ROD for Area A.
10.4.10 AreaB

Area B consists of an area of groundwater contamination located at the southwest corner of Building 840
(Figure 10-1). During the RI for OU 3, volatile organic compounds (VOCs) were identified at
concentrations exceeding FDEP Groundwater Cleanup Target Levels (GCTLs) in the intermediate zone
of the surficial aquifer at a depth of 38 feet below ground surface (bgs). Based on a risk evaluation

conducted during the RI/FS, additional action was recommended to address the VOCs.

The selected remedy for Area B in the 2000 ROD was MNA.

10.4.11 Area C

Area C is located between the former location of Hangars 122 and 123. The general location of Area C

within OU 3 is depicted on Figure 10-1. Area C was initially identified as an area of elevated groundwater
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contamination during a 1993 investigation. No evidence to date identifies the source of the groundwater
contamination. Additional sampling and analysis conducted from 1993 to 1998 identified TCE at
5,000 micrograms per liter (ug/L) and methylene chloride at 27 pg/L as the predominant contaminants
(HLA, 2000a). The plume is estimated to encompass 29,400 square feet, with detected concentrations at
depths between 30 and 64 feet bgs (CH2M Hill, 2006).

The selected remedy for Area C in the 2000 ROD was treatment via enhanced bioremediation, which

consisted of injection of hydrogen releasing compound (HRC) and post-remediation monitoring.

10.4.12 Area D

Area D is located on the west end of PSC 11 Building 101 and was discovered as an area of elevated
groundwater contamination during a 1993 investigation. No evidence to date identifies the source of
groundwater contamination at Area D. Additional sampling and analysis conducted from 1993 to 1998
identified TCE at 6,800 ug/L; 1,2-dichloroethene (DCE) at 190 ug/L; PCE at 34 ug/L; methylene chloride
at 11.25 pg/L; manganese at 662 ug/L; and arsenic at 23 pg/L as the predominant contaminants (HLA,
2000a). The plume is estimated to encompass 134,050 square feet, with detected concentrations at
depths between 27 and 52 feet bgs (CH2M Hill, 2006).

Based on the RI/FS (HLA, 2000a), Area D represented the largest area of contamination at OU 3,
including some portions beneath Buildings 103, 101, and 101S.

The selected remedy for Area D in the 2000 ROD was treatment via enhanced bioremediation, which

consisted of injection of HRC and post-remediation monitoring.

10.4.13 Area E

The general location of Area E is at the southern end of the Building 101 hangar area north of
Enterprise Avenue. The Scoping Study Field Program (SSFP) by ABB-ES identified groundwater
contamination within Area E. The source of the contamination appears to be related to a single
discharge/spill event and/or preferential transport from an unidentified upgradient source. Groundwater
contamination at Area E consisted primarily of PCE and its daughter products, with a maximum detected
concentration of 16,000 ug/L for PCE. Other constituents previously detected in this area were acetone,

carbon disulfide, chloroform, and chloromethane.

As reported in the OU 3 RI/FS (HLA, 2000a), the groundwater from Area E appears to be flowing directly

toward the storm sewer beneath Enterprise Avenue. The storm sewers in this part of the station
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discharge into the St. Johns River. Although this area was assessed in 2004, no further action has been

taken at Area E.

10.4.14 Area F

Area F (MILCON P-615) is located on the east side of Wright Street approximately 600 feet south of the
intersection with Enterprise Avenue (Figure 10-1). ABB-ES conducted an investigation during the week
of March 9, 1992 that included sampling of shallow soil and groundwater. At the time of the investigation,
Area F was the planned location of Waste Treatment Plant Building No. 1. Area F is surrounded by
Building 796 to the north, Building 795 to the south, and the Aircraft Final Finish Facility (Building 868) to
the east. The 1992 S| was conducted “to evaluate the presence, magnitude, and characteristics of

hazardous substances, if any, on the site prior to construction activities” (HLA, 2000a).

The specified remedy for Area F in the 2000 ROD was treatment of TCE and its daughter products with
chemical oxidation and post-treatment monitoring. However, during an assessment conducted to design
the chemical oxidation treatment, it was found that contamination levels were lower than expected and
not suitable for treatment. Subsequently, additional assessment of Area F has redefined the boundaries
of the plume and potential impacts to a storm sewer. As a result, Area F will be a focus of the RI
Addendum.

10.4.15 Area G

Area G is near Area F and may be impacted by VOC migration from PSC 15, which is a former solvent
and paint sludge disposal area. Radium-226 was identified in shallow soils in this area, resulting in a
removal action. Although the removal action was designed to address radium-226, soils impacted with

VOCs were also removed.

Due to concerns for structural stability, some impacted soils were left in place beneath utilities and a
nearby concrete pad. Subsequent to the removal actions, VOCs were identified at concentrations in
excess of GCTLs in groundwater samples collected at Area G. VOC concentrations exceeded GCTLs to
depths of 40 feet bgs, with the highest concentrations reported from a depth of approximately 20 to 25
feet bgs (Apex, 2005).

The selected remedy for Area G in the 2000 ROD is periodic monitoring of natural attenuation processes

(e.g., biodegradation, dispersion, dilution, sorption, volatilization, chemical or biological stabilization,

transformation, or destruction).
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10.5 CONCEPTUAL SITE MODEL

Implementation of post-ROD actions has lead to efforts to optimize environmental response actions at
OU 3. A Five Year Review was conducted in 2005 and, combined with the results of a subsequent
optimization study conducted by the Navy, it was determined by the NAS Jacksonville Partnering Team
that additional field actions should be implemented to support an RI/FS Addendum documenting current
conditions, and that a UFP-SAP should be prepared to document those actions. Based on the direction
of the Partnering Team, it was determined that an Rl Addendum would be completed to address data
gaps that were identified prior to completion of the comprehensive OU 3 ROD. The data gaps included
surface soil data from the boundary of OU 3; groundwater data from various areas within or adjacent to
OU 3; sediment pore water and surface water from areas potentially receiving recharge from contaminant
plumes; water discharging from storm sewers; and information to support an evaluation of the indoor air
vapor intrusion pathway. The indoor air vapor intrusion pathway effort will be addressed in a separate or
updated SAP at a later date. This RI/FS Addendum will then support the development of a new ROD that

will address the entirety of environmental issues at OU 3.

The conceptual site model (CSM) for OU 3 is described in the following sections and depicted on
Figures 10-2 through 10-7. Figure 10-2 illustrates the locations of groundwater contamination areas and
highlights the widespread nature of TCE contamination. Figure 10-3 provides a plan view of the
alignment of CSM cross sections shown on Figures 10-4 and 10-5 for plumes in the northern and
southern parts of OU 3, respectively. The CSM presented on Figures 10-4 and 10-5 illustrates the
stratigraphy, hydrogeology, primary source areas, contamination migration pathways, and potential
receptors. Figure 10-6 shows the locations of storm sewer outfalls and the layout of the storm water
sewers in OU 3. Figure 10-7 shows the predictive plume migration pathway and sewer infiltration in
Area G.

The purpose of this investigation is to collect additional data to refine the CSM and prepare an RI/FS
Addendum for OU 3. As described in the following sections, significant uncertainty remains about
contaminants of concern (COCs) potentially discharging to the St. Johns River from groundwater and
storm sewers, potential vapor intrusion risk to on-site building occupants, the effectiveness of previous
source reduction interim measures and bio-barrier containment pilot tests, the efficacy of natural
attenuation processes for COCs in groundwater and river sediments, the nature and extent of source
area COCs at depth in the vicinity of Building 106, and the extent to which LUCs should be implemented
at OU 3. Based on a Team decision, the soil vapor intrusion pathway will be investigated under a

separate effort and thus is not included in this SAP.
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Table 10-1 lists the COCs for groundwater at OU 3.

TABLE 10-1
SUMMARY OF GROUNDWATER CONTAMINANTS OF CONCERN FOR OU 3
Contaminants of Concern Impacted Site Regulat((:lrgy/L(;rlterlon

cis-1,2-Dichloroethene (cis-1,2-DCE) 106 and 780 70
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene (trans-1,2-DCE) 106 100
Total 1,2-Dichloroethene (1,2-DCE) 106 and 780 63
Isopropyl benzene 106 0.8

Tetrachloroethene (PCE) 106 and 780 3

Trichloroethene (TCE) 106 and 780 3
1,1,1-Trichloroethane (1,1,1-TCA) 780 200
1,1-Dichloroethane (1,1-DCA) 780 70

1,1-Dichloroethene (1,1-DCE) 780 7

1,2-Dichloroethane (1,2-DCA) 780 3
Chloroethane 780 12

Toluene 780 40

Vinyl Chloride (VC) 106 and 780 1

pg/L = micrograms per liter Source: ROD for OU 3 (HLA, 2000b)

Regulatory Criterion = Florida GCTLs

10.5.1 Geology and Hydrogeology

The stratigraphy at OU 3, which consists of silty to clayey sands interbedded with layers of clay and
sandy clay, greatly influences the movement of groundwater and associated contaminants (Figures 10-4
and 10-5). In the northern half of OU 3 (i.e., in the vicinity of Buildings 106 and 780), a clay layer
separates the shallow and intermediate zones of the surficial aquifer and may be thinned, discontinuous,
or absent in the east-northeast vicinity of Building 106 (USGS, 1998). The characteristics of the clay
layer were partly determined by the USGS from hydraulic head measurements and vary from west
(Building 106) to east (Building 780), as well as other areas of OU 3 south and outside of the study area
of this assessment. The thickness of the clay layer varies from less than 5 feet to 20 feet (USGS, 1998).
Near Building 106, the depth to the top of the clay layer ranges from 16 to 18 feet bgs, and from 24 to 26
feet bgs near Building 780 (ABB-ES, 1995). In addition to the clay layer, a thick layer of low-permeability
channel-fill deposits bisect the approximate center of OU 3 from northeast to southwest. These channel-
fill deposits partially impede the hydraulic connectivity of the northern portion of the intermediate zone
from the southern portion of the intermediate zone (USGS, 1998).

Aquifer tests (pumping tests) conducted in the northern (i.e., vicinity of Buildings 106 and 780) and
southern portions of OU 3 were used to determine a groundwater migration velocity of approximately
2 feet per year (ft/yr) above the clay layer as compared to about 12 to 35 ft/yr below the clay layer (ABB-
ES, 1998). In addition, a downward gradient exists in the center of OU 3 in the immediate vicinity of the

channel-fill deposits. This downward gradient appears to be the result of the interruption of groundwater
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flow direction from northwest to southeast in the intermediate aquifer (i.e., beneath the clay layer) caused
by the low-permeability channel-fill deposits (USGS, 1998).

Groundwater migration above the clay layer in the northern part of OU 3 is also affected by leaky storm
sewers with inverts located beneath the water table. With groundwater flow constrained by the low
permeability soils, the seawall at the St. Johns River, and the underlying clay layer, the groundwater

infiltration to the sewers is a significant migration pathway (Figure 10-4).

Below the clay layer in the northern portion of OU 3, groundwater flows east toward the St. Johns River
and then upward along the saltwater interface, which results from density differences in the freshwater
aquifer and saline groundwater beneath the river. During a barge-mounted DPT investigation conducted
as part of the Additional Assessment of Area C, St. Johns River Sampling (Tetra Tech, 2008), a dredged
basin was discovered in the river within 200 feet from shore. The dredged basin breached the clay layer
in this area and created a preferential flow path for freshwater groundwater to discharge upward through
the dredged basin, which had filled over time with organic-rich silty sediment, to the river bottom (Figure
10-4).

In the southern part of OU 3 (i.e., in the vicinity of Areas F and G) the clay layer does not exist
(Figure 10-5) and groundwater generally flows to the river along preferential pathways created by storm
sewers and the termination of the seawall in the vicinity of Outfall -6 (Figure 10-6). The groundwater in
the southern area then flows upward along the saltwater interface and discharges to the river bottom
closer to the shoreline than in the northern part of OU 3 because there is no clay layer or seawall to
impede the flow. Groundwater flow in the southern area is affected by infiltration into leaky storm sewers
similar to that in the northern area. Results of predictive groundwater modeling performed by USGS in
2009 indicate estimated infiltration rates for the eastern storm sewer in Area G. This infiltration is

apparently containing and redirecting the groundwater plume in this area (Figure 10-7).

10.5.2 Nature and Extent of Contamination

10.5.2.1 Soils

Because the vast majority of OU 3 is already covered with buildings and concrete or asphalt pavement
there is no direct exposure pathway for potential receptors and soil contamination impacts to groundwater
through leaching is effectively limited. In addition, interim measures included removal of contaminated
soils in many identified source areas. Because of the size and complexity of OU 3, the NAS Jacksonville
Partnering Team has agreed that soils within the boundary of OU 3 will not be a primary focus of the

investigation. Since OU 3 will remain industrial in use for the foreseeable future, soil investigations will be
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limited to delineation of contamination within the shallow surface soils along the boundaries of OU 3 for

the purpose of establishing LUCs.
10.5.2.2 Groundwater

Sources of groundwater contamination are described in Section 10.2. The primary COCs in groundwater
are chlorinated solvents. The Five Year Review, subsequent optimization study, and more recent MIP
and soil boring data confirmed the large scale of groundwater contamination, with the likelihood of the
presence of dense non-aqueous phase liquids (DNAPL), multiple source areas, and complexity of the site
with large dilute and comingled plumes. Consequently, the Partnering Team decided to consider OU 3 as
a whole and to reconsider the separate RODs at individual areas of groundwater contamination in favor of
a more comprehensive OU 3 ROD with primary focus on potential groundwater contamination discharge

to the St. Johns River, the receptor most likely to have a completed exposure pathway.

Buildings 106 (PSC 48) and 780 are the primary sources of groundwater contamination in OU 3 as
illustrated on Figures 10-2 and 10-4, which are based on monitoring well and DPT sampling data
available through April 2009. Figure 10-2 illustrates the widespread extent of TCE contamination in
groundwater across OU 3 and potential discharge to the St. Johns River east of Area C and south of Area
G. Area F and G source areas and related groundwater contamination (Total VOCs) in the southern part
of OU 3 are illustrated on Figure 10-5. Total VOC concentrations and depth of contamination is

significantly less in the Area F and Area G plume than in the Buildings 106 and 780 plume.

Area A is also a source of relatively high chlorinated VOCs (CVOCs) concentrations but plume migration
is contained by lower permeability soils in this area. The existing ROD for Area A specifies MNA as the

remedy.

Cone Penetrometer Testing (CPT) data indicates the clay layer in the northern part of OU 3 varies in
thickness from less than 1 foot to approximately 10 feet. MIP and DPT data indicate CVOCs migrated
through the thin clay layer at Building 106. PCE concentrations on the order of several thousand ug/L
were detected above and below the clay layer to depths of 50-70 feet bgs along the upgradient edge of
Building 106.

Total VOCs were measured as high as 44,300 ug/L in groundwater. MIP data indicates much of the
saturated zone contaminant mass has diffused into the clay layer and interbedded clay lenses in the
surficial zone. This has a significant effect on the duration of remediation for most remedial alternatives,
which are generally effective only in higher permeability zones where reagents can be effectively

distributed to contaminant zones. As the higher permeability zones are remediated, the slow rate of back
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diffusion from the clay and other low permeability zones provides a continuing long-term source to the

plume.

For Building 780, the high concentration CVOCs mostly remain above and within the clay layer. The
CVOC plume in the surficial zone above the clay layer is significantly constrained by infiltration to the

leaky storm sewers, low permeability sandy clay soils, and the seawall.

Interim source reduction measures were previously implemented and then discontinued at Buildings 106

and 780. A bio-barrier containment pilot test was performed at Area C.

Significant uncertainty remains regarding the source of contamination upgradient of Building 106.
Contamination in this area could be the result of Building 106 source contaminants migrating through clay
layer discontinuities and dispersing down and upgradient along preferential pathways. Alternatively, the
upgradient contamination could be due to an unidentified upgradient source. Additional data will be

collected in this area to bound the plume and identify the source.

Uncertainty also exists regarding nature and extent of groundwater contamination between the Area C

and Area D plumes and at depth below Building 106 where little data has been collected.

10.5.3 Migration Pathways

10.5.3.1 Groundwater to Surface Water

The potential for groundwater contamination to discharge to the St. Johns River is directly related to the

geology and hydrogeology described in Section 10.5.1.

Below the clay layer in the northern part of OU 3 (i.e., in the vicinity of Buildings 106 and 780),
groundwater contamination flows east toward the St. Johns River and then upward along the saltwater
interface, which results from density differences in the freshwater aquifer and saline groundwater beneath
the river. During a barge-mounted DPT investigation conducted as part of the Additional Assessment of
Area C, St. Johns River Sampling (Tetra Tech, 2008), a dredged basin was discovered in the river within
200 feet from shore. The dredged area breached the clay layer in this area creating a preferential flow
path for freshwater groundwater to discharge through the dredged basin, which has filled over time with
organic-rich silty sediment, to the river bottom (Figure 10-4). Pore water samples collected by DPT at
ten-foot depth intervals below and within the dredged basin confirms CVOCs are discharging to the
dredged basin. However, the migration pathway is not complete because the CVOCs are fully attenuated

approximately 15 to 20 feet below the top of the organic-rich silty sediment before actually discharging to
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surface water. Additional sampling is planned to confirm the groundwater discharge area and whether

contamination discharges to surface water.

In the southern part of OU 3 (i.e., in the vicinity of Areas F and G), the clay layer does not exist (Figure
10-5) and groundwater contamination generally flows toward the river along preferential pathways
created by storm sewers and the termination of the seawall in the vicinity of Outfall I-6 (Figure 10-6). The
groundwater in the southern area flows upward along the saltwater interface and discharges to the river
bottom closer to the shoreline than in the northern part of OU 3 because there is no clay layer or seawall
to impede the flow. Significant uncertainty exists as to whether the contamination migration pathway is
complete in this area because no pore water data has been collected in the river sediments offshore from
Area G. Additional DPT data is planned to be collected along the shoreline to better delineate the plume
migration pathway to the river. Pore water sampling in the river sediments is planned to delineate the

groundwater discharge area and determine if groundwater contamination is discharging to surface water.

10.5.3.2 Groundwater to Surface Water via Storm Sewer

Migration of groundwater contamination above the clay layer in the northern part of OU 3 is affected by
leaky storm sewers with inverts located beneath the water table. With groundwater flow constrained by
the low permeability soils, the seawall at the St. Johns River, and the underlying clay layer, the
groundwater infiltration to the sewers is a potentially significant contamination migration pathway (Figure
10-4). Significant uncertainty exists in this area regarding a completed pathway to surface water since no

sewer manholes or outfalls have yet been sampled.

Migration of groundwater contamination in the southern area is affected by infiltration into leaky storm
sewers similar to that in the northern area. Results of predictive groundwater modeling performed by
USGS in 2009 indicates estimated groundwater infiltration rates for the eastern storm sewer in Area G.
The infiltration to sewers is apparently containing and helping redirect the groundwater plume in this area
(Figure 10-7). Results of sampling performed in 2008 (CH2M Hill, 2008) indicate slight exceedances of
Marine Surface Water Cleanup Target Levels (SWCTLs) for vinyl chloride and 1,1-dichloroethene,
particularly at low tide, in a grated drain approximately 350 feet from the shoreline. However, Outfall |-6
(Figure 10-6) has not yet been sampled because of difficulty locating it. Facility construction drawings
indicate the outfall is submerged in the river approximately 100 feet from shore. Dye testing indicated the
integrity of the offshore sewer line is questionable as dye was observed in surface water approximately
25 feet from shore. The facility drawings also show two sewer access locations that are closer to the river
but not yet sampled — a manhole within 150 feet of the shoreline and a grated drain within 50 feet. To

determine if there is a completed contamination migration pathway to surface water in this area,
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additional sampling is planned over the full tidal cycle for the manhole and/or grated drain closest to the

shoreline, the sewer outfall, and any identified offshore breaches in the sewer.

Similarly, to confirm whether complete pathways exist at other outfalls in OU 3, sampling of the manhole
or drain closest to the shoreline and/or the sewer outfall is planned for all storm sewers located within

areas of shallow groundwater contamination and having invert elevations below the water table.

10.5.3.3 Vapor Intrusion

The vapor intrusion pathway to on-site building occupants will be evaluated in a subsequent investigation

and will be included in a new or updated UFP-SAP.

10.5.4 Potential Receptors

Potential receptors are site workers, the potential future resident, and aquatic receptors in the St. Johns
River. Utility workers have the greatest chance of direct exposure to contaminated soil or groundwater.
However, because the site is primarily covered by asphalt and concrete, the likelihood of direct exposure
for most receptors is significantly reduced and expected to be managed with LUCs. The groundwater at

OU 3 is not used as a drinking water source and is not expected to be in the future.

Aquatic receptors in the St. Johns River may have the greatest potential of a completed exposure
pathway based on groundwater discharging to surface water directly from the aquifer or via storm sewer
outfalls. The Florida Marine SWCTLs are conservatively based on both human health and ecological

receptors and will be used as default criteria to evaluate potential unacceptable risk to aquatic receptors.

Because of limited pore water data in river sediments, uncertainty exists as to whether aquatic receptors
in the St. Johns River may be exposed to unacceptable levels of groundwater contamination from the
groundwater to surface water pathway and the groundwater to surface water via storm sewer pathway.
As stated in Sections 10.5.3.1 and 10.5.3.2, additional pore water and surface water sampling will be
performed to address this uncertainty. In addition, the establishment of alternate concentration limits
(ACLs) will be evaluated in accordance with USEPA'’s policy on “Use of Alternate Concentration Limits
(ACLs) in Superfund Cleanups,” (OSWER 9200.4-39, July 2005). This policy allows for establishment of
ACLs if “On the basis of measurements or projections, there is or will be no statistically significant
increase of such constituents from such groundwater in such surface water at the point of entry or at any
point where there is reason to believe accumulation of constituents may occur downstream”. In addition
to pore water and surface water VOC measurements, contaminant flux measurements will be made in
areas where groundwater contamination is determined to be discharging from sediment pore water or

sewer outfalls. The flux results will be evaluated in conjunction with the NAS Jacksonville groundwater
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flow and transport model developed by USGS and related surface water flow models for the St. Johns

River.

10.5.5 Current and Potential Future Site Uses

OU 3 is currently used for industrial purposes and mostly covered with buildings and concrete or asphalt
pavement. NAS Jacksonville is not proposed for Base Realignment and Closure. Therefore, it is
reasonable to assume that NAS Jacksonville and OU 3 will continue to be used for industrial or non-
residential purposes for the foreseeable future and that the existing concrete and asphalt pavement will
be maintained with land use controls to restrict any direct exposure pathway. Similarly, the groundwater

at OU 3 is not used as a drinking water source and is not expected to be in the future.
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SAP Worksheet #11 -- Project Quality Objectives/Systematic Planning Process Statements
(UFP-QAPP Manual Section 2.6.1)

The following text describes the development of the Project Quality Objectives (PQOs) using USEPA’s
DQO (System Planning) Process.

111 PROBLEM DEFINITION

Additional data is required to refine the CSM and prepare an RI/FS Addendum for OU 3. Additional data
must be collected to determine if soil contamination is present at the boundary of OU 3, to determine the
nature and extent of source area groundwater contamination upgradient of Building 106, and if
contaminated groundwater is potentially discharging to the St. Johns River directly from the surficial
aquifer or storm sewers. This data will be used to develop remedial alternatives for the FS, which will
likely include an evaluation of LUCs, with a monitoring program for MNA, as well as active remedies, such

that the NAS Jacksonville Partnering Team can select a final remedy for OU 3.

11.2 INFORMATION INPUTS

This sampling effort will utilize a Triad Approach to collect, evaluate, and prioritize data collection to
evaluate the extent of contaminants in the subsurface. A MIP will be used to build on previously collected
MIP data coverage and to provide information for real time decision making for the collection of
groundwater samples by DPT for analysis of VOCs in a National Environmental Laboratory Accreditation
Program (NELAP) approved mobile laboratory. In addition, surface soil sampling will be conducted to
establish the boundaries of OU 3. Storm water data will also be collected from storm sewers near the
outfalls at OU 3. Storm water and surface water data will be collected to evaluate tidal cycle effects on
any groundwater target analytes that may be discharging from the southern storm sewer associated with
Area G. Finally, sediment pore water and surface water samples will be collected from offshore areas

where contaminated groundwater is thought to possibly be discharging into the St. Johns River.

The following physical and chemical data will be collected during this investigation:

1. Membrane Interface Probe: MIP is a screening tool with semi-quantitative capabilities acting as an
interface between contaminants in the subsurface and gas phase detectors at the surface. MIP
acquisition software logs detector signal with depth. The detectors to be utilized include an electron
capture detector (ECD) and a flame ionization detector (FID). The ECD is designed for sensitivity to
CVOCs and the FID is designed for sensitivity to straight chain hydrocarbons. The ECD and FID will
be used for VOCs analysis.
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2. Chemical Data: Groundwater, water in storm sewers, sediment pore water, surface water, and

surface soil samples will be analyzed for the select list of target analytes that are presented in
Worksheet #15. The sampling methods that will be utilized are presented in Worksheet #18, and the

analytical methods are presented in Worksheet #19.

Field Parameters: Field investigation parameters for groundwater will include dissolved oxygen (DO),
oxidation-reduction potential (ORP), pH, conductivity, temperature, and turbidity. These data will be
collected in the field. The relevant Standard Operating Procedures (SOPs) are presented in
Worksheet #21.

Groundwater Level Measurements: Synoptic groundwater levels will be measured in each monitoring
well to determine the groundwater flow direction. The sampling methods are presented in
Worksheet #18.

MNA Parameters: Groundwater will be analyzed for select MNA parameters, including iron and
manganese (total and dissolved), dissolved gases (methane, ethane, ethene, and hydrogen), total
organic carbon (TOC), anions (chloride, nitrate, nitrite, and sulfate), dissolved sulfide, alkalinity, and
the presence of microbial populations that are known to assist in natural degradation processes. The
sampling methods are presented in Worksheet #18, and the analytical methods are presented in
Worksheet #19.

Project Action Limits (PALs): Concentrations of target analytes will be compared against PALs. The

PALs for this Rl Addendum are derived from the following criteria for each media of concern:

Surface Soil

e Soil Cleanup Target Levels (SCTLs) for Florida Chapter 62-777, Florida Administrative Code
(F.A.C.), Table Il (Soils) - Residential only, not leachability.

e Derived Alternative Cleanup Target Levels (CTLs), Chapter 62-780 (5), F.A.C.
e Apportioned SCTLs Chapter 62-780 (2)(b)1.2.(V), F.A.C.
e 95% Upper Confidence Limit (UCL) Approach, Chapter 62-780.680(2)(b)1.e.(Il), F.A.C.

e The laboratory practical quantitation limit (PQL) should be used if it is less stringent than the CTL
according to Chapter 62-780.680(2)(b)2.a.(lll), F.A.C. The PQL is the lowest concentration that

a laboratory can accurately report on a chemical.

Page 55 CTO 0154



Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville Revision Number: 1
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida Revision Date: May 2010

e NAS Jacksonville Basewide Background Concentrations (for metals).

e USEPA Regions 3, 6, and 9 (December, 2009 or more recent) Regional Screening Levels

(RSLs) for Chemical Contaminants at Superfund Sites - Residential/Industrial Soil Values.

Groundwater

FDEP GCTLs, Chapter 62-777, F.A.C. Table | (Groundwater).
e Florida Drinking Water Standards, Chapter 62-550.310, F.A.C.

e The laboratory PQL should be used if it is less stringent than the CTL, according to Chapter
62-780.680(1)(c), F.A.C. The PQL is the lowest concentration that a laboratory can

accurately report on a chemical.
e USEPA Maximum Concentration Levels (MCLs).
o NAS Jacksonville Basewide Background Concentrations (for metals).

e USEPA Regions 3, 6, and 9 (December, 2009 or more recent date) RSLs for Chemical

Contaminants at Superfund Sites - Groundwater values.

o Chapter 62-780 F.A.C., Definition for low yield, poor quality aquifers.

Surface/Pore/Storm Water

o FDEP Marine Surface Water Quality Classifications, Chapter 62-302.53 F.A.C.

o Region IV = USEPA Region IV Ecological Risk Assessment Bulletin - Supplement to RAGS.
August 11, 1999. Saltwater Screening Values for Hazardous Waste Sites. Website updated 30
November 2001.

e Chapter 62-777 F.A.C., Marine SWCTL based on protection of aquatic life.

o Chapter 62-302.800 F.A.C., Site Specific Alternative Criteria (Note*) For groundwater

discharging to surface water that would allow calculation of an ACL.
e OSWER 9200.4-39, Use of ACLs in Superfund Cleanups.
o NAS Jacksonville National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Permit.

e USEPA Regions 3, 6, and 9 (December, 2009 or more recent date) RSLs for Chemical

Contaminants at Superfund Sites - Groundwater values.

Page 56 CTO 0154



Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville Revision Number: 1
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida Revision Date: May 2010
11.3 STUDY AREA BOUNDARIES

The media of interest for this SAP include surface soil, groundwater, sediment pore water, surface water,
and storm sewer water. The study area boundaries are defined by the operational boundaries of OU 3
and the adjacent areas of the St. Johns River which could be impacted by the migration of contaminated
groundwater directly to the river or into storm drains at OU 3 which have outfalls in the St. Johns River.
The temporal boundaries that apply to each media are the time frames necessary to meet the Remedial
Action Obijectives that will be specified in the ROD for this site to be developed at a later date. The scale
of the decision making is in general regards to site workers, potential future residents, and ecological
receptors in the St. Johns River.

Data will be collected from the following populations of interest, and will be used for decision making
during this investigation. The surface soil population of interest includes contaminated surface soil at the
0 to 2 feet bgs interval within the OU3 boundary. The groundwater population of interest includes
contaminated groundwater within the surficial aquifer (less than 100 feet bgs) upgradient of Building 106
and that has migrated along flow paths and within the storm sewers and is potentially discharging to the
St. Johns River. The sediment pore water population of interest includes pore water that is potentially
impacted by contaminated groundwater that has migrated to the river. The surface water population of
interest includes surface water within areas where contaminated groundwater discharges directly or
through storm sewers to surface water (i.e., offshore at Areas C and G). The Trident Probe will be used
to collect both sediment pore water and surface water data in these areas. The storm sewer water
population of interest includes water within the eastern storm sewer in Area G and at all other storm

sewer outfalls within OU 3 potentially discharging contaminants to the St. Johns River (Figure 10-6).

114 ANALYTIC APPROACH

Separate decision rules have been created for each of the environmental media and migration pathways
being investigated. The decision rules presented below may recommend MNA or related monitoring
program. If MNA or a monitoring program is recommended, it will be evaluated in the FS and presented
in another UFP-SAP.

11.4.1 Surface Soil Decision Rule

Individual surface soil concentrations will be compared to surface soil PALs. The surface soil decision
flow chart is presented on Figure 11-1.

e If any surface soil target analyte concentration exceeds the PAL for that target analyte, additional

data will be collected via step out samples 60 days after receipt of first phase analytical results.
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Step out samples will be collected until the individual surface soil target analyte concentration
from the step out sample no longer exceeds the PAL.

o If any surface soil target analyte concentration is less than the PAL for that analyte (or group of
analytes), then the soil contamination has been delineated for that analyte (or group of analytes)

and the application of LUCs will be presented and evaluated in the FS.

11.4.2 Impacts from Groundwater to Surface Water Decision Rule

Groundwater contaminants have been measured at concentrations exceeding surface water PALs in
monitoring wells upgradient of direct groundwater recharge areas in the St. Johns River. Additional
groundwater data must be collected from the area of plume discharge in order to determine if impacts
from contaminated groundwater to surface water are occurring. Individual groundwater target analyte
concentrations will be compared to the surface water PALs in order to select surface water contaminants
of potential concern (COPCs) that will be used during the risk assessment and for decision making.
Surface water and sediment pore water will be collected with the Trident Probe. The seepage rate of
pore water discharging to surface water and pore water COC data will be collected at the sediment
surface with the UltraSeep, if necessary, as described below. The decision flow chart is presented on
Figure 11-2.

e |If all groundwater target analyte concentrations at the closest onshore monitoring location
upgradient of seep/discharge locations are less than the surface water PALs, then the NAS
Jacksonville Partnering Team will develop an appropriate monitoring program to be included in

the remedial alternatives that will be presented in the FS.

o If any groundwater target analyte concentration at the closest onshore monitoring location
upgradient of the seep/discharge locations is greater than the surface water PAL, then pore water
data (2 feet below the top of sediments) and surface water data (1 foot above the top of
sediments) will be collected with the Trident Probe at the seep/discharge locations and compared
to surface water PALs.

— If the pore water target analyte concentrations do not exceed the PALs, then the NAS
Jacksonville Partnering Team will establish ACLs and evaluate the most appropriate
monitoring locations to be included in the remedial alternatives that will be presented in
the FS.

— If any pore water concentrations exceed the PALs, then pore water and seepage rate

data will be collected at the sediment surface over a full tidal cycle using the UltraSeep.

o If the pore water data at the sediment surface do not exceed the PALs, then the

NAS Jacksonville Partnering Team will establish ACLs and evaluate the most
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11.4.3

Revision Date: May 2010

appropriate monitoring locations to be included in the remedial alternatives that

will be presented in the FS.

If the pore water data at the sediment surface exceed the PALs, then the NAS

Jacksonville Partnering Team will calculate the mass flux of the groundwater

COC discharge to surface water; perform a mixing analysis based on the COC

mass flux, river flow, and groundwater COC concentrations measured in surface

water; and predict the potential increase in target analyte concentrations in

surface water within the area of groundwater discharge.

If the predicted increase in target analyte concentrations in surface water
within the area of groundwater discharge is considered by the NAS
Jacksonville Partnering Team to be negligible, then the NAS Jacksonville
Partnering Team will establish ACLs and evaluate the most appropriate
monitoring locations to be included in the remedial alternatives that will

be presented in the FS.

If the predicted increase in target analyte concentrations in surface water
within the area of groundwater discharge is not considered by the NAS
Jacksonville Partnering Team to be negligible, then the NAS Jacksonville
Partnering Team will conduct a risk assessment and evaluate monitoring

and other groundwater remedial alternatives in the FS.

Impacts from Groundwater to Eastern Sewer in Area G Decision Rule

Storm sewer water has become contaminated as a result of contaminated groundwater infiltrating into the

fractured storm sewer system. Storm water contaminants have been measured in upstream manholes of

the eastern sewer in Area G at concentrations that exceed surface water PALs, particularly at low tide.

Additional data must be collected from the storm sewer to determine if any impacts are occurring to

surface water from contaminants in the storm water at the point of entry to surface water. Target analyte

concentrations and sewer flow data will be collected from the closest sewer access point to the shoreline

over a full tidal cycle and at the outfall using the Trident Probe as necessary at the submerged outfall.

The decision flow chart is presented on Figure 11-3.

If storm water target analyte concentrations of samples collected over the tidal cycle do not
exceed the surface water PALs, then the NAS Jacksonville Partnering Team will develop an

appropriate monitoring program to be included in the remedial alternatives that will be presented

If any storm water target analyte concentrations of samples collected over the tidal cycle exceeds

the surface water PALs, then the NAS Jacksonville Partnering Team will calculate the mass flux

Page 59 CTO 0154



Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville Revision Number: 1
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida Revision Date: May 2010

of the contaminant discharge to surface water; perform a mixing analysis based on the
contaminant mass flux, river flow, and target analyte concentrations measured in surface water;
and predict the potential increase in target analyte concentrations in surface water at the outfall

area.

— If the predicted increase in concentrations in surface water at the outfall area is
considered by the NAS Jacksonville Partnering Team to be negligible, then the NAS
Jacksonville Partnering Team will establish ACLs and evaluate the most appropriate
monitoring locations to be included in the remedial alternatives that will be presented in
the FS.

— If the predicted increase in target analyte concentrations in surface water at the outfall
area is not considered by the NAS Jacksonville Partnering Team to be negligible, then
the NAS Jacksonville Partnering Team will conduct a risk assessment and evaluate

monitoring and other groundwater remedial alternatives in the FS.

11.4.4 Impacts from Groundwater to Sewer Decision Rule (Other Storm Sewers to be

Surveved)

Similar to the eastern storm sewer in Area G, other storm sewers in OU 3 have the potential to intercept
contaminated groundwater and discharge it to the St. Johns River. This may be the case for sewers that
are leaking, pass through areas of shallow contaminated groundwater, and have invert elevations lower

than the water table.

A survey will be completed to locate and sample any other storm sewers that discharge to the St. Johns
River during dry periods (i.e., not during storm events). Storm sewers that discharge during dry periods
are indicative of sewer systems that are leaking and receiving infiltration of groundwater. These sewers
have the potential to discharge contaminants to the river if the infiltrated groundwater is contaminated.
Sampling will occur only during low tide and will be conducted at the outfall or at the closest manhole or
grated drain if the outfall is submerged or otherwise inaccessible. Samples will be analyzed in the on-site
mobile laboratory for VOCs and compared to the surface water PALs. The decision flow chart is

presented on Figure 11-4.

o If any storm sewer water target analyte concentrations exceed the surface water PAL, then
additional storm sewer evaluation and sampling will be performed at a later date under a UFP-
SAP Addendum that will be generated.

o |If all storm sewer water target analyte concentrations are less than surface water PALs, then the
Project Team will develop an appropriate monitoring program to be included in the remedial
alternatives that will be presented in the FS.

11.45 Monitored Natural Attenuation Decision Rule
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MNA parameters presented in Worksheet #17 will also be collected from sediment pore water,
groundwater, and surface water to determine if conditions within these media are supporting, or will
support, natural attenuation of contamination that is present in groundwater or that may migrate and
reach the groundwater/surface water interface. This data will be used to determine if MNA is appropriate

at particular locations within OU 3. The decision flow chart is presented on Figure 11-5.

o |If the data indicate that natural attenuation is occurring or has the potential to occur, MNA will be

presented as a component of the final remedy for OU 3.

o |If the data indicate that natural attenuation will not be supported by current conditions, then MNA

will not be presented as a component of the final remedy for OU 3.

Figure 11-1 Surface Soil Decision Rule

If Results < Screening
Criteria - define LUC
boundary and present in

Compare Individual Soil Results to
Residential SCTLs and facility Background >
Values for appropriate constituents.

