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ACRONYMS

AFCEE Air Force Center for Environmental Excellence

AFVR Aggressive Fluid Vapor Recovery

ASTM American Society for Testing and Materials

AVGAS Aviation gasoline

bls below land surface

BTEX Benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and xylene

CAR Contamination Assessment Report

CARA CAR Addendum

CLEAN Comprehensive Long-term Environmental Action Navy

COC Chemical of Concern

CTO Contract Task Order

DO Dissolved oxygen

DPT Direct Push Technology

EDB Ethylene dibromide

F Fahrenheit

F.A.C. Florida Administrative Code

FDEP Florida Department of Environmental Protection

FID flame ionization detector

ft feet

ft2 square feet

ft3 cubic feet

GAC granular-activated carbon

GCTLs Groundwater Cleanup Target Levels

gpm gallons per minute

lbs pounds

µg/L micrograms per liter

mg/kg milligrams per kilogram

MW Monitoring Well

MWR Morale, Welfare, and Recreation

MPE Multi-Phase Extraction

MPES Multi-Phase Extraction System

MTBE Methyl Tertiary Butyl Ether

NADCs Natural Attenuation Default Concentrations

NAS Naval Air Station

Navy United States Navy
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NPWC Navy Public Works Center

O&M Operations and Maintenance

OLF Outlying Landing Field

ORP Oxygen reduction potential

OSHA Occupational Safety and Health Administration

OVA Organic Vapor Analyzer

PAHs polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons

POTW Publicly Owned Treatment Works

ppb parts per billion

RAP Remedial Action Plan

RCRA Resource Conservation and Recovery Act

TCL Target Compound List

TRPHs Total recoverable petroleum hydrocarbons

TtNUS Tetra Tech NUS, Inc.

USEPA U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

UST Underground storage tank

VE/GE Vapor Extraction/Groundwater Extraction

VOAs volatile organic aromatics

VOCs volatile organic compounds



Rev. 2
09/06/02

471001005 ES-1 CTO 0112

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Tetra Tech NUS, Inc., (TtNUS) has completed a Remedial Action Plan (RAP) for Site 1159 at the Outlying

Landing Field Bronson, Pensacola, Florida, in accordance with the requirements of Chapter 62-770,

Florida Administrative Code.  This plan is being submitted to the Florida Department of Environmental

Protection for approval.

The following tasks were performed during the RAP:

• Reviewed the Contamination Assessment Report and Contamination Assessment Report Addendum

(NPWC, 1997; TtNUS, 2001)

• Evaluated remedial alternatives to address groundwater and free-product contamination

• Prepared a RAP to remove free product, remediate contaminated groundwater, and provide remedial

equipment specifications

• Specified a sampling plan to track the remediation status of the site.

The remedial action goals of this RAP are to (1) identify a method to perform free-product recovery and

(2)  select a remedial alternative to reduce hydrocarbon and lead constituents within the groundwater

matrix.  This RAP identifies bioslurping, a variation of Multi-Phase Extraction, for free-product recovery

and groundwater pump and treat for groundwater remediation, with discharge to the local publicly owned

treatment works as the selected alternative for remediation at Site 1159.  This remedial alternative was

selected because it was determined to be the most effective method for removal of free product and

remediation of groundwater impacted by aviation gasoline.  If implemented, approximately 12 to 18

months will be required for system design and construction.  Active remediation will occur for

approximately five years for free-product recovery and five additional years for groundwater pump and

treat.  Post-active remediation and/or natural attenuation monitoring will take place for approximately a

further five years.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1 PURPOSE AND SCOPE

This Remedial Action Plan (RAP) was prepared by Tetra Tech NUS, Inc., (TtNUS) for the United States

Navy (Navy) Southern Division, Naval Facilities Engineering Command under Contract Task Order (CTO)

0112, for the Comprehensive Long-term Environmental Action Navy (CLEAN), Contract Number N62467-

94-D-0888.  The RAP was prepared to recommend treatment options for the contaminated groundwater

and free-phase hydrocarbons (free product) present at Outlying Landing Field (OLF) Bronson, Site 1159,

Pensacola, Florida, as a result of a release of aviation gasoline (AVGAS) fuel at the site (NWPC, 1997).

In June 1997, a Contamination Assessment Report (CAR) for OLF Bronson, Site 1159, was submitted by

Naval Air Station (NAS) Pensacola, Navy Public Works Center (NPWC) to Florida Department of

Environmental Protection (FDEP) for review.  A Contamination Assessment Report Addendum (CARA)

was completed for the site and submitted to FDEP on May 22, 2001 (TtNUS, 2001).  Following

submission of the CARA, the FDEP requested preparation and submittal of a RAP to address the AVGAS

fuel released at Site 1159.

The purpose of this RAP is to determine a remedial alternative to address impacted groundwater and free

product in accordance with the requirements of Chapter 62-770 F.A.C.  This RAP will evaluate applicable

alternatives that protect human health and the environment, reduce hydrocarbon constituent

concentrations within impacted groundwater, and retard further migration of hydrocarbon constituents to

downgradient areas.  The RAP will also provide a conceptual design for the selected remedial alternative.

1.2 SITE DESCRIPTION

Site 1159 is within the confines of OLF Bronson.  OLF Bronson is located in northwest Florida on the east

side of Perdido Bay, approximately five miles west of Pensacola, Florida, and approximately one mile

from the Alabama state line.  Located on OLF Bronson are four abandoned airstrips and the remains of

old airfield support buildings.  OLF Bronson is now known as the Blue Angel Recreation Park and is used

for recreation purposes  (NPWC, 1997).  Figures 1-1 and 1-2 illustrate the site location and site vicinity,

respectively. OLF Bronson consists of approximately 950 acres of mostly grass and forest.  The

surrounding area is sparsely populated.  Two small communities, Paradise Beach and Perdido Heights,

are approximately one mile north of the old airfield.  A few houses are located around the perimeter of the

old airfield, but most of the surrounding area is wetland, forest, or the waters of Perdido Bay.  Scattered

residential structures, mobile homes, farm buildings, stores, and churches are north,
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south, and east of OLF Bronson. Site 1159 is located at latitude 30o 23’ 16” N, longitude 87o 25’ 09” W.  A

fuel oil underground storage tank (UST) on the east side of Building 1159 was removed from the site. In

addition, six AVGAS USTs northeast of Site 1159 were apparently removed.  North of the site are dense

woods, to the south is a main dirt road running east to west, to the east are woods (tent camping area)

and a road, and to the west is a concrete parking area for campers.  Figure 1-3 presents the site plan.

1.3 SITE HISTORY

OLF Bronson was used as an Outlying Landing Field for NAS Pensacola from 1942-1950. When first

opened in 1942, the 950-acre airfield was originally called Tarkiln Field but, in 1944, the name was

changed to OLF Bronson.  During that time, the Base used large amounts of AVGAS, oil products, and

solvents. OLF Bronson was closed as an active airfield in late 1950.  Helicopters from Combat Support

Squadron 16 used the area for occasional training until the squadron was dismantled in 1995. Presently,

all the runways are inactive. All buildings at OLF Bronson have been dismantled and parts of the Base

have been sold to private parties. Maps of OLF Bronson show that Building 1159 was designated as a

Boiler House.  The only current employees at Bronson are Morale, Recreation, and Welfare (MWR)

personnel.  Duties of MWR personnel at OLF Bronson include operating the campground, minor

maintenance of the facility, and teaching sailing and windsurfing.

According to the CAR, six 25,000-gallon gasoline tanks and piping were apparently removed in the

1980s.  The tanks were used to store AVGAS for refueling. No further information is currently available.