If Results > Screening
Criteria - Step out and
collect more data until
delineation is complete
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Figure 11-2 Groundwater to Surface Water Decision Rule

Compare groundwater
concentrations to surface water

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

If groundwater
concentrations are <

PALs

If groundwater
concentrations are >
PALs, then collect
surface water and
pore-water data

Compare surface water and
pore water concentrations to
surface water PALs

If pore water
concentrations are >

Y

PALs, then develop
appropriate
monitoring program
for FS

If pore water
concentrations are <
PALs, then establish
ACLs and appropriate
monitoring program
for FS

If pore water
concentrations are >

PALs, plus increase in
surface water COPCs

Then conduct a risk assessment and evaluate
remedial alternatives in FS

Y

PALs, but no increase
in surface water
COPCs

Then evaluate appropriate
monitoring program in FS
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Figure 11-3 Groundwater Impacts to Eastern Sewer in Area G Decision Rule

Compare averaged storm sewer water
contaminant concentrations to surface water
PALs

If storm water
concentrations are >
PALs, then collect
surface water data

Compare surface water
concentrations to surface
water PALs

If storm water
concentrations are <
PALs, then develop
appropriate
monitoring program
for FS

If surface water
concentrations are <
PALs, then establish

If surface water
concentrations are >

Y

ACLs and appropriate
monitoring program for
FS

If surface water
concentrations are >
PALs, but no

PALs, plus increase
in surface water
COPCs

Then conduct a risk assessment
and evaluate appropriate monitoring
program in FS

increase in surface
water COPCs

Then evaluate appropriate monitoring
program in FS
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Figure 11-4 Groundwater to Sewer Decision Rule (Other Storm Sewers to be Surveyed)

If storm water
concentrations are
< PALs, then
develop appropriate
monitoring program
for FS

Compare storm sewer water
contaminant concentrations to surface
water PALs

If storm water
concentrations are >
PALs, then develop SAP
Addendum to further
investigate in the future.

Figure 11-5 Monitored Natural Attenuation Decision Rule

If data indicate
natural attenuation
is occurring, then
include MNA in
remedial
alternatives for the
FS

Collect MNA parameter data from
groundwater, sediment pore water, and
surface water in select locations

If data indicate
natural attenuation
is not occurring,
then MNA will not
be included in
remedial
alternatives for the
FS
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11.5 MEASUREMENT AND PERFORMANCE CRITERIA

Because the biased sampling locations were strategically selected, probability limits for false positive and
false negative decision errors were not established. Simple comparisons of measured concentrations to
action levels are being used for the first stages of decision making. The Project Team will use the
measured results to determine whether the amount and type of data collected are sufficient to support the
attainment of the project objectives. This will involve an evaluation of contaminant concentrations and an
evaluation of uncertainty for contaminants that have action levels which are less than the method
detection limits (MDLs) to ensure that contaminants are likely to have been detected if present. If all data
have been collected as planned and no data points are missing or rejected for quality reasons, the
sampling event completeness will be considered satisfactory. If any data gaps are identified, including
missing or rejected data, the Project Team will assess whether a claim of having obtained project
objectives is reasonable. This assessment will depend on the number and type of identified data gaps;
therefore, a more detailed strategy cannot be presented. All stakeholders will be involved in rendering

the final conclusion regarding adequacy of the data.

11.6 PLAN FOR OBTAINING DATA

The groundwater sampling design, rationale, and locations are summarized in Worksheets #17 and #18.

These worksheets identify the locations that are to be sampled and the analyses to be conducted.
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SAP Worksheet #12 -- Measurement Performance Criteria Table — Field QC Samples
(UFP-QAPP Manual Section 2.6.2)

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

QC Sample Assesses

. Data Quality Measurement Error for Sampling (S)
QC Sample Analytical Group Frequency . Performance Criteria ; '
Indicators (DQIs) (MPCs) Analytical (A) or
Both (S & A)
Equipment All Fractions One per 20 field Accuracy/ Bias/ No analytes = 72 LOQ, except S&A
Rinsate Blanks samples per matrix per | Contamination common laboratory
sampling equipment’. contaminants, which must be
< LOQ.
Trip Blanks VOCs One per cooler Accuracy/ Bias/ No analytes = %2 LOQ, except S&A
containing VOC Contamination common laboratory
samples. contaminants, which must be
< LOQ.
Field Duplicates | All Fractions One per 10 field Precision Values > 5X LOQ: Relative S&A
samples collected. Percent Difference (RPD)
<30%>°.
Cooler All Fractions One per cooler. Representativeness | Temperature between 2 and 6 S
Temperature degrees Celsius (4 £ 2 °C).
Indicator
Notes:

1 — Equipment rinsate blanks will be collected if non-dedicated submersible pumps or other equipment are used.

2 — If duplicate values for non-metals are < 5x LOQ, the absolute difference should be < 2x LOQ.

3 — If duplicate values for metals are < 5x LOQ, the absolute difference should be < 4x LOQ.

4 — Miscellaneous parameters are being collected for monitoring natural attenuation and do not require any field QC samples except
for a cooler blank.
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SAP Worksheet #13 -- Secondary Data Criteria and Limitations Table
(UFP-QAPP Manual Section 2.7)

Title:

RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Data Generator(s)
(originating organization, data
types, data generation / collection

Data Source
Secondary Data (originating organization, report
title and date)

How Data
Will Be Used

Limitations on
Data Use

dates)
. . . Decision Making: ;
None Remedial Harding Lawson Associates, L The analytical data
Investigation/Feasibility Stud roundwater, surface water Historical data has been are not recent and
9 y Y ) ’ : incorporated into the 3D

for Operable Unit 3, April 2000 sediment, storm sewer/1993-1998

computerized model that
has been relied on for
decision making in
determining sample
locations for this SAP.
Since this SAP is for an
RIFS Addendum, it also
relies on historical data
in the prior RIFS. Data
from the prior RIFS may
be utilized in the
decision making process

will be
supplemented with
current information.
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SAP Worksheet #14 -- Summary of Project Tasks
(UFP-QAPP Manual Section 2.8.1)

14.1

FIELD INVESTIGATION TASK PLAN

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

The field tasks are summarized below. A short description of these tasks is also provided.

Mobilization/Demobilization

Utility Clearance/Dig Permits
Monitoring Equipment Calibration
Membrane Interface Probe Sampling
Surface Soil Sampling

DPT Groundwater Sampling

Pore Water/Surface Water Sampling
Storm Sewer Sampling

Well Installations

Groundwater Sampling

Water Level Measurements
Investigation-Derived Waste (IDW) Management/Weekly Inspections
Field Decontamination Procedures

Field Documentation Procedures

Additional project activities include the following tasks:

Analytical Tasks
Data Management
Data Review

Project Reports

Mobilization/Demobilization

Mobilization shall consist of the delivery of all equipment, materials, and supplies to the site, the complete

assembly in satisfactory working order of all such equipment at the site, and the satisfactory storage at

the site of all such materials and supplies. Tetra Tech will coordinate with the Facility to identify locations

for the storage of equipment and supplies. Site-specific Health and Safety Training for all Tetra Tech

subcontractors will be provided as part of the site mobilization.

Page 68

CTO 0154



Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville Revision Number: 1
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida Revision Date: May 2010

Demobilization shall consist of the prompt and timely removal of all equipment, materials, and supplies
from the site following completion of the work. Demobilization includes the cleanup and removal of IDW

generated during the conduct of the investigation.

Utility Clearance/Dig Permit

Prior to the commencement of any intrusive activities, Tetra Tech will coordinate utility clearance with the
Facility and Sunshine State One Call. The Facility and Utility Companies subscribed to Sunshine State
One Call will identify and mark-out utilities that may be present within the proposed well installation areas.
Subsurface utilities will also be cleared by the well installation subcontractor by notifying the Sunshine
State One Call utility clearing service. See Tetra Tech SOP HS-1.0 (Appendix A) on conducting well
installations for further information. The FOL will also obtain a dig permit from the Public Works

Department at NAS Jacksonville.

Monitoring Equipment Calibration

These procedures are described in Worksheet #22.

Membrane Interface Probe Sampling

A MIP probe will be used to collect field measurements of VOCs in the subsurface. The readings of
VOCs will be accomplished by advancing a MIP detector into the subsurface via DPT methods
continuously to target depths. A heating block and the tip of the probe will volatilize VOCs in the
subsurface, which will defuse across a semi-permeable membrane to be withdrawn via a carrier gas to
the surface where continuous measurements will be made via an ECD and a FID. Readings will be
logged and a computer log generated for each sample location providing VOC distribution with depth in

the subsurface.

Surface Soil Sampling

Surface soil samples will be collected along the boundary of OU 3 (Figure 17-1) via hand auger in
accordance with field SOPs provided in Appendix A. Soil samples obtained will be provided to the off-site
laboratory Empirical Laboratory for VOCs, SVOCs, TRPH, and metals analysis. A second field event will
be conducted for step out locations if warranted based on analytical results. The second phase field event

will be conducted 60-days after receipt of analytical data. SOPs are detailed in Worksheets #18 and #21.

DPT Groundwater Sampling

DPT methods will be used to collect in situ groundwater samples at select locations within OU 3. The
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actual locations and depths will be determined after a review of MIP data. Samples will be analyzed in
the mobile laboratory (KB Labs) for target CVOCs.  This data will be used to verify data obtained from
the MIP and to collect data in areas where MIP profiling is not possible due to subsurface refusal of the
MIP probe.

DPT methods involve the advancement of a DPT sampling screen to a target depth. The screen is then
revealed to the formation and groundwater is withdrawn via polyethylene tubing to the surface via a
peristaltic pump. Samples will be collected via the straw method, placed into vials, and provided to the

mobile laboratory (KB Labs) for analysis of target CVOCs.

Pore Water/Surface Water Sampling

Pore water and surface water samples will be collected from areas in the St. Johns River suspected to
receive discharge from contaminated groundwater using the Trident Probe system. The Trident Probe is
a direct-push, integrated temperature sensor, conductivity sensor, and pore water sampler developed to
screen sites for areas where groundwater may be discharging to a surface water body (Chadwick et al.,
2003). Differences in observed conductivity and temperature indicate areas where groundwater
discharge is occurring. After the area of groundwater discharge has been determined using the
temperature and conductivity sensor probe, the integral pore water sampler probe can rapidly confirm the
presence of freshwater or other chemical constituents. The Trident Probe sampler allows for
advancement of a pore water sampling probe to a desired depth interval. The pore water sampler is
typically used to collect pore water samples 2 feet below the sediment surface and surface water samples

1 foot above the sediment surface in locations where groundwater discharge is occurring.

Water enters the probe and then is pumped via polyethylene tubing to a peristaltic pump at the surface
where samples are collected. Surface water samples are collected via the same procedures 1 foot above
the sediment. The samples are collected within the probe via polyethylene tubing utilizing a peristaltic
pump. The straw procedure will be utilized to collect samples to be placed into laboratory provided
containers for analyses. Pore water analyses will be conducted by mobile laboratory (KB Labs) so that
sample locations may be adjusted according to analytical results. Five percent of pore water samples will
be replicated and analyzed by both the mobile laboratory (KB Labs) and the fixed-base laboratory
(Empirical Laboratory). Samples for fixed-base laboratory analysis will be placed in a laboratory supplied
sample cooler, chilled with ice, and shipped under chain-of-custody protocol to Empirical for analysis.

Split samples will be evaluated to calculate a correlation between results.
In four to six representative locations (in the river offshore of both Area C and Area G) where target

analytes in the pore water exceed one or more PALs (as determined from Trident Probe samples), the

target analyte mass flux will be determined using the UltraSeep system to measure the seepage rate of
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discharging groundwater and to collect a pore water sample at the surface of the sediment for VOC
analysis (KB Labs) and microbial analyses (dehalococcoides and reductase genes by Microbial Insights).
The UltraSeep system is an integrated seepage meter and water sampling system for quantifying
discharge rates and chemical loading from groundwater flow to coastal waters. Traditional seepage
technology was modified and improved to include automated multiple sample collection and continuous
flow detection with ultrasonic flow meters. The resultant instrument, the UltraSeep, makes direct
measurements of advective flux and contaminant concentration at a particular location (Chadwick et al.,
2003). The data produced are time series, over tidal cycles of groundwater flow contaminant
concentration, and associated sensor data. These data allow an accurate determination of the presence
or absence of groundwater flow and associated contaminant flux from a terrestrial site into a bay or

estuary.

Storm Sewer Sampling

Water samples will be collected from select storm sewer outfalls and via storm sewer manholes. Water
samples will be collected via either Teflon sample buckets on an extension pole or via polyethylene tubing
placed in the desired sampling location and then sampled via a peristaltic pump utilizing the straw method
for placement of water samples into vials in accordance with field SOPs provided in Appendix A. For
submerged outfalls, the Trident Probe will be used to collect pore water samples in the outfall area using
the procedures previously described. Water samples obtained will be provided to the mobile laboratory
(KB Labs) for VOC analysis. SOPs are detailed in Worksheets #18 and #21.

Well Installations

Based on the results of MIP and DPT sampling, a second phase of field work will be conducted to install
monitoring wells. The locations, number, and design of the wells will be determined after review of the
MIP and DPT data. In general, the wells will be designed to confirm DPT/MIP results and to provide a
sufficient monitoring well network for the evaluation of MNA. Drilling methods and procedures to install
the wells will be standard industry practices in accordance with Navy requirements for monitoring well
design and installation (NAVFAC SE, 1997). SOPs are detailed in Worksheets #18 and #21.

Groundwater Sampling

Groundwater samples from monitoring wells will be collected using low-flow purging techniques
(discharge rate of less than 1 liter per minute) with a peristaltic pump using Teflon™ tubing dedicated to
each well. All monitoring well groundwater samples will be collected using the procedures specified in
FS 2200, Groundwater Sampling (FDEP, 2008). Worksheets #17 and #18 specify the groundwater
sample locations and target analytes for this investigation. Worksheet #23 specifies the analytical

methods to be used.
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Prior to groundwater sample collection, the monitoring wells will be purged. Both purging and sampling
operations will be conducted at a flow rate that results in a groundwater turbidity measurement of
20 Nephelometric Turbidity Units (NTUs) or less (inherent turbidity will be minimized to the greatest extent
possible using low flow techniques; individual well conditions and local geology may preclude meeting the
20 NTU criteria).

The sample aliquots for semivolatile organic compounds (SVOCs), including measurements for low level
polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs), and metals (and MNA Parameters, if they are included in the
sampling event) analyses will be collected directly from the discharge side of the peristaltic pump
following the quiescent sampling procedure. The sample aliquot for VOCs analysis will be collected last
by slowly pulling the Teflon™ tubing out of the well to minimize agitation of the water in the monitoring
well and then transferring the contents of the tubing to a VOC vial. After collection, the samples will be
placed in a cooler, chilled with ice, and shipped under chain-of-custody protocol to Empirical for analysis.
SOPs are detailed in Worksheets #18 and #21. To further support analysis for MNA, samples will be
collected for microbial analysis from monitoring wells in representative upgradient and downgradient
locations. Samples will be analyzed for dehalococcoides and reductase genes by Microbial Insights;

locations of wells shall be determined based on mobile laboratory (KB Labs) analytical results.

Water Level Measurements

One synoptic round of electronic water-level measurements will be conducted at the site as part of each
groundwater sampling event to provide information regarding groundwater flow patterns and hydraulic
gradients. Water-level measurements will be completed within the shortest time possible on the same
day, and no sooner than 24 hours after a significant precipitation event to minimize the precipitation
effects on the data sets. Water level measurements will be recorded to the nearest 0.01 foot and
referenced to a top of casing notch or north side of the well casing. The measurement instrument will be
decontaminated prior to conducting the measurement event and between each monitoring well. SOPs
are detailed in Worksheets #18 and #21.

Investigation-Derived Waste Management

Types of IDW generated during this investigation that could be potentially contaminated include excess
soil and sediment material collected but not placed in the laboratory supplied sample jars, sampling
equipment decontamination wastewaters, and personnel protective equipment (PPE) and clothing.
Based on the historical site activities and types of contaminants present, none of these IDW materials is
expected to present a significant risk to human health or the environment if properly managed. Excess

soil and sediment will initially be placed in 55-gallon labeled, sealable steel drums provided by NAS
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Jacksonville Public Works Department. The drums will be inspected weekly until picked up and
transported by the Public Works Department to a secured area designated by the Navy. Proper disposal
of these wastes will be performed by the Navy (or its designee) after the analytical results of the soil
samples are received from the laboratory and reviewed. PPE and clothing will be wiped clean and

disposed of in trash containers.

Field Decontamination Procedure

Decontamination of major equipment and sampling equipment will be in general accordance with
FC 1000, Cleaning / Decontamination Procedures (FDEP, 2008).

Field Documentation Procedures

Pre-preserved, certified-clean bottle ware will be supplied by the laboratories. Matrix-specific sample log
sheets will be maintained for each sample collected. In addition, sample collection information will be
recorded in bound field notebooks or specific field forms. Samples will be packaged and shipped
according to FS 1000, General Sampling Procedures (FDEP, 2008).

Field documentation will be performed in accordance with Tetra Tech SOP SA-6.3 (Appendix A). A
summary of all field activities will be properly recorded in a bound logbook with consecutively numbered
pages that cannot be removed. Logbooks will be assigned to field personnel and will be stored in a

secured area when not in use.

At a minimum, the following information will be recorded in the site logbook:

¢ Name of the person to whom the logbook is assigned.

e Project name.

e Project start date.

o Names and responsibilities of on-site project personnel including subcontractor personnel.

o Arrival/departure of site visitors.

e Arrival/departure of equipment.

e Sampling activities and sample log sheet references.

e Description of subcontractor activities.

e Sample pick-up information, including chain-of-custody numbers, air bill numbers, carrier,
time, and date.

e Description of borehole or monitoring well installation activities and operations.

e Health and safety issues.
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o Description of photographs including date, time, photographer, roll and picture number,

location, and compass direction of photograph.

All entries will be written in ink and no erasures will be made. If an incorrect entry is made, striking a
single line through the incorrect information will make the correction; the person making the correction will

initial and date the change.

Analytical Tasks

Chemical analysis will be performed by a mobile laboratory (KB Labs) and a fixed-base laboratory

(Empirical and Microbial Insights).

KB Labs is a current NELAP approved laboratory with the state of Florida. A copy of the laboratory
certification for KB Labs can be found in Appendix B. Analyses will be performed in accordance with the
analytical methods identified in Worksheet #19. KB Labs is expected to meet the PALs for VOCs to the
extent identified in Worksheet #15. KB Labs will perform chemical analysis following laboratory-specific
SOPs (Worksheets #19 and #23) developed based on the analytical methods listed in Worksheets #19
and #30. A minimum of 5 percent of the samples screened for VOCs by the on-site laboratory will be split
and analyzed off-site by Empirical for definitive VOCs analysis. Mobile laboratory results are reported on

a wet weight basis.

Empirical is a current Department of Defense Environmental Laboratory Accreditation Program (DoD
ELAP) accredited laboratory. A copy of the laboratory certification for Empirical can be found in
Appendix B. Analyses will be performed in accordance with the analytical methods identified in
Worksheet #19. Empirical is expected to meet the PALs to the extent identified in Worksheet #15.
Empirical will perform chemical analysis following laboratory-specific SOPs (Worksheets #19 and #23)
developed based on the analytical methods listed in Worksheets #19 and #30. Copies of the Laboratory
SOPs are included in Appendix B. All results will be reported by the laboratory on a dry-weight basis.
Results of percent moisture will be reported in each analytical data package and electronic data files.
This information will also be captured in the project database which will eventually be uploaded to NIRIS.

Percent moisture information will also be captured in the Site Investigation report.

Microbial Insights will perform analysis for dehalococcoides and reductase genes. DoD ELAP

accreditation is not required for these analyses.
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Data Management

Data Handling and Management - After the field investigation is completed, the field sampling log sheets

will be organized by date and media and filed in the project files. The field logbooks for this project will be
used only for these sites, and will also be categorized and maintained in the project files after the
completion of the field program. Project personnel completing concurrent field sampling activities may
maintain multiple field logbooks. When possible, logbooks will be segregated by sampling activity. The
field logbooks will be titled based on date and activity. The data handling procedures to be followed by
the laboratories will meet the requirements of the technical specification. The electronic data results will
be automatically downloaded into the Tetra Tech database in accordance with proprietary Tetra Tech

processes.

Data Tracking and Control. The Tetra Tech PM (or designee) is responsible for the overall tracking and
control of data generated for the project.

e Data Tracking: Data is tracked from its generation to its archiving in the Tetra Tech project-
specific files. The Tetra Tech Project Chemist (or designee) is responsible for tracking the
samples collected and shipped to the subcontracted laboratory. Upon receipt of the data
packages from the analytical laboratory, the Tetra Tech Project Chemist will oversee the data
validation effort, which includes verifying that the data packages are complete and results for all

samples have been delivered by the analytical laboratory.

e Data Storage, Archiving, and Retrieval: The data packages received from the subcontracted
laboratory are tracked in the data validation logbook. After the data are validated, the data
packages are entered into the Tetra Tech CLEAN file system and archived in secure files. The
field records including field logbooks, sample logs, chain-of-custody records, and field calibration
logs will be submitted by the Tetra Tech FOL to be entered into the CLEAN file system prior to
archiving in secure project files. The project files are audited for accuracy and completeness. At
the completion of the Navy contract the records will be stored by Tetra Tech and eventually
handed over to NAVFAC.

o Data Security: The Tetra Tech project files are restricted to designated personnel only. Records
can only be borrowed temporarily from the project file using a sign-out system. The Tetra Tech
Data Manager maintains the electronic data files. Access to the data files is restricted to qualified

personnel only. File and data backup procedures are routinely performed.

Assessment and Oversight — Refer to Worksheet #32 for assessment findings and corrective actions and

Worksheet #33 for QA management reports.
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville Revision Number: 1
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida Revision Date: May 2010
Data Review

Data verification is described in Worksheet #34. Data validation is described in Worksheets #35 and #36.

Usability assessment is described in Worksheet #37.

Project Reports

An RI Addendum will be prepared summarizing the results of all field activities and presenting all
information collected. The RI Addendum will be provided to the NAS Jacksonville Partnering Team for
review. After incorporation of NAS Jacksonville Partnering Team comments, a final RI Addendum will be

prepared and submitted as part of a combined RI/FS Addendum Report.
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

SAP Worksheet #15 -- Reference Limits and Evaluation Table
(UFP-QAPP Manual Section 2.8.1)

15.1 Matrix: Groundwater at All of OU3 and PCA 25
15.1.1 Analytical Group: VOCs

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Analyte CAS Acﬁgorfefitmit Project Action Limit ng\;_c;{teaition Empirical
Number (ug/L) Reference Limit Goal LOQ LOD MDL
(ug/L) (ug/L) (ug/L) (ug/L)
1,1,1-TRICHLOROETHANE 71-55-6 200 FDEP Residential GCTL 67 1 0.5 0.25
1,1,2,2-TETRACHLOROETHANE 79-34-5 0.2 FDEP Residential GCTL 0.067 1 0.5 0.25
1,1,2-TRICHLOROETHANE 79-00-5 5 FDEP Residential GCTL 1.7 1 0.5 0.25
1,1,2-TRICHLOROTRIFLUOROETHANE 76-13-1 210,000 FDEP Residential GCTL 70,000 1 0.5 0.25
1,1-DICHLOROETHANE 75-34-3 70 FDEP Residential GCTL 23 1 0.5 0.25
1,1-DICHLOROETHENE 75-35-4 7 FDEP Residential GCTL 2.3 1 0.5 0.25
1,2,4-TRICHLOROBENZENE 120-82-1 70 FDEP Residential GCTL 23 1 0.5 0.25
1,2-DIBROMO-3-CHLOROPROPANE 96-12-8 0.2 FDEP Residential GCTL 0.067 1 0.5 0.25
1,2-DIBROMOETHANE 106-93-4 0.02 FDEP Residential GCTL 0.0067 1 0.5 0.25
1,2-DICHLOROBENZENE 95-50-1 600 FDEP Residential GCTL 200 1 0.5 0.25
1,2-DICHLOROETHANE 107-06-2 3 FDEP Residential GCTL 1.0 1 0.5 0.25
1,2-DICHLOROPROPANE 78-87-5 5 FDEP Residential GCTL 1.7 1 0.5 0.25
1,3-DICHLOROBENZENE 541-73-1 210 FDEP Residential GCTL 70 1 0.5 0.25
1,4-DICHLOROBENZENE 106-46-7 75 FDEP Residential GCTL 25 1 0.5 0.25
2-BUTANONE 78-93-3 4,200 FDEP Residential GCTL 1,400 10 5 2.5
2-HEXANONE 591-78-6 280 FDEP Residential GCTL 93 10 5 2.5
4-METHYL-2-PENTANONE 108-10-1 560 FDEP Residential GCTL 190 10 5 2.5
ACETONE 67-64-1 6,300 FDEP Residential GCTL 2,100 10 5 2.5
BENZENE 71-43-2 1 FDEP Residential GCTL 0.33 1 0.5 0.25
BROMODICHLOROMETHANE 75-27-4 0.6 FDEP Residential GCTL 0.20 1 0.5 0.25
BROMOFORM 75-25-2 4.4 FDEP Residential GCTL 1.5 1 0.5 0.25
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Analyte CAS Acl'?iz)or{eLCitmit Project Action Limit qug_?{teaition Empirical
Number (ug/L) Reference Limit Goal LOQ LOD MDL
(ug/L) (ug/L) (ug/L) (ug/L)
BROMOMETHANE 74-83-9 9.8 FDEP Residential GCTL 3.3 1 0.5 0.25
CARBON DISULFIDE 75-15-0 700 FDEP Residential GCTL 230 1 0.5 0.25
CARBON TETRACHLORIDE 56-23-5 3 FDEP Residential GCTL 1.0 1 0.5 0.25
CHLOROBENZENE 108-90-7 100 FDEP Residential GCTL 33 1 0.5 0.25
CHLORODIBROMOMETHANE 124-48-1 0.4 FDEP Residential GCTL 0.13 1 0.5 0.25
CHLOROETHANE 75-00-3 12 FDEP Residential GCTL 4.0 1 0.5 0.25
CHLOROFORM 67-66-3 70 FDEP Residential GCTL 23 1 0.5 0.25
CHLOROMETHANE 74-87-3 2.7 FDEP Residential GCTL 0.90 1 0.5 0.25
CIS-1,2-DICHLOROETHENE 156-59-2 70 FDEP Residential GCTL 23 1 0.5 0.25
CIS-1,3-DICHLOROPROPENE 10061-01-5 NA -—- NA 1 0.5 0.25
CYCLOHEXANE 110-82-7 NA - NA 1 0.5 0.25
DICHLORODIFLUOROMETHANE 75-71-8 1,400 FDEP Residential GCTL 470 1 0.5 0.25
ETHYLBENZENE 100-41-4 30 FDEP Residential GCTL 10 1 0.5 0.25
ISOPROPYLBENZENE 98-82-8 0.8 FDEP Residential GCTL 0.27 1 0.5 0.25
TOTAL XYLENES 1330-20-7 20 FDEP Residential GCTL 6.7 5 25 1
METHYL ACETATE 79-20-9 3,000 FDEP Residential GCTL 1,000 5 25 1
METHYL TERT-BUTYL ETHER 1634-04-4 20 FDEP Residential GCTL 6.7 1 0.5 0.25
METHYLENE CHLORIDE 75-09-2 5 FDEP Residential GCTL 1.7 3 1.5 1
METHYL CYCLOHEXANE 108-87-2 NA -— NA 1 0.5 0.25
STYRENE 100-42-5 100 FDEP Residential GCTL 33 1 0.5 0.25
TETRACHLOROETHENE 127-18-4 3 FDEP Residential GCTL 1.0 1 0.5 0.25
TOLUENE 108-88-3 40 FDEP Residential GCTL 13 1 0.5 0.25
TRANS-1,2-DICHLOROETHENE 156-60-5 100 FDEP Residential GCTL 33 1 0.5 0.25
TRANS-1,3-DICHLOROPROPENE 10061-02-6 NA - NA 1 0.5 0.25
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

i Project Empirical
CAS ErOJeqt . Project Action Limit Quantitation P
Analyte Action Limit L
Number (ug/L) Reference Limit Goal LOQ LOD MDL
(ug/L) (ug/L) (ug/L) (ug/L)
TRICHLOROETHENE 79-01-6 3 FDEP Residential GCTL 1.0 1 0.5 0.25
TRICHLOROFLUOROMETHANE 75-69-4 2,100 FDEP Residential GCTL 700 5 25 1
VINYL CHLORIDE 75-01-4 1 FDEP Residential GCTL 0.33 1 0.5 0.25
Mobile Laboratory
Matrix: Groundwater
Analytical Group: VOCs
Project Project KB Labs
Action Quantitation
CAS Limit Project Action Limit Limit Goal LOQ LOD MDL
Analyte Number | (ug/L) Reference (ug/L) (Mg/L) (Hg/L) (Hg/L)
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 156-59-2 70 FDEP Residential GCTL 23 1.0 1.0 0.28
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 156-60-5 100 FDEP Residential GCTL 33 1.0 1.0 0.20
Isopropyl benzene 98-82-8 0.8 FDEP Residential GCTL 0.27 0.5 0.5 0.19
Tetrachloroethene 127-18-4 3 FDEP Residential GCTL 1.0 1.0 1.0 0.18
Trichloroethene 79-01-6 3 FDEP Residential GCTL 1.0 1.0 1.0 0.26
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 71-55-6 200 FDEP Residential GCTL 67 1.0 1.0 0.49
1,1-Dichloroethane 75-34-3 70 FDEP Residential GCTL 23 1.0 1.0 0.40
1,1-Dichloroethene 75-35-4 7 FDEP Residential GCTL 2.3 1.0 1.0 0.45
1,2-Dichloroethane 107-06-2 3 FDEP Residential GCTL 1.0 1.0 1.0 0.20
Chloroethane 75-00-3 12 FDEP Residential GCTL 4.0 1.0 1.0 0.37
Toluene 108-88-3 40 FDEP Residential GCTL 13 1.0 1.0 0.17
Vinyl Chloride 75-01-4 1 FDEP Residential GCTL 0.33 1.0 1.0 0.21
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Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Matrix: Groundwater at Building 101S in OU3
15.1.2 Analytical Group: SVOCs and Low Level PAHs

Project . _ o Project Empirical
Analyte CAS Aqtlc_m Project Action Limit Qqant|tat|on
Number Limit Reference Limit Goal LOQ LOD MDL
(ug/L) (ug/L) (ug/L) (ug/L) (ug/L)
1,1-BIPHENYL 92-52-4 0.5 FDEP Residential GCTL 0.17 5 2.5 0.5
2,4,5-TRICHLOROPHENOL 95-95-4 1 FDEP Residential GCTL 0.33 5 25 1
2,4,6-TRICHLOROPHENOL 88-06-2 3.2 FDEP Residential GCTL 1.1 5 2.5 1
2,4-DICHLOROPHENOL 120-83-2 0.3 FDEP Residential GCTL 0.10 5 2.5 1
2,4-DIMETHYLPHENOL 105-67-9 140 FDEP Residential GCTL 47 5 2.5 1
2,4-DINITROPHENOL 51-28-5 14 FDEP Residential GCTL 4.7 10 5 25
2,4-DINITROTOLUENE 121-14-2 0.05 FDEP Residential GCTL 0.017 5 2.5 1
2,6-DINITROTOLUENE 606-20-2 0.05 FDEP Residential GCTL 0.017 5 2.5 1
2-CHLORONAPHTHALENE 91-58-7 560 FDEP Residential GCTL 190 5 2.5 1
2-CHLOROPHENOL 95-57-8 35 FDEP Residential GCTL 12 5 25 1
2-METHYLNAPHTHALENE (1) 91-57-6 28 FDEP Residential GCTL 9.3 0.2 0.1 0.05
2-METHYLPHENOL 95-48-7 35 FDEP Residential GCTL 12 5 2.5 1
2-NITROANILINE 88-74-4 21 FDEP Residential GCTL 7.0 5 25 1
2-NITROPHENOL 88-75-5 56 FDEP Residential GCTL 19 5 25 1
2,2'-OXYBIS(1-CHLOROPROPANE) 108-60-1 0.5 FDEP Residential GCTL 0.17 5 2.5 1
3,3'-DICHLOROBENZIDINE 91-94-1 0.08 FDEP Residential GCTL 0.028 5 25 1
3-NITROANILINE 99-09-2 1.7 FDEP Residential GCTL 0.57 5 2.5 1
4,6-DINITRO-2-METHYLPHENOL 534-52-1 0.7 FDEP Residential GCTL 0.23 10 5 2.5
4-BROMOPHENYL PHENYL ETHER 101-55-3 70 FDEP Residential GCTL 23 5 2.5 1
4-CHLOROPHENYL PHENYL ETHER 7005-72-3 2.1 FDEP Residential GCTL 0.70 5 2.5 1
4-CHLORO-3-METHYLPHENOL 59-50-7 63 FDEP Residential GCTL 21 5 25 1
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan

Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville

Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Project . _ o Project Empirical
Analyte CAS Aqtlc_m Project Action Limit Qqant|tat|on
Number Limit Reference Limit Goal LOQ LOD MDL
(ug/L) (ug/L) (ug/L) (ug/L) (ug/L)
4-CHLOROANILINE 106-47-8 28 FDEP Residential GCTL 9.3 5 2.5 1
4-METHYLPHENOL 106-44-5 35 FDEP Residential GCTL 1.2 5 2.5 1
4-NITROANILINE 100-01-6 1.7 FDEP Residential GCTL 0.57 5 2.5 1
4-NITROPHENOL 100-02-7 56 FDEP Residential GCTL 19 5 2.5 1
ACENAPHTHENE 83-32-9 20 FDEP Residential GCTL 6.7 5 2.5 1
ACENAPHTHYLENE 208-96-8 210 FDEP Residential GCTL 70 5 25 1
ACETOPHENONE 98-86-2 700 FDEP Residential GCTL 230 5 25 1
ANTHRACENE 120-12-7 2,100 FDEP Residential GCTL 700 5 2.5 1
ATRAZINE 1912-24-9 3 FDEP Residential GCTL 1.0 5 2.5 1
BENZALDEHYDE 100-52-7 700 FDEP Residential GCTL 230 5 25 1
BENZO(A)ANTHRACENE (1) 56-55-3 0.05 FDEP Residential GCTL 0.017 0.2 0.1 0.05
BENZO(A)PYRENE (1) 50-32-8 0.2 FDEP Residential GCTL 0.067 0.2 0.1 0.05
BENZO(B)FLUORANTHENE (1) 205-99-2 0.05 FDEP Residential GCTL 0.017 0.2 0.1 0.05
BENZO(G,H,)PERYLENE (1) 191-24-2 210 FDEP Residential GCTL 70 0.2 0.1 0.05
BENZO(K)FLUORANTHENE (1) 207-08-9 0.5 FDEP Residential GCTL 0.17 0.2 0.1 0.05
BIS(2-CHLOROETHOXY)METHANE 111-91-1 21 FDEP Residential GCTL 7.0 5 25 1
BIS(2-CHLOROETHYL)ETHER 111-44-4 0.03 FDEP Residential GCTL 0.010 5 2.5 1
BIS(2-ETHYLHEXYL)PHTHALATE 117-81-7 6 FDEP Residential GCTL 2.0 5 2.5 1
BUTYL BENZYL PHTHALATE 85-68-7 140 FDEP Residential GCTL 47 5 2.5 1
CAPROLACTAM 105-60-2 NA - NA 5 25 1
CARBAZOLE 86-74-8 1.8 FDEP Residential GCTL 0.60 5 2.5 1
CHRYSENE 218-01-9 4.8 FDEP Residential GCTL 1.6 5 2.5 1
DIBENZO(A,H)ANTHRACENE (1) 53-70-3 0.005 FDEP Residential GCTL 0.0017 0.2 0.1 0.05
Page 81 CTO 0154




Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan

Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville

Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Project . _ o Project Empirical
Analyte CAS Aqtlc_m Project Action Limit Qqant|tat|on
Number Limit Reference Limit Goal LOQ LOD MDL
(ug/L) (ug/L) (ug/L) (ug/L) (ug/L)
DIBENZOFURAN 132-64-9 28 FDEP Residential GCTL 9.3 5 2.5 1
DIETHYL PHTHALATE 84-66-2 5,600 FDEP Residential GCTL 1,900 5 25 1
DIMETHYL PHTHALATE 131-11-3 70,000 FDEP Residential GCTL 23,000 5 25 1
DI-N-BUTYL PHTHALATE 84-74-2 700 FDEP Residential GCTL 230 5 2.5 1
DI-N-OCTYL PHTHALATE 117-84-0 140 FDEP Residential GCTL 47 5 2.5 1
FLUORANTHENE 206-44-0 280 FDEP Residential GCTL 93 5 25 1
FLUORENE 86-73-7 280 FDEP Residential GCTL 93 5 25 1
HEXACHLOROBENZENE 118-74-1 1 FDEP Residential GCTL 0.33 5 25 1
HEXACHLOROBUTADIENE 87-68-3 0.4 FDEP Residential GCTL 1.3 5 2.5 1
HEXACHLOROCYCLOPENTADIENE 77-47-4 50 FDEP Residential GCTL 17 5 2.5 1
HEXACHLOROETHANE 67-72-1 25 FDEP Residential GCTL 0.83 5 25 1
INDENO(1,2,3-CD)PYRENE (1) 193-39-5 0.05 FDEP Residential GCTL 0.017 0.2 0.1 0.05
ISOPHORONE 78-59-1 37 FDEP Residential GCTL 12 5 2.5 1
NAPHTHALENE 91-20-3 14 FDEP Residential GCTL 4.7 5 25 1
NITROBENZENE 98-95-3 35 FDEP Residential GCTL 1.2 5 2.5 1
N-NITROSO-DI-N-PROPYLAMINE 621-64-7 0.005 FDEP Residential GCTL 0.0017 5 2.5 1
N-NITROSODIPHENYLAMINE 86-30-6 7.1 FDEP Residential GCTL 2.7 5 2.5 1
PENTACHLOROPHENOL 87-86-5 1 FDEP Residential GCTL 0.33 20 10 2
PHENANTHRENE 85-01-8 210 FDEP Residential GCTL 70 5 2.5 1
PHENOL 108-95-2 10 FDEP Residential GCTL 3.3 5 25 1
PYRENE 129-00-0 210 FDEP Residential GCTL 70 5 2.5 1
Note:
(1) 8270D Low Level SOP utilized for PAHSs.
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Matrix: Groundwater at PCA 25
15.1.3 Analytical Group: PAHs