NPWC personnel removed a 500-gallon UST adjacent to Building 1159 on August 15, 1994. The tank,

approximately 50 years old, had been used to store diesel for an emergency generator. The closure

assessment performed during the tank removal revealed petroleum contamination of the groundwater at

levels greater than the allowable FDEP target levels.

1.4 REPORT ORGANIZATION

This report is organized into seven sections.  The following is a list of the sections and a brief description

of their purposes:

Section 1: Introduction.  Supplies the report’s purpose, scope, site information, and report

organization

Section 2: Contamination Assessment Reports Findings and Conclusions.  Reviews the approved

CARA and summarizes the CAR and CARA findings and conclusions
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Figure 1-3 Site Plan (11X 17)
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Section 3: Remedial Action Plan Goals.  Sets the groundwater and free-product treatment

objectives for the remedial system/plan

 Section 4: Contaminant Distribution.  Estimates the mass of free product in the subsurface and

contaminants in the groundwater

Section 5: Remedial Technology Screening.  Presents the alternatives for remediation, determines

their suitability for the site, and develops budgetary costs for each

Section 6: Remedial System Design.  Presents all assumptions made and provides the conceptual

design of the preferred remedial alternative

Section 7: Remedial Action Monitoring.  Establishes start-up and operations and maintenance

(O&M) procedures and provides a monitoring plan for the remediation system and

sampling frequencies to evaluate the system’s effectiveness.

References: Lists all references used.
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2.0 CONTAMINATION ASSESSMENT REPORTS FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS

In November 1997, a CAR for OLF Bronson, Site 1159, was submitted by NAS Pensacola NPWC to the

FDEP for review.  A CARA was completed for the site on May 22, 2001, and submitted to FDEP.  The

CAR and CARA were conducted to determine the extent of soil and groundwater contamination at the

site.  The following is a summary of the findings of the CAR and CARA for Site 1159.

2.1 LITHOLOGIC FINDINGS

The area adjacent to Building 1159 is underlain by red/brown silty, fine sand grading to a fine to medium

tan to white sand to a depth of 40 feet (ft) at Monitoring Well (MW) 61.  At MW-60, 220 ft northeast of

Building 1159, beneath the free-product plume is a dark brown medium sand grading to a medium to

coarse beige to white sand to a depth of 29.5 ft.  MW-61 extends to 40 ft below land surface (bls), which

is approximately five ft below sea level and is the maximum depth drilled during the contamination

assessment investigation.  Site survey data is based on an assumed elevation of 30 ft above sea level

at MW-1.  Boring logs are located in the CAR and CARA for Site 1159.

2.2 GROUNDWATER AND AQUIFER CHARACTERISTICS

Groundwater elevations were measured and aquifer testing performed in July 2000.  The groundwater

table at the site occurs between 10 and 20 ft bls and is relatively flat, with variances corresponding to

decreases in elevation from east to west.  The horizontal hydraulic gradient calculations, which estimate

the gradient to be 0.00096 ft/ft, support the observation that there is a negligible horizontal gradient at this

site.  Using this hydraulic gradient, an average hydraulic conductivity of 3.86 X 10-4 ft/second, and an

effective porosity for sand of 0.30, the estimated groundwater seepage velocity is 22 ft/year

(TtNUS, 2001).  Figures 2-1 and 2-2 present the July 2000 groundwater potentiometric surface map and

geologic cross-section, respectively.

The following aquifer parameters were estimated in the CARA (TtNUS, 2001).

Hydraulic conductivity K = 33.46 ft per day

Flow velocity V = 0.06 ft/day or 22 ft/year

Effective porosity ne = 0.30 (unitless)

2.3 TANK REMOVAL AND INITIAL REMEDIAL ACTION

A closure assessment was performed during removal of the 500-gallon fuel oil UST that consisted of

collecting soil and groundwater samples.  Soil samples were collected on August 15, 1994 from the

center, sides, and bottom of the excavation and analyzed for Priority Pollutants volatiles by EPA Method
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8260. Laboratory analyses of soil samples indicated that contaminants were below detection limits.  A

shallow groundwater monitoring well (MW-17) was installed at Site 1159 on May 25, 1996 (see Figure 2-3

for well location).  A groundwater sample was collected from MW-17 on May 30, 1995, and analyzed for

volatile organic aromatics (VOAs) and polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs).  The total VOAs and

benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and xylene (BTEX) detected by EPA Method 8260 in the groundwater

were above the FDEP allowable levels.  Free product was not observed in the excavation.  Information

about the removal of the six 25,000-gallon AVGAS USTs is discussed in Section 1.3 - Site History.

2.4 SOIL CONTAMINATION ASSESSMENT

The site soil was assessed from data collected during the field investigations described in the CAR and

CARA for Site 1159 (NPWC, 1997; TtNUS, 2001). In 1996, soil samples were collected for the CAR from

57 borings at 3-foot intervals, beginning at 1 ft bls and ending at 1 ft above the groundwater table.

Organic vapor analyzer (OVA) readings indicated diesel contamination directly above the water table in

the capillary fringe.  On June 1, 2000, two soil borings (SB-1 and SB-2) were completed to depths of

24 and 12 ft bls, respectively, at Site 1159 using Direct Push Technology (DPT).  OVA readings again

indicated diesel contamination directly above the water table in the capillary fringe.  Two soil samples

were collected from each of the two soil borings and analyzed for compounds specified in the Gasoline

and Kerosene Analytical Groups.  Contaminants were not detected at concentrations exceeding direct

exposure or leachability limits from Chapter 62-777, F.A.C.  Therefore, soil was not assessed further.

2.5 FREE-PRODUCT CONTAMINATION ASSESSMENT

• The vertical and horizontal extent of the free-product plume was assessed from data collected during

the field investigations described in the CAR and CARA for Site 1159 (NPWC, 1997; TtNUS, 2001).

The assessments included plume delineation from plume thickness measurements in vertical

monitoring wells during two field efforts.  The first assessment performed for the CAR consisted of the

installation and sampling of 60 groundwater monitoring wells.  Free product existed in MW-45 and

MW-47 at a thickness of 0.04 ft and 0.52 ft, respectively.  The second assessment performed for the

CARA consisted of the installation of six piezometers and eight monitoring wells for free-product

plume delineation and for measurement of free-product thickness.  Free-product thickness was

measured in six monitoring wells (MW-45, MW-46, MW-47, MW-62, MW-64, and MW-65) on

July 25, 2000, and in two monitoring wells (MW-45 and MW-47) and five piezometers (P-1, P-3, P-4,

P-5, and P-6) on February 15, 2001.  See Tables 2-1 and 2-2 for free-product measurement data and

Figure 2-3 for the estimated extent of free product present at the site, as indicated in the CARA

(TtNUS, 2001).
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The free product measured was low viscosity liquid, similar to AVGAS, and was up to 2.74 ft thick.  No

laboratory analysis of the free product has been conducted.

2.6 GROUNDWATER CONTAMINATION ASSESSMENT

Sixty-one groundwater monitoring wells (59 shallow and 2 deep) were installed during the CAR

investigation (NWPC, 1997) and groundwater samples were collected from the monitoring wells in 1996

and 1997.  These groundwater samples were analyzed for VOA, PAHs, Total Recoverable Petroleum

Hydrocarbons (TRPHs), ethylene dibromide (EDB), and total lead, using USEPA methods 8260, 8270A,

FLPRO, 504, and 7421, respectively.  Due to the age of the CAR sampling, these results are not

considered in this groundwater quality assessment, but are used to help establish the contaminated

groundwater plume limits.

During the performance of the CARA, eight monitoring wells were installed at locations as requested by

the FDEP.  From July 9 through 11, 2000, groundwater samples were collected from 23 monitoring wells

and 6 of the 8 newly installed monitoring wells at Site 1159.  Newly installed monitoring wells MW-62 and

MW-65 were not sampled, due to the presence of free product. The monitoring well locations are shown

on Figure 2-3.