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Project Project Empirical
Action Quantitation
CAS Limit Project Action Limit Limit Goal LOQ LOD MDL
Analyte Number (ug/L) Reference (ug/L) (ug/L) (ug/L) (ug/L)
1-METHYLNAPHTHALENE 90-12-0 28 FDEP Residential GCTL 9.3 0.2 0.1 0.05
2-METHYLNAPHTHALENE 91-57-6 28 FDEP Residential GCTL 9.3 0.2 0.1 0.05
ACENAPHTHENE 83-32-9 20 FDEP Residential GCTL 6.7 0.2 0.1 0.05
ACENAPHTHYLENE 208-96-8 210 FDEP Residential GCTL 70 0.2 0.1 0.05
ANTHRACENE 120-12-7 2,100 FDEP Residential GCTL 700 0.2 0.1 0.05
BENZO(A)ANTHRACENE 56-55-3 0.05 FDEP Residential GCTL 0.017 0.2 0.1 0.05
BENZO(A)PYRENE 50-32-8 0.2 FDEP Residential GCTL 0.067 0.2 0.1 0.05
BENZO(B)FLUORANTHENE 205-99-2 0.05 FDEP Residential GCTL 0.017 0.2 0.1 0.05
BENZO(G,H,)PERYLENE 191-24-2 210 FDEP Residential GCTL 70 0.2 0.1 0.05
BENZO(K)FLUORANTHENE 207-08-9 0.5 FDEP Residential GCTL 0.17 0.2 0.1 0.05
CHRYSENE 218-01-9 4.8 FDEP Residential GCTL 1.6 0.2 0.1 0.05
DIBENZO(A,H) ANTHRACENE 53-70-3 0.2 FDEP Residential GCTL 0.067 0.2 0.1 0.05
FLUORANTHENE 206-44-0 280 FDEP Residential GCTL 93 0.2 0.1 0.05
FLUORENE 86-73-7 280 FDEP Residential GCTL 93 0.2 0.1 0.05
INDENO(1,2,3-CD)PYRENE 193-39-5 0.05 FDEP Residential GCTL 0.017 0.2 0.1 0.05
NAPHTHALENE 91-20-3 14 FDEP Residential GCTL 4.7 0.2 0.1 0.05
PHENANTHRENE 85-01-8 210 FDEP Residential GCTL 70 0.2 0.1 0.05
PYRENE 129-00-0 210 FDEP Residential GCTL 70 0.2 0.1 0.05
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan

Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville

Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Matrix: Groundwater at PCA 25 and Building 101S in OU3

15.1.4 Analytical Group: Metals

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Project Project Empirical
Action Quantitation
CAS Limit Project Action Limit Limit Goal LOQ LOD MDL
Analyte Number (ug/L) Reference (ug/L) (ug/L) (ug/L) (ug/L)
ALUMINUM 7429-90-5 200 FDEP Residential GCTL 67 200 100 50
ANTIMONY (2) 7440-36-0 6 FDEP Residential GCTL 2.0 4 2 1.3
ARSENIC 7440-38-2 10 FDEP Primary Standard 3.3 6 3 15
BARIUM 7440-39-3 2,000 FDEP Residential GCTL 670 40 20 10
BERYLLIUM (2) 7440-41-7 4 FDEP Residential GCTL 1.3 2 1 0.5
CADMIUM 7440-43-9 5 FDEP Residential GCTL 1.7 2 1 0.5
CALCIUM 7440-70-2 NA -— NA 5,000 2,500 1,000
CHROMIUM 7440-47-3 100 FDEP Residential GCTL 33 10 5 2.5
COBALT 7440-48-4 140 FDEP Residential GCTL 47 15 10 5
COPPER 7440-50-8 1,000 FDEP Residential GCTL 330 10 5 25
IRON 7439-89-6 300 FDEP Residential GCTL 100 100 50 25
LEAD 7439-92-1 15 FDEP Residential GCTL 5.0 5 25 15
MAGNESIUM 7439-95-4 NA - NA 5,000 2,500 1,000
MANGANESE 7439-96-5 50 FDEP Residential GCTL 17 15 10 5
MERCURY 7439-97-6 2 FDEP Residential GCTL 0.67 04 0.2 0.1
MOLYBDENUM 7439-98-7 35 FDEP Residential GCTL 12 20 10 5
NICKEL 7440-02-0 100 FDEP Residential GCTL 33 10 5 25
POTASSIUM 9/7/7440 NA -— NA 5,000 2,500 1,000
SELENIUM 7782-49-2 50 FDEP Residential GCTL 17 10 5 25
SILVER 7440-22-4 100 FDEP Residential GCTL 33 5 2.5 1
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan

Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville

Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number:
Revision Date: May 2010

1

Project Project Empirical
Action Quantitation
CAS Limit Project Action Limit Limit Goal LOQ LOD MDL
Analyte Number (ug/L) Reference (ug/L) (ug/L) (ug/L) (ug/L)
SODIUM 7440-23-5 160,000 FDEP Residential GCTL 53,000 5,000 2,500 1,000
THALLIUM (2) 7440-28-0 2 FDEP Primary Standard 0.67 2 1 0.7
VANADIUM 7440-62-2 49 FDEP Residential GCTL 16 15 10 5
ZINC 7440-66-6 5,000 FDEP Residential GCTL 1,700 20 10 5

(2) Empirical will concentrate 4X per USEPA 200.7 to obtain lower detection limits for these analytes.
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Matrix: Groundwater at PCA 25
15.1.5 Analytical Group: Lead

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Project Project Empirical
Action Quantitation
CAS Limit Project Action Limit Limit Goal LOQ LOD MDL
Analyte Number (ug/L) Reference (ug/L) (ug/L) (ug/L) (ug/L)
LEAD 7439-92-1 15 FDEP Residential GCTL 5.0 5 25 1.5
15.2  Matrix: Surface Soil
15.2.1 Analytical Group: Metals
) ) Empirical
Project Project
Action Quantitation LOQ
CAS Limit Project Action Limit Limit Goal (mg/k (n%O/E ) (mM[/)Ii_ )
Analyte Number (mg/kg) Reference (mg/kg) 9) 9/kg 9/kg
ALUMINUM 7429-90-5 80,000 FDEP Residential SCTL 27,000 40 20 10
FDEP Leachability
ANTIMONY 7440-36-0 5.4 SCTL 1.8 2 1.6 1
ARSENIC 7440-38-2 21 FDEP Residential SCTL 0.70 2 1.2 0.6
BARIUM 7440-39-3 120 FDEP Residential SCTL 40 8 2 1
FDEP Leachability
BERYLLIUM 7440-41-7 63 SCTL 21 1 0.4 0.2
FDEP Leachability
CADMIUM 7440-43-9 7.5 SCTL 2.5 1 04 0.2
CALCIUM 7440-70-2 NA - NA 1,000 400 200
FDEP Leachability
CHROMIUM 7440-47-3 38 SCTL 13 2 0.8 0.4
COBALT 7440-48-4 1,700 FDEP Residential SCTL 570 2.5 2 1
COPPER 7440-50-8 150 FDEP Residential SCTL 50 2 1.6 0.8
IRON 7439-89-6 53,000 FDEP Residential SCTL 18,000 20 12 6
LEAD 7439-92-1 400 FDEP Residential SCTL 130 1 0.6 0.3
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan

Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville

Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

] ) Empirical
Project Project
Action Quantitation LOQ
CAS Limit Project Action Limit Limit Goal (mg/k (nl]‘C;E ) (mM[/)IL_ )
Analyte Number (mg/kg) Reference (mg/kg) g) 9/kg 9/kg
MAGNESIUM 7439-95-4 NA - NA 1,000 600 300
MANGANESE 7439-96-5 3,500 FDEP Residential SCTL 1,200 3 1.2 0.6
FDEP Leachability
MERCURY 7439-97-6 2.1 SCTL 0.70 0.05 0.025 0.013
MOLYBDENUM 7439-98-7 440 FDEP Residential SCTL 150 1 0.5 0.25
FDEP Leachability
NICKEL 7440-02-0 130 SCTL 110 2 1.2 0.6
POTASSIUM 9/7/7440 NA - NA 1,000 600 300
FDEP Leachability
SELENIUM 7782-49-2 5.2 SCTL 1.7 2 1 0.5
FDEP Leachability
SILVER 7440-22-4 17 SCTL 5.7 2 0.4 0.2
SODIUM 7440-23-5 NA - NA 1,000 600 300
FDEP Leachability
THALLIUM 7440-28-0 2.8 SCTL 0.93 1.6 0.8 0.4
VANADIUM 7440-62-2 67 FDEP Residential SCTL 22 2.5 2 1
ZINC 7440-66-6 26,000 FDEP Residential SCTL 8,700 4 2 1
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Matrix: Surface Soil

15.2.2 Analytical Group: SVOCs and Low Level PAHs

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Revision Number: 1

Revision Date: May 2010

Project Project Empirical
Action Quantitation
CAS Limit Project Action Limit Goal LOQ LOD MDL
Analyte Number | (mg/kg) | Limit Reference (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg)

FDEP Leachability

1,1-BIPHENYL 92-52-4 0.2 SCTL 0.067 0.333 0.133 0.030
FDEP Leachability

2,4,5-TRICHLOROPHENOL 95-95-4 0.07 SCTL 0.023 0.333 0.133 0.030
FDEP Leachability

2,4,6-TRICHLOROPHENOL 88-06-2 0.06 SCTL 0.020 0.333 0.133 0.030
FDEP Leachability

2,4-DICHLOROPHENOL 120-83-2 0.003 SCTL 0.0010 0.333 0.133 0.030
FDEP Leachability

2,4-DIMETHYLPHENOL 105-67-9 1.7 SCTL 0.57 1.33 0.667 0.333
FDEP Leachability

2,4-DINITROPHENOL 51-28-5 0.06 SCTL 0.020 3.33 1.67 0.833
FDEP Leachability

2,4-DINITROTOLUENE 121-14-2 0.0004 SCTL 0.0013 0.333 0.133 0.030
FDEP Leachability

2,6-DINITROTOLUENE 606-20-2 0.0004 SCTL 0.0013 0.333 0.133 0.030
FDEP Leachability

2-CHLORONAPHTHALENE 91-58-7 260 SCTL 87 0.333 0.167 0.0833
FDEP Leachability

2-CHLOROPHENOL 95-57-8 0.7 SCTL 0.23 0.333 0.167 0.0833
FDEP Leachability

2-METHYLNAPHTHALENE 91-57-6 8.5 SCTL 2.8 0.333 0.167 0.0833
FDEP Leachability

2-METHYLPHENOL 95-48-7 0.3 SCTL 0.10 0.333 0.167 0.0833
FDEP Leachability

2-NITROANILINE 88-74-4 0.1 SCTL 0.033 1.33 0.667 0.333

2-NITROPHENOL 88-75-5 NA NA 0.333 0.133 0.030
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville

Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Revision Number: 1

Revision Date: May 2010

Project Project Empirical
Action Quantitation
CAS Limit Project Action Limit Goal LOQ LOD MDL
Analyte Number | (mg/kg) | Limit Reference (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg)
FDEP Leachability
2,2'-OXYBIS(1-CHLOROPROPANE) 108-60-1 0.009 SCTL 0.0030 0.333 0.133 0.030
FDEP Leachability
3,3'-DICHLOROBENZIDINE 91-94-1 0.003 SCTL 0.0010 0.333 0.133 0.030
FDEP Leachability
3-NITROANILINE 99-09-2 0.01 SCTL 0.0033 1.33 0.667 0.333
FDEP Leachability
4,6-DINITRO-2-METHYLPHENOL 534-52-1 0.4 SCTL 0.13 3.33 1.67 0.833
4-BROMOPHENYL PHENYL ETHER 101-55-3 NA NA 0.333 0.133 0.030
4-CHLOROPHENYL PHENYL ETHER 7005-72-3 NA NA 0.333 0.133 0.030
FDEP Leachability
4-CHLORO-3-METHYLPHENOL 59-50-7 04 SCTL 0.13 0.333 0.167 0.0833
FDEP Leachability
4-CHLOROANILINE 106-47-8 0.2 SCTL 0.067 0.333 0.133 0.030
FDEP Leachability
4-METHYLPHENOL 106-44-5 0.03 SCTL 0.010 0.333 0.133 0.030
FDEP Leachability
4-NITROANILINE 100-01-6 0.008 SCTL 0.0027 1.33 0.667 0.333
FDEP Leachability
4-NITROPHENOL 100-02-7 0.3 SCTL 0.10 1.33 0.667 0.333
FDEP Leachability
ACENAPHTHENE 83-32-9 2.1 SCTL 0.70 0.333 0.167 0.0833
FDEP Leachability
ACENAPHTHYLENE 208-96-8 27 SCTL 9.0 0.333 0.167 0.0833
FDEP Leachability
ACETOPHENONE 98-86-2 3.8 SCTL 1.3 0.333 0.167 0.0833
FDEP Leachability
ANTHRACENE 120-12-7 2,500 SCTL 830 0.333 0.167 0.0833
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville

Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Revision Number: 1

Revision Date: May 2010

Project Project Empirical
Action Quantitation
CAS Limit Project Action Limit Goal LOQ LOD MDL
Analyte Number | (mg/kg) | Limit Reference (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg)
FDEP Leachability
ATRAZINE 1912-24-9 0.06 SCTL 0.020 0.333 0.133 0.030
FDEP Leachability
BENZALDEHYDE 100-52-7 4.8 SCTL 1.6 0.333 0.167 0.0833
BENZO(A)ANTHRACENE 56-55-3 0.15 USEPA R-RSL 0.050 0.333 0.133 0.030
FDEP Residential
BENZO(A)PYRENE (1) 50-32-8 0.1 SCTL 0.033 0.067 0.033 0.017
BENZO(B)FLUORANTHENE 205-99-2 0.15 USEPA R-RSL 0.050 0.333 0.133 0.030
FDEP Residential
BENZO(G,H,)PERYLENE 191-24-2 2,500 SCTL 830 0.333 0.167 0.0833
BENZO(K)FLUORANTHENE 207-08-9 1.5 USEPA R-RSL 0.50 0.333 0.167 0.0833
FDEP Leachability
BIS(2-CHLOROETHOXY)METHANE 111-91-1 63 SCTL 21 0.333 0.167 0.0833
FDEP Leachability
BIS(2-CHLOROETHYL)ETHER 111-44-4 0.0001 SCTL 0.000033 0.333 0.133 0.030
FDEP Residential
BIS(2-ETHYLHEXYL)PHTHALATE 117-81-7 72 SCTL 24 0.333 0.167 0.0833
FDEP Leachability
BUTYL BENZYL PHTHALATE 85-68-7 310 SCTL 100 0.333 0.167 0.0833
CAPROLACTAM 105-60-2 NA - NA 0.333 0.133 0.070
FDEP Leachability
CARBAZOLE 86-74-8 0.2 SCTL 0.067 0.333 0.133 0.030
CHRYSENE 218-01-9 15 USEPA R-RSL 5.0 0.333 0.167 0.0833
DIBENZO(A,H) ANTHRACENE 53-70-3 0.015 USEPA R-RSL 0.0050 0.333 0.133 0.030
FDEP Leachability
DIBENZOFURAN 132-64-9 15 SCTL 5.0 0.333 0.167 0.0833
FDEP Leachability
DIETHYL PHTHALATE 84-66-2 86 SCTL 29 0.333 0.167 0.0833
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville

Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Revision Number: 1

Revision Date: May 2010

Project Project Empirical
Action Quantitation
CAS Limit Project Action Limit Goal LOQ LOD MDL
Analyte Number | (mg/kg) | Limit Reference (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg)
FDEP Leachability
DIMETHYL PHTHALATE 131-11-3 380 SCTL 130 0.333 0.167 0.0833
FDEP Leachability
DI-N-BUTYL PHTHALATE 84-74-2 47 SCTL 16 0.333 0.167 0.0833
FDEP Residential
DI-N-OCTYL PHTHALATE 117-84-0 1,700 SCTL 570 0.333 0.167 0.0833
FDEP Leachability
FLUORANTHENE 206-44-0 1,200 SCTL 400 0.333 0.167 0.0833
FDEP Leachability
FLUORENE 86-73-7 160 SCTL 53 0.333 0.167 0.0833
FDEP Residential
HEXACHLOROBENZENE 118-74-1 0.4 SCTL 0.13 0.333 0.167 0.0833
FDEP Leachability
HEXACHLOROBUTADIENE 87-68-3 1 SCTL 0.33 0.333 0.167 0.0833
FDEP Residential
HEXACHLOROCYCLOPENTADIENE 77-47-4 9.5 SCTL 3.2 0.333 0.167 0.0833
FDEP Leachability
HEXACHLOROETHANE 67-72-1 0.2 SCTL 0.067 0.333 0.133 0.030
INDENO(1,2,3-CD)PYRENE 193-39-5 0.15 USEPA R-RSL 0.050 0.333 0.133 0.030
FDEP Leachability
ISOPHORONE 78-59-1 0.2 SCTL 0.067 0.333 0.133 0.030
FDEP Leachability
NAPHTHALENE 91-20-3 1.2 SCTL 0.40 0.333 0.167 0.0833
FDEP Residential
NITROBENZENE 98-95-3 0.02 SCTL 0.067 0.333 0.133 0.030
FDEP Leachability
N-NITROSO-DI-N-PROPYLAMINE 621-64-7 0.00005 SCTL 0.000017 0.333 0.133 0.030
FDEP Leachability
N-NITROSODIPHENYLAMINE 86-30-6 0.4 SCTL 0.13 0.333 0.167 0.0833
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Project Project Empirical
Action Quantitation
CAS Limit Project Action Limit Goal LOQ LOD MDL
Analyte Number | (mg/kg) | Limit Reference (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg)
FDEP Leachability
PENTACHLOROPHENOL 87-86-5 0.03 SCTL 0.010 1.33 0.667 0.333
FDEP Leachability
PHENANTHRENE 85-01-8 250 SCTL 83 0.333 0.167 0.0833
FDEP Leachability
PHENOL 108-95-2 0.05 SCTL 0.017 0.333 0.133 0.035
FDEP Leachability
PYRENE 129-00-0 880 SCTL 290 0.333 0.167 0.0833
(1) 8270D Low Level SOP utilized for PAHSs.
Matrix: Surface Soil
15.2.3 Analytical Group: VOCs
Project Project Empirical
Action Quantitation
CAS Limit Project Action Limit Goal LOQ LOD MDL
Analyte Number | (mg/kg) | Limit Reference (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg)
FDEP Leachability
1,1,1-TRICHLOROETHANE 71-55-6 1.9 SCTL 0.63 0.005 0.002 0.001
FDEP
Leachability
1,1,2,2-TETRACHLOROETHANE 79-34-5 0.001 SCTL 0.00033 0.005 0.002 0.001
FDEP Leachability
1,1,2-TRICHLOROETHANE 79-00-5 0.03 SCTL 0.010 0.005 0.002 0.001
FDEP Leachability
1,1,2-TRICHLOROTRIFLUOROETHANE 76-13-1 11,000 SCTL 3.700 0.005 0.002 0.001
FDEP Leachability
1,1-DICHLOROETHANE 75-34-3 0.4 SCTL 0.13 0.005 0.002 0.001
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Revision Number: 1

Revision Date: May 2010

Project Project Empirical
Action Quantitation
CAS Limit Project Action Limit Goal LOQ LOD MDL
Analyte Number | (mg/kg) | Limit Reference (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg)
FDEP Leachability
1,1-DICHLOROETHENE 75-35-4 0.06 SCTL 0.020 0.005 0.002 0.001
FDEP Leachability
1,2,4-TRICHLOROBENZENE 120-82-1 5.3 SCTL 1.8 0.005 0.002 0.001
FDEP
Leachability
1,2-DIBROMO-3-CHLOROPROPANE 96-12-8 0.001 SCTL 0.00033 0.005 0.002 0.001
FDEP
Leachability
1,2-DIBROMOETHANE 106-93-4 0.0001 SCTL 0.000033 0.005 0.002 0.001
FDEP Leachability
1,2-DICHLOROBENZENE 95-50-1 17 SCTL 5.7 0.005 0.002 0.001
FDEP Leachability
1,2-DICHLOROETHANE 107-06-2 0.01 SCTL 0.0033 0.005 0.002 0.001
FDEP Leachability
1,2-DICHLOROPROPANE 78-87-5 0.03 SCTL 0.010 0.005 0.002 0.001
FDEP Leachability
1,3-DICHLOROBENZENE 541-73-1 7 SCTL 23 0.005 0.002 0.001
FDEP Leachability
1,4-DICHLOROBENZENE 106-46-7 22 SCTL 0.73 0.005 0.002 0.001
FDEP Leachability
2-BUTANONE 78-93-3 17 SCTL 5.7 0.02 0.01 0.005
FDEP Leachability
2-HEXANONE 591-78-6 1.4 SCTL 0.47 0.02 0.01 0.005
FDEP Leachability
4-METHYL-2-PENTANONE 108-10-1 2.6 SCTL 0.87 0.02 0.01 0.005
FDEP Leachability
ACETONE 67-64-1 25 SCTL 8.3 0.02 0.01 0.005
FDEP Leachability
BENZENE 71-43-2 0.007 SCTL 0.0023 0.005 0.002 0.001
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville

Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Revision Number: 1

Revision Date: May 2010

Project Project Empirical
Action Quantitation
CAS Limit Project Action Limit Goal LOQ LOD MDL
Analyte Number | (mg/kg) | Limit Reference (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg)
FDEP
Leachability
BROMODICHLOROMETHANE 75-27-4 0.004 SCTL 0.0013 0.005 0.002 0.001
FDEP Leachability
BROMOFORM 75-25-2 0.03 SCTL 0.010 0.005 0.002 0.001
FDEP Leachability
BROMOMETHANE 74-83-9 0.05 SCTL 0.017 0.005 0.002 0.001
FDEP Leachability
CARBON DISULFIDE 75-15-0 5.6 SCTL 1.8 0.005 0.002 0.001
FDEP Leachability
CARBON TETRACHLORIDE 56-23-5 0.04 SCTL 0.013 0.005 0.002 0.001
FDEP Leachability
CHLOROBENZENE 108-90-7 1.3 SCTL 0.43 0.005 0.002 0.001
FDEP
Leachability
CHLORODIBROMOMETHANE 124-48-1 0.003 SCTL 0.0010 0.005 0.002 0.001
FDEP Leachability
CHLOROETHANE 75-00-3 0.06 SCTL 0.020 0.005 0.002 0.001
FDEP Residential
CHLOROFORM 67-66-3 0.4 SCTL 0.13 0.005 0.002 0.001
FDEP Leachability
CHLOROMETHANE 74-87-3 0.01 SCTL 0.0033 0.005 0.002 0.001
FDEP Leachability
CIS-1,2-DICHLOROETHENE 156-59-2 0.4 SCTL 0.13 0.005 0.002 0.001
CIS-1,3-DICHLOROPROPENE 10061-01-5 NA --- NA 0.005 0.002 0.001
CYCLOHEXANE 110-82-7 NA --- NA 0.005 0.002 0.001
FDEP Leachability
DICHLORODIFLUOROMETHANE 75-71-8 44 SCTL 15 0.005 0.002 0.001
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Revision Number: 1

Revision Date: May 2010

Project Project Empirical
Action Quantitation
CAS Limit Project Action Limit Goal LOQ LOD MDL
Analyte Number | (mg/kg) | Limit Reference (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg)

FDEP Leachability

ETHYLBENZENE 100-41-4 0.6 SCTL 0.20 0.005 0.002 0.001
FDEP Leachability

ISOPROPYLBENZENE 98-82-8 0.2 SCTL 0.067 0.005 0.002 0.001
FDEP Leachability

TOTAL XYLENES 1330-20-7 0.2 SCTL 0.067 0.01 0.005 0.003
FDEP Leachability

METHYL ACETATE 79-20-9 16 SCTL 53 0.005 0.002 0.001
FDEP Leachability

METHYL TERT-BUTYL ETHER 1634-04-4 0.09 SCTL 0.030 0.005 0.002 0.001
FDEP Leachability

METHYLENE CHLORIDE 75-09-2 0.02 SCTL 0.0067 0.02 0.01 0.005

METHYL CYCLOHEXANE 108-87-2 NA - NA 0.005 0.002 0.001
FDEP Leachability

STYRENE 100-42-5 3.6 SCTL 1.2 0.005 0.002 0.001
FDEP Leachability

TETRACHLOROETHENE 127-18-4 0.03 SCTL 0.010 0.005 0.002 0.001
FDEP Leachability

TOLUENE 108-88-3 0.5 SCTL 0.17 0.005 0.002 0.001
FDEP Leachability

TRANS-1,2-DICHLOROETHENE 156-60-5 0.7 SCTL 0.23 0.005 0.002 0.001

TRANS-1,3-DICHLOROPROPENE 10061-02-6 NA - NA 0.005 0.002 0.001
FDEP Leachability

TRICHLOROETHENE 79-01-6 0.03 SCTL 0.010 0.005 0.002 0.001
FDEP Leachability

TRICHLOROFLUOROMETHANE 75-69-4 33 SCTL 11 0.005 0.002 0.001
FDEP Leachability

VINYL CHLORIDE 75-01-4 0.007 SCTL 0.0023 0.005 0.002 0.001
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan

Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville

Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Matrix: Surface Soil

15.2.4 Analytical Group: Total Recoverable Petroleum Hydrocarbons (TRPH)

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Project Project Empirical
Action Quantitation
CAS Limit Project Action Limit Limit Goal LOQ LOD MDL
Analyte Number | (mg/kg) Reference (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) | (mg/kg)
TRPH NA 340 FDEP Leachability SCTL 110 23 11 6
15.3  Matrix: Surface Water, Storm Sewer Water, and Sediment Pore Water
15.3.1 Analytical Group: VOCs
Project Project Empirical
Action Quantitation
CAS Limit Project Action Limit | Limit Goal LOQ LOD MDL
Analyte Number (ug/L) Reference (ug/L) (ug/L) (ug/L) (ug/L)
1,1,1-TRICHLOROETHANE 71-55-6 270 FDEP Surface Water 90 1 0.5 0.25
1,1,2,2-TETRACHLOROETHANE 79-34-5 10.8 FDEP Surface Water 3.6 1 0.5 0.25
1,1,2-TRICHLOROETHANE 79-00-5 16 FDEP Surface Water 53 1 0.5 0.25
1,1,2-
TRICHLOROTRIFLUOROETHANE 76-13-1 NA - NA 1 0.5 0.25
1,1-DICHLOROETHANE 75-34-3 NA - NA 1 0.5 0.25
1,1-DICHLOROETHENE 75-35-4 3.2 FDEP Surface Water 1.1 1 0.5 0.25
1,2,4-TRICHLOROBENZENE 120-82-1 23 FDEP Surface Water 7.7 1 0.5 0.25
1,2-DIBROMO-3-CHLOROPROPANE 96-12-8 NA - NA 1 0.5 0.25
1,2-DIBROMOETHANE 106-93-4 13 FDEP Surface Water 4.3 1 0.5 0.25
1,2-DICHLOROBENZENE 95-50-1 99 FDEP Surface Water 33 1 0.5 0.25
1,2-DICHLOROETHANE 107-06-2 37 FDEP Surface Water 12 1 0.5 0.25
1,2-DICHLOROPROPANE 78-87-5 14 FDEP Surface Water 4.7 1 0.5 0.25
1,3-DICHLOROBENZENE 541-73-1 85 FDEP Surface Water 28 1 0.5 0.25
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan

Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville

Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Project Project Empirical
Action Quantitation
CAS Limit Project Action Limit | Limit Goal LOQ LOD MDL
Analyte Number (ug/L) Reference (ug/L) (ug/L) (ug/L) (ug/L)
1,4-DICHLOROBENZENE 106-46-7 3 FDEP Surface Water 1.0 1 0.5 0.25
2-BUTANONE 78-93-3 120,000 FDEP Surface Water 40,000 10 5 2.5
2-HEXANONE 591-78-6 NA - NA 10 5 2.5
4-METHYL-2-PENTANONE 108-10-1 23,000 FDEP Surface Water 7,700 10 5 2.5
ACETONE 67-64-1 1,700 FDEP Surface Water 570 10 5 25
BENZENE 71-43-2 71.28 FDEP Surface Water 24 1 0.5 0.25
BROMODICHLOROMETHANE 75-27-4 22 FDEP Surface Water 7.3 1 0.5 0.25
BROMOFORM 75-25-2 360 FDEP Surface Water 120 1 0.5 0.25
BROMOMETHANE 74-83-9 35 FDEP Surface Water 12 1 0.5 0.25
CARBON DISULFIDE 75-15-0 110 FDEP Surface Water 37 1 0.5 0.25
CARBON TETRACHLORIDE 56-23-5 4.42 FDEP Surface Water 1.5 1 0.5 0.25
CHLOROBENZENE 108-90-7 17 FDEP Surface Water 5.7 1 0.5 0.25
CHLORODIBROMOMETHANE 124-48-1 34 FDEP Surface Water 11 1 0.5 0.25
CHLOROETHANE 75-00-3 NA - NA 1 0.5 0.25
CHLOROFORM 67-66-3 470.8 FDEP Surface Water 160 1 0.5 0.25
CHLOROMETHANE 74-87-3 470.8 FDEP Surface Water 160 1 0.5 0.25
CIS-1,2-DICHLOROETHENE 156-59-2 NA - NA 1 0.5 0.25
CI1S-1,3-DICHLOROPROPENE 10061-01-5 NA - NA 1 0.5 0.25
CYCLOHEXANE 110-82-7 NA - NA 1 0.5 0.25
DICHLORODIFLUOROMETHANE 75-71-8 NA - NA 1 0.5 0.25
ETHYLBENZENE 100-41-4 610 FDEP Surface Water 200 1 0.5 0.25
ISOPROPYLBENZENE 98-82-8 260 FDEP Surface Water 87 1 0.5 0.25
TOTAL XYLENES 1330-20-7 370 FDEP Surface Water 120 5 25 1
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan

Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville

Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Revision Number: 1

Revision Date: May 2010

Project Project Empirical
Action Quantitation
CAS Limit Project Action Limit | Limit Goal LOQ LOD MDL
Analyte Number (ug/L) Reference (ug/L) (ug/L) (ug/L) (ug/L)
METHYL ACETATE 79-20-9 NA - NA 5 2.5 1
METHYL TERT-BUTYL ETHER 1634-04-4 34,000 FDEP Surface Water 11,000 1 0.5 0.25
METHYLENE CHLORIDE 75-09-2 1,580 FDEP Surface Water 530 3 1.5 1
METHYL CYCLOHEXANE 108-87-2 NA - NA 1 0.5 0.25
STYRENE 100-42-5 460 FDEP Surface Water 150 1 0.5 0.25
TETRACHLOROETHENE 127-18-4 8.85 FDEP Surface Water 3.0 1 0.5 0.25
TOLUENE 108-88-3 480 FDEP Surface Water 160 1 0.5 0.25
TRANS-1,2-DICHLOROETHENE 156-60-5 11,000 FDEP Surface Water 3,700 1 0.5 0.25
TRANS-1,3-DICHLOROPROPENE 10061-02-6 NA - NA 1 0.5 0.25
TRICHLOROETHENE 79-01-6 80.7 FDEP Surface Water 27 1 0.5 0.25
TRICHLOROFLUOROMETHANE 75-69-4 NA - NA 5 2.5 1
VINYL CHLORIDE 75-01-4 2.4 FDEP Surface Water 0.80 1 0.5 0.25

Notes:

CAS = Chemical Abstract Service

LOQ = Limit of Quantitation

LOD = Limit of Detection

ug/L = Micrograms per liter

mg/kg = Milligrams per kilogram

NA = limit or goal not available for this analyte

Bolded rows indicate that the PAL is between the laboratory LOQ and LOD. The Project Team has agreed to accept this data for decision making as long as results
below the PQL are "J" qualified and discussed in the uncertainties section of the Risk Assessment.

Shaded and Bold row indicate the PAL is less than the LOD; therefore the Project Team has agreed to replace the PALs with the laboratory LOQs for decision making purposes, as
suggested in “Guidance for the Selection of Analytical Methods for the Evaluation of Practical Quantitation Limits” (FDEP, October 2004).
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville

Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

SAP Worksheet #16 -- Project Schedule / Timeline Table

(UFP-QAPP Manual Section 2.8.2)

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Revision Number: 1

Revision Date: May 2010

Dates (MM/DD/YY)

Activities Organization Anticipated - Deliverable Deliverable Due Date
Anticipated Date
Date(s) :
N of Completion
of Initiation
Prepare Rough Draft UFP-SAP Tetra Tech 02/22/10 04/21/10
Work Plan & Appendices
Submit Rough Draft SAP Work Tetra Tech 04/22/10 05/10/10
Plan & Appendices to Navy
Navy Review Navy 04/22/10 05/10/10 Rough Draft - SAP 4/21/10
Receive Comments/Comment Tetra Tech 05/10/10 05/12/10
Resolution
Revise Draft SAP Work Plan & Tetra Tech 05/12/10 05/14/10
Appendices to Address Navy
Comments
Regulator Review FDEP 05/14/10 06/04/10 Draft SAP 05/14/10
Receive Comments/Comment Tetra Tech 06/04/10 06/07/10
Resolution
Prepare and Submit Final SAP Tetra Tech 06/07/10 06/11/10
Work Plan & Appendices to Navy
Final Navy Review Navy 06/11/10 06/14/10 Final SAP 06/14/10
Submit Navy Approved Final SAP Tetra Tech 06/14/10 06/18/10 Final Navy Approved 06/18/10
Work Plan & Appendices to FDEP SAP
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville

Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Dates (MM/DD/YY)

Activities Organization Anticipated - Deliverable Deliverable Due Date
Anticipated Date
Date(s) :
N of Completion
of Initiation

Mobilization and Field Investigation | Tetra Tech 06/21/10 07/16/10

Event 1 — DPT and MIP Sampling

Laboratory Analysis — Event 1 KB Labs 06/21/10 07/16/10

Mobile Laboratory

Mobilization and Field Investigation | Tetra Tech 9/20/10 09/24/10

Event 2a — Offshore Sampling

Laboratory Analysis — Event 2a — Empirical and 09/25/10 10/25/10

Offshore Sampling Microbial Insights

Data Validation Tetra Tech 10/25/10 11/25/10

Event 2b — Monitoring Well Tetra Tech 11/1/10 11/21/10

Installation and Sampling

Event 2b — Laboratory Analysis Empirical and 11/22/10 12/22/10

Microbial Insights

Data Validation Tetra Tech 12/23/10 1/23/11

Prepare Draft Human Health Risk Tetra Tech TBD TBD *

Assessment (HHRA) Report —

ou3

Prepare Draft Ecological Risk Tetra Tech TBD TBD

Assessment (ERA) Report — OU 3

Navy Review of Draft HHRA Report | Navy TBD TBD

-0uU3
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Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville

Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Revision Number: 1

Revision Date: May 2010

Dates (MM/DD/YY)

Activities Organization Anticipated - Deliverable Deliverable Due Date
Anticipated Date
Date(s) :
N of Completion
of Initiation
Navy Review of Draft ERA Report Navy TBD TBD
—-0uU3
Prepare Draft-Final Rl Report Tetra Tech TBD TBD
Navy Review Draft-Final RI Report | Navy TBD TBD
Prepare Final Rl Report OU 3 Tetra Tech TBD TBD Final Rl Report OU 3 *
Submit Final RI Report OU 3 Tetra Tech TBD TBD
(includes HHRA and ERA)
Prepare Draft-Final FS Addendum Tetra Tech TBD TBD
Oou 3
Navy Review Draft-Final FS Navy TBD TBD
Addendum OU 3
Prepare Final FS Addendum OU 3 | Tetra Tech TBD TBD
Submit Final FS Addendum OU 3 Tetra Tech TBD TBD Final FS Addendum *
ou3
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SAP Worksheet #17 -- Sampling Design and Rationale
(UFP-QAPP Manual Section 3.1.1)

The descriptions below provide an overview of the sampling strategy and rationale for the Rl Addendum
field activities at OU 3.

A Triad approach is being utilized to evaluate the nature and extent of contamination at OU 3. The Triad
is an approach to decision-making for hazardous waste site cleanup. The approach provides a
framework for efficiently using real-time environmental sensors and tools in order to improve decision-
making at contaminated sites. The term Triad represents three main elements: systematic project

planning (SPP), dynamic work strategies, and innovative rapid sampling and analytical technologies.

This SAP provides the elements of the systematic project planning stage, including the involvement of
site stakeholders in the decision making process, and the development of DQOs and a CSM. Dynamic
work strategies are strategies that incorporate adaptable project activities to site conditions as new
information becomes available while work is underway. This allows for optimization of the data collection
effort to better eliminate uncertainties and to integrate the site data into the evaluation of potential site
remedies. Rapid sampling techniques will be utilized to provide real-time delineation of VOCs in the
subsurface at the site via use of the MIP system combined with DPT groundwater sampling and on-site
mobile laboratory analysis.

The overall approach for the proposed activities is to evaluate the potential risks to site workers, potential
future residents, and ecological receptors in the St. Johns River that are posed by the previously
identified areas of soil and groundwater contamination at OU 3. The intent is to evaluate risk posed by
the Operable Unit as a whole rather than focus solely on individual areas of contamination. The NAS
Jacksonville Partnering Team has devised a multi-phased approach to investigate the potential risks
posed. The planned investigation is to build off prior efforts and fill existing data gaps that will allow the
NAS Jacksonville Partnering Team to fully evaluate appropriate site remedial strategies to manage the

risks posed.
171 SOIL SAMPLING DESIGN, LOCATIONS, AND RATIONALE

Due to the complexity of OU 3, the Team has agreed that soils within the boundary of OU 3 will not be a
focus of the investigation. Since OU 3 will remain industrial in use for the foreseeable future, soil
investigations will be limited to the boundaries of OU 3 for the purpose of establishing LUCs. Details

regarding the soil sampling program are provided below.

Figure 17-1 provides the location of soil samples to be collected along the OU 3 boundary. The soil

samples will be collected from the shallow surface interval (0-2 feet) at approximately 200-foot intervals
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along the existing boundary as shown on Figure 17-1. All surface soil samples will be tested for VOCs,
taking care to collect VOC samples from the depth interval of 0.5 to 2 feet in accordance with FDEP
SOPs. In addition, two locations (SS16 and SS17) in the vicinity of the Battery Shop (PSC 14) as shown
on Figure 17-1 will be sampled for lead and two sample locations (SS1 and SS2) in the vicinity of
Hangar 101S will also be analyzed for listed metals, SVOCs/Low Level PAHs, and TRPH. Metals
constituent analyses are to be collected from the 0-0.5 foot interval, while SVOCs/Low Level PAHs and
TRPH will be collected from the 0.5-2 foot interval as required by FDEP SOPs. All surface soil samples

will be collected via FDEP SOPs and will be submitted to Empirical for analyses.