The samples were analyzed for VOAs, TRPHs, and total lead, using USEPA methods 8260B, FLPRO,

and 6010B, respectively.  In addition, samples from monitoring wells MW-23 and MW-38 were analyzed

for EDB, using USEPA method 504.  A summary of analytes detected in groundwater is presented in

Table 2-3 and exceedances are indicated on Figure 2-4.  Seventeen monitoring wells contained analytes

at concentrations exceeding FDEP Groundwater Cleanup Target Levels (GCTLs). BTEX was detected at

concentrations exceeding the FDEP GCTLs from Chapter 62-777, F.A.C. in 17 groundwater samples.

Methy tertiary butyl ether (MTBE) was detected in 12 samples, with concentrations exceeding GCTLs in

2 samples.  TRPH was detected in samples from 14 monitoring wells.  Detected concentrations of TRPH

exceeded the GCTL of 5,000 micrograms per liter (µg/L) in samples from monitoring wells MW-27

(7,070 µg/L) and MW-28 (5,430 µg/L).  Lead was detected in 12 groundwater samples, with

concentrations in 11 samples exceeding the FDEP GCTL (15 µg/L).  EDB was not detected in any

groundwater samples.

2.7 CONTAMINATION ASSESSMENT REPORT CONCLUSIONS

The most recent investigative data for the site from the CARA (TtNUS, 2001) concluded the following:

An AVGAS-type free-product plume is present at the site over an approximately 107,000-square foot (ft2)

area, with a measured thickness up to 2.74 ft.
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• Soil samples collected from Site 1159 did not contain any analytes at concentrations exceeding

FDEP’s direct exposure or leachability limits.

• Seventeen monitoring well groundwater samples contained volatile organic compounds (VOC)

analytes at concentrations exceeding FDEP GCTLs.  The concentration of TRPH exceeded the

GCTL (5,000 parts per billion [ppb]) in the groundwater samples from monitoring wells MW-27 (7,070

ppb) and MW-28 (5,430 ppb).  Lead was detected in 11 monitoring well groundwater samples at

concentrations exceeding the FDEP GCTL (15 ppb).

• Both nested well pairs indicated a vertical gradient of 0.015 ft/ft.  However, the vertical gradient for

monitoring well pair MW-2/DMW-61 is downwards, while the vertical gradient for monitoring well pair

MW-47/DMW-60 is upwards.  Therefore, the current vertical gradient investigation is inconclusive.

• The groundwater flows west toward Perdido Bay.

• The horizontal hydraulic gradient calculations, which estimate the gradient to be 0.00096 ft/ft, support

the observation that there is a negligible horizontal gradient at this site.  Using this hydraulic gradient,

a hydraulic conductivity of 3.86 X 10-4 ft/second and an effective porosity of 0.30, the estimated

groundwater seepage velocity is 39 ft/year.  When retardation is taken into account, the estimated

groundwater seepage velocity decreases to 22 ft/year.

2.8 CAR & CARA FINDINGS FOR REMEDIAL ACTION CONSIDERATION

• The site appears to have had two different releases from two different sources. The first source

appears to be leaks or spills associated with the removed diesel (fuel oil) UST at Building 1159. The

second source appears to be leakage and/or spills around the six AVGAS USTs to the northeast and

an associated distribution line. The majority of contamination appears to have been released from the

six AVGAS USTs.

• The free-product plume is extensive in area and thickness. The presence of free product may restrict

the options available for groundwater remediation. Therefore, a two-phase remedial approach is

required. The first phase will consist of aggressive free-product recovery. The second phase will

address remaining groundwater contamination, as appropriate.

• The areal extent of impacted groundwater is extensive. Low groundwater gradient and aquifer

permeability creates a slow-migrating groundwater plume. The six AVGAS USTs were removed over

20 years ago, but the free-product plume does not appear to have migrated significantly. In addition,
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the impacted groundwater plume associated with Building 1159 remains centralized around the site,

appearing to spread radially as opposed to migrating in any given direction.

• Soil above the groundwater in the area of free product is a fine to medium silty sand with moderate to

high permeability. Based on a blow count evaluation of SB-1 data, the sandy soils increase in the

relative compactness from medium to moderately dense and relative consistency from stiff to very

stiff with depth.

• MTBE occurs in only two wells, one associated with the Building 1159 UST and the other beneath the

free-product plume. In either case, groundwater remediation options for BTEX, TRPH, and lead are

expected to address MTBE as well.
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3.0 REMEDIAL ACTION PLAN GOALS

The objective of this RAP is to present proven, reliable, and cost-effective methods to remediate

petroleum-impacted groundwater, remove free product, and protect human health and the environment

by reducing the concentrations of hydrocarbons detected at the site to target cleanup levels.

The goals and expected accomplishments of the RAP include the following:

• Identify a method to perform free-product recovery in the source area, to the extent practicable, in

accordance with Chapter 62-770.300 F.A.C.

• Select a remedial alternative for BTEX, TRPH, MTBE, and lead contamination in the groundwater.

The GCTLs of Chapter 62-777 F.A.C. apply to the site. In addition, the Natural Attenuation Default

Concentrations (NADCs) of Chapter 62-777 F.A.C. also apply for natural attenuation, if applicable, based

on monitored site conditions.  Table 3-1 presents natural attenuation default concentrations and target

levels for the site-specific chemicals of concern.

TABLE 3-1

CHEMICALS OF CONCERN AND ASSOCIATED SELECTED GROUNDWATER
CLEANUP TARGET LEVELS

Site-Specific Chemical of Concern
Groundwater

Natural Attenuation
Default

Concentrations

Groundwater
Cleanup Target

Levels

Benzene 100 µg/L 1 µg/L

Toluene 400 µg/L 40 µg/L

Ethelbenzene 300 µg/L 30 µg/L

Total Xylenes 200 µg/L 20 µg/L

Methyl Tert-Butyl Ether 500 µg/L 50 µg/L

Total Recoverable Petroleum Hydrocarbons 50,000 µg/L 5,000 µg/L

Lead 150 µg/L 15 µg/L

GCTLs and NADCs from Chapter 62-777, F.A.C. (effective August 5, 1999)
µg/L = micrograms per liter
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4.0 CONTAMINANT DISTRIBUTION

The contaminant distribution estimate is based on data obtained during the CAR (NWPC, 1997) and

CARA (TtNUS, 2001) and assumes no unidentified sources.  Calculation methods published by the U.S.

Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) (USEPA, 1996) are used. Calculations of impacted

groundwater and free-product limits and mass are an estimate and actual product volumes can vary

significantly.

4.1 ESTIMATED MASS OF FREE PRODUCT

Based on the assumed lateral limits of the free-product plume and specific-site characteristics, the total

volume of free product was estimated. Data acquired during the contamination assessments determined

the presence of free product within the “smear zone” from 10 to 24 ft bls. The lateral limit of the free-

product plume, as depicted in Figure 2-3, is estimated to be 107,158 ft2. The average actual thickness of

the free-product layer is estimated to be 1.01 ft, using the De Pastrovich equation (USEPA, 1996). Due to

the sandy nature of the subsurface soil and the relatively thick free-product layer, the estimated volume of

free product may be slightly exaggerated. Based on February 15, 2000, data, approximately

242,000 gallons (1,363,000 pounds [lbs]) of free product are estimated to be present at Site 1159. See

Appendix A for thickness and mass calculations.