Data will be compared to FDEP Residential SCTLs for each constituent. If exceedances are noted, step
out samples will be selected for analysis. The locations of step out samples will be the nearest practical
location where a sample may be collected, but in general will be within 100 feet of the sample identified

as having a Residential SCTL exceedance.

In the event step out samples are selected for analysis, the second phase soil sampling event will be

conducted 60 days after receipt of analytical data.

17.2 MIP/DPT GROUNDWATER SAMPLING DESIGN, LOCATIONS, AND RATIONALE

Extensive groundwater data has been collected at OU 3. However, data gaps do exist that will be
evaluated via a groundwater sampling program. Depending on the location of the sample, the rationale
for its collection varies. Investigation of Areas upgradient of Building 106 will be conducted to provide
further delineation of potential upgradient sources of contamination. Sampling in Areas C and D will be
conducted to evaluate current plume conditions and to provide data for updating of the CSM. Sampling in
Area E will be conducted to re-delineate the current extent of Area E since Area E data is nearly a decade
old. Sampling in downgradient areas of Areas F and G will be conducted to complete delineation of
these downgradient areas and to evaluate the potential offshore migration of contaminated groundwater
to the St. Johns River. This data in turn will be used to further refine the location of offshore pore and

surface water sampling efforts.

MIP/DPT sampling will be supported by the on-site mobile laboratory. All water samples collected during
this effort will be analyzed by the mobile laboratory, with the exception of split samples submitted to an

off-site laboratory as a QA measure as described in Worksheet #18.

Figures 17-2 through 17-4 provide the locations for rapid field screening sample locations. These
locations will first be sampled and evaluated using the MIP tool. The MIP tool will provide data
continuously throughout the subsurface zone. Subsequently, DPT methods will be utilized to collect

groundwater grab samples for mobile laboratory analysis of VOCs. The general approach to groundwater
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sampling will be to conduct profiling by the collection of groundwater at 10-foot depth intervals from the
top of the encountered aquifer to the bottom of the aquifer. Sampling depths and locations may be field
modified to evaluate discrete intervals of interest identified in the MIP survey. In some cases, it is
anticipated the MIP sampling method may not be capable of reaching depth of interest. As a result, data

collection in these areas will be dependent on DPT techniques.

Based on data obtained, some sample locations shown on Figures 17-2 through 17-4 may be modified to
a more strategic location, or may not be performed altogether. The rationale in general would suggest
that if no contamination is found in the boring, no additional borings will be advanced in the direction
where contamination is not present. Sample locations may be moved to another location where more

appropriate data may be obtained.

17.3 GROUNDWATER MONITORING WELL DESIGN, LOCATIONS, AND RATIONALE

After completion of the MIP/DPT sampling program, the Partnering Team will evaluate MIP/DPT data
from all areas at OU 3 for the purpose of designing and constructing additional monitoring wells. The
purpose of the monitoring wells will be to provide confirmation of the plume extent and to provide

locations for future monitoring of natural attenuation processes and appropriate monitoring program.

Although final design and location details cannot be provided at this time, it is anticipated that wells will be

installed in the following areas.

o Upgradient of Building 106 to verify the extent of what is believed to be an upgradient source of

contamination. It is anticipated that five to six wells may be required in this area.

e Source area below Building 106. Two wells will be installed in the intermediate aquifer zone. Both
wells will include 5-foot screen intervals, one screening the top of the second aquifer unit
(approximately 25-30 feet bgs) and a second at the base of the second aquifer at approximately 60-
65 feet bgs.

e Plume axis along Areas C and D to provide locations for groundwater modeling and to support

monitoring for MNA parameters.

e Perpendicular to the axis of the Building 106 plume to provide contaminant mass flux information for

modeling purposes and source area depletion evaluation.

e Areas F and G to monitor possible discharge to the St. Johns River and to provide potential future

point of compliance wells.

It is estimated that approximately 15 wells may be installed as part of this effort.
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17.4 RIVER SAMPLING DESIGN, LOCATIONS, AND RATIONALE

Two groundwater plumes have been identified during prior field efforts that have demonstrated a potential
to impact the St. Johns River via direct groundwater to surface water migration. One plume located on
the north side of OU 3 from Areas C and D is located in the second aquifer zone separated from the
shallow aquifer interval (Figure 10-4). Sampling previously conducted via DPT methods from a barge
have shown the plume may be discharging to the river near the Boat House in an area were deep
dredging has compromised the clay unit separating the shallow and second aquifer zones (See Section
10.5). However, depth profiling sampling has shown contamination to decrease as the water upwells
toward the river and biological processes within the organic rich sediment that backfilled the dredged area
may be serving to degrade the VOCs before the contaminants reach the surface water of the St. Johns
River. In order to confirm if this is the case, a sampling effort will be conducted to evaluate both pore
water in sediments in the river bottom and surface water in the area where discharge would be occurring.

A sampling grid shown on Figure 17-6 has been established in the discharge areas.

As described in Section 14.1, a Trident Probe will be used at each sample location to delineate the area
where groundwater is discharging to surface water of the St. Johns River. Differences in temperature and
conductivity measured by the probe sensors indicate where groundwater discharge is occurring. After the
area of groundwater discharge has been determined using the temperature and conductivity sensor
probe, the integral pore water sampler probe will be used to collect pore water samples two feet below
the sediment surface and surface water samples one foot above the sediment surface in locations where
groundwater discharge is occurring. Surface water and pore water samples will be tested in an on-site

mobile laboratory for target VOC constituents.

In four to six representative locations where VOCs in the pore water exceed PALs, the VOC mass flux will
be determined using the UltraSeep system to measure the seepage rate of discharging groundwater and
to collect a pore water sample at the surface of the sediment for VOC analysis as described in
Section 14.1.

The second groundwater plume that has been identified as posing a threat to the St. Johns River is
located at Areas F and G (Figure 10-5). In this area of OU 3, there is no clay layer separating a shallow
and second aquifer zone and, as a result, the shallow aquifer extends from the water table to a depth of
approximately 60 feet bgs. Based on further delineation of the downgradient plume areas for Areas F
and G, as described in Section 17.2, a sampling grid will be established offshore for the purpose of
obtaining pore water and surface water samples via the Trident Probe. This area will also include the
potential discharge area from the eastern storm sewer in Area G, which discharges in the same general
area. Pore water and surface water samples will be collected at the points shown on Figure 17-7 as

previously described and will be tested in the on-site mobile laboratory for VOCs. Similar to the northern
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plume area, if results exceed PALs, an UltraSeep meter will be deployed to determine the contaminant

mass flux into the surface water body.
175 STORM SEWER SAMPLING DESIGN, LOCATIONS, AND RATIONALE

Contaminated groundwater entering storm sewers poses a potential risk to utility workers and ecological
receptors in the St. Johns River. Data collected to date indicates that contaminated groundwater has
been indentified in two tidally influenced storm sewers with outfalls in the St. Johns River. One of these
storm sewers, which is located within Areas A, F, and G, has been addressed in the prior ROD and a
storm sewer monitoring program is in place. A second storm sewer was recently identified to be receiving
contaminated groundwater discharges. This storm sewer is located in the downgradient areas of the
Areas F and G groundwater plume, and the outfall for this storm sewer is approximately 100 feet offshore
and is submerged beneath sediment in the St. Johns River (Figures 10-6 and 10-7). Dye testing
conducted in the storm sewer indicates the storm sewer leaks and discharge may be encountered nearer
to the shore than the actual designed outfall. Sampling conducted from accessible manholes and grated
drains within the storm sewer has indicated that VOC constituents have been detected at levels

exceeding Florida Marine SWCTLs during periods of low tide.

In order to determine if this discharge poses a potential risk to ecological receptors in the St. Johns River,
a sampling event will be conducted on the storm sewer at the nearest accessible manhole or grated drain
to the river over a full tidal cycle. Sampling will be conducted at one hour intervals from low tide to high
tide and high tide to low tide and samples analyzed in the mobile laboratory for target VOCs. Storm
sewer water samples will be collected via lowering a polyethylene sampling tubing into the water stream
and pumping via a peristaltic pump, or by dipping a Teflon water sampling bucket into the water stream,
whichever method is more practical based on field conditions in accordance with the SOPs listed in

Worksheet #18. The location of the storm sewer sampling location is provided on Figure 17-5.

In addition, a survey will be completed to locate and sample any other storm sewers that discharge to the
St. Johns River during dry periods. Storm sewers that discharge during dry periods are indicative of
systems that are receiving infiltration of groundwater and therefore could be potentially impacted should
contaminated groundwater be present. If any identified storm sewers are tidally influenced, sampling will
be conducted at the outfall or closest manhole or grated drain if the outfall is submerged or otherwise
inaccessible. Sampling will occur during low tide only and samples analyzed in the on-site mobile
laboratory for target VOCs. If target VOCs are detected, additional storm sewer evaluation and sampling
may be performed at a later date under a separate effort and a separate or updated SAP will be

generated.
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176 SAMPLING PROGRAM OPTIMIZATION

The Triad approach allows for continual sample optimization through the review of near real-time data
that allows for field decisions. MIP data will be used to identify areas of higher interest and lower interest
so that DPT sampling can be modified to collect more valued data in high interest areas and limit data
collection in low interest areas. In addition, use of the on-site mobile laboratory will allow the field teams
to modify sample grids to eliminate samples in areas where contamination is not found to exist and to
increase sampling density in areas where contamination is found. As a result, data produced is assured

to be relevant and more complete, allowing for better decision making.
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SAP Worksheet #18 -- Sampling Locations and Methods/SOP Requirements Table
(UEP-QAPP Manual Section 3.1.1)

The Triad approach allows for continual sampling optimization. As a result, total sample numbers and depths are to be determined for MIP/DPT
sampling and pore water sampling efforts. Split samples will be analyzed in the fixed-base laboratory on a minimum of 5 percent of the VOC
samples that are analyzed in the on-site laboratory for each environmental medium (MIP/DPT groundwater, surface water, sediment pore water,
and storm sewer water). Field duplicates for all media will be collected on a minimum of 5 percent of the total samples for analysis. Sample
designation protocol is as follows:
Surface Soil: Station ID, Operable Unit ID, Surface Soil ID, depth interval, month, and year.

Example: JAX-OU3-SS1-0.5-2’-06/2010
MIP/DPT Groundwater: Station ID, Operable Unit ID, Boring ID, depth (screen) interval, month, and year.

Example: JAX-OU3-B1-24-28-06/2010
Storm Sewer: Station ID, Operable Unit ID, Manhole #, depth interval, time, day, month, and year.

Example: JAX-OU3-MH1-4.5’-10:20-21/06/2010

Pore Water/Surface Water: Station ID, Operable Unit ID, Sediment Location #, Sample Type (Groundwater Pore Water/Surface Water Pore
Water/Surface Water), depth, month, and year.

Example: JAX-OU3-SD1-GWPW-1.5’-06/2010
New Monitoring Wells: Station ID, Operable Unit ID, Area ID, Well #, bottom of the screened interval, month, and year.

Example: JAX-OU3-AreaG-MW21-25-06/2010
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Sampling Location/
ID Number

Matrix

Synoptic
Water
Level

Well Depth
(feet)

Analytical
Group

Number of
Field
Duplicates

Sampling SOP
Reference

Rationale for Sampling

Location

Surface Soil Sample Lo

cations

JAX-OU3-SS1-0-0.5'-
mm/yyyy

Soil

(surface)

NA

NA

Metals

5%

FC1000, FD1000,
FM1000,FQ1000,
FS1000, FS3000
SA-1.3, GH-1.5,
SA-6.3, SA-7 1,
SA-6.1, CT-04

LUC Boundary
determination

JAX-OU3-SS51-0.5-2'-
mm/yyyy

Soil

(surface)

NA

NA

VOCs, SVOCs/
Low Level PAHSs,
TRPH

5%

FC1000, FD1000,
FM1000,FQ1000,
FS1000, FS3000
SA-1.3, GH-1.5,
SA-6.3, SA-7 1,
SA-6.1, CT-04

LUC Boundary
determination

JAX-OU3-SS2-0-0.5'-
mm/yyyy

Soil

(surface)

NA

NA

Metals

5%

FC1000, FD1000,
FM1000,FQ1000,
FS1000, FS3000
SA-1.3, GH-1.5,
SA-6.3, SA-71,
SA-6.1, CT-04

LUC Boundary
determination

JAX-0OU3-SS2-0.5-2'-
mm/yyyy

Soil

(surface)

NA

NA

VOCs, SVOCs/
Low Level PAHSs,
TRPH

5%

FC1000, FD1000,
FM1000,FQ1000,
FS1000, FS3000
SA-1.3, GH-1.5,
SA-6.3, SA-7 1,
SA-6.1, CT-04

LUC Boundary
determination

JAX-OU3-SS3-0.5-2'-
mm/yyyy

Soil

(surface)

NA

NA

VOCs

5%

FC1000, FD1000,
FM1000,FQ1000,
FS1000, FS3000
SA-1.3, GH-1.5,
SA-6.3, SA-7 1,
SA-6.1, CT-04

LUC Boundary
determination
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Sampling Location/
ID Number

Matrix

Synoptic
Water
Level

Well Depth
(feet)

Analytical
Group

Number of
Field
Duplicates

Sampling SOP
Reference

Rationale for Sampling

Location

JAX-0OU3-S54-0.5-2'-
mm/yyyy

Soil

(surface)

NA

NA

VOCs

5%

FC1000, FD1000,
FM1000,FQ1000,
FS1000, FS3000
SA-1.3, GH-1.5,
SA-6.3, SA-7 1,
SA-6.1, CT-04

LUC Boundary
determination

JAX-OU3-SS5-0.5-2'-
mm/yyyy

Soil

(surface)

NA

NA

VOCs

5%

FC1000, FD1000,
FM1000,FQ1000,
FS1000, FS3000
SA-1.3, GH-1.5,
SA-6.3, SA-7.1,
SA-6.1, CT-04

LUC Boundary
determination

JAX-OU3-SS6-0.5-2'-
mm/yyyy

Soil

(surface)

NA

NA

VOCs

5%

FC1000, FD1000,
FM1000,FQ1000,
FS1000, FS3000
SA-1.3, GH-1.5,
SA-6.3, SA-7 1,
SA-6.1, CT-04

LUC Boundary
determination

JAX-OU3-SS7-0.5-2'-
mm/yyyy

Soil

(surface)

NA

NA

VOCs

5%

FC1000, FD1000,
FM1000,FQ1000,
FS1000, FS3000
SA-1.3, GH-1.5,
SA-6.3, SA-7 1,
SA-6.1, CT-04

LUC Boundary
determination

JAX-OU3-SS8-0.5-2'-
mm/yyyy

Soil

(surface)

NA

NA

VOCs

5%

FC1000, FD1000,
FM1000,FQ1000,
FS1000, FS3000
SA-1.3, GH-1.5,
SA-6.3, SA-7 1,
SA-6.1, CT-04

LUC Boundary
determination
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan

Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Sampling Location/
ID Number

Matrix

Synoptic
Water
Level

Well Depth
(feet)

Analytical
Group

Number of
Field
Duplicates

Sampling SOP
Reference

Rationale for Sampling
Location

JAX-OU3-SS59-0.5-2'-
mm/yyyy

Soil

(surface)

NA

NA

VOCs

5%

FC1000, FD1000,
FM1000,FQ1000,
FS1000, FS3000
SA-1.3, GH-1.5,
SA-6.3, SA-7 1,
SA-6.1, CT-04

LUC Boundary
determination

JAX-OU3-SS10-0.5-2'-
mm/yyyy

Soil

(surface)

NA

NA

VOCs

5%

FC1000, FD1000,
FM1000,FQ1000,
FS1000, FS3000
SA-1.3, GH-1.5,
SA-6.3, SA-7.1,
SA-6.1, CT-04

LUC Boundary
determination

JAX-OU3-SS11-0.5-2'-
mm/yyyy

Soil

(surface)

NA

NA

VOCs

5%

FC1000, FD1000,
FM1000,FQ1000,
FS1000, FS3000
SA-1.3, GH-1.5,
SA-6.3, SA-7 1,
SA-6.1, CT-04

LUC Boundary
determination

JAX-OU3-SS12-0.5-2'-
mm/yyyy

Soil

(surface)

NA

NA

VOCs

5%

FC1000, FD1000,
FM1000,FQ1000,
FS1000, FS3000
SA-1.3, GH-1.5,
SA-6.3, SA-7 1,
SA-6.1, CT-04

LUC Boundary
determination

JAX-OU3-SS13-0.5-2'-
mm/yyyy

Soil

(surface)

NA

NA

VOCs

5%

FC1000, FD1000,
FM1000,FQ1000,
FS1000, FS3000
SA-1.3, GH-1.5,
SA-6.3, SA-7 1,
SA-6.1, CT-04

LUC Boundary
determination
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan

Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Sampling Location/
ID Number

Matrix

Synoptic
Water
Level

Well Depth
(feet)

Analytical
Group

Number of
Field
Duplicates

Sampling SOP
Reference

Rationale for Sampling
Location

JAX-OU3-SS14-0.5-2'-
mm/yyyy

Soil

(surface)

NA

NA

VOCs

5%

FC1000, FD1000,
FM1000,FQ1000,
FS1000, FS3000
SA-1.3, GH-1.5,
SA-6.3, SA-7 1,
SA-6.1, CT-04

LUC Boundary
determination

JAX-OU3-SS15-0.5-2'-
mm/yyyy

Soil

(surface)

NA

NA

VOCs

5%

FC1000, FD1000,
FM1000,FQ1000,
FS1000, FS3000
SA-1.3, GH-1.5,
SA-6.3, SA-7.1,
SA-6.1, CT-04

LUC Boundary
determination

JAX-OU3-SS16-0-0.5'-
mm/yyyy

Soil

(surface)

NA

NA

Lead Only

5%

FC1000, FD1000,
FM1000,FQ1000,
FS1000, FS3000
SA-1.3, GH-1.5,
SA-6.3, SA-7 1,
SA-6.1, CT-04

LUC Boundary
determination

JAX-OU3-SS16-0.5-2'-
mm/yyyy

Soil

(surface)

NA

NA

VOCs

5%

FC1000, FD1000,
FM1000,FQ1000,
FS1000, FS3000
SA-1.3, GH-1.5,
SA-6.3, SA-7 1,
SA-6.1, CT-04

LUC Boundary
determination

JAX-OU3-SS17-0-0.5'-
mm/yyyy

Soil

(surface)

NA

NA

Lead Only

5%

FC1000, FD1000,
FM1000,FQ1000,
FS1000, FS3000
SA-1.3, GH-1.5,
SA-6.3, SA-7 1,
SA-6.1, CT-04

LUC Boundary
determination
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan

Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Sampling Location/
ID Number

Matrix

Synoptic
Water
Level

Well Depth
(feet)

Analytical
Group

Number of
Field
Duplicates

Sampling SOP
Reference

Rationale for Sampling
Location

JAX-OU3-SS17-0.5-2'-
mm/yyyy

Soil

(surface)

NA

NA

VOCs

5%

FC1000, FD1000,
FM1000,FQ1000,
FS1000, FS3000
SA-1.3, GH-1.5,
SA-6.3, SA-7 1,
SA-6.1, CT-04

LUC Boundary
determination

JAX-OU3-SS18-0.5-2'-
mm/yyyy

Soil

(surface)

NA

NA

VOCs

5%

FC1000, FD1000,
FM1000,FQ1000,
FS1000, FS3000
SA-1.3, GH-1.5,
SA-6.3, SA-7.1,
SA-6.1, CT-04

LUC Boundary
determination

JAX-OU3-SS19-0.5-2'-
mm/yyyy

Soil

(surface)

NA

NA

VOCs

5%

FC1000, FD1000,
FM1000,FQ1000,
FS1000, FS3000
SA-1.3, GH-1.5,
SA-6.3, SA-7 1,
SA-6.1, CT-04

LUC Boundary
determination

JAX-0OU3-SS20-0.5-2'-
mm/yyyy

Soil

(surface)

NA

NA

VOCs

5%

FC1000, FD1000,
FM1000,FQ1000,
FS1000, FS3000
SA-1.3, GH-1.5,
SA-6.3, SA-7 1,
SA-6.1, CT-04

LUC Boundary
determination

JAX-OU3-SS21-0.5-2'-
mm/yyyy

Soil

(surface)

NA

NA

VOCs

5%

FC1000, FD1000,
FM1000,FQ1000,
FS1000, FS3000
SA-1.3, GH-1.5,
SA-6.3, SA-7 1,
SA-6.1, CT-04

LUC Boundary
determination
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan

Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Sampling Location/
ID Number

Matrix

Synoptic
Water
Level

Well Depth
(feet)

Analytical
Group

Number of
Field
Duplicates

Sampling SOP
Reference

Rationale for Sampling
Location

JAX-0OU3-5§522-0.5-2'-
mm/yyyy

Soil

(surface)

NA

NA

VOCs

5%

FC1000, FD1000,
FM1000,FQ1000,
FS1000, FS3000
SA-1.3, GH-1.5,
SA-6.3, SA-7 1,
SA-6.1, CT-04

LUC Boundary
determination

JAX-OU3-S523-0.5-2'-
mm/yyyy

Soil

(surface)

NA

NA

VOCs

5%

FC1000, FD1000,
FM1000,FQ1000,
FS1000, FS3000
SA-1.3, GH-1.5,
SA-6.3, SA-7.1,
SA-6.1, CT-04

LUC Boundary
determination

JAX-0OU3-S524-0.5-2'-
mm/yyyy

Soil

(surface)

NA

NA

VOCs

5%

FC1000, FD1000,
FM1000,FQ1000,
FS1000, FS3000
SA-1.3, GH-1.5,
SA-6.3, SA-7 1,
SA-6.1, CT-04

LUC Boundary
determination

JAX-0OU3-S525-0.5-2'-
mm/yyyy

Soil

(surface)

NA

NA

VOCs

5%

FC1000, FD1000,
FM1000,FQ1000,
FS1000, FS3000
SA-1.3, GH-1.5,
SA-6.3, SA-7 1,
SA-6.1, CT-04

LUC Boundary
determination

JAX-OU3-S526-0.5-2'-
mm/yyyy

Soil

(surface)

NA

NA

VOCs

5%

FC1000, FD1000,
FM1000,FQ1000,
FS1000, FS3000
SA-1.3, GH-1.5,
SA-6.3, SA-7 1,
SA-6.1, CT-04

LUC Boundary
determination
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan

Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Sampling Location/
ID Number

Matrix

Synoptic
Water
Level

Well Depth
(feet)

Analytical
Group

Number of
Field
Duplicates

Sampling SOP
Reference

Rationale for Sampling

Location

JAX-0OU3-8527-0.5-2'-
mm/yyyy

Soil

(surface)

NA

NA

VOCs

5%

FC1000, FD1000,
FM1000,FQ1000,
FS1000, FS3000
SA-1.3, GH-1.5,
SA-6.3, SA-7 1,
SA-6.1, CT-04

LUC Boundary
determination

JAX-OU3-S528-0.5-2'-
mm/yyyy

Soil

(surface)

NA

NA

VOCs

5%

FC1000, FD1000,
FM1000,FQ1000,
FS1000, FS3000
SA-1.3, GH-1.5,
SA-6.3, SA-7.1,
SA-6.1, CT-04

LUC Boundary
determination

JAX-0OU3-S529-0.5-2'-
mm/yyyy

Soil

(surface)

NA

NA

VOCs

5%

FC1000, FD1000,
FM1000,FQ1000,
FS1000, FS3000
SA-1.3, GH-1.5,
SA-6.3, SA-7 1,
SA-6.1, CT-04

LUC Boundary
determination

JAX-OU3-SS30-0.5-2'-
mm/yyyy

Soil

(surface)

NA

NA

VOCs

5%

FC1000, FD1000,
FM1000,FQ1000,
FS1000, FS3000
SA-1.3, GH-1.5,
SA-6.3, SA-7 1,
SA-6.1, CT-04

LUC Boundary
determination
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan

Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

FT1600, SA-1.2,
SA-1.3, GH-1.5,
SA-2.5, SA-6.3,
SA-7.1, SA-11,
SA-6.1, CT-04

Sampling Location/ . Synoptic Well Analytical Num_ber of Sampling SOP |Rationale for Sampling
Matrix Water 2 Field .
ID Number Depth*(feet) Group . Reference Location
Level Duplicates
DPT/MIP Sample Locations

JAX-OU3-BX-xx-xx’- Groundwater NA NA VOCs 5% FC1000, FD1000, |Plume Delineation
mm/yyyy (10’ intervals (Screening) FM1000, FQ1000,
from top of FS1000, FS2000,
; FS2200, FT1000,
aggggrrnt)o FT1100, FT1200,
FT1400, FT1500,

Note: Proposing approximately 58 DPT locations within OU 3. Boring numbers will be number sequentially starting with B1, B2, B3, etc.

Storm Sewer Sample Locations

JAX-OU3,MHX-X.X-
hr:min-dd/mm/yyyy

Water

Yes

NA

VOCs

5%

FC1000, FD1000,
FM1000, FQ1000,
FS1000, FS2000,
FS2100, FT1000,
SA-1.3, GH-1.5,
SA-2.5, SA-6.3,
SA-7.1, SA-11,
SA-6.1, CT-04

Contaminant Detection

based on site survey.

Note: Storm sewer location is associated with Area G, Storm Sewer 1-6 as shown on Figure 17-5. Other storm sewers/manholes may be sampled
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Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville Revision Number: 1
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida Revision Date: May 2010
. . Synoptic . Number of . . .
Sampling Location/ . Well Depth Analytical . Sampling SOP | Rationale for Sampling
Matrix Water Field .
ID Number (feet) Group . Reference Location
Level Duplicates
Pore Water/Surface Water & Groundwater Sample Locations
JAX-OU3-SDX-GWPW- water NA NA VOCs 5% FC1000, FD1000, |Contaminant Delineation
XX-mmlyyyy FM1000, FQ1000,
FS1000, FS2000,

FS2100, FS2200,
FT1000, FT1100,
FT1200, FT1400,
FT1500, FT1600,
SA-1.3, GH-1.5,
SA-2.5, SA-6.3,
SA-7.1, SA-11,
SA-6.1, CT-04

Note: Number samples sequentially starting with SD1, SD2, SD3, etc. GW = groundwater, PW = pore water, SW = surface water. GW and SW will be
determined in the field from results of field testing. Anticipate 36 sample locations.

Monitoring Well Samples

JAX-OU3-AreaX- Water Yes TBD VOCs, MNA 5% FC1000, FD1000, | Monitoring
MWXX-XX’-mm/yyyy Parameters FM1000, FQ1000,
FS1000, FS2000,

FS2200, FT1000,
FT1100, FT1200,
FT1400, FT1500,
FT1600, SA-1.3,
GH-1.2, GH-1.5,
GH-2.8, SA-2.5,
SA-6.3, SA-7 1,
SA-1.1, SA-6.1,
CT-04

Note: Monitoring well locations are determined through the Triad approach and location IDs will be determined according to location of installation at the
time of installation.

MNA parameter analyses are shown in Worksheet #19.
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan

Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

SAP Worksheet #19 -- Analytical SOP Requirements Table
(UEP-QAPP Manual Section 3.1.1)

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Revision Number: 1

Revision Date: May 2010

A . ) Sample Preservation Maximum Holding
nalytical and Containers . .
Matrix Analytical Grou Preparation Method / number, size, an Volqme _Requwements . Tlme.
y p p (number, size, and
SOP Referencel t e)2 (units) (chemical, temperature, light (prepara_tlon/
yp
protected) analysis)
Groundwater and | VOCs SW-846 5030/8260B, Three - 40 milliliter 5mL Hydrochloric acid (HCI) to 14 days to analysis
Aqueous QC Empirical SOP-202 (mL) glass vials pH<2; Cool to 4 (x 2) °C; no
Blanks headspace
SVOCs and Low SW-846 Two 1 - liter (L) 1000 mL Coolto 4 (x2) °C 7 days until
Level PAHs 3510C/3520/8270D, glass amber bottles extraction, 40 days to
Empirical SOP-201//300 analysis
TAL Metals SW-846 One - 500 mL plastic 50 mL /30 | Nitric acid (HNO3) to pH <2; | 180 days to analysis
(Including Mercury) | 3010A/6010C/7470A, bottle mL mercury | Coolto4 (x2)°C except mercury; 28
and Molybdenum, Empirical SOP- days to analysis for
Total and 100/103/105 mercury
Dissolved Iron, and
Lead
MNA Parameters
Anions (nitrate, EPA 300.0, One - 500 mL plastic 5 mL for Coolto4 (x2)°C Nitrate/Nitrite - 48
nitrite, chloride, Empirical SOP-145 bottle each analyte hours to analysis;
and sulfate) Chloride/ Sulfate - 28
days to analysis
Alkalinity . R .
SM 23208, One 500-mL plastic 25 mL Coolto 4 (x2) °C 14 days to analysis
Empirical SOP-154 bottle
Dissolved Sulfide SM4500S F, One - 500 mL plastic 200 mL 1 mL 2 Normal zinc acetate 7 days to analysis
Empirical SOP-153 bottle with Sodium hydroxide
(NaOH) to a pH >9; Cool to
4(zx2)°C
TOC SM 5310C, One - 500 mL plastic 250 mL Sulfuric acid (H2S04) to pH 28 days to analysis
Empirical SOP-221 bottle <2;Coolto 4 (£2) °C
Dissolved Gases RSK SOP 175, Three - 40 mL glass 15 mL HCI to pH <2; 14 days to analysis
(methane, ethane, Empirical SOP-236 vials Coolto 4 (x2) °C
ethene)
Groundwater/ Dehalococcoides Lab Proprietary Methods, | One - 1L plastic 1L Coolto 4 (x2) °C Extract within 48

Sediment Pore
Water

and reductase
genes

MI SOP DNA-qPCR,
MI SOP DNA Ext,

hours and freeze at <
-10°C until analysis
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan

Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Revision Number: 1

Revision Date: May 2010

. . Sample Preservation Maximum Holding
Analytical and Containers : :
. . : . Volume Requirements Time
Matrix Analytical Group Preparation Method / (number, size, and . . . .
1 2 (units) (chemical, temperature, light (preparation/
SOP Reference type) .13
protected) analysis)
Soil VOCs SW-846 5035/8260B, Three 5-gram 5 grams 2x40mL in water and 48 hours from
Empirical SOP-202/225 Encore samplers or 1x40mL in methanol, freeze | sampling to
terracores to<-10°C preservation,
14 days to analysis
SVOCs and Low SW-846 3546/8270C/ One 4-ounce glass 30 grams Coolto 4 (x2) °C 14 days until
Level PAHs Empirical jar extraction, 40 days to
SOP-201/343 analysis
TAL Metals SW-846 3050B/ One 4-ounce glass 1to2grams | Coolto4 (+2)°C 180 days to analysis
(Including Mercury) | 6010C/7471A jar /0.3 gram for except mercury,
and Molybdenum Empirical SOP- mercury 28 days to analysis
and Lead Only | 100/104/105 for mercury
TRPH FL-PRO One 4-ounce glass 30 grams Coolto 4 (x2) °C 14 days to analysis
Empirical SOP-338 jar
Groundwater, VOCs Screening SW-846 8260B Two - 40 mL glass 5mL HCl to pH<2; Cool to 4 (x2) | 14 days to analysis

Storm Sewer
Water, Sediment
Pore Water, and
Surface Water

Level Data

KB SOP01VOC

vials

°C; no headspace

Notes:

1
2

Duplicate (MSD), containers listed should be tripled.

3
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Maximum holding time is calculated from the time the sample is collected to the time the sample is prepared/extracted.

Laboratory SOPs are subject to revision and updates during duration of the project, the laboratory will use the most current revision of the SOP at the time of analysis.
Sample size is a minimum; the containers listed will be filled to compensate for any required re-analysis or re-extractions. For samples requiring Matrix Spike (MS)/Matrix Spike
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

SAP Worksheet #20 -- Field Quality Control Sample Summary Table

(UFP-QAPP Manual Section 3.1.1)

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Total
Number of Number Number Number of Number Number Number
Matrix Analytical Group Sampling of Number OI of Equipment of sz of
: Field MS/MSDs Field VOC Trip PT
Locations . Blanks Samples
Duplicates Blanks Blanks Samples
to Lab
Surface Soil VOCs 30 2 2/2 0 0 2 0 34
SVOCs/ PAHs 2 1 0/0 0 0 NA 0 3
Metals 2 1 0/0 0 0 NA 0 3
Lead Only 2 1 0/0 0 0 NA 0 3
TRPH 2 1 0/0 0 0 NA 0 3
Groundwater :
(MIP/DPT \S’OCS (On-Site 58 3 3/3 0 0 0 0 61
creening)
Samples)
Storm Sewer VOCs (.On-Site 6 1 11 0 y 1 0 9
Water Screening)
Surf_ace and VOCs (.On-Site 36 > 2/9 0 > 2 0 492
Sediment Screening)
Pore Water
Dehalococcoides
and reductase
genes (Sediment 12 0 0/0 0 0 NA 0 12
Pore Water)
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Total
Number of Number Number Number of Number Number Number
Matrix Analytical Group Sampling of Number OI of Equipment of sz of
: Field MS/MSDs Field VOC Trip PT
Locations . Blanks Samples
Duplicates Blanks Blanks Samples
to Lab
Off-Site
Analysis for
Confirmation
of On-site VOCs 10 1 11 0 0 3 0 14
Analytical
Data (5%
minimum)
Groundwater VOCs 15 1 11 0 1 2 0 19
(Monitgring
Wells) SVOCs/ Low Level 15 1 11 0 0 NA 0 16
PAHs
Metals 15 1 1/1 0 1 NA 0 17
MNA Parameters
Iron and
Manganese (Total 15 0 0/0 0 0 NA 0 15
and Dissolved)
Dissolved Gases 15 0 0/0 0 0 NA 0 15
TOC 15 0 0/0 0 0 NA 0 15
Anions 15 0 0/0 0 0 NA 0 15
Dissolved Sulfide 15 0 0/0 0 0 NA 0 15
Alkalinity 15 0 0/0 0 0 NA 0 15
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Total
Number of Number Number Number of Number Number Number
Matrix Analytical Group Sampling .Of Number OI .Of Equipment of . sz of
: Field MS/MSDs Field VOC Trip PT
Locations . Blanks Samples
Duplicates Blanks Blanks Samples
to Lab
Dehalococcoides
and reductase 15 0 0/0 0 0 NA 0 15
genes
Notes:

! Although the matrix spike/matrix spike duplicate (MS/MSD) is not typically considered a field QC, it is included here because location determination is often established in the field.
The MS/MSD are not included in the Total Number of Samples to the Lab. For Metals, a laboratory duplicate will be collected in place of an MSD.

2 PT = Proficiency Testing (previously known as performance evaluation sample)

The quantity of monitoring wells will be determined based on the results of the initial field activities; however, 15 monitoring wells will be assumed in this table for planning purposes.
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

SAP Worksheet #21 -- Project Sampling SOP References Table
(UEP-QAPP Manual Section 3.1.2)

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Modified
. . Originating for
RISILenr]%r;e Title, Rev;\ilj?:b[;rate andyor Organization of Equipment Type Project Comments
Sampling SOP* Work?
(Y/N)
CT-04 Sample Nomenclature, Tetra Tech NA Y Sample identification will
Revision 2, March 2009 follow the logic outlined in
Worksheet #18.
Contained in Appendix A.
CT-05 Database Records and Quality Tetra Tech NA N Contained in Appendix A.
Assurance, Revision 2, January
2001
FC 1000 Cleaning/Decontamination FDEP Decontamination N Contained in Appendix A.
Procedures, December 2008 Equipment (scrub
brushes, phosphate
free detergent, de-
ionized [DI] water)
FD 1000 Documentation Procedures, FDEP Documentation of all N Contained in Appendix A.
December 2008 sampling activities (log
book, sampling logs,
chain-of-custodies)
FM 1000 Field Planning and Mobilization, FDEP Equipment supply and N Contained in Appendix A.
December 2008 preparation and
assemble field record
supplies.
FQ 1000 Field Quality Control Requirements, FDEP NA N Contained in Appendix A.
December 2008
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Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Modified
. . Originating for
RﬁLer;%nec;e Title, Rev;\?&?‘:]b[;rate andyor Organization of Equipment Type Project Comments
Sampling SOP* Work?
(Y/N)
FS 1000 General Sampling Procedures, FDEP NA N Contained in Appendix A.
December 2008
FS 2000 General Aqueous Sampling, FDEP NA N Contained in Appendix A.
December 2008
FS 2100 Surface Water Sampling, FDEP NA N Contained in Appendix A.
December 2008
FS 2200 Groundwater Sampling, December FDEP Multi-parameter water N Contained in Appendix A.
2008 quality meter, such as
a Horiba U-22
FS 2212 Well Purging Techniques, FDEP Multi-parameter water N Contained in Appendix A.
December 2008 quality meter, such as
a Horiba U-22
FS 3000 Soil Sampling, December 2008 FDEP NA N Contained in Appendix A.
FT 1000 Field Testing General, December FDEP Multi-parameter water N Contained in Appendix A.
2008 quality meter, such as
a Horiba U-22
FT 1100 Field pH, December 2008 FDEP Multi-parameter water N Contained in Appendix A.
quality meter, such as
a Horiba U-22
FT 1200 Field Specific Conductance, FDEP Multi-parameter water N Contained in Appendix A.
December 2008 quality meter, such as
a Horiba U-22
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

April 2008

maps, geologic tools,
monitoring equipment,
marking items, and
field notebooks

Modified
. - Originating for
RﬁLer;%nec;e Title, Rev;\il]?:b[;rate and/or Organization of Equipment Type Project Comments
Sampling SOP* Work?
(Y/N)
FT 1300 Field Salinity, December 2008 FDEP Multi-parameter water N Contained in Appendix A.
quality meter, such as
a Horiba U-22
FT 1400 Field Temperature, December 2008 FDEP Multi-parameter water N Contained in Appendix A.
quality meter, such as
a Horiba U-22
FT 1500 Field Dissolved Oxygen, December FDEP Multi-parameter water N Contained in Appendix A.
2008 quality meter, such as
a Horiba U-22
FT 1600 Field Turbidity, December 2008 FDEP Turbidity meter, such N Contained in Appendix A.
as LaMotte Model
2008, or similar
GH-1.2 Evaluation of Existing Monitoring Tetra Tech Electronic water level N Contained in Appendix A.
Wells and Water Level indicator
Measurement, Revision 2,
September 2003
GH-1.5 Borehole and Sample Logging, Tetra Tech NA N Contained in Appendix A.
Revision 1, June 1999
SA-1.1 Site Reconnaissance, Revision 7, Tetra Tech Safety equipment, N Contained in Appendix A.
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Modified
. - Originating for
RﬁLer;%nec;e Title, Rev;\il]?:b[;rate and/or Organization of Equipment Type Project Comments
Sampling SOP* Work?
(Y/N)
SA-1.2 Surface Water and Sediment Tetra Tech Peristaltic pump, bailer, N Contained in Appendix A.
Sampling, Revision 5, March 2008 dip sampler, weighted
bottle, hand pump
Kemmerer, depth-
integrating sampler
SA 1.3 Soil and Rock Drilling Methods, Tetra Tech NA N Contained in Appendix A.
Revision 9, April 2008
SA-2.5 Direct Push Technology Tetra Tech Sampling kit, N Contained in Appendix A.
(Geoprobe®/Hydropunch™), macrocore sampler,
Revision 3, September 2003 probe sampling
adapters, roto hammer
with bit
SA-6.1 Non-Radiological Sample Handling Tetra Tech Sample Bottle Ware, N Contained in Appendix A.
Revision 3, February 2004 Packaging Material,
Shipping Materials
SA-6.3 Field Documentation Tetra Tech Field Logbook, Field N Contained in Appendix A.
Revision 3, March 2009 Sample Forms, Boring
Logs
SA-71 Decontamination of Field Tetra Tech Decontamination N Contained in Appendix A.
Equipment, Revision 6, January Equipment (scrub
2009 brushes, phosphate
free detergent, DI
water)
Notes:

' FDEP Field SOPs can be obtained at the following website: http:/www.dep state fl.us/labs/qa/sops.htm

Page 133

CTO 0154




Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

SAP Worksheet #22 -- Field Equipment Calibration, Maintenance, Testing, and Inspection Table
(UEP-QAPP Manual Section 3.1.2.4)

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

. . T Acceptance Corrective Responsible 2,3
Field Equipment Activity Frequency Criteria Action Person SOP Reference Comments
Electric Water Level | Visual Daily 0.01 foot Operator Tetra Tech FOL | GH-1.2, None
Indicator and Inspection accuracy correction or | or designee Manufacturer’'s
Oil/Water Interface replacement Guidance Manual
Probe Field checks | Once upon
as per receiving from
manufacturer | vendor
YSI 600 Series (or Visual Daily Manufacturer's | Operator Tetra Tech FOL | FDEP FT 1000 None
similar) Multi- Inspection Beginning and Guidance correction or | or designee through 1500 and
Parameter Water Calibration/ eng of da? replacement Manufacturer’s
Quality Meter A y Guidance
Verification
LaMotte Model 2008 | Visual Daily RPD of +10% Operator Tetra Tech FOL | FDEP FT 1600, Field | If an acceptable
(or similar) Turbidity Inspection I (6 correction or | or designee Measurement of turbidity meter
Meter . . Beginning and measurements replacement Turbidity and model is not
Calibration/ end of day . y , .
Verification of 2 successive Manufacturer’'s used, submittal
samples of a 20 Guidance of an Alternate

NTU standard)

Accuracy of
+10% at 20
NTU (Mean of
the measured
values must be
18-22 NTU)

Test Procedure
application is
required

Notes:

Activities may include: calibration, verification, testing, maintenance, and/or inspection.

Specify the appropriate reference letter or number from the Project Sampling SOP References table (Worksheet #21).

3

FDEP Field SOPs can be obtained at the following website: http://www.dep.state.fl.us/labs/qa/sops.htm
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SAP Worksheet #23 -- Analytical SOP References Table
(UEP-QAPP Manual Section 3.2.1)

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

N Modified
Lab SOP Definitive Matri d Analvtical Organization for
Na Title, Revision Date, and/or Number or atrix and Analytica Instrument Performing Project
umber Screening Group . »
Data Analysis Work?
(Y/N)
Empirical Metals Digestion/Preparation Methods 3005A, Definitive Groundwater, Soil, and NA/ Preparation Empirical N
SOP-100 3010A, 3020A, 3030, 3040A, 3050B, USEPA CLP Aqueous QC Blanks/
ILMO 4.1 Aqueous & Soil/Sediment, USEPA Method Metals digestion
200.7 (Standard Methods) 3030C (Revision 19,
04/20/09)
Empirical Mercury Analysis in Water by Manual Cold Vapor Definitive Groundwater/ Metals Cold-vapor atomic Empirical N
SOP-103 Technique (Revision 18, 04/11/10) absorption (CVAA)
Empirical Mercury Analysis in Soil/sediment by Manual Cold Definitive Soil/ Metals CVAA Empirical N
SOP-104 Vapor Technique (Revision 19, 04/11/10)
Empirical Metals Analysis by ICP Technique Methods 200.7, Definitive Groundwater, Soil, and Inductively Coupled Empirical N
SOP-105 SW846 6010B, SM 19™ Edition 2340B, USEPA Aqueous QC Blanks/ Plasma (ICP) —
ILMO 4.1 (Revision 16, 04/11/10) Metals Atomic Emission
Spectroscopy (AES)
Empirical Determination of Inorganic Anions in Water by lon Definitive Groundwater / Anions Dionex lon Empirical N
SOP-145 Chromatography using Dionex DX-500 lon Chromatography (IC)
Chromatographs with Hydroxide Eluent and Dionex
Column AS18, Method 300.0 Guidance (Revision 7,
03/25/10)
Empirical Sulfide Method 376.1 and Standard Methods Definitive Groundwater / Dissolved | Buret Empirical N
SOP-153 SM4500S-F(19™ ED) Titrametric, lodine) with Sulfide
Sample Pretreatment to Remove Interfering
Substances or to Concentrate the Sulfide (Revision
3, 05/27/09)
Empirical Alkalinity by EPA Method 310.1, SM2320B (Revision | Definitive Groundwater/ Alkalinity Buret/ pH meter Empirical N
SOP-154 5, 05/27/09)
Empirical GC/MS Semivolatiles by EPA Method 625 and Definitive Groundwater and Soil/ Gas Chromatography/ | Empirical N
SOP-201 SW846 Method 8270C and 8270D Including SVOCs and PAHs Mass Spectroscopy
Additional Appendix IX Compounds (Revision 19, (GC/MS)
04/11/10)
Empirical GC/MS Volatiles by Method 624 and SW846 Method | Definitive Groundwater, Soil, and GC/MS Empirical N
SOP-202 8260B (Revision 22, 09/30/09) Aqueous QC Blanks/
VOCs
Empirical Total Organic Carbon SM5310C, USEPA Method Definitive Groundwater/ TOC TOC Analyzer Empirical N
SOP-221 415.1 and SW846 Method 9060/9060A and Lloyd
Kahn Method (Revision 8, 04/28/09)
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Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

N Modified
Lab SOP Definitive Matri d Analvtical Organization for
a Title, Revision Date, and/or Number or atrix.an nalytica Instrument Performing Project
Number Screening Group . 5
Data Analysis Work?
(Y/N)
Empirical Methane, Ethane, Ethene in Aqueous Samples by Definitive Groundwater/ Dissolved GC/MS Empirical N
SOP-236 Modified RSK-175 (Automated Headspace) Gases
(Revision 1, 04/28/09)
Empirical BNA & Pesticide/PCBs & TPH Non-Aqueous Matrix Definitive Soil/ SVOCs Extraction NA/ Extraction Empirical N
SOP-343 (Microwave Extraction) Using SW-846 Method 3546
(Revision 17, 09/23/08)
Empirical GC/MS- Semivolatile BNA-Aqueous Matrix Definitive Groundwater / NA/ Extraction Empirical N
SOP-300 Extraction Using SW-846 Method 3510C for SVOC/PAHSs Extraction
8270C/625 Analysis (Revision 17, 09/23/08)
Empirical FL-PRO ( Extractable Petroleum Hydrocarbons) Definitive Groundwater, Soil, and GC/FID Empirical N
SOP-338 Aqueous and Solid Matrix (Revision 7, 02/24/10) Aqueous QC
Blanks/TRPH
Empirical Laboratory Sample Receiving Log-in and Storage NA Log-in NA/ Log-in Empirical N
SOP-404 Standard Operating Procedures (Revision 13,
06/29/09)
Empirical Analytical Laboratory Waste Disposal (Revision 5, NA Disposal NA/ Disposal Empirical N
SOP-405 06/23/09)
Empirical Standard Operating Procedures for Laboratory NA Log-in NA/ Log-in Empirical N
SOP-410 Sample Storage, Secure Areas, and Sample
Custody (Revision 7, 06/23/09)
MI SOP-DNA Extraction of DNA from Environmental Samples Screening Groundwater/ DNA Incubator Microbial N
EXT (Matrix-Water, Soil, Biofilm, Bio-Sep beads) Extraction Insights
(Revision 1, 01/05/06)
MI SOP-DNA Quantitative Polymerase Chain Reaction (QPCR) Screening Groundwater/ Applied Biosystems Microbial N
gqPCR (Revision 1, 01/05/06) Dehalococcoides and Insights
reductase genes
Ml SOP- Sample Receiving (Revision 1.1, 11/14/08) NA Sample Receiving NA/ Sample Microbial N
SAMREC Receiving Insights
MI SOP- Waste Disposal (Revision 1, 03/01/08) NA Waste Disposal NA/ Disposal Microbial N
WASTE Insights
DISPOSAL
KBSOPO01VOC | Analytical Standard Operating Procedure No. 1, Screening Groundwater and GC/MS KB Labs N
Determination of VOCs by Purge and Trap Gas sediment pore
Chromatography/ Mass Spectrometery Method water/VOCs
8260B (Revision 4, July 2008)
Note:
Copies of all the Laboratory SOPs listed in this table are included in Appendix B.
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SAP Worksheet #24 -- Analytical Instrument Calibration Table
(UEP-QAPP Manual Section 3.2.2)

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

| Calibration Frequency of N Corrective Action Persor_l SOP
nstrument P . . Acceptance Criteria Responsible
rocedure Calibration (CA) for CA Reference
GC/MS Initial calibration Calibrate the The average Response Factors Correct problem and Analyst, Empirical
VOCs (ICAL) — a minimum instrument when it | (RFs) for System Performance repeat ICAL. Do not Department SOP-202
of a 5-point is received and Check Compounds (SPCCs): analyze samples until Manager
calibration is after a major 1,1,2,2-tetrachloroethane and ICAL passes criteria.
prepared for all target | change or if the chlorobenzene must be >0.30. The
analytes. da}ily calibration average RFs for the SPCCs:
fails. chloromethane, 1,1-Dichloroethane
and bromoform must be =0.10;
The Percent Relative Standard
Deviations (%RSDs) for RFs of
Calibration Check Compound
(CCCs) must be < 30%; and the
%RSDs must be < 15% for all
compounds. If not met:
Option 1) Linear least squares
regression: Linear Regression
Correlation Coefficient (r) must be =
0.995.
Option 2) Non-linear regression:
coefficient of determination (r2)
must be = 0.99 (6 points for second
order).
Initial Calibration Once after each Percent Recovery (%R) of each Correct problem and Analyst,
Verification (ICV) — ICAL prior to analyte must be within 80-120% of | verify ICV. Reanalyze Department
Second Source beginning a true value. initial calibration. Do Manager
sample run. not analyze samples
until ICV passes
criteria.
Continuing Analyze a All target compounds must be <20 | Repeat ICAL and Analyst,
Calibration standard at the Percent Difference or Percent Drift reanalyze all samples Department
Verification (CCV) beginning of each | (%D). analyzed since the last | Manager
12-hour shift after | Average RFs for SPCCs must be successful CCV.
a bromofluoro- >0.10 & 0.30 (compounds as listed
benzene (BFB) above in initial calibration block).
tune and before
sample analysis.
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| Calibration Frequency of I Corrective Action Perso’.‘ SOP
nstrument P . . Acceptance Criteria Responsible
rocedure Calibration (CA) for CA Reference
Tune Verification - Prior to ICAL and Criteria listed in SOP-202. Must Retune and/or clean Analyst,
BFB at the beginning meet the ion abundance criteria source. No samples Department
of each 12 hour required by the method. may be accepted Manager
analytical without a valid tune.
sequence.
GC/MS ICAL —a minimum of | Instrument Scan :Average RF must be >0.050; | Recalibrate and/or Analyst, Empirical
SVOCs and a 5-point calibration receipt, % RSD must be < 15% for all perform the necessary | Department SOP-201
PAHSs is prepared for all instrument compounds. equipment Manager
target analytes. change (new . maintenance. Check
column, source If not met: the calibration
cleaning, etc.), Option 1) r must be 2 0.995. standards. Reanalyze
when CCVisout | Option 2) r must be > 0.99 (6 the affected data.
of criteria. points for second order).
ICV — Second Source | Once after each %R of each analyte must be within Identify source of Analyst,
initial calibration 80-120% of true value. problem, correct, Department
prior to beginning repeat calibration, Manager
a sample run. rerun samples.
CCV Analyze a Scan: %D for all target compounds | Recalibrate and/or Analyst,
standard at the must be < 20%; Average RF for perform the necessary Department
beginning of each | must be >0.050. equipment Manager
12-hour shift after maintenance. Check
a decafluoro- the calibration
triphenyl- standards. Reanalyze
phosphine the affected data.
(DFTPP) tune.
Tune Verification — At the beginning Must meet the ion abundance Retune and/or clean Analyst,
DFTPP of each 12-hour criteria required by the method. source. Department
analytical Manager
sequence.
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Calibration Frequency of I Corrective Action Perso’.‘ SOP
Instrument . . Acceptance Criteria Responsible
Procedure Calibration (CA) for CA Reference
GCFID ICAL — a minimum of | Perform after The %RSD for each analyte must | Recalibrate and/or Analyst, Empirical
TRPH . — - be < 20% Department SOP - 338
a 5-point calibration major instrument = 0 perform the necessary Mana
: d ) ger
is prepared for all maintenance and If not met: equipment
target analytes. upon failure of Option 1) r must be = 0.995. maintepan(?e. Check
second the calibration
consecutive CCV, | Option 2) r* must be = 0.99 (6 standards. Reanalyze
prior to sample points for second order). the affected data.
analysis.
s . Analyst,
ICV — Second Source | After each ICAL. The %R must be within 75-125% of | Determine problem and Department
the true value. Recalibrate. Manager
. L L Analyst,
ccv At the beginning The %R must be within 75-125% of | If the CCV fails high, Department
of a sequence the true value. report samples that are Manager
and after every 12 less than the LOQ.
hours or 10 Recalibrate and/or
samples reanalyze samples
(whichever comes back to last acceptable
first), then at the CCV.
end of the
sequence.
ICAL — ini f . Empirical
GC-FID c - amiimum o Perform after r must be = 0.995 or ¥ must be > Recalibrate and/or Analyst, mpirica
. a 5-point calibration L , SOP - 236
Dissolved is prepared for all major instrument 0.99 (6 points for second order). perform the necessary Department
Gases maintenance and equipment Manager
target analytes. . .
upon failure of maintenance. Check
second the calibration
consecutive CCV standards. Reanalyze
as needed. the affected data.
ICV -
CV - Second Source Once after each The %R of all analytes must be Correct problem and Analyst,
ICAL prior to within 75-125% of true value. verify second source Department
sample analysis. standard. Reanalyze Manager
ICAL.
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| Calibration Frequency of I Corrective Action Perso’.‘ SOP
nstrument P . . Acceptance Criteria Responsible
rocedure Calibration (CA) for CA Reference
gig;:lc:):\[/)ed cev At the beginning The %R of all analytes must be Repeat ICAL and Analyst,
Gases and end of the within 80-120% of true value. reanalyze all samples Department
sequence and analyzed since the last | Manager
after every 10 successful CCV.
samples.
IC - Empirical
Anions ICAL — A minimum of | Perform after The %RSD must be < 15% over Correct the problem, Analyst, SOP-145
a 3-point calibration major instrument linear range, or r must be =0.995. then repeat ICAL. Department
is prepared and a maintenance and Manager
linear range is upon failure of
established for all second
target analyses. consecutive CCV.
ICV — Second Source | Once after each The %R must be within 90-110% of | Correct problem and Analyst,
ICAL prior to true value and retention times verify ICV. If that fails, Department
sample analysis. (RTs) must be within appropriate repeat ICAL. Manager
windows.
Cccv At the beginning The %R must be within 90-110% of | Correct problem and Analyst,
and end of the true value and all project analytes verify CCV. If that fails, | Department
sequence and must be within established RT repeat ICAL and Manager
after every 10 windows. reanalyze all samples
samples. since the last
successful CCV.
$88 Analyzer ICAL Each analytical r must be = 0.995. Correct the problem, Analyst, gggl_réczl
sequence. then repeat ICAL. Department
Manager
ICV — Second Source | Each analytical The %R must be within 90-110% of | Recalibrate. Analyst,
sequence. the true value. Department
Manager
CCcVv Every 10 samples | The %R must be within 90-110% of | Recalibrate. Analyst,
and at the end of the true value. Department
the analytical Manager
sequence.
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| Calibration Frequency of I Corrective Action Perso’.‘ SOP
nstrument P . . Acceptance Criteria Responsible
rocedure Calibration (CA) for CA Reference
ICP- AES ICAL - the instrument | At the beginning None; only one high standard and Recalibrate and/or Analyst, Empirical
TAL Metals is calibrated by a 1- of each day, or if a calibration blank must be perform the necessary Department SOP-100/105
and point calibration per the QC is out of analyzed. If more than one equipment Manager
Molybdenum, manufacturer's criteria. calibration standard is used, r must | maintenance. Check
Total and guidelines. be = 0.995. the calibration
Dissolved standards. Reanalyze
Iron and the affected data.
Manganese, ICV — Second Source | Following ICAL, The %R must be within 90-110% of | Investigate reasons for | Analyst,
and Lead prior to the the true value. failure, reanalyze once. | Department
analysis of If still unacceptable, Manager
samples. repeat calibration.
Initial Calibration Before beginning No analytes detected > LOD. Correct the problem, Analyst,
Blank (ICB) a sample then re-prepare and Department
sequence. reanalyze. Manager
ccv Analyze a The %R must be within 90-110% of | Recalibrate and/or Analyst,
standard at the true value. perform the necessary Department
beginning and equipment Manager
end of the maintenance. Check
sequence and the calibration
after every 10 standards. Reanalyze
samples. the affected data.
Continuing Atfter the initial No analytes detected > LOD. Correct the problem, Analyst,
Callibration Blank CCV, after every then re-prepare and Department
(CCB) 10 samples, and reanalyze calibration Manager
at the end of the blank and previous 10
sequence. samples.
Low-Level Check Daily after ICAL The %R must be within 80-120% of | Investigate and Analyst,
Standard and before the true value. perform necessary Department
samples. equipment Manager
maintenance.
Recalibrate and
reanalyze all affected
samples.
Interference Check At the beginning ICS A recoveries must be within Investigate and Analyst,
Standards (ICS - ICS | and end of an the absolute value of the LOD; and | perform necessary Department
A and ICS B) analytical run and | ICS B %Rs must be within 80- equipment Manager
after each batch 120% of the true value. maintenance.
of 20 samples. Recalibrate and
reanalyze all affected
samples.
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| Calibration Frequency of I Corrective Action Perso’.‘ SOP
nstrument P . . Acceptance Criteria Responsible
rocedure Calibration (CA) for CA Reference
Mercury Initial Calibration Upon instrument r must be = 0.995 or RSD for RFs Correct problem and Analyst, Empirical
Analyzer (minimum of 5-point receipt, major must be < 20%. repeat ICAL. Do not Department SOP-103/104
(CVAA) calibration) instrument analyze samples until Manager
change, and at ICAL passes criteria.
the start of each
day prior to
sample analysis.
ICV (Second Source) | Following ICAL, %Rs must be within 90-110% of Correct problem and Analyst,
before beginning true values. verify ICV. If that fails, Department
a sample correct problem, repeat | Manager
analysis. ICAL and reanalyze all
samples analyzed
since last successful
CCV.
Calibration Blank Before beginning No analytes detected > LOD. Correct problem and Analyst,
a sample analysis repeat calibration. Department
sequence. Manager
ccv Every 10 samples | %Rs must be within 80-120% of Correct problem and Analyst,
and at end of true values. rerun ICV. If that fails, Department
analytical correct problem, repeat | Manager
ICAL and reanalyze all
samples analyzed
since last successful
CCV.
Buret Standardization Daily prior to Standardized using 0.25 N sodium An acceptable titrantis | Analyst, Empirical
Dissolved sample analysis. thiosulfate. compared against an Department SOP-153
Sulfide independent source Manager
identified as an
LCS/ICV.
ICV — Second Source | After ICAL and The %R must be within 80-120% of | Recalibrate. Analyst,
each analytical the true value. Department
sequence. Manager
ccv At beginning and The %R must be within 80-120% of | If the CCV fails high, Analyst,
end of each run the true value. report samples that are | Department
sequence and less than the LOQ. Manager
every 10 samples. Recalibrate and/or
reanalyze samples
back to last acceptable
CCV.
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1

| Calibration Frequency of I Corrective Action Perso’.‘ SOP
nstrument P . . Acceptance Criteria Responsible
rocedure Calibration (CA) for CA Reference
pH Meter Standardization Daily prior to Standardize using pH 7 and pH 4, Restandardize. Analyst, Empirical
Alkalinity sample analysis. adjust as needed, and reread. Department SOP-154
Must be within + 0.05 pH units to Manager
proceed.
Buffer check Check every 3 Must be within + 0.20 pH units. Restandardize and Analyst,
hours. rerun samples. Department
Manager
GC/MS ICAL — a minimum of | Prior to any The %RSD of target analyte RFs Correct problem and Analyst KB Labs
VOC a 5-point calibration sample analysis. must be < 15%. Minimum mean repeat ICAL. Do not SOP01VOC
Screening by | is prepared for all RFs of SPCCs as listed in SW-846 | analyze samples until
Mobile Lab target analytes. 8260B must be met during the ICAL passes criteria.
ICAL. The %RSDs of CCC RFs
during ICAL must be < 30%.
GC/MS CCV -a Daily before RF criteria for SPCCs Rerun CCV. Then Analyst KB Labs
VOC midlevel standard run | sample the same as during rerun ICAL, if SOP01VOC
Screening by | every 12 hours analysis and ICAL. RF of CCCs must be <20 necessary.
Mobile Lab prepared from every 12 hours of | %D from ICAL.
separate source from | analysis time.
calibration standards.
BFB Tune Prior to ICAL and Criteria listed in SW-846 8260B. Retune and/or clean Analyst
at the beginning source.
of each 12 hour
analytical
sequence.
Notes:
' Specify the appropriate reference letter or number from the Analytical SOP References table (Worksheet #23).
Page 143 CTO 0154




Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

SAP Worksheet #25 -- Analytical Instrument and Equipment Maintenance, Testing, and Inspection Table
(UEP-QAPP Manual Section 3.2.3)

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Instrument/ Maintenance Activity Testing Inspection Frequency Acceptance | Corrective Responsible SOP
Equipment Activity Activity Criteria Action Person Reference

GC/MS Check pressure and gas supply VOCs lon source, Prior to Acceptable | Correct the Analyst, Empirical
daily. Bake out trap and column, injector liner, | ICAL ICAL and problem and Department SOP-202
manual tune if BFB not in criteria, column, and/or as CCv. repeat ICAL Manager
change septa as needed, cut column flow, necessary. or CCV.
column as needed, change trap purge lines,
as needed. Other maintenance purge flow,
specified in lab Equipment trap.

Maintenance SOP.

GC/MS Check pressure and gas supply SVOCs and lon source, Prior to Acceptable Correct the Analyst, Empirical
daily. Manual tune if DFTPP not PAHs injector liner, ICAL ICAL and problem and Department SOP-201
in criteria, change septa as column, and/or as CCV. repeat ICAL Manager
needed, change liner as needed, column flow. necessary. or CCV.
cut column as needed. Other
maintenance specified in lab
Equipment Maintenance SOP.

ICP-AES Clean torch assembly and spray TAL Metals Torch, Prior to Acceptable | Correct the Analyst, Empirical
chamber when discolored or and nebulizer ICAL and ICAL and problem and | Department SOP-100/
when degradation in data quality Molybdenum, | chamber, as CCv. repeat ICAL Manager 105
is observed. Clean nebulizer, Total and pump, pump necessary. or CCV.
check argon, replace peristaltic Dissolved tubing.
pump tubing as needed. Other Iron, and
maintenance specified in lab Lead
Equipment Maintenance SOP.

CVAA Replace peristaltic pump tubing, Mercury Tubing, Prior to Acceptable Correct the Analyst, gno"lgl_rlcal
replace mercury lamp, replace sample ICAL and ICAL and problem and Department 103/104
drying tube, clean optical cell probe, optical | as CCVv. repeat ICAL Manager
and/or clean liquid/gas separator cell. necessary. or CCV.
as needed. Other maintenance
specified in Equipment
Maintenance SOP.

GC/FID Replace Septa, Check gases, Dissolved Visual Prior to Acceptable Correct the Analyst gnowgl_ré%:%l
Clean FID, replace TCD Gases inspection of ICAL and ICAL and problem and
filaments, Change activated septa, FID, as CCV. repeat ICAL
carbon, Bake out column. Filaments necessary. or CCV.
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Instrument/ Maintenance Activity Testing Inspection Frequency Acceptance | Corrective Responsible SOP
Equipment Activity Activity Criteria Action Person Reference
TOC Replace sample tubing, clean TOC Tubing, As needed. | Must meet Repeat Analyst, Empirical
Analyzer sample boat, replace syringe. sample boat, ICAL and maintenance | Laboratory SOP-221
syringe ccv activity of Area
criteria. remove from Supervisor
service.

IC Dionex Check and clean segments Anions Chgck tubing. Pripr to :\éfﬁ r:r? ; t g:)rt;?ecr;ﬂ;i d gggﬁtm ent gggl_r;cdra&_:
weekly, clean reagent tubes Verify that initial ccv repeat ICAL Manager
monthly. Change syringes, Chromatogra | calibration criteria or CCV
eluent, and dispensing needle, all phy is or as ' ’
as needed. Other maintenance acceptable. necessary.
specified in lab Equipment
Maintenance SOP.

Buret Check Buret for any cracks or Dissolved Visual Each use. NA. ?frrﬂgge from gr;alyst, Empirical

. . A . . . . partment SOP-153
chips. Rinse buret prior to each Sulfide inspection for Manager
use and at the end of each day. cracks or
chips.

GC/FID Check pressure and gas supply TRPH (FL- Liner, seal, As needed. | The Recalibrate Analyst, Empirical
daily. Bake out column, change PRO) septum, compounds and/or Laboratory SOP-338
septa, liner, seal as needed, cut column must be < perform the Area
column as needed. 25%D. necessary Supervisor

equipment
maintenance.
Check the
calibration.
Page 145 CTO 0154




Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville Revision Number: 1
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida Revision Date: May 2010

SAP Worksheet #26 -- Sample Handling System
(UFP-QAPP Manual Appendix B)

Sample Collection, Packaging, and Shipment

Sample Collection (Personnel/Organization): FOL or designee/ Tetra Tech

Sample Packaging (Personnel/Organization): FOL or designee/ Tetra Tech

Coordination of Shipment (Personnel/Organization). FOL or designee/ Tetra Tech

Type of Shipment/Carrier: Federal Express

Sample Receipt and Analysis

Sample Receipt (Personnel/Organization): Sample Custodians/ Empirical, KB Labs, and Microbial Insights

Sample Custody and Storage (Personnel/Organization): Sample Custodians/ Empirical, KB Labs, and Microbial Insights

Sample Preparation (Personnel/Organization): Extraction Lab, Metals Preparation Lab/ Empirical and Microbial Insights; KB Labs

Sample Determinative Analysis (Personnel/Organization): Gas Chromatography Lab, Gas Chromatography/Mass Spectrometry Lab, Metals Lab/
Empirical and Microbial Insights; KB Labs

Sample Archiving

Field Sample Storage (No. of days from sample collection): 60 days from receipt

Sample Extract/ Digestate Storage (No. of days from extraction/digestion): 3 months from sample digestion/extraction

Biological Sample Storage (No. of days from sample collection): NA

Sample Disposal

Personnel/Organization: Sample Custodians/ Empirical and Microbial Insights
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SAP Worksheet #27 — Sample Custody Requirements Table
(UFEP-QAPP Manual Section 3.3.3)

27.1 FIELD SAMPLE CUSTODY PROCEDURES

Sample Chain-of-Custody forms will be completed per Tetra Tech SOP SA-6.3. An example is included
in Appendix A.

The following sections outline the procedures that will be used to document project activities and sample

collection, handling tracking, and custody procedures during the investigation.

27.2 SAMPLE NOMENCLATURE

Worksheet #18 presents the sample nomenclature for the field and lists QA/QC samples to be collected.

27.3 SAMPLE COLLECTION AND DOCUMENTATION

Documentation of field observations will be recorded in a field logbook and/or on field log sheets including
sample collection logs and boring logs. Bound, water-resistant field logbooks will be used for this project.

Logbook pages will be numbered sequentially, and observations will be recorded with indelible ink.

Field sample log sheets will be used to document sample collection details. Other observations and
activities will be recorded in the field logbook. Daily instrument calibration will be recorded in instrument

calibration logs.

For sampling and field activities, the following types of information will be recorded in the field logbook, as

appropriate:

e Site name and location

e Date and time

e Personnel and their affiliations

e Weather conditions

o Activities associated with sampling

e Subcontractor activity summary

e Site observations including site entry and exit times

o Site sketches monitoring well layout, if different than sampling plan figures
o Visitor names, affiliations, and arrival and departure times

¢ Health and safety issues including PPE
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27.4 SAMPLE PACKAGING AND SHIPPING

Samples will be prepared for shipping using the following guidelines:

e Place properly identified sample container, with lid securely fastened, in a plastic bag (i.e., Ziploc-type
bag), and seal bag.

e Place sample in a sturdy cooler that has been lined with a large plastic bag (i.e., garbage bag). Drain
plugs on coolers should be taped shut.

o Place a temperature check indicator provided by the laboratory in each cooler to be shipped.

o Pack with sufficient cushioning materials, such as bubble wrap, to minimize the possibility of the
container breaking.

e If cooling is required, pack sample containers in ice to adequately cool sample to 4°C.

e Seal large liner bag by taping or knotting open end.

e Tape the original top, signed copy of the chain-of-custody form shall be placed in a large Ziploc-type
bag inside the lid of the shipping cooler. If multiple coolers are sent but samples are included on one
chain-of-custody form, the chain-of-custody form should then indicate how many coolers are included
with the shipment.

e Close and seal the outside of shipping cooler using strapping tape. Place custody seals across the
lid and body of cooler and under strapping tape to prevent tampering while in transit. No Department

of Transportation (DOT) marking is required.
27.5 SAMPLE HANDLING AND TRACKING SYSTEM

Sample handling is described in Worksheet #26. Samples must be delivered to the laboratory via a
public courier (e.g., Federal Express). Samples must be sent to the laboratory within 24 hours of being

collected. Under no circumstances should sample holding times be exceeded.

27.6 SAMPLE CUSTODY

To ensure the integrity of a sample from collection through analysis, it is necessary to have an accurate
written record that traces the possession and handling of the sample. This documentation is referred to
as the chain-of-custody form. The chain of custody begins at the time of sample collection. The

laboratory will provide forms that will be used for chain-of-custody documentation.
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A sample is under custody if:

e The sample is in the physical possession of an authorized person;
e The sample is in view of an authorized person after being in his/her possession;
e The sample is placed in a secure area by an authorized person after being in his/her possession;

e The sample is in a secure area, restricted to authorized personnel only.

Custody documentation is designed to provide documentation of preparation, handling, storage, and
shipping of all samples collected. A multi-part form is used. Each page of the form is signed and dated
by the recipient of a sample or portion of sample. The person releasing the sample and the person

receiving the sample will each retain a copy of the form each time a sample transfer occurs.

Integrity of the samples collected during the site investigation will be the responsibility of identified
persons from the time the samples are collected until the samples, or their derived data, are incorporated

into the analytical report.

The Tetra Tech FOL is responsible for the care and custody of the samples collected until they are
delivered to the laboratory or are entrusted to a shipping courier. When transferring samples, the
individuals relinquishing and receiving the samples will each sign the chain-of-custody form. The date
and time will be recorded to each time the samples change hands. Once delivered to the laboratory,
internal sample custody procedures will be followed as defined in the laboratory SOPs included in

Appendix B.

27.6.1 Field Sampling Custody Requirements

Field Sample Custody Procedures (sample collections, packaging, and shipping to laboratory) will be
conducted according to Tetra Tech SOP SA-6.3 (Appendix A). Following sample collections in the
appropriate bottle ware, all samples will be immediately placed on ice in a cooler. The glass sample
containers will be enclosed in bubble wrap to protect the bottle ware during shipment and to prevent cross
contamination should a bottle break in transit. The cooler will be secured using duct tape or clear
packaging tape along with two signed custody seals. Sample coolers will be delivered to a local courier

location for priority overnight delivery to the selected laboratory for analysis.

The Tetra Tech FOL is responsible for the care and custody of the samples until they are delivered to the
laboratory or are entrusted to a carrier. When transferring samples, the individuals relinquishing and
receiving them will sign, date, and note the time on the chain-of-custody form. This form documents the
sample custody transfer from the sampler to the laboratory, often through another person or agency

(common carrier).

Page 149 CTO 0154



Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville Revision Number: 1
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida Revision Date: May 2010

27.6.2 Laboratory

Laboratory sample custody procedures (receipt of samples, archiving, and disposal) will be used
according to Empirical, KB Labs, and Microbial Insights SOPs (Appendix B). Coolers are received and
checked for proper temperature. A sample cooler receipt form will be filled out to note conditions and any
discrepancies. The chain-of-custody form will be checked against the sample containers for accuracy.
Samples will be logged into the Laboratory Information Management System (LIMS) and given a unique
log number which can be tracked through processing. The Laboratory PM will notify the Tetra Tech FOL

verbally or via e-mail of any problems on the same day that an issue is identified.

Page 150 CTO 0154



Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

SAP Worksheet #28 -- Laboratory QC Samples Table
(UEP-QAPP Manual Section 3.4)

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Revision Number: 1

Revision Date: May 2010

Matrix Groundwater, Soil,

and Agqueous QC

Blanks
HAnaIyticaI VOCs
Group
Analytical SW-846 8260B
Method/ SOP |Empirical SOP-202
Reference

Person(s) .
QC Sample | Frequency/ Number AMethod/SOP_Q_C Corrective Action Responsible for Da_1ta Quality Measuremeqt .
cceptance Limits c . . Indicator (DQI) | Performance Criteria
orrective Action

Method Blank |One per preparation No analytes > 72 LOQ, Investigate source of Analyst, Laboratory |Bias/ Same as Method/SOP

batch of 20 or fewer
samples of similar
matrix.

except common lab
contaminants, which must
be < LOQ.

contamination.

Rerun method blank prior to
analysis of samples if possible.
Evaluate the samples and
associated QC: if blank results
are above LOQ, then report
sample results which are < LOQ
or > 10X the blank
concentration.

Reanalyze blank and samples
>LOQ and < 10X the blank.

Department
Manager, and Data
Validator

Contamination

QC Acceptance Limits.

Surrogate

Four per sample:
Dibromofluoromethane
1,2-dichloroethane-d4
Toluene-d8

BFB

%Rs must meet the DoD
QSM version 4.1 limits as
per Appendix G of the DoD
QSM.

If sample volume is available,
then re-prepare and reanalyze
for confirmation of matrix
interference when appropriate.

Analyst, Laboratory
Department
Manager, and Data
Validator

Accuracy/ Bias

Same as Method/SOP
QC Acceptance Limits.

Matrix Spike/
Matrix Spike
Duplicate
(MS/MSD)

One per sample
delivery group (SDG) or
every 20 samples of
similar matrix.

%Rs must meet the DoD
QSM version 4.1 limits as
per Appendix G of the DoD
QSM.

The RPD between MS and
MSD should be < 30%.

Corrective actions will not be
taken for samples when
recoveries are outside limits and
surrogate and LCS criteria are
met. If both the LCS and
MS/MSD %Rs are
unacceptable, then re-prepare
the samples and QC.

Analyst, Laboratory
Department
Manager, and Data
Validator

Accuracy/ Bias/
Precision

Same as Method/SOP
QC Acceptance Limits.
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Title:

RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Matrix Groundwater, Soil,
and Agqueous QC
Blanks
HAnaIyticaI VOCs
Group
Analytical SW-846 8260B
Method/ SOP |Empirical SOP-202
Reference
Person(s) .
QC Sample | Frequency/ Number Method/SOP.Q.C Corrective Action Responsible for Dgta Quality Measuremer}t .
Acceptance Limits C . . Indicator (DQI) | Performance Criteria
orrective Action
Laboratory One is performed for | DOD QSM limits are used. |[Evaluate and reanalyze if Analyst, Laboratory |Accuracy/ Bias |Same as Method/SOP
Control each batch of up to 20 possible. If an MS/MSD was Department Precision also, if |QC Acceptance Limits.
Sample (LCS)|samples. If LCSD performed - The |performed in the same 12 hour |Manager, and Data |[LCSD is
/ Laboratory RPD between LCS and clock and acceptable, then Validator analyzed
Control LCSD must be < 30%. narrate. If the LCS %Rs are
Sample high, but the sample results are
Duplicate <LOQ, then narrate. Otherwise,
(LCSD) (not re-prepare and reanalyze.
required)
Internal Three per sample- RTs for ISs must be within |Inspect mass spectrometer or  |Analyst, Laboratory |Accuracy/ Bias |Same as Method/SOP

Standard (IS)

Fluorobenzene
Chlorobenzene-d5
1,4-dichlorobezene-d4

+ 30 seconds and the
response areas must be
within -50% to +100% of
the midpoint ICAL
standard for each IS.

gas chromatograph for
malfunctions; mandatory
reanalysis of samples analyzed
while system was
malfunctioning.

Department
Manager, and Data
Validator

QC Acceptance Limits.
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Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

SAP Worksheet No. 28 — Laboratory QC Samples Table (Continued)

Matrix Groundwater, Soil,
and Agqueous QC
Blanks

Analytical SVOCs by Scan and

Group PAHSs by Low-Level

Analytical SW-846 8270C

Method/ Empirical SOP-202

SOP Reference

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Person(s) Data Quality
QC Sample |Frequency/ Number Method/SOP_Q_C Acceptance Corrective Action Responsible for Indicator Measurement P_erformance
Limits : . Criteria
Corrective Action (DQI)
Method Blank One per preparation [No target compounds > %2 the (1) Investigate source of |Analyst, Laboratory [Bias/ Same as Method/SOP QC

batch of 20 or fewer
samples of similar
matrix.