4.2 ESTIMATED MASS OF GROUNDWATER AND CONTAMINANTS

The vertical and horizontal extents of contaminated groundwater are estimated from monitoring well

measurements and analytical results from the CAR and CARA. The estimated lateral extent of 160,000 ft2

is depicted in Figure 2-4. The vertical extent or thickness of contaminated groundwater was assumed to

be 9.5 ft, based on the absence of contaminants in the deep monitoring wells DMW-60, DWM-61, and

DWM-69.  The estimated volume of contaminated groundwater is 3,411,000 gallons.  The estimated

dissolved mass of BTEX, MTBE, TRPH, and total lead in the groundwater plume, as defined by the

estimated vertical and horizontal extents, are 67.7 lbs, 0.63 lbs, 57.88 lbs, and 3.77 lbs, respectively.

Calculations are presented in Appendix B.
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5.0 REMEDIAL TECHNOLOGY SCREENING

A screening of remedial technologies was conducted in order to determine the best remedial alternative

for UST Site 1159.  Potential remedial technologies and process options for free-product removal and

groundwater remediation have been identified and screened, based on effectiveness, implementability,

and cost. A significant number of UST sites have been remediated during the past 10 years. This

considerable experience with remedial technologies has been used to limit this screening process to

commonly used technologies with proven results.

The significant volume of free product and groundwater contamination at the site dictates the need for a

two-phase remedial approach. The first phase will consist of implementing an aggressive free-product

recovery action. The second phase will follow free-product recovery and consist of groundwater

remediation. A significant portion of the plume exists outside the free-product layer, allowing for partial

groundwater remediation in conjunction with free-product recovery activities.

The presence of free product and groundwater contaminated with lead limits the applicable options for

groundwater remediation, based on a preliminary technology screening (EPA CLU-IN).  Options

eliminated in this RAP because of current conditions may prove more effective following free-product

removal and re-assessment based on actual site conditions at that time.  This screening process

assumes that all contaminant sources have been identified and that recovered free product will not be a

hazardous waste.

5.1 SCREENING OF FREE-PRODUCT REMOVAL TECHNOLOGIES

Based on the CAR and CARA data, an estimated volume of 242,000 gallons of free product is located in

the subsurface at Site 1159 (see Appendix A). The plume is spread over a 107,000-ft2 area.  The

following methods for removal of free product were screened.

• Subsurface collection trench

• Skimming

• Vapor Extraction/Groundwater Extraction (VE/GE)

• Multi-phase extraction (MPE)

• Water-table depression
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The following technologies were eliminated because of effectiveness concerns:

• Subsurface collection trenches were eliminated from this screening because of the site's low

horizontal hydraulic gradient and the conflicting results from vertical gradient tests. These hydraulic

conditions will slow gravity flow of the free product significantly (increasing cleanup time) and could

cause bypass of the system.

• Skimming is also eliminated as a stand-alone remedial technology because of the extent and

thickness of the free-product plume. Skimming may be incorporated into a future remedy for the site

as a method to recover residual free product, following termination of active recovery. In addition,

skimming and/or bailing could be initiated for immediate recovery and evaluation of the freeproduct's

chemical and physical properties, which could affect recovery rates and treatment requirements. This

engineering data would be the basis for the pilot test and final remedial designs.

• VE/GE technology was eliminated from this screening because of the extensive free product present.

VE/GE is only recommended for use after significant free-product removal has taken place (USEPA,

1996).

5.1.1 Multi-Phase Extraction

The approach of MPE is to extract free product and vapor by vacuum-enhanced pumping techniques.

The vacuum facilitates freeproduct movement to the extraction point and increases the rate and

completeness of recovery.  MPE systems (MPES) recover free product and facilitate vapor-based

unsaturated zone cleanup through each well point (USEPA, 1996).  This approach has several other

benefits, compared to other free-product recovery methods.  A cone of depression is not formed at the

air/oil interface or the air/water interface; therefore, smearing of the free-product zone is minimized.

Vapor-phase hydrocarbons in the capillary fringe and mobile free product in the groundwater are

collected simultaneously.

MPES are most applicable in medium-to low-permeability media or thin (less than 0.5 ft) saturated

thicknesses, with water-table depths of 5 to 20 ft and settings in which conventional pumping approaches

or trenches are inappropriate or ineffective. (USEPA, 1996). A lack of accepted design methods for free-

product recovery requires the performance of a pilot test to gather site-specific data.

There are two main conceptual approaches to MPE that differ only in the vertical positioning of the pump

intake.  The first approach consists of recovery of free product and water by a single vacuum/liquids

pump placed within the well. The pump intake is positioned below the anticipated groundwater elevation.
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The second approach consists of extraction of free product, air, and water with a single vacuum pump

placed aboveground, with the extraction point set at the air/product interface.  The second technology is

commonly referred to as bioslurping.

Bioslurping systems are designed and operated to significantly increase the rate of free-product recovery

while minimizing co-extracted groundwater, relative to other MPE methods.  Bioslurping also minimizes

the free-product smear zone and provides for some removal of residual volatiles in the smear zone by

vapor extraction and enhanced biodegradation.

MPE can also be applied by using either an in situ system or via specialized mobile vacuum trucks.  The

use of mobile vacuum trucks is a variation of MPE known as aggressive fluid vapor recovery (AFVR).

AFVR allows sites with small amounts of free product to be remediated via MPE with low capital cost.

AFVR is eliminated as an option due to the extensive free product present at this site.

Bioslurping is retained as the MPE option for free product removal because it is a proven technology that

can effectively recover the free product at the site. Bioslurping is implemented with conventional

equipment that is reliable and durable.  In addition, the site is flat and contains no significant structures.

Bioslurping capital and O&M costs are relatively high.

5.1.2 Water Table Depression

This method of recovery creates a depression in the water table so that any free product is directed by

gravity toward the pumping wells within the plume area. Both free product and groundwater are collected

during recovery operations. The design of these systems is constrained by the need to minimize

drawdown of the water table to reduce the volume of co-produced water, as well as the smearing of free

product along the drawdown surface.

Product recovery systems utilizing water table depression are most applicable when hydraulic control of

the hydrocarbon plume is necessary. These systems can operate in a wide range of permeability values

and geologic media. However, because of the costs associated with the separation and treatment of

dissolved hydrocarbons, these systems are better suited for formations of moderate to low permeability

(greater than 10-4 centimeters per second ).

Water table depression is not the preferred option for free-product recovery at the site, due to

effectiveness concerns. The site's low hydraulic gradient would significantly increase recovery time. In

addition, water table depression removes less total free product at lower rates and more groundwater

during operation, which would greatly increase the overall cost of remediation.
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5.1.3 Extracted Liquid Treatment and Final Disposition

Regardless of the extraction option, the extracted liquid will require phase separation, groundwater

treatment and discharge, and free product disposal or recycling. The anticipated rate of extraction will be

low, at approximately 10 gallons per minute (gpm) for groundwater and 0.07 gpm for free product. The

technologies screened are commonly used and are effective and implementable at the site.

5.1.3.1 Phase Separation

The most common technology for phase separation consists of a filter tank followed by an oil/water

separator. Turbulence generated by extraction mixes light non-aquious petroleum liquid and water.  In

some cases, an emulsion of light non-aquious petroleum liquid can form that is stable enough to prevent

successful separation in an oil/water separator. Field experience has shown that significant emulsion

control can be accomplished by allowing the mixture increased residence time in a filter tank prior to

entering the oil/water separator (AFCEE, 1997). Once separated, free product would be collected in a

storage tank for removal and recycling. The remaining liquid could require additional treatment prior to

discharge.  Other options for phase separation, such as dissolved air flotation, are considerably higher in

capital and O&M costs and normally are only used under special conditions.

5.1.3.2 Hydrocarbon Treatment

Typically BTEX, MTBE, and TRPH are removed from groundwater through air stripping. Air stripping units

are typically capable of a 99-percent removal rate of aromatic petroleum hydrocarbons with moderate

O&M. Treatment would be performed using a low-profile air stripper.  The most common style is the tray-

type unit, in which a shallow layer of water is allowed to flow along one or more trays.  Air is blown

through hundreds of holes in the bottom of the tray(s) to generate a foam of bubbles.  As a result, the

surface area of the impacted water is maximized and hydrocarbon constituents at the air-water interface

are volatilized and discharged to the off-gas treatment system, which is comprised of a vapor phase

granular activated carbon (GAC) unit. Liquid-phase GAC adsorption could be used following air stripping

to enhance removal efficiency and to reduce treatment costs for lead.

5.1.3.3 Lead Treatment

Ex situ groundwater treatment for lead can be accomplished by ion exchange, chemical precipitation, or

specialized media adsorption/absorption.  Vender discussions eliminated other specialized media as cost-

effective technologies. Specialized media are typically required for lead concentrations significantly higher

than those present at UST Site 1159.  Ion exchange and chemical precipitation are discussed below.
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5.1.3.3.1 Ion Exchange

Ion exchange is a process in which ions held by electrostatic forces on the surface of a porous solid are

exchanged for ions similar in charge in a solution in which the porous solid is immersed.  By this means

specific constituents can be removed from a solution that contains multiple constituents. Exchange is

accomplished by passing the solution through porous solid materials, usually minerals of the zeolite group

or specially prepared synthetic resins (plastics) containing large complex molecules. Certain ions in the

solution replace ions or groups of ions in the resin or zeolite, from which they can then be washed out. By

controlling the acidity, strength, and composition of the solution and the nature of the resin, ions in

solution are more or less selectively exchanged for the exchangeable ions that are in the resin. Ion

exchange media must be periodically regenerated.  Regeneration requires a backwash subsystem and

creates a sludge that requires handling and disposal.

Ion exchange units can be designed to remove 99 percent of selected ionic contaminants.  Due to the low

extraction rate and the relatively low contaminant concentrations expected, the cost for ion exchange is

considered moderately high, but significantly lower than chemical precipitation.

5.1.3.3.2 Chemical Precipitation

Groundwater treatment with chemical precipitation involves the addition of chemicals to alter the physical

state of dissolved and suspended solids and facilitate their removal. Sedimentation and filtration are then

used to remove precipitated particles. Chemical precipitation requires the addition of a coagulating agent

and creates significant sludge that requires additional handling and disposal. Chemical precipitation

capital and O&M costs are high. Therefore, chemical precipitation is eliminated from further consideration,

based on its high relative cost.

5.1.3.4 Treated Groundwater Discharge

The discharge options screened below are effective for discharge of treated groundwater. In addition, the

site is flat and contains no significant structures that could interfere with implementation.

5.1.3.4.1 Re-injection with an Infiltration Gallery

An infiltration gallery consists of a shallow trench filled with course aggregate. Treated groundwater would

be discharged to the trench and allowed to seep into the ground. An infiltration gallery requires a
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moderately high capital investment, but will function without O&M costs. A permit is required for re-

injection with an infiltration gallery.

5.1.3.4.2 Discharge to Publicly Owned Treatment Works

Discharge to an existing sewer system (Publicly Owned Treatment Works [POTW]) consists of

pretreatment and transference to an existing sewer system. The Escambia County Utilities Authority now

accepts wastewater from OLF Bronson.  A discussion with the Authority’s Coordinator of Pretreatment

indicated that extracted groundwater with free product removed would be acceptable without further

pretreatment. In addition, permitting issues should be minor.  The cost of connecting to the existing sewer

system would require a capital investment for a dedicated force main from the site to an existing force

main at OLF Bronson's north boundary. Costs from discharge fees would be a regular expense, based on

flow rate, and are considered moderate.

5.1.3.4.3 Discharged to the Surface

Treated water could be discharged to a drainage basin adjacent to the site to the southwest. Surface

discharge would require a gravity pipeline and an National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System permit.

Surface discharge normally involves a low capital investment and negligible O&M costs. The cost of

permitting must also be considered.

5.2 SCREENING OF GROUNDWATER TREATMENT ALTERNATIVES

Based on the CARA data, a total volume of approximately 3,450,880 gallons of groundwater exhibits

hydrocarbon and lead concentrations in excess of FDEP GCTLs. The following alternatives have been

identified for remediation of groundwater and will be evaluated in this RAP:

• Natural attenuation

• In situ bioremediation

• Pump and treat

• Passive/reactive funnel and gate.

The following technologies were eliminated, based on effectiveness concerns:

• In situ bioremediation was eliminated from further screening because lead is not readily

biodegradable.
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• Passive/reactive funnel and gate technology was eliminated from further screening.  This technology

has been applied to lead treatment of groundwater on a very limited basis.  In addition, site hydraulic

dynamics are not conducive to a timely remedial duration without significant hydraulic gradient

control.

5.2.1 Natural Attenuation

Natural attenuation (also known as passive bioremediation, intrinsic bioremediation, or intrinsic

remediation) is a passive remedial approach that depends upon natural processes to reduce the potential

impact of petroleum hydrocarbon releases by either preventing constituents being transported to sensitive

receptors or by reducing constituent concentrations to less harmful levels.  The processes involved in

natural attenuation include aerobic and anaerobic biodegradation, dispersion, volatilization, and

adsorption.

Petroleum hydrocarbon constituents are generally biodegradable, regardless of their molecular weight, as

long as indigenous micro-organisms have an adequate supply of nutrients and toxic substances do not

inhibit biological activity.  For heavier petroleum hydrocarbons, which are less volatile and less soluble

than many lighter components, biodegradation will exceed volatilization as the primary removal

mechanism, even though degradation is generally slower for heavier molecular weight constituents than

for lighter ones. The essential nutrients required for biodegradation are usually naturally present in the

subsurface.  Aerobic biodegradation consumes oxygen that, if not replenished, can limit the effectiveness

of the biodegradation processes.  When the geologic materials at a site are relatively porous and

permeable, oxygen is naturally replenished through the soil and groundwater.

Natural attenuation and in situ biodegradation would not be effective as stand-alone options because lead

does not biodegrade nor readily naturally attenuate. Results from the BIOSCREEN™ model indicate that,

after a 50-year attenuation period, lead levels would still exceed the GCTL near the source area.  See

Appendix D for modeling results and detailed explanations.

Approximately seven pore volumes of contaminated groundwater at the site will be extracted during free-

product recovery. Lead levels could be reduced considerably during free-product recovery. The removal

of this volume of groundwater could significantly alter the site's hydrologic dynamics, making natural

attenuation a viable option for groundwater remediation.

5.2.2 Groundwater Pump and Treat

Contaminated groundwater can be recovered by using conventional pump and treat techniques from one

or more vertical wells, horizontal wells, or trenches. Free-product removal is required prior to groundwater
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pump and treat. Recovered groundwater would be treated by using an aeration treatment system to strip

and remove hydrocarbon constituents and ion exchange to remove lead (see Section 5.1.3).

Experience with the pump and treat technology at sites with similar lithology in Florida indicates that

adsorbed petroleum hydrocarbons within saturated zone soil continually leach into the groundwater, and

can prolong remedial time periods. Preliminary calculations indicate remediation of the groundwater in 10

years (see Appendix B), if free product were not present.

The bioslurping system could be easily modified to a groundwater pump and treat system by lowering

select bioslurping dip tubes into the groundwater or replacing tubes  with submersible pumps. Therefore,

costs for groundwater treatment are considered moderate. Because a low capital expense would be

required for system modification, start-up and testing, and discharge permitting, pump and treat is the

selected option for groundwater remediation at this time.