LOQ, except common lab
contaminants, which must be <
the LOQ.

contamination (2) Re-
prepare and analyze
method blank and all
samples processed with
the contaminated blank.

Department
Manager and Data
Validator

Contamination

Acceptance Limits.

Surrogates Six per sample: %Rs must meet the DOD QSM ((1) Check chromatogram |Analyst, Laboratory |Accuracy/ Bias|Same as Method/SOP QC
2-Fluorophenol version 4.1 limits as per for interference; if found, |Department Acceptance Limits.
Phenol-d6 Appendix G of the DoD QSM. [then flag data. Manager, and Data
Nitrobenzene-d5 (2) If not found, then check |Validator
2-Fluorobiphenyl For Low PAH — water limits are |instrument performance; if
2,4,6-Tribromophenol |34-167% and soil limits are 14- |problem is found, then
Terphenyl-d14 129%. correct and reanalyze.
For Low PAHSs, 2- (3) If still out, then re-
Fluorobiphenyl and extract and analyze
Terphenyl-d14 only sample.
(4) If reanalysis is out, then
flag data.
MS/MSD One per SDG or %Rs should meet the DOD Corrective Action will not |Analyst, Laboratory [Accuracy/ Bias|Same as Method/SOP QC

every 20 samples of
similar matrix.

QSM version 4.1 limits as per
Appendix G of the DoD QSM,
except Low PAHs which are
provided in Appendix B.

RPD between MS and MSD
should be < 30%.

be taken for samples when
%Rs are outside limits and
surrogate and LCS criteria
are met. If both the LCS
and MS/MSD are
unacceptable, then re-
prepare the samples and
QC.

Department
Manager, and Data
Validator

/ Precision

Acceptance Limits.
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

SAP Worksheet No. 28 — Laboratory QC Samples Table (Continued)

Matrix Groundwater, Soil,
and Agqueous QC
Blanks

Analytical SVOCs by Scan and

Group PAHSs by Low-Level

Analytical SW-846 8270C

Method/ Empirical SOP-202

SOP Reference

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Person(s) Data Quality
QC Sample |Frequency/ Number Method/SOFC_Q_C Acceptance Corrective Action Responsible for Indicator Measurement P_erformance
imits . . Criteria
Corrective Action (DQI)
LCS One is performed for |%Rs must meet the DOD QSM |Evaluate and reanalyze if |Analyst, Laboratory |Accuracy / Same as Method/SOP QC
LCSD (not each batch of up to  |version 4.1 limits as per possible. If an MS/MSD  [Department Bias/ Acceptance Limits.
required) 20 samples. Appendix G of the DoD QSM, [was performed in the same|Manager, and Data |Precision
except Low PAHs which are 12 hour clock and is Validator also, if LCSD
provided in Appendix B. acceptable, then narrate. is analyzed
If the LCS recoveries are
If LCSD performed - The RPD |high but the sample results
between LCS and LCSD must |are <LOQ, then narrate.
be < 30%. Otherwise, re-prepare and
reanalyze.
ISs Six per sample — RTs for ISs must be within + 30 |Reanalyze affected Analyst, Laboratory [Accuracy/ Bias|Same as Method/SOP QC

1,4-Dichlorobenzene-
d4

Naphthalene-d8
Acenaphthene-d10
Phenanthrene-d10
Chrysene-d12
Perylene-d12

seconds and the response
areas must be within -50% to
+100% of the midpoint ICAL
standard for each IS.

samples.

Department
Manager, and Data
Validator

Acceptance Limits.
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

SAP Worksheet No. 28 — Laboratory QC Samples Table (Continued)

Matrix Groundwater, Soil,
and Aqueous QC
Blanks
Analytical TAL Metals
Group (Including Mercury)
and Molybdenum,
Total and Dissolved
Iron, and Lead
Analytical SW-846
Method/ SOP 6010C/7470A/7471A
Reference Empirical SOP-103,
104, 105
Person(s) .
QC Sample Frequency/ Number AMethod/SOP_Q(_: Corrective Action Responsible for D"’.‘ta Quality Measurement .
cceptance Limits : . Indicator (DQI) |Performance Criteria|
Corrective Action
Method Blank One per digestion No analytes detected > %% the [If the blank value > LOQ, Analyst, Laboratory [Bias/ Same as Method/SOP

batch of 20 or fewer
samples.

LOQ, except common lab
contaminants, which must be
<LOQ.

then report sample results.

If the blank value < LOQ or >
10x the blank value; then
redigest. If blank value is
less than negative LOQ,
then report sample results.

If > 10x the absolute value of
the blank result, then
redigest.

Department
Manager, and Data
Validator

Contamination

QC Acceptance
Limits.

matrix.

Validator

LCS One is performed for |The %R must be within 80- |Redigest and reanalyze all |Analyst, Laboratory |Accuracy/ Bias |Same as Method/SOP
each batch ofupto  [120%. associated samples for Department QC Acceptance
20 samples. affected analyte. Manager, and Data Limits.
Validator
MS One per preparation |The %R should be within 80- |Flag results for affected Analyst, Laboratory [Accuracy/ Bias [Same as Method/SOP
batch of 20 or fewer [120%. analytes for all associated |Department QC Acceptance
samples of similar samples with "N”. Manager, and Data Limits.

Duplicate Sample [One per preparation |The RPD should be within Narrate any results that are |Analyst, Laboratory [Precision Same as Method/SOP
batch of 20 or fewer [<20%. outside control limits. Department QC Acceptance
samples of similar Manager, and Data Limits.
matrix. Validator
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SAP Worksheet No. 28 — Laboratory QC Samples Table (Continued)

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Revision Number: 1

Revision Date: May 2010

Matrix Groundwater, Soil,
and Aqueous QC
Blanks
Analytical TAL Metals
Group (Including Mercury)
and Molybdenum,
Total and Dissolved
Iron, and Lead
Analytical SW-846
Method/ SOP 6010C/7470A/7471A
Reference Empirical SOP-103,
104, 105
Person(s) .
QC Sample Frequency/ Number Method/SOP QC Corrective Action Responsible for Data Quality p Measurement .
erformance Criteria|

Acceptance Limits

Corrective Action

Indicator (DQI)

Serial Dilution

One is performed for
each preparation
batch with sample
concentration(s) >
50x LOQ.

The result must agree within
+ 10% of the original sample
result.

Perform Post Digestion
Spike.

Analyst, Laboratory
Department
Manager, and Data
Validator

Precision

Same as Method/SOP
QC Acceptance
Limits.

Post Digestion

One is performed

%R must be within 75-125%

Flag results of samples of

Analyst, Laboratory

Accuracy/ Bias

Same as Method/SOP

Spike (does not |when serial dilution |of the true value. same matrix as estimates in [Department QC Acceptance
apply to mercury) [fails or analyte SDG narrative. Manager, and Data Limits.
concentration(s) in all Validator
samples < 50x LOD.
Page 156 CTO 0154




Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville

Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

SAP Worksheet No. 28 — Laboratory QC Samples Table (Continued)

Matrix Groundwater
Analytical Dissolved Gases
Group

Analytical RSK SOP 175
Method/ Empirical SOP-236

SOP Reference

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

to 20 samples.

be <2 LOQ.

reprepare and reanalyze
along will associated
samples.

Area Supervisor,
and Data Validator

Person(s) . Measurement
QC Sample Frequency/ Method/SOP_Q_C Corrective Action Responsible for D"’.lta Quality Performance
Number Acceptance Limits - . Indicator (DQI) o
Corrective Action Criteria
Method Blank  [One per batch of up |Analyte concentration must  [Correct problem, Analyst, Laboratory[Contamination / [Same as

Bias

Method/SOP QC
Acceptance Limits.

RPD should be < 30%.

and Data Validator

LCS One per batch of up [%R must be within 80-120% |Correct problem, Analyst, Laboratory[Accuracy/ Bias |Same as
to 20 samples. of the expected value. reprepare, and reanalyze [Area Supervisor, Method/SOP QC
along with associated and Data Validator Acceptance Limits.
samples.
MS/MSD One per batch of up [%R should be within 75- Contact client for Analyst, Laboratory|Accuracy/ Bias |Same as
to 20 samples. 125% of the expected value. |guidance. Area Supervisor, |Precision Method/SOP QC

Acceptance Limits.
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville

Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

SAP Worksheet No. 28 — Laboratory QC Samples Table (Continued)

((Matrix Groundwater
IAnaIyticaI TOC

Group

Analytical SM 5310C
Method/ Empirical SOP-221

SOP Reference

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

to 20 samples.

be <2 LOQ.

reprepare and reanalyze
along will associated
samples.

Area Supervisor,
and Data Validator

Person(s) . Measurement
QC Sample Frequency/ Method/SOP_QC Corrective Action Responsible for Di.ita Quality Performance
Number Acceptance Limits . . Indicator (DQI) L
Corrective Action Criteria
Method Blank  |One per batch of up [Analyte concentration must  |Correct problem, Analyst, Laboratory|Contamination / |Same as

Bias

Method/SOP QC
Acceptance Limits.

RPD should be < 20%.

and Data Validator

LCS One per batch of up [%R must be within 80-120% [Correct problem, Analyst, Laboratory|Accuracy/ Bias [Same as
to 20 samples. of the expected value. reprepare, and reanalyze [Area Supervisor, Method/SOP QC
along with associated and Data Validator Acceptance Limits.
samples.
MS/MSD One per batch of up |%R should be within 75- Contact client for Analyst, Laboratory|Accuracy/ Bias |Same as
to 20 samples. 125% of the expected value. |guidance. Area Supervisor, |Precision Method/SOP QC

Acceptance Limits.
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville

Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

SAP Worksheet No. 28 — Laboratory QC Samples Table (Continued)

((Matrix Groundwater
IAnaIyticaI Anions

Group

Analytical EPA 300.0
Method/ Empirical SOP-145

SOP Reference

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

to 20 samples.

be <2 LOQ.

reprepare and reanalyze
along will associated
samples.

Area Supervisor,
and Data Validator

Person(s) . Measurement
QC Sample Frequency/ Method/SOP_Qg Corrective Action Responsible for D"’.‘ta Quality Performance
Number Acceptance Limits . . Indicator (DQI) o
Corrective Action Criteria
Method Blank  |One per batch of up [Analyte concentration must  |Correct problem, Analyst, Laboratory|Contamination / |Same as

Bias

Method/SOP QC
Acceptance Limits.

RPD should be < 20%.

and Data Validator

LCS One per batch of up [%R must be within 90-110% |Correct problem, Analyst, Laboratory|Accuracy/ Bias [Same as
to 20 samples. of the expected value. reprepare, and reanalyze [Area Supervisor, Method/SOP QC
along with associated and Data Validator Acceptance Limits.
samples.
MS/MSD One per batch of up [%R should be within 80- Contact client for Analyst, Laboratory|Accuracy/ Bias |Same as
to 20 samples. 120% of the expected value. |guidance. Area Supervisor, |Precision Method/SOP QC

Acceptance Limits.
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

SAP Worksheet No. 28 — Laboratory QC Samples Table (Continued)

((Matrix Groundwater
IAnaIyticaI Dissolved Sulfide
Group

Analytical SM4500S F
Method/ Empirical SOP-153

SOP Reference

along will associated
samples.

and Data Validator

Person(s) . Measurement
QC Sample Frequency/ Method/SOP_Q_C Corrective Action Responsible for D"’.lta Quality Performance
Number Acceptance Limits . . Indicator (DQI) L
Corrective Action Criteria
Method Blank  |One per batch of up |Analyte concentration must [Correct problem, Analyst, Laboratory|Contamination / |Same as
to 20 samples. be <2 LOQ. reprepare and reanalyze |Area Supervisor, [Bias Method/SOP QC

Acceptance Limits.

RPD should be < 20%.

and Data Validator

LCS One per batch of up |%R must be within 80-120% |[Correct problem, Analyst, Laboratory|Accuracy/ Bias |Same as
to 20 samples. of the expected value. reprepare, and reanalyze |Area Supervisor, Method/SOP QC
along with associated and Data Validator Acceptance Limits.
samples.
MS/MSD One per batch of up [%R should be within 75- Contact client for Analyst, Laboratory|Accuracy/ Bias |Same as
to 20 samples. 125% of the expected value. |guidance. Area Supervisor, |Precision Method/SOP QC

Acceptance Limits.
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Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

SAP Worksheet No. 28 — Laboratory QC Samples Table (Continued)

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Revision Number: 1

Revision Date: May 2010

HMatrix Soil and Aqueous QC
Blanks
Analytical TRPH
Group
Analytical FL-PRO/
Method/ SOP  [[Empirical SOP-338
Reference
Person(s) . Measurement
QC Ssample Frequency/ Number AMethod/SOP_Q(_: Corrective Action Responsible for Da_1ta Quality Performance
cceptance Limits . . Indicator (DQI) o
Corrective Action Criteria

Method Blank  |One per preparation Must be <1/2 the LOQ. [Re-clean, retest, re-extract, Analyst, Laboratory |Bias / Same as

batch of 20 or fewer
samples of similar
matrix.

reanalyze, and/or qualify the
data.

Supervisor and Data
Validator

Contamination

Method/SOP QC
Acceptance Limits.

Surrogates

2 per sample:
2-Fluorobiphenyl
o-Terphenyl

%Rs must pass the
established laboratory
criteria.

(1) Prepare again and
reanalyze for confirmation of
matrix interference when
appropriate.

Analyst, Laboratory
Supervisor and Data
Validator

Accuracy /Bias

Same as
Method/SOP QC
Acceptance Limits.

LCS

One per batch of 20 or
less

%Rs must meet limits
of 55-118% for water
and 50-140% for soil

(1) Evaluate and reanalyze if
possible.

(2) If an MS/MSD was
performed in the same 12 hour
clock and acceptable, then
narrate.

(3) If the LCS recoveries are
high but the sample results are
<LOQ, then narrate. Otherwise
prepare again and reanalyze
the batch.

Analyst, Laboratory
Supervisor and Data
Validator

Accuracy / Bias

Same as
Method/SOP QC
Acceptance Limits.

MS/MSD

One per SDG or every
20 samples.

%Rs should meet the
limits of 55-118% for
water and 50-140% for
water.

The RPD between MS
and MSD should be <
30%.

(1) Corrective action will not be
taken for samples when
recoveries are outside limits
and surrogate and LCS criteria
are met.

(2) If both the LCS and
MS/MSD are unacceptable,
then re-prepare the samples
again and QC.

Analyst, Laboratory
Supervisor and Data
Validator

Precision /
Accuracy /Bias

Same as
Method/SOP QC
Acceptance Limits.
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan

Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

SAP Worksheet No. 28 — Laboratory QC Samples Table (Continued)

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Matrix Groundwater
Analytical Group Alkalinity
Analytical SM2320B
Method/SOP Empirical SOP-
Reference 154
Person(s) . Measurement
QC Sample Frequency/ MEthOd/SOP.QC Corrective Action Responsible for Dgta Quality Performance
Number Acceptance Limits . . Indicator (DQI) .
Corrective Action Criteria
. N Same as
Method Blank One per Analyte concentration Correct problem, re- Analyst, Contamination/ Method/SOP QC
preparation batch must be <2 LOQ. prepare, and reanalyze Laboratory Bias Acceptance Limits
of 20 or fewer along with all Department '

samples of similar
matrix.

associated samples.

Manager, and
Data Validator

LCS One per batch of %R must be within 80- | Correct problem, re- Analyst, Accuracy/ Bias fﬂaeE?)g/SéOP Qc
up to 20 samples. | 120% of true value. prepare, and reanalyze Laboratory Acceptance Limits
the LCS along with all Department '
associated samples. Manager, and
Data Validator
MS/MSD One per batch of | %R should be within | Contact client for f‘gscl)y;tt’ory f\giﬂf;‘é; fBiaS fniﬁ%gfsop ac

up to 20 samples.

75-125% of the
expected value.

RPD should be < 20%.

guidance.

Supervisor and
Data Validator

Acceptance Limits.

Please note: Dehalococcoides and reductase genes information is not relevant to this worksheet.
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

SAP Worksheet No. 28 — Laboratory QC Samples Table (Continued)

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Revision Number: 1

Revision Date: May 2010

Matrix Groundwater, Storm
Sewer Water,
Sediment Pore Water,
Surface Water, and
Agueous QC Blanks
HAnalytical VOCs Screening
Group Mobile Lab
Analytical SW-846 8260B
Method/ SOP |KBSOP01VOC
Reference
Person(s) .
QC Sample | Frequency/ Number Method/SOP.Q.C Corrective Action Responsible for Dgta Quality Measuremer}t .
Acceptance Limits C . . Indicator (DQI) | Performance Criteria
orrective Action
Method Blank [One per daily analysis [No analytes > 1/2 of the  |Bake out purge trap system, Analyst Bias/ Same as Method/SOP

batch.

LoQ.

change adsorbent trap.
Reprepare and reanalyze
method blank and associated
samples.

Contamination

QC Acceptance Limits.

similar matrix.

established by lab.

effects apply.

Precision

Surrogate Four per sample: Should be within limits Reanalyze sample. If one or Analyst Accuracy/ Bias |Same as Method/SOP
1,4-dichlorobenzene established by lab or more still remain outside criteria, QC Acceptance Limits.
1,2-dichloroethane-d4 |[method. then recalibrate and or remake
Toluene-d8 surrogate solution.

BFB
MS/MSD One per 20 samples of |Should be within limits Check LCS to see if matrix Analyst Accuracy/ Bias/ |Same as Method/SOP

QC Acceptance Limits.
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

SAP Worksheet No. 28 — Laboratory QC Samples Table (Continued)

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Revision Number: 1

Revision Date: May 2010

Matrix Groundwater, Storm
Sewer Water,
Sediment Pore Water,
Surface Water, and
Agueous QC Blanks
HAnalytical VOCs Screening
Group Mobile Lab
Analytical SW-846 8260B
Method/ SOP |KBSOP01VOC
Reference
Person(s) .
QC Sample | Frequency/ Number Method/SOP.Q.C Corrective Action Responsible for Dgta Quality Measuremer}t .
Acceptance Limits C . . Indicator (DQI) | Performance Criteria
orrective Action
LCS One per daily analysis |Must be within limits Reprepare and reanalyze LCS. |Analyst Accuracy/ Bias |Same as Method/SOP
batch. established by lab. Reanalyze associated samples. QC Acceptance Limits.
IS Three per sample- RTs for ISs must be within [Reanalyze sample. If one or Analyst Accuracy/ Bias |Same as Method/SOP

Fluorobenzene
Chlorobenzene-d5
1,4-dichlorobezene-d4

+ 30 seconds and the
response areas must be
within -50% to +100% of
the last calibration check.

more still remain outside criteria,
recalibrate.

QC Acceptance Limits.
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Revision Number:

Revision Date: May 2010

SAP Worksheet #29 -- Project Documents and Records Table

(UFP-QAPP Manual Section 3.5.1)

Document

Where Maintained

Field Documents
e Field Logbook
Field Sample Forms
Chain of Custody Records
Air bills
Sampling Instrument Calibration Logs
Sampling Notes
Photographs
Field Task Modification Forms
This SAP
HASP

Field documents will be maintained in the project file
located in the Tetra Tech Jacksonville office.

Laboratory Documents and Records in the form of
analytical data package:

Sample receipt/login form

Sample storage records

Sample preparation logs

Equipment calibration logs

Sample analysis run logs

Reported results for standards, QC checks,
and QC samples

Data completeness checklists

e Telephone logs

e  Extraction/clean-up records

e Rawdata

Laboratory documents will be included in the hardcopy
and portable documents format (pdf) deliverables from
the laboratory. Laboratory data deliverables will be
maintained in the Tetra Tech Pittsburgh project file and
in long-term data package storage at a third-party
professional document storage firm.

Electronic data results will be maintained in a database
on a password protected SQL server.

Assessment Findings

Field Sampling Audit Checklist (if conducted)
Analytical Audit Checklist (if conducted)

Data Validation Memoranda (includes tabulated data
summary forms)

All assessment documents will be maintained in the
Pittsburgh Tetra Tech office.

Reports
RI/FS Addendum Report

All reports the will be stored in hardcopy in the Tetra
Tech Jacksonville project file and electronically in the
server library.
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

SAP Worksheet #30 -- Analytical Services Table

(UFP-QAPP Manual Section 3.5.2.3)

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Data Backup Laboratory /
, Analytical Sample Analytical Package Laboratory / Organization Organization
Matrix Group Locations/ID Method Turnaround (name and address, contact (name and address,
Numbers Time person and telephone number) contact person and
telephone number)
Groundwater | vVOCs See Worksheet #18 | sw-846 21 calendar | Kim Kostzer . NA
and Aqueous 8260B days Empirical Laboratories, LLC
QC Blanks 621 Mainstream Drive, Suite 270
SVOCs and See Worksheet #18 | SW-846 Nashville, TN 37228
PAHs 8270D (615) 345-1115
TAL Metals plus | See Worksheet#18 | Sw-846
Molybdenum, 6010C/7470A
Total and
Dissolved Iron,
and Lead
MNA Parameters
Alkalinity See Worksheet #18 | SM 23208
Dissolved Sulfide | See Worksheet#18 | SM 4500S F
TOC See Worksheet #18 | SM 5310C
Anions See Worksheet #18 | EPA 300.0
Dissolved Gases | See Worksheet#18 | RSK SOP 175
Surface Soil VOCs See Worksheet #18 | Sw-846
8260B
See Worksheet #18 | FDEP
TRPH FL-PRO
SVOCs and See Worksheet #18 | Sw-846
PAHs 8270D
TAL Metals plus | See Worksheet #18 | SW-846
Molybdenum, 6010C/7471A
Total and
Dissolved Iron,
and Lead
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan

Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Backup Laboratory /

sediment pore
water, and
surface water

Data L o
Matrix Analytical Sar_nple Analytical Package Laboratory / Organization Organization
Group Locations/ID Method Turnaround (name and address, contact (name and address,
Numbers Time person and telephone number) contact person and
telephone number)
Groundwater Dehalococcoides | See Worksheet #18 | Laboratory 21 calendar Anita Biernacki NA
and reductase Proprietary days Microbial Insights
genes 2340 Stock Creek Boulevard
Rockford, TN 37853-3044
(865) 573-8188, x108
Groundwater, VOCs — mobile See Worksheet #18 | SW-846 Results in 24 | Todd Romero NA
storm sewer laboratory 8260B hours toddr@kbmobilelabs.com
water, screening KB Labs, Inc.

25132 SW 1st Ave
Newberry, Florida 32669
Telephone (352) 472-5830
Fax (352) 472-5832
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville Revision Number: 1
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida Revision Date: May 2010
SAP Worksheet #31 -- Planned Project Assessments Table
(UFP-QAPP Manual Section 4.1.1)
Person(s) Person(s) Persop(s)
. . . Responsible for
Responsible for | Person(s) Responsible Responsible for o
- - . e Monitoring
Organization Performing for Responding to Identifying and .
Assessment Internal or ' R . Effectiveness of
Frequency Performing Assessment Assessment Findings Implementing
Type External . . R . . CA
Assessment (title and (title and organizational | Corrective Action CA) (title and
organizational affiliation) (title and organizational N
I oL organizational
affiliation) affiliation) e
affiliation)
Laboratory 2 years External DoD ELAP DoD ELAP Laboratory QA Manager | Laboratory QAM or Laboratory QAM or
System Audit’ Accrediting Body | or Laboratory Manager Laboratory Manager Laboratory Manager
Notes:

' Empirical Laboratories is DoD ELAP accredited. A copy of Empirical’s accreditation is included in Appendix B. Microbial Insights is specialty
support laboratory and does not require DoD ELAP accreditation. KB Labs, Inc. (mobile laboratory) is NELAP accredited in the state of Florida.
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville

Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

SAP Worksheet #32 -- Assessment Findings and Corrective Action Responses Table
(UEP-QAPP Manual Section 4.1.2)

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

A t Nature of Individual(s) Notified of | _. _ ¢ Nature of CA Individual(s) Receiving | Timeframe
SS_T_S;::G‘” Deficiencies Findings "\]rgﬁﬂr?;?iig Response CA Response for

y Documentation (name, title, organization) Documentation (name, title, organization) | Response

Laboratory Written audit report Rick Davis, Laboratory Specified by Letter DoD ELAP Accrediting Specified by
System Audit Manager, Empirical DoD ELAP Body DoD ELAP
Randy Ward, Laboratory gg((;ryedltlng gg(cjr;dltlng

QAM, Empirical
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville

Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

SAP Worksheet #33 -- QA Management Reports Table

(UFP_QAPP Manual Section 4.2)

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Type of Report

Frequency

(daily, weekly, monthly,
quarterly, annually, etc.)

Projected Delivery Date(s)

Person(s) Responsible for
Report Preparation

(title and organizational
affiliation)

Report Recipient(s)

(title and organizational
affiliation)

Data validation report

Per SDG

Within 3 weeks of receipt of
laboratory data package

DVM and Staff Chemists,
Tetra Tech

PM and project file, Tetra Tech

Major analysis problem
identification (internal
memorandum)

When persistent analysis
problems are detected

Immediately upon detection of
problem (on the same day)

CLEAN QAM, Tetra Tech

PM, CLEAN QAM, Program
Manager, and project file,
Tetra Tech

Project monthly progress
report

Monthly for duration of project

Monthly

PM, Tetra Tech

Navy RPM, Navy; CLEAN
QAM, Program Manager, and,
project file

Laboratory QA report

When significant plan
deviations result from
unanticipated circumstances

Immediately upon detection of
problem (on the same day)

Laboratory PM, Empirical,
Microbial Insights, and KB
Labs

PM and project file, Tetra Tech
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

SAP Worksheet #34 -- Verification (Step |) Process Table
(UEP-QAPP Manual Section 5.2.1)

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Responsible for

Verification Input Description Internal / Verification
External o
(name, organization)
Chain-of-Custody Forms | The Tetra Tech FOL or designee will review and sign the chain-of-custody Internal Sampler and FOL,
form to verify that all samples listed are included in the shipment to the Tetra Tech
laboratory and the sample information is accurate. The forms will be signed
by the sampler and a copy will be retained for the project file, the Tetra Tech
PM, and the Tetra Tech Data Validators.
Each Laboratory’s Sample Custodian will review the sample shipment for Internal/ 1 - Laboratory Sample
completeness, integrity, and sign accepting the shipment. The Tetra Tech External Custodian, Empirical,
Data Validators will check that the chain-of-custody form was signed/dated by KB Labs, and Microbial
the Tetra Tech FOL or designee relinquishing the samples and also by the Insights
Laboratory Sample Custodian receiving the samples for analyses. 2 - Data Validators,
Tetra Tech
SAP Sample Tables/ Verify that all proposed samples listed in the SAP tables have been collected. | Internal FOL or designee, Tetra
Chain-of-Custody Forms Tech
Sample Log Sheets Verify that information recorded in the log sheets is accurate and complete. Internal FOL or designee, Tetra
Tech
SAP/ Field Logs/ Ensure that all sampling SOPs were followed. Verify that deviations have Internal PM or designee, Tetra
Analytical Data Packages | been documented and MPCs have been achieved. Particular attention Tech
should be given to verify that samples were correctly identified, that sampling
location coordinates are accurate, and that documentation establishes an
unbroken trail of documented chain-of-custody from sample collection to
report generation. Verify that the correct sampling and analytical
methods/SOPs were applied. Verify that the sampling plan was implemented
and carried out as written and that any deviations are documented.
SAP/ Analytical SOPs/ Ensure that all laboratory SOPs were followed. Verify that the correct Internal Laboratory QAM,
Analytical Data Packages | analytical methods/SOPs were applied. Empirical and Microbial
Insights

Data specialist, KB
Labs
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3

Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Responsible for

Verification Input Description Internal / Verification
External o
(name, organization)

SAP/ Laboratory SOPs/ Establish that all method QC samples were analyzed and in control as listed | Internal Laboratory QAM,

Raw Data/ Applicable in the analytical SOPs. If method QA is not in control, the Laboratory QAM Empirical and Microbial

Control Limits Tables will contact the Tetra Tech PM verbally or via e-mail for guidance prior to Insights
report preparation. Data specialist, KB

Labs

SAP/ Chain-of-Custody Check that field QC samples listed in Worksheet #20 were collected as Internal FOL or designee, Tetra

Forms required. Tech

Electronic Data Each EDD will be verified against the chain-of-custody and hard copy data External Data Validators, Tetra

Deliverables (EDDs)/ package for accuracy and completeness. Laboratory analytical results will be Tech

Analytical Data Packages | verified and compared to the electronic analytical results for accuracy.

Sample results will be evaluated for laboratory contamination and will be
qualified for false positives using the laboratory method/preparation blank
summaries. Positive results reported between the DL and the LOQ will be
qualified as estimated. Extraneous laboratory qualifiers will be removed from
the validation qualifier.

Analytical Data Packages | All analytical data packages will be verified internally for completeness by the | Internal Laboratory QAM,
laboratory performing the work. The Laboratory QAM will sign the case Empirical and Microbial
narrative for each data package. Insights

Data specialist, KB
Labs
Each data package will be verified for completeness by the Tetra Tech Data | External Data Validators, Tetra

Validator. Missing information will be requested by the Tetra Tech Data
Validator from the Laboratory PM.

Tech
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

SAP Worksheet #35 -- Validation (Steps lla and Ilb) Process Table
(UFP-QAPP Manual Section 5.2.2) (Figure 37 UFP-QAPP Manual) (Table 9 UFP-QAPP Manual)

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Responsible for

Data Packages/
EDDs

Steﬁblla/ Validation Input Description Validation (name,
organization)
lla SAP/ Sample Log | Sample Coordinates - Ensure that sample locations are correct and in PM, FOL, or designee,
Sheets accordance with the SAP proposed locations. Document any discrepancies in | Tetra Tech
the final report.
lla Chain-of-Custody | Custody - Ensure that the custody and integrity of the samples was maintained | Project Chemist or Data
Forms from collection to analysis and the custody records are complete and any Validators, Tetra Tech
deviations are recorded. Review that the samples were shipped and store at
the required temperature and sample pH for chemically-preserved samples
meet the requirements listed in Worksheet #19. Ensure that the analyses
were performed within the holding times listed in Worksheet #19.
[la/llb SAP/ Laboratory Accuracy - Ensure that the laboratory QC samples listed in Worksheet #28 Project Chemist or Data

were analyzed and that the MPCs listed in Worksheet #12 were met for all
field samples and QC analyses. Check that specified field QC samples were
collected and analyzed and that the analytical QC criteria set up for this project
were met.

Precision - Check the field sampling precision by calculating the RPD for field
duplicate samples. Check the laboratory precision by reviewing the RPD or
percent difference values from laboratory duplicate analyses; MS/MSDs; and
LCS/LCSD, if available. Ensure compliance with the methods and project
MPCs accuracy goals listed in Worksheet #12.

Representativeness - Check that the laboratory recorded the temperature at
sample receipt and the pH of the chemically preserved samples to ensure
sample integrity from sample collection to analysis.

Completeness - Review the chain-of-custody forms generated in the field to
ensure that the required analytical samples have been collected, appropriate
sample identifications have been used, and correct analytical methods have
been applied. The Tetra Tech Data Validator will verify that elements of the
data package required for validation are present, and if not, the laboratory will
be contacted and the missing information will be requested. Validation will be
performed as per Worksheet #36. Check that all data have been transferred
correctly and completely to the final SQL database.

Validators, Tetra Tech
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Responsible for

Data Packages/
EDDs

Stelpl)b”a/ Validation Input Description Validation (name,
organization)
lIb SAP/ Laboratory Sensitivity - Ensure that the project LOQs listed in Worksheet #15 were Project Chemist or Data

achieved.

PSLs - Discuss the impact on reported DLs due to matrix interferences or
sample dilutions performed because of the high concentration of one or more
other contaminants, on the other target compounds reported as non-detected.
Document this usability issue and inform the Tetra Tech PM. Review and add
PSLs to the laboratory EDDs. Flag samples and notify the Tetra Tech PM of
samples that exceed PSLs listed in Worksheet #15.

QA/QC - Ensure that all QC samples specified in the SAP were collected and
analyzed and that the associated results were within prescribed SAP
acceptance limits. Ensure that QC samples and standards prescribed in
analytical SOPs were analyzed and within the prescribed control limits. If any
significant QC deviations occur, the Laboratory QAM shall have contacted the
Tetra Tech PM.

Deviations - Summarize deviations from methods, procedures, or contracts in
the Data Validation Report. Determine the impact of any deviation from
sampling or analytical methods and SOPs requirements and matrix
interferences effect on the analytical results. Qualify data results based on
method or QC deviation and explain all the data qualifications. Print a copy of
the project database qualified data depicting data qualifiers and data qualifiers
codes that summarize the reason for data qualifications. Determine if the data
met the MPCs and determine the impact of any deviations on the technical
usability of the data.

Validators, Tetra Tech
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida

SAP Worksheet #36 -- Analytical Data Validation (Steps lla and llb) Summary Table
(UEP-QAPP Manual Section 5.2.2.1)

Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Revision Number: 1
Revision Date: May 2010

Step lla/llb

Matrix

Analytical Group

Validation Criteria

Data Validator

(title and organizational affiliation)

lla and llb

Aqueous

VOCs, Dissolved
Gases, SVOCs, PAHSs,
TRPH

100% Limited data validation will be
performed. SW-846 8260B, RSK SOP
175, 8270D, 8270D SIM, and FL-PRO
method specific criteria and those criteria
listed in Worksheets #12, #15, #24, and
#28. If not included in Worksheets #12,
#15, #24, or #28, then the logic outlined in
USEPA Contract Laboratory Program
National Functional Guidelines for Organic
Data Review EPA-540/R-99-008, October
1999 will be used to apply qualifiers to
data.

Data Validation Specialist, Tetra

Tech

lla and llb

Aqueous

TAL Metals plus
Molybdenum, Total and
Dissolved Iron, and
Lead

100% Limited™* data validation will be
performed. SW-846 6010B method
specific criteria and those listed in
Worksheets #12, #15, #24, and #28. If not
included in Worksheets #12, #15, #24 or
#28, then the logic outlined in USEPA
Contract Laboratory Program National
Functional Guidelines for Inorganic Data
Review EPA 540-R-04-004, October 2004
will be used to apply qualifiers to data.

Data Validation Specialist, Tetra

Tech

lla and llb

Groundwater,
surface water, soil,
and sediment

Anions, Alkalinity,
TOC, Dissolved Sulfide

Method-specific criteria listed in
Worksheets #12, #15, #24, and #28.

Data Validation Specialist, Tetra

Tech

* Limited data validation.

Limits the data review to specific review parameters (Data Completeness/Data Verification, Holding times, Calibrations, Blank

Contamination, & Detection limits) to determine gross deficiencies only. The limited data validation is best expressed as a review to preclude the possibility of
false negatives and to eliminate false positives. Raw data are not evaluated and sample result verification is not conducted. A formal data validation report is

prepared.

Dehalococcoides and VOC mobile laboratory data reports will not be validated.
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan Title: RI/FS Addendum for OU 3
Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville Revision Number: 1
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida Revision Date: May 2010

SAP Worksheet #37 -- Usability Assessment
(UFEP-QAPP Manual Section 5.2.3)

Data Usability Assessment

The usability of the data directly affects whether project objectives can be achieved. At a
minimum the following characteristics will be evaluated. The results of these evaluations will be
included in the project report. The characteristics will be evaluated for multiple concentration
levels if the evaluator determines that this is necessary. To the extent required by the type of
data being reviewed, the assessors will consult with other technically competent individuals to
render sound technical assessments of these DQI characteristics:

Completeness

For each matrix that was scheduled to be sampled, the Tetra Tech FOL acting on behalf of the
Project Team will prepare a table listing planned samples/analyses to collected
samples/analyses. If deviations from the scheduled sample collection or analyses are identified
the Tetra Tech PM and Project Risk Assessor will determine whether the deviations compromise
the ability to meet project objectives. If they do, the Tetra Tech PM will consult with the Navy
RPM and other Project Team members, as necessary (determined by the Navy RPM), to develop
appropriate corrective actions.

Precision

The Tetra Tech Project Chemist acting on behalf of the Project Team will determine whether
precision goals for field duplicates and laboratory duplicates were met. This will be accomplished
by comparing duplicate results to precision goals identified in Worksheets #12 and #28. This will
also include a comparison of field and laboratory precision with the expectation that field
duplicate results will be no less precise than laboratory duplicate results. If the goals are not
met, or data have been flagged as estimated (J qualifier), limitations on the use of the data will be
described in the project report.

Accuracy

The Tetra Tech Project Chemist acting on behalf of the Project Team will determine whether the
accuracy/bias goals were met for project data. This will be accomplished by comparing percent
recoveries of LCS, LCSD, MS, MSD, and surrogate compounds to accuracy goals identified in
Worksheet #28. This assessment will include an evaluation of field and laboratory
contamination; instrument calibration variability; and analyte recoveries for surrogates, matrix
spike, and laboratory control samples. If the goals are not met, limitations on the use of the data
will be described in the project report. Bias of the qualified results and a description of the impact
of identified non-compliances on a specific data package or on the overall project data will be
described in the project report.

Representativeness

A Tetra Tech Project Scientist identified by the Tetra Tech PM and acting on behalf of the Project
Team will determine whether the data are adequately representative of intended populations,
both spatially and temporally. This will be accomplished by verifying that samples were collected
and processed for analysis in accordance with the SAP, by reviewing spatial and temporal data
variations, and by comparing these characteristics to expectations. The usability report will
describe the representativeness of the data for each matrix and analytical fraction. This will not
require quantitative comparisons unless professional judgment of the project scientist indicates
that a quantitative analysis is required.
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Site Name/Project Name: OU 3, NAS Jacksonville Revision Number: 1
Site Location: Jacksonville, Florida Revision Date: May 2010

Data Usability Assessment

Comparability

The Tetra Tech Project Chemist acting on behalf of the Project Team will determine whether the
data generated under this project are sufficiently comparable to historical site data generated by
different methods and for samples collected using different procedures and under different site
conditions. This will be accomplished by comparing overall precision and bias among data sets
for each matrix and analytical fraction. This will not require quantitative comparisons unless
professional judgment of the Tetra Tech Project Chemist indicates that such quantitative analysis
is required.