Active groundwater pump and treat remediation will occur in conjunction with free-product recovery. In

addition, select wells outside the horizontal extent of the free-product layer could be used to extract

groundwater for treatment from areas of high lead concentrations. This mixing would be expected to have

little effect on the operation and cost of the MPES. As discussed previously, a re-assessment of site

conditions following free-product recovery could allow remediation by natural attenuation and/or in situ

bioremediation.

5.3 ALTERNATIVES FROM TECHNOLOGY SCREENING

The remedial technology options for free-product removal and groundwater remediation have been

identified and screened according to effectiveness, implementability, and cost. A summary of reasons for

retention or elimination of technology options is presented in Table 5-1.  Based on the screening results,

two alternatives exist.

5.3.1 Alternative One

Alternative One consists of free-product recovery with bioslurping and groundwater remediation by pump

and treat, with pretreatment and discharge to a POTW.  The pretreatment would include phase

separation in an oil/water separator and extracted vapor treatment with GAC.  Separated free product

would be collected and taken offsite for disposal or recycling.
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TABLE 5-1

SUMMARY OF TECHNOLOGY SCREENING

UST SITE 1159

Remedial
Goal Technology Option Reasons for Selection or Elimination Comments

Skimming
1. Free-product layer is too extensive.
2. Would greatly extend recovery time.

Eliminated as a stand-alone option, but could be
used for recovery of free product residual following
termination of bioslurping.

Vapor
Extraction/Groundwater

Extraction

1. Only used after extensive free product removal.
2. Bioslurping system would require major modifications. Eliminated from further consideration.

Subsurface Trench

1. Low horizontal hydraulic gradient will slow gravity flow of the free
product, significantly increasing cleanup time.

2. Low horizontal hydraulic gradient and vertical gradient unknowns could
cause by-pass of the system.

Eliminated from further consideration.

Multi-Phase Extraction
(Bioslurping)

1. The free-product plume is extensive in area and thickness.
2. Can significantly increase the rate and quantity of free-product recovery

relative to water table depression.
3. Minimizes the free-product smear zone.
4. Minimizes the volume of co-extracted groundwater.
5. Provides a secondary treatment of residual free product in the smear

zone by vapor extraction and enhancement of biodegradation.

Selected for free product recovery.

Free Product
Recovery

Water Table Depression

1. A lower production of free product relative to groundwater production,
compared to bioslurping.

2. Slower extraction of free product compared to bioslurping.
3. Time required for recovery relatively longer than bioslurping.

Eliminated from further consideration.

Natural Attenuation Present data indicates remediation time period too long. Eliminated as a stand-alone option, but could
become viable following free-product recovery.

In Situ Bioremediation Lead is not biodegradable. Eliminated from further consideration.

Pump and Treat

1. Can be performed with only slight modifications to the bioslurping
system required for free-product recovery.

2. System operators will have considerable experience gained during free-
product recovery.

Selected for groundwater remediation.
Groundwater
Remediation

Passive/Reactive Funnel and
Gate

1. Limited application to lead treatment of groundwater.
2. Site hydraulic dynamics are not conducive to a timely remedial duration

without significant hydraulic gradient control.
Eliminated from further consideration.
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5.3.2 Alternative Two

Alternative Two consists of free-product recovery with bioslurping and groundwater remediation by pump

and treat, with onsite treatment and surface discharge. Treatment would include phase separation in an

oil/water separator, BTEX removal with an air stripper, extracted and stripped vapor treatment with GAC,

and lead removal with ion exchange.  Separated free product would be collected and taken offsite for

disposal or recycling.

5.4 ALTERNATIVE COMPARISON AND RATIONALE FOR SELECTION

The selection of a preferred remedial alternatives for free-product removal and groundwater remediation

is based on long- and short-term human health and environmental impacts, implementability, O&M

requirements, reliability, feasibility, anticipated duration, and cost.

5.4.1 Long- and Short-term Human Health and Environmental Impacts

Both alternatives would reduce long-term human health and environmental impacts by the removal and

disposal or recycling of free product and treatment of contaminated groundwater from the subsurface at

UST Site 1159.  Short-term impacts could be minimized by eliminating contact with contaminates through

engineering controls and proper handling and disposal of residuals produced during construction and

O&M.

5.4.2 Implementability

Both alternatives are implementable, due to the site's flat terrain and the absence of significant structures.

In addition, utilities are available in reasonable proximity to the site, including potable water, electricity,

communications, and sewer.

5.4.3 O&M Requirements

O&M requirements for the extraction, collection, phase separation, monitoring, and reporting are similar

for both alternatives.  Since complete groundwater treatment will be required, Alternative Two would have

substantially higher O&M requirements for air stripping and ion exchange. Alternative Two's increased

complexity would increase downtime for routine O&M, optimization, and non-preventable malfunction.

Ion exchange media regeneration and sludge handling constitute the majority of this increased effort.
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While the systems for vapor treatment would be similar, Alternative Two would also include influent from

the air stripper, requiring a larger system and more frequent GAC change-out.

5.4.4 Reliability

Both systems consist of conventional components with proven reliability if they are operated and

maintained properly. Alternative Two is the more complex system, therefore, it would be less reliable than

Alternative One, due to increased downtime for routine maintenance and non-preventable malfunction.

5.4.5 Feasibility

Both alternatives are technically feasible.  The expertise for design, construction, and operation are

regionally (if not locally) available.  All components are conventional "off-the-shelf" equipment, readily

available from multiple vendors.

5.4.6 Anticipated Duration of Remediation

Both alternatives would have the same duration of operation because the basic remedial process and

goals are the same. The alternatives only differ in the level of treatment and the discharge option.

5.4.7 Cost

Detailed cost estimates for both alternatives are presented in Appendix C.  The estimated present worth

costs for Alternatives One and Two are $1,780,000 and $2,090,000, respectively.  The differential in cost

consists of Alternative Two's higher capital and O&M costs.

5.5 ALTERNATIVE SELECTION

Alternative One, free-product recovery with bioslurping, groundwater remediation by pump and treat, and

discharge to the POTW is selected for site remediation, based on cost.  A conceptual design for

Alternative One is presented in Section 6.0.
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6.0 REMEDIAL SYSTEM DESIGN

Potential remedial technologies and process options for UST Site 1159 were identified and screened. The

results are presented in Section 5.0.  The selected alternative is free-product recovery with bioslurping,

groundwater remediation by pump and treat, and discharge to the POTW.

A phased approach will be used for site remediation. The first phase will consist of free-product recovery.

Because groundwater will be co-extracted as a by-product during free-product recovery, some

groundwater remediation will be accomplished in the first phase. In the second phase, following the

termination of free-product recovery, natural attenuation as a groundwater remediation option will be re-

assessed according to data collected during and following free-product recovery. If natural attenuation is

still not a viable option, the free-product recovery system will be converted a groundwater pump and treat

system. The pump and treat system will be operated until the site data demonstrates that natural

attenuation is a viable remedial option.

In an effort to decrease active remediation time, select wells outside the horizontal extent of the free-

product layer will be included to extract groundwater from areas of high lead concentrations for treatment

during the first phase of site remediation.  Submersible pumps will be used to extract groundwater from

these wells. Extraction rates from these wells will be low to prevent their influence on the adjacent free-

product layer.

6.1 BASIS OF DESIGN

The following design is based on the findings of the preceding sections and assumptions made from

literature and engineering judgment. A summary of design criteria follows.

6.1.1 Findings from Preceding Sections

• The selected technologies for free-product recovery and groundwater remediation are multi-

phase extraction by bioslurping and groundwater pump and treat.

• Groundwater remediation is required for BTEX, MTBE, TRPH, and total lead.