Sensitivity

The Tetra Tech Project Chemist acting on behalf of the Project Team will determine whether
project sensitivity goals listed in Worksheet #15 are achieved. The overall sensitivity and
quantitation limits from multiple data sets for each matrix and analysis will be compared. If
sensitivity goals are not achieved, the limitations on the data will be described. The Tetra Tech
Project Chemist will enlist the help of the Tetra Tech Risk Assessor to evaluate deviations from
planned sensitivity goals.

Project Assumptions and Data Outliers

The Tetra Tech PM and designated team members will evaluate whether project assumptions
are valid. This will typically be a qualitative evaluation but may be supported by quantitative
evaluations. The type of evaluation depends on the assumption being tested. Quantitative
assumptions include assumptions related to data distributions (e.g., normal versus log-normal)
and estimates of data variability. Statistical tests for outliers will be conducted using standard
statistical techniques appropriate for this task. Potential outliers will be removed if a review of the
associated data indicates that the results have an assignable cause the renders them
inconsistent with the rest of the data. During this evaluation, the team will consider whether
outliers could be indications of unanticipated site conditions. Consideration will be given to
whether outliers represent an unanticipated site condition.

Describe the evaluative procedures used to assess overall measurement error associated
with the project:

After completion of the data validation, the data and data quality will be reviewed to determine
whether sufficient data of acceptable quality are available for decision making. In addition to the
evaluations described above, a series of inspections and statistical analyses will be performed to
estimate these characteristics. The statistical evaluations will include simple summary statistics
for target analytes, such as maximum concentration, minimum concentration, number of samples
exhibiting non-detected results, number of samples exhibiting positive results, and the proportion
of samples with detected and non-detected results. The Project Team members identified by the
Tetra Tech PM will assess whether the data collectively support the attainment of project
objectives. They will consider whether any missing or rejected data have compromised the
ability to make decisions or to make the decisions with the desired level of confidence. The data
will be evaluated to determine whether missing or rejected data can be compensated by other
data. Although rejected data will generally not be used, there may be reason to use them in a
weight of evidence argument, especially when they supplement data that have not been rejected.
If rejected data are used, their use will be supported by technically defensible rationales.

For statistical comparisons and mathematical manipulations, non-detected values will be
represented by a concentration equal to one-half the sample-specific reporting limit. Duplicate
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Data Usability Assessment

results (original and duplicate) will not be averaged for the purpose of representing the range of
concentrations. However, the average of the original and duplicate samples will be used to
represent the concentration at a particular sampled location.

Identify the personnel responsible for performing the usability assessment:

The Tetra Tech PM, Project Chemist, FOL, and Project Scientist will be responsible for
conducting the listed data usability assessments. The data usability assessment will be reviewed
with the Navy RPM, the USEPA RPM, and the FDEP RPM. If deficiencies affecting the
attainment of project objectives are identified, the review will take place either in a face to face
meeting or a teleconference depending on the extent of identified deficiencies. If no significant
deficiencies are identified, the data usability assessment will simply be documented in the project
report and reviewed during the normal document review cycle.

Describe the documentation that will be generated during usability assessment and how
usability assessment results will be presented so that they identify trends, relationships
(correlations), and anomalies:

The data will be presented in tabular format, including data qualifications such as estimation (J,
UJ) or rejection (R). Written documentation will support the non-compliance estimated or
rejected data results. The project report will identify and describe the data usability limitations
and suggest re-sampling or other corrective actions, if necessary.
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@ Tetra Tech NUS, Inc.

CONTAINER SAMPLE & INSPECTION SHEET

Page of
Project Site Name: Sample ID No.
Project Number: Sampled By:
Site Identification: C.0.C. No.:
Container Number(s): Concentration: [] High
Sample Type: [] Grab [ Medium
[ Composite [ Low

CONTAINER SOURCE| CONTAINER DESCRIPTION
DRUM:

[ Bung Top COLOR:

[l Lever Lock

[ Bolted Ring

[ Other CONDITION:
TANK: MARKINGS:

[ Plastic

[ Metal

[l Other VOL. OF CONTENTS:
OTHER: OTHER:

CONTAINER CONTENTS
DISPOSITION DESCRIPTION
SAMPLED: SINGLE PHASED:
OPENED BUT NOT SAMPLED:
Reason MULTIPHASE :
Layer1 Layer 2 Layer 3
Phase (Sol. or Lig.)

NOT OPENED: Color
Reason Viscosity L, MorH L,MorH L,MorH

% of Total Volume

MONITOR READING:

SAMPLE and /or INSPECTION DATE & TIME:

HRS.

METHOD:

SAMPLER(S) and / or

INSPECTOR(S) SIGNATURE:

ANALYSIS:




@ TETRA TECH NUS, INC.

26392

CHAIN OF CUSTODY | NUMBER I PAGE ___ OF
PROJECT NO: FACILITY: PROJECT MANAGER PHONE NUMBER LABORATORY NAME AND CONTACT:
SAMPLERS (SIGNATURE) FIELD OPERATIONS LEADER | PHONE NUMBER ADDRESS
CARRIER/WAYBILL NUMBER CITY, STATE
CONTAINER TYPE
PLASTIC (P) or GLASS (G)
STANDARD TAT [] g PRESERVATIVE
RUSH TAT [ 4 VSED
[J24hr. O 48hr. [ 72hr. [0 7day [J 14 day 8 /
. Q
~ o
Ela B |8
— y w
E |E |8 |z z
e T wo|F |3 g
4 - a 0] g —_— O
o o = - |oGol o
= u O x T gt TS
w < o F X~ (aadl o
=< Q o o |d<E A
g w (o) [) (o} <= (OXO| o
> | TiME SAMPLE ID - F @ | 2w 000 2
&
1. RELINQUISHED BY DATE TIME 1. RECEIVED BY DATE TIME
2. RELINQUISHED BY DATE TIME 2. RECEIVED BY DATE TIME
3. RELINQUISHED BY DATE TIME 3. RECEIVED BY DATE TIME
COMMENTS
DISTRIBUTION: WHITE (ACCOMPANIES SAMPLE) YELLOW (FIELD COPY) PINK (FILE COPY) 4/02R

FORM NO. TtNUS-001




Tetra Tech NUS, Inc.

SOIL & SEDIMENT SAMPLE LOG SHEET

Page__ of

Project No.:

Project Site Name:

[1 Surface Soil
[l Subsurface Soil
[ Sediment

Sample ID No.:
Sample Location:
Sampled By:
C.0.C. No.:

Type of Sample:

Monitor Reading (ppm):

[] Other: [ Low Concentration

1 QA Sample Type: [] High Concentration
[GRAB SAMPLE DATA: i i
Date: Depth Interval Color Description (Sand, Silt, Clay, Moisture, etc.)
Time:
Method:

[COMPOSITE SANIPLE:DATA:: &
Date: Time Depth Interval Color Description (Sand, Silt, Clay, Moisture, etc.)
Method:

Monitor Readings

(Range in ppm):

[SAMPLE: COLLECTION:INFORMATION: :: :: il s sl s s s s s
Analysis Container Requirements Collected Other
[OBSERVATIONS INOTES: ! i i it i e e M s B e
[Circle:if Applicable: i ] Signature(s):
MS/MSD Duplicate ID No.:




@ Tetra Tech NUS, Inc.

QA SAMPLE LOG SHEET

Page  of

Project Site Name:
Project Number:
Sample Location:

Sample ID Number:
Sampled By:
C.0O.C. Number:

QA Sample Type:

[] Trip Blank [ Rinsate Blank

[] Source Water Blank [] Other Blank
SAMBEINGEATAL - EWRTER SORIRE I
Date: [] Laboratory Prepared [] Tap
Time: [] Purchased [] Fire Hydrant
Method: [] Other

Product Name: Media Type:

Supplier: Equipment Used:

Manufacturer: Equipment Type:

Order Number: [ Dedicated

Lot Number: [l Reusable

Expiration Date:

SAMPEECOEFECTIONINFORMATON: i
Analysis Preservative Container Requirements Collected

Volatiles Cool 4°C & HCI YES / NO

Semivolatiles Cool 4°C YES /NO

Pesticide / PCB Cool 4°C YES / NO

Metals Cool 4°C & HNO, YES /NO

Cyanide Cool 4°C & NaOH YES / NO

OBSERVATIONS: / NOTES::ti:iirorririririiiiiiiiriiiniiinininiiinininiintoninintni it il

Sighature(s):




Tetra Tech NUS, Inc.

PROJECT:

JOB & CTO #:

PROJECT MANAGER:

LOCATION:

MOBILIZATION DATE:

RETURN DATE:

FIELD PROJECT PRE-MOBILIZATION CHECKLIST

TRAVEL

MISCELLANEOUS

Airline reservations
Hotel reservations/BOQs
Vehicle rental

Itinerary

Phone/pager number

Schedule

___ Planfield operations w/ Project manager
Documents for Field Program

Logbook(s)

Field Sampling plan

DRILLING/DPT/SURVEY

Subcontractor

POC phone #/address

Drill Specification RFP

Contact (time & place to meet)

Confirm subcontract w/ TtINUS Procurement

Health and Safety documentation for all
personnel on site

Copy of Dirillers license

Well / boring permits

Utilities (2 weeks lead time)
Contact Site POC (Date: )
Contact Local "Call Before You Dig"
____Utility Clearance Form
Forms

Boring logs / Test Pit logs

Well construction / development forms
Daily activity forms

IDW inventory

IDW drum labels

Chemical Inventory

MSDS's

Health & Safety plan

Maps

____ H & S Guidance Manual
Authorization

Kick-off meeting held

Gov't rate letter

H&S/OSHA 40-hour certifcate
8-Hour Refresher Training Certificate
Medical Clearance Letter
Supervisory Training Certificate

Health & Safety Clearance Letter
Full-size OSHA Poster

HYDROGEOLOGY EQUIPMENT

Slug test/pumping test forms

Groundwater elevation data sheets

Graph paper

Data Logger/transducer/data cable

Existing well construction & water level data

M-Scope, slug

SHIPPING

FedEx Airbills, local dropoff location & hours
FedEx Gov. Acct# (1771-8058-0)

EQUIPMENT MOBILIZATION

Equipment Requisition form completed /
equipment ordered

3rd Party rental / misc. equipment ordered

Equipment calibration forms

Span / calibration gas and regulator

Lab Shipping Labels
Warehouse Shipping Labels
Blank Labels

Supplies
Tape
Packing materials

SAMPLING

Baggies, Large garbage bags

Forms

Sample log sheets

Low-flow purge data sheets

COC records

COC seals
____ Sample labels (from database group)
Laboratory
POC address/phone#
Order bottles / preservatives
Shipping address, also check Sat. address
Bottle & preservation req'ts from lab

OTHER

Site POC name/phone #

Personnel information to POC

Mobilization schedule to POC

Site access authorizations

Field office / trailer arrangements made
Electric, phone hookups arranged
Steel-toed boots, safety glasses, & hard hat
First aid equipment

Insect repellent

Note - not all items listed apply to every job, and some additional requirements may apply on a job-specific basis.




@ Tetra Tech NUS, Inc.

MONITORING WELL DEVELOPMENT RECORD Page_ of
Well: Depth to Bottom (ft.): Responsible Personnel:
Site: Static Water Level Before (ft.): Drilling Co.:
Date Installed: Static Water Level After (ft.): Project Name:
Date Developed: Screen Length (ft.): Project Number:
Dev. Method: Specific Capacity:
Pump Type: Casing ID (in.):
Time Estimated | Cumulative Water Level Temperature pH Specific Turbidity
Sediment Water Readings (Degrees C) Conductance (NTU) |Remarks (odor,
Thickness Volume (Ft. below TOC) (Units ) color, etc.)
(Ft) (Gal.)







@ LOW FLOW PURGE DATA SHEET

PROJECT SITE NAME: WELL ID.:
PROJECT NUMBER: DATE:

Time Water Level Flow pH S. Cond. Turb. DO Temp. ORP Salinity

sl Rt below ST OCY - E (kM) -4 (S - (S iena) b N - ig/E)- o (Celcitg ) o nmVess ) 96 or gt

Comments

SIGNATURE(S): PAGE__ OF




Li-

Tetra Tech NUS, Inc.

HYDRAULIC CONDUCTIVITY

TESTING DATA SHEET

PROUECT NAME: . ..ottt s esas s s .

WELL/BORING NO.: ...coooorreerrrrrencene. .

GEOLOGIST: ..ottt ettt ev st eb e es et e e ns s enes
WELL DIAMETER: ........cccooevevernee SCREEN LENGTH/DEPTH: ....cooovvreeieereeeeeee e TEST NO.: oo,
STATIC WATER LEVEL (Depth/Elevation): ..........ccccccommieeueceeieseeceeeeceeeseeeeees e sssseneeesans DATE: .....cocoeieeeee
Z| TEST TYPE (Rising/Falling/Constant Head): ...........ccocomrmmrunmreennereensiissnnnens CHECKED: ...
g METHOD OF INDUCING WATER LEVEL CHANGE: .........cccooiiiceecectet et evsae e PAGE .....OF ..........
©
§ REFERENCE PT. FOR WL MEAS. (Top of Casing, Transducer, €tC.): .......cocooioiooimeeeeeeeceeeeeeeeeeee e eneeeen .
e
ELAPSED MEASURED DRAWDOWN ELAPSED MEASURED DRAWDOWN WELL SCHEMATIC

o TIME WATER LEVEL |OR HEAD (AH) TIME WATER LEVEL |OR HEAD (AH) —~
E (min. or sec.) (feet) (feet) (min. or sec.) (feet) (feet) WELL ¢
(%]
% BOREHOLE ¢
(&4
g .
5
2
2 (72
g

=

=

F4-am

S

~FG

-

s

<

&

z Indicate SWL

Depth on Drawing
1
s REMARKS:
7
e e
e e
T T T s
9
j CALCS,SKETCH MAPS, ETC.:
[}
2




Tetra Tech NUS, Inc.

GROUNDWATER SAMPLE LOG SHEET

Page  of
Project Site Name: Sample ID No.:
Project No.: Sample Location:
Sampled By:

[] Domestic Well Data C.0.C. No.:

[ Monitoring Well Data Type of Sample:

[] Other Well Type: [ Low Concentration

[ QA Sample Type: [l High Concentration
SAMPLING DATA:z 11ttt ttltetettttttete il te ittt e e e e L L L
Date Color pH S.C. Temp. Turbidity DO Salinity Other
Time: (Visual) (SU.) | (mS/cm) ‘o) (NTU) (mg/l) (%)
Method:
R A e
Date Volume pH S.C. Temp. Turbidity DO Salinity Other
Method
Monitor Reading (ppm):
Well Casing Diameter & Material
Type:
Total Well Depth (TD):
Static Water Level (WL):
One Casing Volume(gal/L):
Start Purge (hrs):
End Purge (hrs):
Total Purge Time (min):
Total Vol. Purged (gal/L):
SAMELE EOLLECTION INFORMATION: - - 1: izl irioinirii il il irininirinirinininioininioininioioinioinininizininizinint

Analysis Preservative Container Requirements Collected

OBSERMATIONS A NOTES: - 11 f: il illllllelelelelele il il il il il Ll L DDl
Citcle It Applicablg:- 1. it i-i-r-ier il el il el il -l - 1- - 1] Signature(s):

MS/MSD

Duplicate ID No.




Tetra Tech NUS, Inc. GROUNDWATER LEVEL MEASUREMENT SHEET

Project Name: Project No.:

Location: Personnel:

Weather Conditions: Measuring Device:

Tidally Influenced: Yes No Remarks:
Well or Elevation of Total Water Level Thickness of] Groundwater

Piezometer Date Time |Reference Point] Well Depth |[Indicator ReadingFree Producy] Elevation Comments
Number (feet)* (feet)* (feet)* (feet)* (feet)*

* All measurements to the nearest 0.01 foot Page of



TETRA TECH NUS
FIELD TASK MODIFICATION REQUEST FORM

Project/Installation Name CTO & Project Number Task Mod. Number

Modification To (e.g. Work Plan) Site/Sample Location Date

Activity Description:

Reason for Change:

Recommended Disposition:

Field Operations Leader (Signature) Date

"‘Approved Disposition:

Project/Task Order Manager (Signature) Date

Distribution:

Program/Project File — Other:

Project/Task Order Manager —

Field Operations Leader —




Tetra Tech NUS, Inc.

PROJECT NAME :

SITE NAME:

PROJECT No.:

EQUIPMENT CALIBRATION LOG

INSTRUMENT NAME/MODEL:

MANUFACTURER:

SERIAL NUMBER:

Date Instrument
of I.D.
Calibration Number

Person
Performing
Calibration

Instrument Settings Instrument Readings Calibration
Pre- Post- Pre- Post- Standard
calibration | calibration | calibration | calibration (Lot No.)

Remarks
and
Comments




Tetra Tech NUS, Inc.

PROJECT:

JOB & CTO #:

PROJECT MANAGER:

LOCATION:

MOBILIZATION DATE:

RETURN DATE:

FIELD PROJECT DEMOBILIZATION CHECKLIST

TRAVEL

MISCELLANEOUS

Airline reservations
Hotel reservations/BOQs
Vehicle rental

Itinerary

Phone/pager number

Schedule

___ Planfield operations w/ Project manager
Documents for Field Program

Logbook(s)

Field Sampling plan

DRILLING/DPT/SURVEY

Subcontractor

POC phone #/address

Drill Specification RFP

Contact (time & place to meet)

Confirm subcontract w/ TtINUS Procurement

Health and Safety documentation for all
personnel on site

Copy of Dirillers license

Well / boring permits

Utilities (2 weeks lead time)
Contact Site POC (Date: )
Contact Local "Call Before You Dig"
____Utility Clearance Form
Forms

Boring logs / Test Pit logs

Well construction / development forms
Daily activity forms

IDW inventory

IDW drum labels

Chemical Inventory

MSDS's

Health & Safety plan

Maps

____ H & S Guidance Manual
Authorization

Kick-off meeting held

Gov't rate letter

H&S/OSHA 40-hour certifcate
8-Hour Refresher Training Certificate
Medical Clearance Letter
Supervisory Training Certificate

Health & Safety Clearance Letter
Full-size OSHA Poster

HYDROGEOLOGY EQUIPMENT

Slug test/pumping test forms

Groundwater elevation data sheets

Graph paper

Data Logger/transducer/data cable

Existing well construction & water level data

M-Scope, slug

SHIPPING

FedEx Airbills, local dropoff location & hours
FedEx Gov. Acct# (1771-8058-0)

EQUIPMENT MOBILIZATION

Equipment Requisition form completed /
equipment ordered

3rd Party rental / misc. equipment ordered

Equipment calibration forms

Span / calibration gas and regulator

Lab Shipping Labels
Warehouse Shipping Labels
Blank Labels

Supplies
Tape
Packing materials

SAMPLING

Baggies, Large garbage bags

Forms

Sample log sheets

Low-flow purge data sheets

COC records

COC seals
____ Sample labels (from database group)
Laboratory
POC address/phone#
Order bottles / preservatives
Shipping address, also check Sat. address
Bottle & preservation req'ts from lab

OTHER

Site POC name/phone #

Personnel information to POC

Mobilization schedule to POC

Site access authorizations

Field office / trailer arrangements made
Electric, phone hookups arranged
Steel-toed boots, safety glasses, & hard hat
First aid equipment

Insect repellent

Note - not all items listed apply to every job, and some additional requirements may apply on a job-specific basis.




Tetra Tech NUS, Inc.

DAILY ACTIVITIES RECORD

PROJECT NAME:

PROJECT NUMBER:

CLIENT: LOCATION:
DATE: ARRIVAL TIME:
Tt NUS PERSONNEL.: DEPARTURE TIME:
CONTRACTOR: DRILLER:
QUANTITY QUANTITY PREVIOUS CUMULATIVE
ITEM ESTIMATE TODAY TOTAL QUANTITY
QUANTITY TO DATE
COMMENTS:
APPROVED BY:
Tt NUS REPRESENTATIVE DRILLER

DATE:




Tetra Tech NUS, Inc.

PROJECT: JOB #:
LOCATION: DATE:
PROJECT MANAGER: FOL:

DAILY ACTIVITIES CHECKLIST

Startup Checklist

Activity Yes No

N/A

Pertinent site activities/information entered into site logbook

All onsite personnel listed in logbook

Required medical information onsite for all workers (TtNUS and Subcontractors)

Required MSDS's onsite

Proper equipment calibrations performed (list equipment)

1

2

3

4

Calibration logs filled out

Tailgate H&S meeting held prior to beginning field activities

Required work permits filled out/signed

Required utility clearances obtained

Required PPE onsite and in use

Information required to be posted is in place

(OSHA poster, hospital route, key phone numbers, etc.)

Exit Checklist

Activity Yes No

N/A

Logbooks completely and comprehensively filled out

Field forms complete and accounted for/properly filed

Samples properly packaged/shipped

COCs faxed to appropriate in-house personnel

All equipment accounted for, on charge if needed, and properly secured

All personnel accounted for

Arrangements made for upcoming work (permits, clearances, equipment, etc.)

Site properly secured

Note - not all items listed apply to every job, and some additional requirements may apply on a job-specific basis.




Tetra Tech NUS, Inc.

PROJECT NAME:

BORING LOG

Page  of

BORING No.:
PROJECT NUMBER: DATE:
DRILLING COMPANY: GEOLOGIST:
DRILLING RIG: DRILLER:
MATERIAL DESCRIPTION PID/FID Reading (ppm)
Sampl | Depth | Blows / | Sample | Lithology U
eNo. | (Ft) 6" or |Recovery| Change s
and or RQD / (Depth/Ft.) | Soil Density/ Nz |#
Type | Run (%) Sample or Consistency C Remarks %. ) % B‘
or RQD| No. Length | Screened or Color Material Classification S clals |5
Interval Rock * 3 g 5| =
Hardness n | > o
* When rock coring, enter rock brokeness.
** Include monitor reading in 6 foot intervals @ borehole. Increase reading frequency if elevated reponse read. DriIIing Area

Remarks:

Background (ppm):

Converted to Well:

Yes

No Well I.D. #:
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1.0 PURPOSE

The purpose of this document is to specify a consistent sample nomenclature system that will facilitate
subseqguent data management in a cost-effective manner. The sample nomenclature system has been
devised such that the following objectives can be attained:

Sorting of data by matrix.

Sorting of data by depth.

Maintenance of consistency (field, laboratory, and data base sample numbers).
Accommodation of all project-specific requirements.

Accommodation of laboratory sample number length constraints (maximum of 20 characters).

2.0 SCOPE

The methods described in this procedure shall be used consistently for all projects requiring electronic data.

3.0 GLOSSARY
None.
4.0 RESPONSIBILITIES

Program Manager - It shall be the responsibility of the Program Manager (or designee) to inform contract-
specific Project Managers of the existence and requirements of this Standard Operating Procedure.

Project Manager - It shall be the responsibility of the Project Manager to determine the applicability of this
Standard Operating Procedure based on: (1) program-specific requirements, and (2) project size and
objectives. [t shall be the responsibility of the Project Manager (or designee) to ensure that the sample
nomenclature is thoroughly specified in the relevant project planning document (e.g., sampling and analysis
plan) and is consistent with this Standard Operating Procedure if relevant. It shall be the responsibility of
the project manager to ensure that the Field Operations Leader is familiar with the sample nomenclature
system.

Field Operations Leader - It shall be the responsibility of the Field Operations Leader to ensure that all
field technicians or sampling personnel are thoroughly familiar with this Standard Operating Procedure and
the project-specific sample nomenclature system. It shall be the responsibility of the Field Operations
Leader to ensure that the sample nomenclature system is used during all project-specific sampling efforts.

5.0 PROCEDURES
5.1 Introduction

The sample identification (ID) system can consist of as few as 8 but not more than 20 distinct alpha-
numeric characters. The sample D will be provided to the laboratory on the sample labels and chain-of-
custody forms. The basic sample ID provided to the lab has three segments and shall be as follows where
"A" indicates "alpha," and "N" indicates "numeric":

AorN AAA AorN
3- or 4-Characters 2- or 3-Characters 3- to 6-Characters
Site Identifier Sample Type Sample Location
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Additional segments may be added as needed. For example:

(1)  Soil and Sediment Sample ID

AorN AAA AorN NNNN
3- or 4-Characters | 2- or 3-Characters 3- to 6-Characters 4-Characters
Site Identifier Sample Type Sample Location Sample Depth

(2) Aqueous (groundwater or surface water) Sample ID

AorN AAA AorN NN -A
3- or 4-Characters | 2- or 3-Characters | 3- to 6-Characters 2-Characters
Site Identifier Sample type Sample Location Round Number Filtered Sample only

(3) Biota Sample ID

AorN AAA AorN AA NNN
3- or 4-Characters | 2- or 3-Characters | 3-to 6-Characters 2-Characters 3-Characters
Site Identifier Sample Type Sample Location Species Sample Group
Identifier Number
5.2 Sample Identification Field Requirements

The various fields in the sample ID will include but are not limited to the following:

Site Identifier

Sample Type

Sample Location

Sample Depth

Sampling Round Number
Filtered

Species ldentifier
Sample Group Number

The site identifier must be a three- or four-character field (numeric characters, alpha characters, or a
mixture of alpha and numeric characters may be used). A site number is necessary since many
facilities/sites have multiple individual sites, SWMUSs, operable units, etc. Several examples are presented
in Section 5.3 of this SOP. '

The sample type must be a two- or three-character alpha field. Suggested codes are provided in
Section 5.3 of this SOP.

The sample location must be at least a three-character field but may have up to six-characters (alpha,
numeric, or a mixture). The six-characters may be useful in identifying a monitoring well to be sampled or
describing a grid location.

The sample depth field is used to note the depth below ground surface (bgs) at which a soil or sediment
sample is collected. The first two numbers of the four-number code specify the top interval, and the third
and fourth specify the bottom interval in feet bgs of the sample. If the sample depth is equal to or greater
than 100, then only the top interval would be represented and the sampling depth would be truncated to
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three-characters. The depths will be noted in whole numbers only; further detail, if needed, will be recorded
on the sample log sheet, boring log, logbook, etc.

A two-digit round number will be used to track the number of aqueous samples taken from a particular
aqueous sample location. The first sample collected from a location will be assigned the round identifier
01, the second 02, etc. This applies to both existing and proposed monitoring wells and surface water
locations.

Aqueous samples that are field filtered (dissolved analysis) will be identified with an "-F" in the last field
segment. No entry in this segment signifies an unfiltered (total) sample.

The species identifier must be a two-character alpha field. Several suggested codes are provided in
Section 5.3 of this SOP.

The three digit sample group number will be used to track the number of biota sample groups (a particular
group size may be determined by sample technique, media type, the number of individual caught, weight
issues, time, etc.) by species and location. The first sample group of a particular species collected from a
given location will be assigned the sample group number 001 and the second sample group of the same
species collected from the same location will be assigned the sample group number 002.

53 Example Sample Field Designations

Examples of each of the fields are as follows:

Site Identifier - Examples of site numbers/designations are as follows:

AQ1 - Area of Concern Number 1

125 - Solid Waste Management Unit Number 125

000 - Base or Facility Wide Sample (e.g., upgradient well)
BBG - Base Background

The examples cited are only suggestions. Each Project Manager (or designee) must designate appropriate
(and consistent) site designations for their individual project.

Sample Type - Examples of sample types are as follows:

AH - Ash Sample

AS - Air Sample

BM - Building Material Sample

BSB - Biota Sample Full Body

BSF - Biota Sample Fillet

CP - Composite Sample

Cs - Chip Sample

DS - Drum Sample

DU - Dust Sample

FP - Free Product

IDW - Investigation Derived Waste Sample
LT - Leachate Sample

MW - Monitoring Well Groundwater Sample
OF - Outfall Sample

RW - Residential Well Sample

SB - Soil Boring Sample

sSD - Sediment Sample

SC - Scrape Sample
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SG - Soil Gas Sample
SL - Sludge Sample
SP - Seep Sample
SS - Surface Soil Sample
ST - Storm Sewer Water Sample
SW - Surface Water Sample
TP - Test Pit Sample
™ - Temporary Well Sample
WC - Well Construction Material Sample
WP - Wipe Sample
WS - Waste/Solid Sample
WW - Wastewater Sample

Sample Location - Examples of the location field are as follows:

001 - Monitoring Well 1
N32E92 - Grid location 32 North and 92 East
D096 - Investigation derived waste drum number 96

Species Identifier - Examples of species identifier are as follows:

BC - Blue Crab
GB = Blue Gill
CO - Corn
SB - Soybean
5.4 Examples of Sample Nomenclature

The first round monitoring well groundwater sample collected from existing monitoring well 001 at SWMU
16 for a filtered sample would be designated as 016MWO00101-F.

The second round monitoring well groundwater sample collected from existing monitoring well C20P2 at
Site 23 for an unfiltered sample would be designated as 023MWC20P202.

The second surface water sample collected from point 01 at SWMU 130 for an unfiltered sample would be
designated as 130SW00102.

A surface soil sample collected from grid location 32 North and 92 East at Site 32 at the 0- to 2-foot
interval would be designated as 032SSN32E920002.

A subsurface soil sample from soil boring 03 at SWMU 32 at an interval of 4 to 5 feet bgs would be
designated as 032SB0030405.

A sediment sample collected at SWMU 19 from 0 to 6 inches at location 14 would be designated as
0198D0140001. The sample data sheet would reflect the precise depth at which this sample was
collected.

During biota sampling for full body analysis the first time a minnow trap was checked at grid location A25
of SWMU 1415 three small blue gills were captured, collected and designated with the sample ID of
1415BSBA25BG001. The second time blue gill were collected at the same location (grid location A25 at
SWMU 1415) the sample ID designation given was 1415BSBA25BG002.

Note: No dash (-) or spacing is used between the segments with the exception of the filtered segment.
The "F" used for a filtered aqueous sample is preceded by a dash "-F".
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5.5 Field Quality Assurance/Quality Control (QA/QC) Sample Nomenclature)

Field QA/QC will be designated using a different coding system. The QC code will consist of a three- to
four-segment alpha-numeric code that identifies the sample QC type, the date the sample was collected,
and the number of this type of QC sample collected on that date.

AA NNNNNN NN -F
QC Type Date Sequence Number Filtered
(per day) (aqueous only, if needed)

The QC types are identified as:

TB = Trip Blank

RB = Rinsate Blank (Equipment Blank)
FD = Field Duplicate

AB = Ambient Conditions Blank

WB = Source Water Blank

The sampling time recorded on the Chain-of-Custody Form, labels, and tags for duplicate samples will be
0000 so that the samples are "blind" to the laboratory. Notes detailing the sample number, time, date, and
type will be recorded on the routine sample log sheets and will document the location of the duplicate
sample (sample log sheets are not provided to the laboratory). Documentation for all other QC types (TB,
RB, AB, and WB) will be recorded on the QC Sample Log sheet (see SOP on Field Documentation).

5.6 Examples of Field QA/QC Sample Nomenclature

The first duplicate of the day for a filtered ground water sample collected on June 3, 2000 would be
designated as FD06030001-F.

The third duplicate of the day taken of a subsurface soil sample collected on November 17, 2003 would be
designated as FD11170303.

The first trip blank associated with samples collected on October 12, 2000 would be designated as
TB10120001.

The only rinsate blank collected on November 17, 2001 would be designated as RB11170101.

6.0 DEVIATIONS

Any deviation from this SOP must be addressed in detail in the site specific planning documents.
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1.0 PURPOSE

The purpose of this document is to specify a consistent procedure for the quality assurance review of
electronic and hard copy databases. This SOP outlines the requirements for establishment of a Database
Record File, Quality Assurance review procedures, and documentation of the Quality Assurance Review
Process.

2.0 SCOPE

The methods described in this Standard Operating Procedure (SOP) shall be used consistently for all
projects managed by Tetra Tech NUS (TtNUS).

3.0 GLOSSARY

Chain-of-Custody Form - A Chain-of-Custody Form is a printed form that accompanies a sample or a
group of samples from the time of sample collection to the laboratory. The Chain-of-Custody Form is
retained with the samples during transfer of samples from one custodian to another. The Chain-of-
Custody Form is a controlled document that becomes part of the permanent project file. Chain-of-Custody
and field documentation requirements are addressed in SOP SA-6.1.

Electronic Database - A database provided on a compact laser disk (CD). Such electronic databases will
generally be prepared using public domain software such as DBase, RBase, Oracle, Visual FoxPro,
Microsoft Access, Paradox, etc.

Hardcopy Database - A printed copy of a database prepared using the software discussed under the
definition of an electronic database.

Form | - A printed copy of the analytical results for each sample.

Sample Tracking Summary - A printed record of sample information including the date the samples were
collected, the number of samples collected, the sample matrix, the laboratory to which the samples were
shipped, the associated analytical requirements for the samples, the date the analytical data were
received from the laboratory, and the date that validation of the sample data was completed.

4.0 RESPONSIBILITIES

Database Records Custodian - It shall be the responsibility of the Database Records Custodian to
update and file the Sample Tracking Summaries for all active projects on a weekly basis. It shall be the
responsibility of the Database Records Custodian to ensure that the most recent copies of the Sample
Tracking Summaries are placed in the Database Records file. It shall be the responsibility of the
Database Records Custodian to ensure that a copy of all validation deliverables is provided to the Project
Manager (for placement in the project file). It shall be the responsibility of the Database Records
Custodian to ensure that photocopies of all validation deliverables and historical data and reports (as
applicable) are placed in the Database Records file.

Data Validation Coordinator - It shall be the responsibility of the Data Validation Coordinator (or
designee) to ensure that the Sample Tracking Summaries are maintained by the Database Records
Custodian. 1t shall be the responsibility of the Data Validation Coordinator (or designee) to ensure that
photocopies of all data validation deliverables are placed in the applicable Database Records file by the
Database Records Custodian.
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Earth Sciences Department Manager - It shall be the responsibility of the Earth Sciences Department
Manager (or equivalent) to ensure that all field personnel are familiar with the requirements of this
Standard Operating Procedure (specifically Section 5.5).

FOL - It shall be the responsibility of the FOL (FOL) of each project to ensure that all field technicians or
sampling personnel are thoroughly familiar with this SOP, specifically regarding provision of the Chain-of-
Custody Forms to the Database Records Custodian. Other responsibilities of the FOL are described in
Sections 5.4 and 5.5.

Management Information Systems (MIS) Manager - It shall be the responsibility of the MIS Manager to
ensure that copies of original electronic deliverables (CDs) are placed in both the project files and the
Database Records File. It shall be the responsibility of the MIS Manager (or designee) to verify the
completeness of the database (presence of all samples) in both electronic and hardcopy form in the
Database Records File. It shall be the responsibility of the MIS Manager to ensure that Quality Assurance
Reviews are completed and are attested to by Quality Assurance Reviewers. It shall be the responsibility
of the MIS Manager to ensure that records of the Quality Assurance review process are placed in the
Database Records File. It shall be the responsibility of the MIS Manager to ensure that both electronic
and hardcopy forms of the final database are placed in both the project and the Database Record File. It
shall be the responsibility of the MIS Manager to ensure that data validation qualifiers are entered in the
database.

Furthermore, it shall be the responsibility of the MIS Manager to participate in project planning at the
request of the Project Manager, specifically with respect to the generation of level of effort and schedule
estimates. To support the project planning effort, the MIS Manager shall provide a copy of the MIS
Request From included as Attachment A to the project manager. It shall be the responsibility of the MIS
Manager to generate level of effort and budget estimates at the time database support is requested if a
budget does not exist at the time of the request. The MIS Request Form shall be provided to the Project
Manager at the time of any such requests. It shall be the responsibility of the MIS Manager to notify the
Project Manager of any anticipated level of effort overruns or schedule noncompliances as soon as such
problems arise along with full justification for any deviations from the budget estimates (provided they
were generated by the MIS Manager). It shall be the responsibility of the MIS Manager to document any
changes to the scope of work dictated by the Project Manager, along with an estimate of the impact of the
change on the level of effort and the schedule.

Program/Department Managers - It shall be the responsibility of the Department and/or Program
Managers (or designees) to inform their respective department's Project Managers of the existence and
requirements of this SOP.

Project Manager - It shall be the responsibility of each Project Manager to determine the applicability of
this SOP based on: (1) program-specific requirements, and (2) project size and objectives. It shall be the
responsibility of the Project Manager (or designee) to ensure that the FOL is familiar with the requirements
regarding Chain-of-Custody Form provision to the Database Records Custodian. It shall be the
responsibility of the Project Manager (or designee) to determine which, if any, historical data are relevant
and to ensure that such data (including all relevant information such as originating entity, sample
locations, sampling dates, etc.) are provided o the Database Records Custodian for inclusion in the
Database Records File. It shall be the responsibility of the Project Manager to obtain project planning
input regarding the level of effort and schedule from the MIS Manager. It shall be the responsibility of the
Project Manager to complete the database checklist (Attachment A) to support the level of effort and
schedule estimate and to facilitate database preparation and subroutine execution.

Risk Assessment Department Manager - It shall be the responsibility of the Risk Assessment
Department Manager to monitor compliance with this Standard Operating Procedure, to modify this SOP
as necessary, and to take corrective action if necessary. Monitoring of the process shall be compieted on
a quarterly basis.
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Quality Assurance Reviewers - It shall be the responsibility of the Quality Assurance Reviewers to verify
the completeness of the sample results via review of the Chain-of-Custody Forms and Sample Tracking
Summaries. It shall be the responsibility of the Quality Assurance Reviewers to ensure the correctness of
the database via direct comparison of the hardcopy printout of the database and the hardcopy summaries
of the original analytical data (e.g., Form Is provided in data validation deliverables). Correctness includes
the presence of all relevant sample information (all sample information fields), agreement of the laboratory
and database analytical results, and the presence of data validation qualifiers.

Quality Manager - It shall be the responsibility of the Quality Manager to monitor compliance with this
Standard Operating Procedure via routine audits.

5.0 PROCEDURES
5.1 Introduction

Verification of the accuracy and completeness of an electronic database can only be accomplished via
comparison of a hardcopy of the database with hardcopy of all relevant sample information. The primary
purposes of this SOP are to ensure that 1) all necessary hardcopy information is readily available to
Quality Assurance Reviewers; 2) ensure that the Quality Assurance review is completed in a consistent
and comprehensive manner, and; 3) ensure that documentation of the Quality Assurance review process
is maintained in the project file.