• The free-product volume is estimated to be 242,000 gallons.

• Contaminated groundwater volume is estimated to be 3,411,000 gallons.
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• A reduction of groundwater concentrations for the chemicals of concern below GCTLs or NADCs

is required.

• Liquids extracted during bioslurping and pump and treat operations will be pretreated with phase

separation and discharged to the POTW.  An NPDES permit will be required for discharge.

6.1.2 Assumptions

• A reasonable and technically feasible goal for free-product recovery is five years.

• A maximum of 70 percent of the free product is recoverable.

• Extracted vapor will require treatment.

6.1.3 Design Limitations

At this time, there are few standard design methods for bioslurping systems.  A literature review yielded

no predictive models or suggested rules-of-thumb for system sizing or remediation period predictions

(USEPA, 1994; USEPA, 1996; USEPA CLU-IN; AFCEE, 1997).  The standard design for bioslurping is

dependent on site-specific pilot testing.  The conceptual design presented in this RAP is based on

average recovery rates from two field tests performed at Tyndall Air Force Base, Florida, in similar aquifer

lithology (AFCEE, 1997) and engineering judgement gained from the design, construction, and operation

of MPESs.

6.2 TECHNOLOGY DESCRIPTION AND SYSTEM DESIGN

Major components of the selected remedial alternative will include the following:

• Pre-design engineering data

• Free-product recovery

• Groundwater remediation

• Remedial system operation and maintenance

• Remedial system termination criteria, and

• Site restoration.
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See Figure 6-1 for the remedial system layout and Figure 6-2 for the treatment system process flow

diagram.

6.2.1 Collection of Engineering Design Data

Sampling and analysis of the free product will be required to evaluate the freeproduct's chemical and

physical properties. Properties that will affect recovery rates and pretreatment requirements include, but

are not limited to, density, viscosity, molecular weight, total lead, MTBE, and BTEX. This engineering data

will be used in planning for a pilot test. The final bioslurping design will be based on pilot test results.

Recovered free product will be contained in a plastic tank and disposed or recycled.

An additional round of groundwater sampling and analysis will be performed in accordance with Chapter

62-770.700(3)(c) F.A.C., because the analyses in the CARA are more than 270 days old, the monitoring

wells sampled and analyses performed in the CARA will basically be repeated; thus, 30 monitoring wells

will be sampled. These groundwater samples will be analyzed for BTEX, MTBE, TRPH, and total lead by

the same analytical methods as the CARA (see Section 2.6 for details).

6.2.2 Free-product Recovery

6.2.2.1 General Requirements Prior to the Beginning of Construction Activities

• A utility clearance will be required.

• All operators must be certified to be in compliance with 29 Code of Federal Regulations 1910.120

health and safety requirements.

• The locations of the bioslurping wells, the routes of the collection piping, and the limits of the

pretreatment plant and related areas will be surveyed and staked in the field.

• The contractor will prepare all required planning documents, such as an Erosion and Sediment

Control Plan, Health and Safety Plan, Removal Action Plan, and Waste Management Plan and

also obtain all necessary permits.

• Erosion and sediment controls will be implemented prior to and during site activities.
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6.2.2.2 Recovery System Description

The conceptual bioslurping system will consist of 22 4-inch-diameter polyvinyl chloride extraction wells

placed on 80-ft centers and ranging in depth from 15 to 27 ft. The wells will be screened from two ft above

the groundwater table to three ft below. The wells will be fitted with two-inch-diameter dip or vacuum

tubes placed with the intake near the free-product layer. The wells will be constructed to efficiently

maintain the operational vacuum. A 20-horsepower liquid ring vacuum pump located at the treatment

plant will supply the vacuum.  A 100-gallon tank will be located immediately upstream of the vacuum

pump to protect against slug surges.

The extracted vapor and fluid will be collected by a system of underground pipelines and transferred to a

pretreatment plant. All collection and manifold piping will be two-inch- or four-inch-diameter polyvinyl

chloride Schedule 40 pipe. The collection piping trench backfill will be placed in 12-inch lifts and

compacted to 90 percent Modified Proctor Density.

The treatment plant will be located west of the well field for isolation purposes. The plant will consist of a

metal building on a concrete slab, designed for leakage and spill containment. The plant will have gravel

parking and access areas and a chainlink security fence. Electric power, telephone service, and potable

water will also be required. The treatment system will consist of separate liquid and vapor trains. See the

Process Flow Diagram (Figure 6-2) and the detailed cost estimate (Appendix C) for additional details.

The liquid train will receive fluid from the vacuum pump and include the following components:

• 20-HP liquid ring vacuum pump

• A 1,000-gallon fiberglass filter tank for emulsion control

• A 1,000-gallon fiberglass gravity oil/water separator

• A 1,000-gallon fiberglass product storage tank

• Associated transfer pumps, piping, and instrumentation.

A 50 to 150-cubic feet per minute GAC vapor phase treatment system will receive extracted air from the

vacuum pump and off-gas vented from the product storage tank and include associated transfer pumps,

piping and instrumentation.
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6.2.3 Groundwater Pump and Treat

Free-product rates are expected to gradually decrease in the first phase. When appropriate, based on

free-product levels, the system will be modified into a groundwater pump and treat system. Modifications

will include extending dip tubes into the saturated zone, replacing select dip tubes with submersible

pumps, and installing minor collection piping. The treatment plant will require only minor operational

modifications.

6.2.4 Routine Remedial System Operation and Maintenance

The proposed remedial system is designed to operate continually and automatically with minimal

maintenance.  Site visits for system inspection and maintenance will be performed by a trained and

qualified technician in conjunction with regularly scheduled sampling events.  The following inspection

and maintenance items are scheduled to be performed daily for the first week and biweekly thereafter.

• Inspect system area for signs of trespassing/tampering, weather damage, deterioration, unusual

noises, temperature, fire extinguisher charge, and general cleanliness.

• Inspect all signs and markings for condition and legibility.

• Inspect extraction wells and measure flow.

• Inspect and replace any gauge, valve, or sensor found to be leaking or inoperable.

• Inspect free-product holding tank and remove and dispose of accumulated free product. Record

volume of free product recovered.

• Inspect air/water separator and filters; remove and dispose of filters, as required.

• Record vapor extraction flow rates and adjust according to requirements.

• Replace GAC vapor treatment canisters, as required.

• Record run time meter readings, groundwater discharge flow rate, and total gallons of water

discharged.

• Log all inspection activities and repairs performed.
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6.2.5 Remedial System Termination Criteria

The free-product recovery operation will terminate when the follow conditions are met.

• Free-product recovery will be terminated when production rates fall below 0.1 percent of co-extracted

groundwater or when thickness in individual wells falls below 0.01 ft.

• Treatment for vapor will terminated when consecutive analyses demonstrate that discharge rates are

below 13.7 lbs per day, in accordance with Rule 62-770.700(5)(e) F.A.C.

• Groundwater pump and treat will terminate when site contaminant concentrations meet the natural

attenuation criteria in Rule 62-770.690 F.A.C.  Natural attenuation monitoring will then be performed

according to Rule 62-770-690(7) F.A.C.

Individual free-product recovery wells will be taken off-line as thickness conditions are achieved. These

wells will then be modified into groundwater extraction or monitoring wells, or used in passive skimming

with adsorbent socks to remove free-product residuals.

6.2.6 Site Restoration

Following completion of remediation, the extraction wells will be abandoned, the collection piping

removed, the treatment system dismantled and salvaged, the treatment building and foundation

demolished and recycled, and site utilities capped or removed. Erosion and sediment controls will be

installed to protect all disturbed areas prior to establishment of permanent vegetation.
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7.0 REMEDIAL ACTION MONITORING

The following section outlines the remedial action monitoring required by Chapter 62-770 F.A.C.