5.2 File Establishment

A Database Record file shall be established for a specific project at the discretion of the Project Manager.
Initiation of the filing procedure will commence upon receipt of the first set of Chain-of-Custody documents
from a FOL or sampling technician. The Database Record Custodian shall establish a project-specific file
for placement in the Database Record File. Each file in the Database Record File shall consist of
standard components placed in the file as the project progresses. Each file shall be clearly labeled with
the project number, which shall be placed on the front of the file drawer and on each and every hanging
file folder relevant to the project. The following constitute the minimum components of a completed file:

Electronic Deliverables
Sample Tracking Forms
Chain-of-Custody Forms
Data Validation Letters
Quality Assurance Records

5.3 Electronic Deliverables

The format of electronic deliverables shall be specified in the laboratory procurement specification and
shall be provided by the laboratory. The integrity of all original electronic data deliverables shall be
maintained. This shall be accomplished via the generation of copies of each electronic deliverable
provided by the laboratory. The original electronic deliverable shall be provided to the project manager for
inclusion in the project file. A copy of the original electronic deliverable shall be placed in the Database
Record File. The second copy shall be maintained by the MIS Manager (or designee) to be used as a
working copy.
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5.4 Sample Tracking Forms

Updated versions of the sample tracking form for each relevant project shall be maintained by the
Database Record Custodian. The Sample Tracking Forms shall be updated any time additional Chain-of-
Custody Forms are received from a FOL or sampling technician, or at any time that data are received from
a laboratory, or at any time that validation of a given data package (sample delivery group) is completed.
The Data Validation Coordinator shall inform the Database Record Custodian of the receipt of any data
packages from the laboratory and of completion of validation of a given data package to facilitate updating
of the Sample Tracking Form. The Database Record Custodian shall place a revised copy of the Sample
Tracking Form in the Database Record File anytime it has been updated. Copies of the updated Sample
Tracking Form shall also be provided to the project manager to apprise the project manager of sample
package receipt, completion of validation, etc.

5.5 Chain-of-Custody Forms

The Chain-of-Custody Forms for all sampling efforts will be used as the basis for (1) updating the Sample
Tracking Form, and (2) confirming that all required samples and associated analyses have been
completed. It shall be the responsibility of the FOL (or sample technician) to provide a photocopy of all
Chain-of-Custody Forms to the Database Record Custodian immediately upon completion of a sampling
effort. The Database Record Custodian shall then place the copies of the Chain-of-Custody Form(s) in
the Database Record File. Upon receipt of a sample data package from an analytical laboratory, the Data
Validation Coordinator shall provide a copy of the laboratory Chain-of-Custody Form to the Database
Record Custodian. The Database Record Custodian shall use this copy to update the Sample Tracking
Summary and shall place the copy of the laboratory-provided Chain-of-Custody Form in the Database
Record File. The photocopy of the laboratory-provided Chain-of Custody Form shall be stapled to the
previously filed field copy. Upon receipt of all analytical data, two copies of the Chain-of-Custody will
therefore be in the file. Review of the Chain-of-Custody Forms will therefore be a simple mechanism to
determine if all data have been received. Chain-of-Custody is addressed in SOP SA-6.1.

5.6 Data Validation Letters

All data validation deliverables (or raw data summaries if validation is not conducted) shall be provided for
inclusion in both the Database Record File and the project file. If USEPA regional- or client-specific
requirements are such that Form Is (or similar analytical results) need not be provided with the validation
deliverable, copies of such results must be appended to the deliverable. It is preferable, although not
essential that the validation qualifiers be hand-written directly on the data summary forms. The data
validation deliverables (and attendant analytical summaries) will provide the basis for direct comparison of
the database printout and the raw data and qualifiers.

5.7 Historical Data

At the direction of the Project Manager, historical data may also be included in a project-specific analytical
database. Inthe event that historical data are germane to the project, hardcopy of the historical data must
be included in the Database Record File. Historical data may be maintained in the form of final reports or
as raw data. The information contained in the historical data file must be sufficient to identify its origin, its
collection date, the sample location, the matrix, and any and all other pertinent information. All available
analytical data, Chain-of-Custody Forms, boring logs, well construction logs, sample location maps, shall
be photocopied by the Project Manager (or designee) and placed in one or more 3-ring binders. All
information shall be organized chronologically by matrix. It shall be the responsibility of the Project
Manager (or designee) to ensure that all inconsistencies between analytical data, Chain-of-Custody
Forms, boring logs, sample log sheets, and field logbooks are identified and corrected. The Project
Manager (or designee) shall decide which nomenclature is appropriate and edit, initial and date all
relevant forms. Data entry may only be performed on information that has undergone the aforementioned

019611/P

Tetra Tech NUS, Inc.



Subject Number Page
CT-05 6of 7
DATABASE RECORDS AND Revision Effective Date
QUALITY ASSURANCE 2 01/29/01

editing process, thereby having a direct correlation between hardcopy information and what will become
the electronic database.

6.0 RECORDS

Records regarding database preparation and quality assurance review include all those identified in the
previous section. Upon completion of the database task, records from the file will be forwarded to the
Project Manager for inclusion in the project file, or will be placed in bankers boxes (or equivalent) for
storage. The final records for storage shall include the following minimum information on placards placed
on both the top and end of the storage box:

Database Record File

PROJECT NUMBER: __

SITE NAME:

DATEFILED: _/ [/

SUMMARY OF CONTENTS ENCLOSED
BOX _OF _

Project- or program-specific record keeping requirements shall take precedence over the record keeping
requirements of this SOP.
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ATTACHMENT A
1% MIS REQUEST FORM

Tetra Tech NUS, Inc.

Project Name:

Request Date:

Site Name(s) (Area, OU, etc.):

CTO: ) Date Data Available for Production:
Project Manager: i Request in Support of:
Requestor: Database Lead:
Program/Client: GIS Lead:
State/EPA Region: Statistics Lead:
Risk Lead:

Sampling Date(s):

[dJaew [Jso [Isp I'i:]SW ] Other:

Matrix:
Labels: ] Labels needed for an upcoming sampling event Total # of Samples
Estimated Hours Additional Instructions:
Due Date
Complete ETS Charge No.
FOL
Data Entry: :
Chemical data needs to be entered from hardcopy

O

[] Chemica! data needs to be forinated electronically

[[] Field analytical data needs to be entered from hardcopy
[] Geologic data needs to be em;ered from hardcopy

D Hydrology data needs to be ertered from hardcopy

Estimated Hours
Due Date
Complete ETS Charge No.

Additional Instructions:

Estimated # of Samples

Tables: T Full Data Printout

] ‘Summary of Positive Hits

Occurance and Distribution

] with criteria

Sampling Analytical Summary:
[[] Oner: .

Estimated Hours
Dus Date
Complete ETS Charge No.

Additional Instructions:

GIS: General Facility Location

Site Location ;

Sample Location Proposed

[]
[] Potentiometric Contours/Groundwater Flow
]

[ ] Sample Location Existing

[-] Tag Map Single Round

| | Tag Map Muttiple Round

Isoconcentrations i
Chart Map

[ ] 3D Visualization :

[ ] EGISCD

| ] Other:

Estimated Hours
Due Date
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1.0 PURPOSE

The purpose of this document is to establish standard procedures and technical guidance on borehole
and sample logging.

2.0 SCOPE

These procedures provide descriptions of the standard techniques for borehole and sample logging.
These techniques shall be used for each boring logged to provide consistent descriptions of subsurface
lithology. While experience is the only method to develop confidence and accuracy in the description of
soil and rock, the field geologist/engineer can do a good job of classification by careful, thoughtful
observation and by being consistent throughout the classification procedure.

3.0 GLOSSARY
None.
4.0 RESPONSIBILITIES

Site Geologist. Responsible for supervising all boring activities and assuring that each borehole is
completely logged. If more than one rig is being used on site, the Site Geologist must make sure that
each field geologist is properly trained in logging procedures. A brief review or training session may be
necessary prior to the start up of the field program and/or upon completion of the first boring.

5.0 PROCEDURES

The classification of soil and rocks is one of the most important jobs of the field geologist/engineer. To
maintain a consistent flow of information, it is imperative that the field geologist/engineer understand and
accurately use the field classification system described in this SOP. This identification is based on visual
examination and manual tests.

5.1 Materials Needed

When logging soil and rock samples, the geologist or engineer may be equipped with the following:

Rock hammer

Knife

Camera

Dilute hydrochloric acid {HCI)

Ruler (marked in tenths and hundredths of feet)
Hand Lens

5.2 Classification of Soils

All data shall be written directly on the boring log (Figure 1) or in a field notebook if more space is needed.
Details on filling out the boring log are discussed in Section 5.5.
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FIGURE 1
BORING LOG (EXAMPLE)
BORING LOG Page _of _

PROJECT NAME: BORING NUMBER:"
PROJECT NUMBER: DATE:
DRILLING COMPANY: GEOLOGIST:
DRILLING RIG: _ DRILLER: _

B A ] MATERIAL DESCRIPTION T PIDIFID Reading (ppm)
Sampte | Depth | Blows/ Sampls | Lithology T 7T U
No.and| (Ft} | 6" or RQD|Recoverys| Change
Typoor| or %) Sample | (DepthiFe,)| 3ol Density/ s Nls

RAD Run Ne| il e | cotor Material Classification g Remarks 'é £ % E '

Interval "-::::.' - & uE.; 2 :E:

A —_ 1 I O
* When rock coring, enter rock brokeness.
** Include monitor reading in 6 foot intervals @ reading frequency if elevated respansefead. Drilling Area
Remarks: Background (ppm):[____|
Converted to Well: Yes No

Well 1.D. #:
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5.21 USCS Classification

Soils are to be classified according to the Unified Soil Classification System (USCS). This method of
classification is detailed in Figure 1 (Continued).
This method of classification identifies soil types on the basis of grain size and cohesiveness.

Fine-grained soils, or fines, are smaller than the No. 200 sieve and are of two types: silt (M) and clay (C).
Some classification systems define size ranges for these soil particles, but for field classification
purposes, they are identified by their respective behaviors. Organic material (O) is a common component
of soil but has no size range; it is recognized by its composition. The careful study of the USCS will aid in
developing the competence and consistency necessary for the classification of soils.

Coarse-grained soils shall be divided into rock fragments, sand, or gravel. The terms sand and gravel not
only refer to the size of the soil particles but also to their depositional history. To insure accuracy in
description, the term rock fragments shall be used to indicate angular granular materials resuiting from the
breakup of rock. The sharp edges typically observed indicate little or no transport from their source area,
and therefore the term provides additional information in reconstructing the depositional environment of
the soils encountered. When the term "rock fragments” is used it shall be followed by a size designation
such as "(1/4 inch®-1/2 inch®)" or "coarse-sand size" either immediately after the entry or in the remarks
column. The USCS classification would not be affected by this variation in terms.

5.2.2 Color

Soil colors shall be described utilizing a single color descriptor preceded, when necessary, by a modifier
to denote variations in shade or color mixtures. A soil could therefore be referred to as "gray" or "light
gray" or "blue-gray." Since color can be utilized in correlating units between sampling locations, it is
important for color descriptions to be consistent from one boring to another.

Colors must be described while the sample is still moist. Soil samples shall be broken or split vertically to
describe colors. Samplers tend to smear the sample surface creating color variations between the
sample interior and exterior.

The term "mottled" shall be used to indicate soils irregularly marked with spots of different colors. Mottling
in soils usually indicates poor aeration and lack of good drainage.

Soil Color Charts shall not be used unless specified by the project manager.

5.2.3 Relative Density and Consistency

To classify the relative density and/or consistency of a soil, the geologist is to first identify the soil type.
Granular soils contain predominantly sands and gravels. They are noncohesive (particles do not adhere
well when compressed). Finer-grained soils (silts and clays) are cohesive (particles will adhere together
when compressed).

The density of noncohesive, granular soils is classified according to standard penetration resistances
obtained from split-barrel sampling performed according to the methods detailed in Standard Operating
Procedures GH-1.3 and SA-1.3. Those designations are:

019611/P
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Designation Standard Penetration
Resistance
(Blows per Foot)
Very loose Oto4
Loose 51010
Medium dense 11to0 30
Dense 31 to 50
Very dense Over 50

Standard penetration resistance is the number of blows required to drive a split-barrel sampler with a 2-
inch outside diameter 12 inches into the material using a 140-pound hammer falling freely through
30 inches. The sampler is driven through an 18-inch sample interval, and the number of blows is
recorded for each 6-inch increment. The density designation of granular soils is obtained by adding the
number of blows required to penetrate the last 12 inches of each sample interval. It is important to note
that if gravel or rock fragments are broken by the sampler or if rock fragments are lodged in the tip, the
resulting blow count will be erroneously high, reflecting a higher density than actually exists. This shall be
noted on the log and referenced to the sample number. Granular soils are given the USCS classifications
GW, GP, GM, SW, SP, SM, GC, or SC (see Figure 1).

The consistency of cohesive soils is determined by performing field tests and identifying the consistency
as shown in Figure 2.

Cohesive soils are given the USCS classifications ML, MH, CL, CH, OL, or OH (see Figure 1).

The consistency of cohesive soils is determined either by blow counts, a pocket penetrometer (values
listed in the table as Unconfined Compressive Strength), or by hand by determining the resistance to
penetration by the thumb. The pocket penetrometer and thumb determination methods are conducted on
a selected sample of the soil, preferably the lowest 0.5 foot of the sample in the split-barrel sampler. The
sample shall be broken in half and the thumb or penetrometer pushed into the end of the sample to
determine the consistency. Do not determine consistency by attempting to penetrate a rock fragment. If
the sample is decomposed rock, it is classified as a soft decomposed rock rather than a hard soil.
Consistency shall not be determined solely by blow counts. One of the other methods shall be used in
conjunction with it. The designations used to describe the consistency of cohesive soils are shown in
Figure 2.

5.24 Weight Percentages

In nature, soils are comprised of particles of varying size and shape, and are combinations of the various
grain types. The following terms are useful in the description of soil:

Terms of Identifying Proportion of the Defining Range of

Component Percentages by Weight
Trace 0 - 10 percent
Some 11 - 30 percent

LAdjective form of the soil type (e.g., "sandy") 31 - 50 percent

019611/P
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FIGURE2

CONSISTENCY FOR COHESIVE SOILS

Consistency [ Standard Unconfined Field Identification
Penetration Compressive
Resistance Strength
(Blows per (Tons/Sq. Foot by
Foot) pocket
penetration)
Very soft Oto2 Less than 0.25 Easily penetrated several inches by fist
Soft 2to4 0.25t0 0.50 Easily penetrated several inches by
thumb
Medium stiff 4t08 0.50t0 1.0 Can be penetrated several inches by
thumb with moderate effort
Stiff 8to 15 1.0t020 Readily indented by thumb but
penetrated only with great effort
Very stiff 1510 30 20t04.0 Readily indented by thumbnail
Hard Over 30 More than 4.0 Indented with difficulty by thumbnail
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Examples:

e Silty fine sand: 50 to 69 percent fine sand, 31 to 50 percent silt.

¢ Medium to coarse sand, some silt: 70 to 80 percent medium to coarse sand, 11 to 30 percent silt.
» Fine sandy silt, trace clay: 50 to 68 percent silt, 31 to 49 percent fine sand, 1 to 10 percent clay.
o Clayey silt, some coarse sand: 70 to 89 percent clayey silt, 11 to 30 percent coarse sand.

5.25 Moisture

Moisture content is estimated in the field according to four categories: dry, moist, wet, and saturated. In
dry soil, there appears to be little or no water. Saturated samples obviously have all the water they can
hold. Moist and wet classifications are somewhat subjective and often are determined by the individual's
judgment. A suggested parameter for this would be calling a soil wet if rolling it in the hand or on a porous
surface liberates water, i.e., dirties or muddies the surface. Whatever method is adopted for describing
moisture, it is important that the method used by an individual remains consistent throughout an entire
drilling job.

Laboratory tests for water content shall be performed if the natural water content is important.

5.2.6 Stratification

Stratification can only be determined after the sample barrel is opened. The stratification or bedding
thickness for soil and rock is depending on grain size and composition. The classification to be used for
stratification description is shown in Figure 3.

5.2.7 Texture/Fabric/Bedding

The texture/fabric/bedding of the soil shall be described. Texture is described as the relative angularity of
the particles: rounded, subrounded, subangular, and angular. Fabric shall be noted as to whether the
particles are flat or bulky and whether there is a particular relation between particles (i.e., all the flat
particles are parallel or there is some cementation). The bedding or structure shall also be noted (e.g.,
stratified, lensed, nonstratified, heterogeneous varved).

5.2.8 Summary of Soil Classification

In summary, soils shall be classified in a similar manner by each geologist/engineer at a project site. The
hierarchy of classification is as follows:

Density and/or consistency
Color

Plasticity (Optional)

Soil types

Moisture content
Stratification

Texture, fabric, bedding
Other distinguishing features

019611/P ) Tetra Tech NUS, Inc.
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BEDDING THICKNESS CLASSIFICATION

Thickness Thickness Classification
(metric) (Approximate
English Equivalent)
> 1.0 meter >3.3 Massive
30 cm - 1 meter 1.0'-3.3 Thick Bedded
10cm-30cm 4"-1.0 Medium Bedded
3cm-10cm 1" - 4" Thin Bedded
1cm-3cm 2/5" - 1" Very Thin Bedded
3mm-1cm 1/8" - 2/5" Laminated
1mm-3mm 1/32" - 1/8" Thinly Laminated
<1 mm <1/32" Micro Laminated

(Weir, 1973 and Ingram, 1954)
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53 Classification of Rocks

Rocks are grouped into three main divisions: sedimentary, igneous and metamorphic. Sedimentary rocks
are by far the predominant type exposed at the earth's surface. The following basic names are applied to
~ the types of rocks found in sedimentary sequences:

e Sandstone - Made up predominantly of granular materials ranging between 1/16 to 2 mm in diameter.

¢ Siltstone - Made up of granular materials less than 1/16to 1/256 mm in diameter. Fractures
irregularly. Medium thick to thick bedded.

» Claystone - Very fine-grained rock made up of clay and silt-size materials. Fractures irregularly. Very
smooth to touch. Generally has irregularly spaced pitting on surface of drilled cores.

e Shale - A fissile very fine-grained rock. Fractures along bedding planes.

» Limestone - Rock made up predominantly of calcite (CaCO,). Effervesces strongly upon the
application of dilute hydrochloric acid.

e Coal - Rock consisting mainly of organic remains.

» Others - Numerous other sedimentary rock types are present in lesser amounts in the stratigraphic
record. The local abundance of any of these rock types is dependent upon the depositional history of
the area. Conglomerate, halite, gypsum, dolomite, anhydrite, lignite, etc. are some of the rock types
found in lesser amounts.

In classifying a sedimentary rock the following hierarchy shall be noted:

Rock type

Color

Bedding thickness
Hardness

Fracturing
Weathering

Other characteristics

5.31 Rock Type

As described above, there are numerous types of sedimentary rocks. In most cases, a rock will be a
combination of several grain types, therefore, a modifier such as a sandy siltstone, or a silty sandstone
can be used. The modifier indicates that a significant portion of the rock type is composed of the modifier.
Other modifiers can include carbonaceous, calcareous, siliceous, etc.

Grain size is the basis for the classification of clastic sedimentary rocks. Figure 4 is the Udden-
Wentworth classification that will be assigned to sedimentary rocks. The individual boundaries are slightly
different than the USCS subdivision for soil classification. For field determination of grain sizes, a scale
can be used for the coarse grained rocks. For example, the division between siltstone and claystone may
not be measurable in the field. The boundary shall be determined by use of a hand lens. If the grains
cannot be seen with the naked eye but are distinguishable with a hand lens, the rock is a siltstone. If the
grains are not distinguishable with a hand lens, the rock is a claystone.
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FIGURE 4

GRAIN SIZE CLASSIFICATION FOR ROCKS

Particle Name

Grain Size Diameter

Cobbles > 64 mm
Pebbles 4 -64 mm
Granules 2-4mm

Very Coarse Sand 1-2mm
Coarse Sand 0.5-1mm
Medium Sand 0.25-0.5mm
Fine Sand 0.125 - 0.25 mm
Very Fine Sand 0.0625 - 0.125 mm
Silt 0.0039 - 0.0625 mm

After Wentworth, 1922
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5.3.2 Color

The color of a rock can be determined in a similar manner as for soil samples. Rock core samples shall
be classified while wet, when possible, and air cored samples shaII be scraped clean of cuttings prior to
color classifications.

Rock color charts shall not be used unless specified by the Project Manager.

5.3.3 Bedding Thickness

The bedding thickness designations applied to soil classification (see Figure 3) will also be used for rock
classification.

5.3.4 Hardness

The hardness of a rock is a function of the compaction, cementation, and mineralogical composition of the
rock. A relative scale for sedimentary rock hardness is as follows:

» Soft - Weathered, considerable erosion of core, easily gouged by screwdriver, scratched by fingernail.
Soft rock crushes or deforms under pressure of a pressed hammer. This term is always used for the
hardness of the saprolite (decomposed rock which occupies the zone between the lowest soil horizon
and firm bedrock).

* Medium soft - Slight erosion of core, slightly gouged by screwdriver, or breaks with crumbly edges
from single hammer blow.

e Medium hard - No core erosion, easily scratched by screwdriver, or breaks with sharp edges from
single hammer blow.

e Hard - Requires several hammer blows to break and has sharp conchoidal breaks. Cannot be
scratched with screwdriver. .

Note the difference in usage here of the works "scratch”" and "gouge." A scratch shall be considered a
slight depression in the rock (do not mistake the scraping off of rock flour from dr|II|ng with a scratch in the
rock itself), while a gouge is much deeper.

5.3.5 Fracturing

The degree of fracturing or brokenness of a rock is described by measuring the fractures or joint spacing.
After eliminating drilling breaks, the average spacing is calculated and the fracturing is described by the
following terms:

Very broken (V. BR.) - Less than 2-inch spacing between fractures
Broken (BR.) - 2-inch to 1-foot spacing between fractures

Blocky (BL.) - 1- to 3-foot spacing between fractures

Massive (M.) - 3 to 10-foot spacing between fractures

019611/P
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The structural integrity of the rock can be approximated by calculating the Rock Quality Designation
(RQD) of cores recovered. The RQD is determined by adding the total lengths of all pieces exceeding
4 inches and dividing by the total length of the coring run, to obtain a percentage.

Method of Calculating RQD
(After Deere, 1964)

RQD % =1/l x 100

r= Total length of all pieces of the lithologic unit being measured, which are greater than
4inches length, and have resulted from natural breaks. Natural breaks include
slickensides, joints, compaction slicks, bedding plane partings (not caused by drilling),
friable zones, etc.

| = Total length of the coring run.

5.3.6 Weathering

The degree of weathering is a significant parameter that is important in determining weathering profiles
and is also useful in engineering designs. The following terms can be applied to distinguish the degree of
weathering: :

e Fresh - Rock shows little or no weathering effect. Fractures or joints have little or no staining and rock
has a bright appearance.

e Slight - Rock has some staining which may penetrate several centimeters into the rock. Clay filling of
joints may occur. Feldspar grains may show some alteration.

» Moderate - Most of the rock, with exception of quartz grains, is stained. Rock is weakened due to
weathering and can be easily broken with hammer.

» Severe - All rock including quartz grains is stained. Some of the rock is weathered to the extent of
becoming a soil. Rock is very weak.

5.3.7 Other Characteristics

The following items shall be included in the rock description:

Description of contact between two rock units. These can be sharp or gradational.

Stratification (parallel, cross stratified).

Description of any filled cavities or vugs.

Cementation (calcareous, siliceous, hematitic).

Description of any joints or open fractures.

Observation of the presence of fossils.

Notation of joints with depth, approximate angle to horizontal, any mineral filling or coating, and
degree of weathering.

All information shown on the boring logs shall be neat to the point where it can be reproduced on a copy
machine for report presentation. The data shall be kept current to provide control of the drilling program
and to indicate various areas requiring special consideration and sampling.

019611/P Tetra Tech NUS, Inc.
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5.3.8 Additional Terms Used in the Description of Rock

The following terms are used to further identify rocks:

e Seam - Thin (12 inches or less), probably continuous layer.

e Some - Indicates significant (15 to 40 percent) amounts of the accessory material. For example, rock
composed of seams of sandstone (70 percent) and shale (30 percent) would be "sandstone -- some
shale seams."

e Few - Indicates insignificant (0 to 15 percent) amounts of the accessory material. For example, rock
composed of seam of sandstone (90 percent) and shale (10 percent) would be "sandstone -- few
shale seams."

e Interbedded - Used to indicate thin or very thin alternating seams of material occurring in
approximately equal amounts. For example, rock composed of thin alternating seams of sandstone
(50 percent) and shale (50 percent) would be "interbedded sandstone and shale.”

» Interlayered - Used to indicate thick alternating seams of material occurring in approximately equal
amounts.

The preceding sections describe the classification of sedimentary rocks. The following are some basic
names that are applied to igneous rocks:

o Basalt - A fine-grained extrusive rock composed primarily of calcic plagioclase and pyroxene.

e Rhyolite - A fine-grained volcanic rock containing abundant quartz and orthoclase. The fine-grained
equivalent of a granite.

¢ Granite - A coarse-grained plutonic rock consisting essentially of alkali feldspar and quartz.
e Diorite - A coarse-grained plutonic rock consisting essentially of sodic plagioclase and hornblende.

e Gabbro - A coarse-grained plutonic rock consisting of calcic plagioclase and clinopyroxene. Loosely
used for any coarse-grained dark igneous rock.

The following are some basic names that are applied to metamorphic rocks:

s Slate - A very fine-grained foliated rock possessing a well developed slaty cleavage. Contains
predominantly chlorite, mica, quartz, and sericite.

e Phyliite - A fine-grained foliated rock that splits into thin flaky sheets with a silky sheen on cleavage
surface.

e Schist - A medium to coarse-grained foliated rock with subparallel arrangement of the micaceous
minerals which dominate its composition.

.o Gneiss - A coarse-grained foliated rock with bands rich in granular and platy minerals.

s Quartzite - A fine- to coarse-grained nonfoliated rock breaking across grains, consisting essentially of
quartz sand with silica cement.
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5.4

Abbreviations

Abbreviations may be used in the description of a rock or soil. However, they shall be kept at a minimum.
Following are some of the abbreviations that may be used:

C - Coarse Lt - Light Yl - Yellow

Med - Medium I|BR - Broken Or - Orange

F - Fine |BL - Blocky SS - Sandstone
\% - Very M - Massive Sh - Shale

Sl Slight IBr - Brown LS Limestone
Occ Occasional I8 - Black Fgr Fine-grained
Tr Trace |

5.5

Boring Logs and Documentation

This section describes in more detail the procedures to be used in completing boring logs in the field.
Information obtained from the preceding sections shall be used to complete the logs. A sample boring log
has been provided as Figure 5.

The field geologist/engineer shall use this example as a guide in completing each boring log. Each boring
log shall be fully described by the geologist/engineer as the boring is being drilled. Every sheet contains
space for 25 feet of log. Information regarding classification details is provided either on the back of the
boring log or on a separate sheet, for field use.

5.5.1

Soil Classification

Identify site name, boring number, job number, etc. Elevations and water level data to be entered
when surveyed data is available. '

Enter sample number (from SPT) under appropriate column. Enter depth sample was taken from
(1 block = 1 foot). Fractional footages, i.e., change of lithology at 13.7 feet, shall be lined off at the
proportional location between the 13- and 14-foot marks. Enter blow counts (Standard Penetration
Resistance) diagonally (as shown). Standard penetration resistance is covered in Section 5.2.3.

Determine sample recovery/sample length as shown. Measure the total length of sample recovered
from the split-spoon sampler, including material in the drive shoe. Do not include cuttings or wash
material that may be in the upper portion of the sample tube.

Indicate any change in lithology by drawing a line at the appropriate depth. For example, if clayey silt
was encountered from 0 to 5.5 feet and shale from 5.5 to 6.0 feet, a line shall be drawn at this
increment. This information is helpful in the construction of cross-sections. As an alternative,
symbols may be used to identify each change in lithology.

The density of granular soils is obtained by adding the number of blows for the last two increments.
Refer to Density of Granular Soils Chart on back of log sheet. For consistency of cohesive soils refer
also to the back of log sheet - Consistency of Cohesive Soils. Enter this information under the
appropriate column. Refer to Section 5.2.3.
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FIGURE 5
COMPLETED BORING LOG (EXAMPLE)
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+ Enter color of the material in the appropriate column.

» Describe material using the USCS. Limit this column for sample description only. The predominant
material is described last. If the primary soil is silt but has fines (clay) - use clayey silt. Limit soil
descriptors to the following:

- Trace: 0-10 percent
- Some: 11 - 30 percent
- And/Or: 31 - 50 percent

» Also indicate under Material Classification if the material is fill or natural soils. Indicate roots, organic
material, etc.

e Enter USCS symbol - use chart on back of boring log as a guide. If the soils fall into one of two basic
groups, a borderline symbol may be used with the two symbols separated by a slash. For example -
ML/CL or SM/SP.

* The following information shall be entered under the "Remarks" column and shall include, but is not
limited by, the following: '

- Moisture - estimate moisture content using the following terms - dry, moist, wet and saturated.
These terms are determined by the individual. Whatever method is used to determine moisture,
be consistent throughout the log.

- Angularity - describe angularity of coarse grained particles using the terms angular, subangular,
subrounded, or rounded. Refer to ASTM D 2488 or Earth Manual for criteria for these terms.

- Particle shape - flat, elongated, or flat and elongated.
- Maximum particle size or dimension.
- Water level observations.
- Reaction with HCI - none, weak, or strong.
e Additional comments:

- Indicate presence of mica, caving of hole, when water was encountered, difficulty in drilling, loss
or gain of water.

- Indicate odor and Photoionization Detector (PID) or Flame lonization Detector (FID) reading if
applicable.

- Indicate any change in lithology by drawing a line through. the lithology change column and
indicate the depth. This will help when cross-sections are subsequently constructed.

- At the bottom of the page indicate type of rig, driling method, hammer size and drop, and any
other useful information (i.e., borehole size, casing set, changes in drilling method).
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- Vertical lines shall be drawn (as shown in Figure 5) in columns 6 to 8 from the bottom of each
sample to the top of the next sample to indicate consistency of material from sample to sample, if
the material is consistent. Horizontal lines shall be drawn if there is a change in lithology, then
vertical lines drawn to that point.

- Indicate screened interval of well, as needed, in the lithology column. Show top and bottom of
screen. Other details of well construction are provided on the well construction forms.

5.5.2 | Rock Classification

¢ Indicate depth at which coring began by drawing a line at the appropriate depth. Indicate core run
depths by drawing coring run lines (as shown) under the first and fourth columns on the log sheet.
Indicate RQD, core run number, RQD percent, and core recovery under the appropriate columns.

» Indicate lithology change by drawing a line at the appropriate depth as explained in Section 5.5.1.

» Rock hardness is entered under designated column using terms as described on the back of the log
or as explained earlier in this section.

o Enter color as determined while the core sample is wet; if the sample is cored by air, the core shall be
scraped clean prior to describing color.

» Enter rock type based on sedimentary, igneous or metamorphic. For sedimentary rocks use terms as
described in Section 5.3. Again, be consistent in classification. Use modifiers and additional terms
as needed. For igneous and metamorphic rock types use terms as described in Sections 5.3.8.

» Enter brokenness of rock or degree of fracturing under the appropriate column using symbols VBR,
BR, BL, or M as explained in Section 5.3.5 and as noted on the back of the Boring Log.

e The following information shall be entered under the remarks column. Items shall include but are not
limited to the following:

- Indicate depths of joints, fractures and breaks and also approximate to horizontal angle (such as
high, low), i.e., 70° angle from horizontal, high angle.

- Indicate calcareous zones, description of any cavities or vugs.

- Indicate any loss or gain of drill water.

- Indicate drop of drill tools or change in color of drill water.

¢ Remarks at the bottom of Boring Log shall include:
- Type and size of core obtained.
- Depth casing was set.
- Type of rig used.

s As a final check the boring log shall inciude the following:

- Vertical lines shall be drawn as explained for soil classification to indicate consistency of bedrock
material.

- If applicable, indicate screened interval in the lithology column. Show top and bottom of screen.
Other details of well construction are provided on the well construction forms.
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5.5.3 Classification of Soil and Rock from Drill Cuttings

The previous sections describe procedures for classifying soil and rock samples when cores are obtained.
However, some drilling methods (air/mud rotary) may require classification and borehole logging based on
identifying drill cuttings removed from the borehole. Such cuttings provide only general information on
subsurface lithology. Some procedures that shall be followed when logging cuttings are:

e Obtain cutting samples at approximately 5-foot intervals, sieve the cuttings (if mud rotary drilling) to
obtain a cleaner sample, place the sample into a small sample bottle or "zip lock" bag for future
reference, and label the jar or bag (i.e. hole number, depth, date, etc.). Cuttings shall be closely
examined to determine general lithology.

¢ Note any change in color of drilling fluid or cuttings, to estimate changes in lithology.

e Note drop or chattering of drilling tools or a change in the rate of driling, to determine fracture
locations or lithologic changes.

e Observe loss or gain of drilling fluids or air (if air rotary methods are used), to identify potential
fracture zones.

» Record this and any other useful information onto the boring log as provided in Figure 1.

This logging provides a general description of subsurface lithology and adequate information can be
obtained through careful observation of the drilling process. It is recommended that split-barrel and rock
core sampling methods be used at selected boring locations during the field investigation to provide
detailed information to supplement the less detailed data generated through borings drilled using air/mud
rotary methods.

5.6 Review

Upon completion of the borings logs, copies shall be made and reviewed. Items to be reviewed include:
» Checking for consistency of all logs.

* Checking for conformance to the guideline.

»  Checking to see that all information is entered in their respective columns and spaces.

6.0 REFERENCES

Unified Soil Classification System (USCS).
ASTM D2488, 1985.
Earth Manual, U.S. Department of the Interior, 1974,

7.0 RECORDS

Originals of the boring logs shall be retained in the project files.
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1.0 PURPOSE

The purpose of this procedure is to provide reference information regarding the proper methods for
evaluating the physical condition and project utility of existing monitoring wells and determining water
levels.

2.0 SCOPE

The procedures described herein are applicable to all existing monitoring wells and, for the most part, are
independent of construction materials and methods.

3.0 GLOSSARY

Hydraulic Head - The height to which water will rise in a well.

Water Table - A surface in an unconfined aquifer where groundwater pressure is equal to atmospheric
pressure (i.e., the pressure head is zero).

4.0 RESPONSIBILITIES

Site_Geologist/Hydrogeologist - Has overall responsibility for the evaluation of existing wells, obtaining
water level measurements and developing groundwater contour maps. The site geologist/hydrogeologist
(in concurrence with the Project Manager) shall specify the reference point from which water levels are
measured (usually a specific point on the upper edge of the inner well casing), the number and location of
data points which shall be used for constructing a contour map, and how many complete sets of water
levels are required to adequately define groundwater flow directions {e.g., if there are seasonal variations).

Field Personnel - Must have a basic familiarity with the equipment and procedures involved in obtaining
water levels and must be aware of any project-specific requirements or objectives.

5.0 PROCEDURES

Accurate, valid and useful groundwater monitoring requires that four important conditions be met:
¢ Proper characterization of site hydrogeology.

¢ Proper design of the groundwater monitoring program, including adequate numbers of wells installed
at appropriate locations and depths.

s Satisfactory methods of groundwater sampling and analysis to meet the project data quality objectives
(DQOs).

+ The assurance that specific monitoring well samples are representative of water quality conditions in
the monitored interval.

To insure that these conditions are met, adequate descriptions of subsurface geology, well construction
methods and well testing results must be available. The following steps will help to insure that the
required data are available to permit an evaluation of the utility of existing monitoring wells for collecting
additional samples.
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5.1 Preliminary Evaluation

A necessary first step in evaluating existing monitoring well data is the study and review of the original
work plan for monitoring well installation (if available). This helps to familiarize the site
geologist/hydrogeologist with site-specific condition, and will promote an understanding of the original
purpose of the monitoring wells.

The next step of the evaluation should involve a review of all available information concerning borehole
drilling and well construction. This will allow interpretation of groundwater flow conditions and area
geology, and will help to establish consistency between hydraulic properties of the well and physical
features of the well or formation. The physical features which should be identified and detailed, if
available, include:

+ The well identification number, permit number and location by referenced coordinates, the distance
from prominent site features, or the location of the well on a map.

¢ The installation dates, drilling methods, well development methods, past sampling dates, and drilling
contractors.

¢ The depth to bedrock -- where rock cores were not taken, auger refusal, drive casing refusal or
penetration test resuits (blow counts for split-barrel sampling) may be used to estimate bedrock
interface.

¢ The soil profile and stratigraphy.

e The borehole depth and diameter.

¢ The elevation of the top of the protective casing, the top of the well riser, and the ground surface.

e The total depth of the well.

o The type of well materials, screen type, slot size, and length, and the elevation/depths of the screen,
interval, and/or monitored interval.

s The elevation/depths of the tops and bottom of the filter pack and well seals and the type and size.
5.2 Field Inspection
During the onsite inspection of existing monitoring wells, features to be noted include:

The condition of the protective casing, cap and lock.

The condition of the cement seal surrounding the protective casing.
The presence of depressions or standing water around the casing.
The presence of and condition of dedicated sampling equipment.
The presence of a survey mark on the inner well casing.

If the protective casing, cap and lock have been damaged or the cement collar appears deteriorated, or if
there are any depressions around the well casing capable of holding water, surface water may have
infiltrated into the well. This may invalidate previous sampling results unless the time when leakage
started can be precisely determined.

The routine physical inspection must be followed by a more detailed investigation to identify other potential
routes of contamination or sampling equipment malfunction. Any of these occurrences may invalidate
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previously-collected water quality data. If the monitoring well is to be used in the future, considerations
shown in the steps described above should be rectified to rehabilitate the well.

After disconnecting any wires, cables or electrical sources, remove the lock and open the cap. Check for
the presence of organic vapors with a photoionization detector (PID) or flame-ionization detector (FID) to
determine the appropriate worker safety level. The following information should be noted:

e Cap function.

e Physical characteristics and composition of the inner casing or riser, including inner diameter and
annular space.

o Presence of grout between the riser and outer protective casing and the existence of drain holes in
the protective casing.

e Presence of a riser cap, method of attachment to casing, and venting of the riser.

¢ Presence of dedicated sampling equipment; if possible, remove such equipment and inspect size,
materials of construction and condition.

The final step of the field inspection is to confirm previous hydraulic or physical property data and to obtain
data not previously available. This includes the determination of static water levels, total well depth and well
obstruction. This may be accomplished using a weighted tape measure which can also be used to check for
sediment (the weight will advance slowly if sediment is present, and the presence of sediment on the weight
upon removal should be noted). I<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>