7.1 MONITORING PLAN

A system- and site-monitoring program will be initiated upon approval of this RAP and subsequent to the

completion of remedial activities.  The monitoring plan has the following three main objectives:

• Monitor the overall effectiveness of remedial activities in reducing free-product volume and

groundwater contaminant concentrations.

• Verify that the contaminant plumes have not migrated beyond current boundaries.

• Comply with Chapter 62-770 F.A.C.

7.2 SYSTEM AND SITE MONITORING

The proposed monitoring plan includes the following requirements and is summarized in Table 7-1. The

final selection of monitoring wells will be based on pre-design and construction data. Initial system start-

up and testing will incorporate the requirements below, but will be performed daily for the first three days

with a 24-hour analysis turnaround, then monthly for two months, quarterly for the first year, and semi-

annually thereafter.

• The remedial system's 22 extraction wells will be monitored on a quarterly basis for free-product

thickness, groundwater elevation, individual well pressures, and extraction rates.

• Measurements of groundwater levels in the three groundwater extraction wells and four selected

monitoring wells will determine groundwater flow on a quarterly basis.

• Sampling and laboratory testing of groundwater from three groundwater extraction wells and four

selected monitoring wells (to document remediation progress) will be performed quarterly for the first

two years and semi-annually, thereafter. Groundwater samples will be analyzed for BTEX, TRPH,

MTBE, and total lead. Dissolved oxygen (DO), oxygen reduction potential (ORP), pH, temperature,

conductivity, and turbidity will also be measured. Preliminary analyses will include total suspended

solids, total dissolved solids, iron, and hardness.
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TABLE 7-1

REMEDIAL ACTION MONITORING SUMMARY

Monitoring/Sample Location Parameters Frequency/Reporting
Monitoring wells (active remediation
field measurements)

Water levels, pH, conductivity, turbidity, DO, ORP,
and temperature

Quarterly

Monitoring wells and groundwater
extraction wells

BTEX, MTBE, TRPH, and total lead Quarterly

Treatment system influent and
effluent

pH,  TSS, TDS, Iron, BTEX, MTBE, TRPH, and total
lead (or as required by POTW permit for discharge)

Monthly1,2

Bioslurping system wells Free-product thickness and level, flow rate, and
vacuum

Quarterly3

Groundwater extraction wells Water levels and flow rate Monthly
Treatment system Vacuums, pressures, flows, and phase production

quantities
Monthly

Air discharge (treated vapor effluent) Volatile organic aromatic hydrocarbons Quarterly1

Groundwater monitoring for natural
attenuation

NO3, SO4, CH4, and Fe2+ Pre-design and following
active remediation

Direct push saturated soil testing D, KOC, and foc Pre-design
Monitoring wells (post-active
remediation)

BTEX, MTBE, TRPH, and total Lead Quarterly for one year, then
semi-annually

TSS - Total suspended solids
TDS - Total dissolved solids
NO3 - Nitrate
SO4 - Sulfate
CH4 - Methane
Fe2+ - Ferrous iron
D - Density
KOC - Partition coefficient
foc - Fraction organic compound
Notes:
1 - Once weekly for first month, monthly for two months, and then quarterly
2 - Preliminary analyses will include TSS, TDS, iron, and hardness or as required for system operation
3 - Once daily for the first three days, once monthly for two months, and then quarterly

• Samples will be collected from four selected groundwater monitoring wells for natural attenuation

parameters.  These samples will be analyzed for DO, ORP, nitrate, sulfate, methane, and ferrous

iron, and any other constituents required for the natural attenuation evaluation.

• Saturated soil samples will be collected by direct push and tested for density, partition coefficient, and

fraction organic carbon.

• Free product, groundwater influent and effluent,and extracted vapor will be monitored quarterly at the

treatment system for quality and flow rates.

• The gas phase GAC monitoring will be performed as required to predict breakthrough and change-out

requirements. The vapor samples will be analyzed for VOA hydrocarbons according to 40 CFR Part

60, Appendix A, Method 18, Section 7.  The daily discharge mass will be estimated for comparison to
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the 13.7 lbs/day limit.  If the daily mass estimated from two consecutive sampling events is below

13.7 lbs, vapor treatment will be discontinued.

• Internal treatment systems flows, quality, and pressures will be measured on a monthly basis.

• Additional monitoring and analyses will be performed as needed for system optimization.

If chemicals of concern do not exceed the background concentrations or the applicable GCTLs in

samples from the groundwater extraction wells or monitoring wells for three consecutive quarters, these

wells may be excluded from subsequent monitoring events, per Rule 62-770.700(3)4(h) F.A.C.

7.3 REMEDIAL ACTION REPORTS

7.3.1 Status/Monitoring Reports

A summary of remedial activities and groundwater monitoring activities will be submitted quarterly, as is

required in Rule 62-770.700 (12) F.A.C. The first status report will also include bioslurping system "As

Built" drawings and start-up and testing results. Status reports will also include requests and/or

documentation for revisions to the remedial goals, system modifications, operation variances, or problems

encountered with implemented solutions, per Rule 62-770.700 (13), (14), and (15) F.A.C.  As discussed

previously, as the system transitions from bioslurping to natural attenuation, the status/monitoring reports

will be revised accordingly.  Status/monitoring reports will summarize all remedial and monitoring

activities and contain at least the following information:

• Startup date

• Total volume of free product recovered and recycled/disposed

• Total volume of groundwater extracted and disposed

• Discharge and disposal analytical results

• Copies of all waste manifests

• System downtimes percentage and evaluation of efficiency for all operating components

• All other sampling, testing, and analytical results

• A figure showing the bioslurping system layout

• A figure showing free product extent

• A figure indicating the locations of all existing monitoring wells

• A figure showing groundwater contour and contaminant maps, and

• Conclusions as to the effectiveness of the remedial activities, prediction of time required for

complete remediation, and recommendations on future monitoring and operations of the system.
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7.3.2 Request to Discontinue Active Remediation

A request to discontinue active remediation will be prepared and submitted once site conditions warrant

at any time during the remedial activities at UST Site 1159. Submittals will be made for termination of

free-product recovery, groundwater pump and treat, and natural attenuation monitoring, according to

Section 6.2.5 of this RAP and Rule 62-770.700(15) and (16) F.A.C.

7.3.3 Post-Remedial Action Monitoring Plan

Following approval for discontinuation of active remediation, a Post-Remedial Action Monitoring Plan will

be prepared and submitted. Groundwater monitoring will continue on a quarterly basis until chemicals of

concern fall to predicted natural attenuation concentrations. Monitoring for natural attenuation will then

proceed in four wells on an annual basis. Analyses will include BTEX, TRPH, MTBE, and total lead.

Status reports will be submitted, as applicable.
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APPENDIX A

FREE-PRODUCT VOLUME ESTIMATION
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APPENDIX B

GROUNDWATER CALCULATIONS





















Rev. 2
09/06/02

471001005 C-1 CTO 0112

APPENDIX C

ALTERNATIVE COST ESTIMATES
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APPENDIX D

BIOSCREEN MODELING RESULTS
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APPENDIX E

FDEP REMEDIAL ACTION SUMMARY FORM




	EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
	INTRODUCTION
	CONTAMINATION ASSESSMENT
	REMEDIAL ACTION PLAN GOALS
	CONTAMINANT DISTRIBUTION
	REMEDIAL TECHNOLOGY SCREENING
	RMEDIAL SYSTEM DESIGN
	REMEDIAL ACTION MONITORING
	REFERENCES
	APPENDIX A
	APPENDIX B
	APPENDIX C
	APPENDIX D
	APPENDIX E

