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OPERABLE UNIT 7 (Site 32 -
Topeka Pier 

~------~~-------------

• PAH, PCBs, and metals are 
the main contaminants 
detected in sari. 

• Metals are the main 
contaminants detected in 

Novoa 

Shoreline work 

Final Phase 11 RI 
workpt,an (Revision 1) 

Nov 08 to Phase 1,1 RI fieldwork 
Jan 09 

Jun 09 

Ja:n 10 

Phase If Data 
Package and Draft 
Technical Memo 

Draft Rf Report 



· . Phase II Investigation 

Phase 1,1 of the RI was conducted to fBI data 
gaps to' support the understanding of 
- the nature a~nd extent of soil contamination, 

- potential for contaminant mjgration to the 
offshore are.a, and 

- the extent of sediment contam,ination. 



Summary of Field Activities 
October 2007 

• MW mspection of Site 32 and Site 30 (Bur.ding 184) wens 
June 20tJa 

• High and tow tide water leve' measurement 
• tnitiat recon of Slte 32 shoreline 

November 2008 
• Existing monitoring welts redevetoped 
• TWfenty three soff bOfklgs rnstaJted 
• Two monitorrng we~fs instaPfed (MEDEP was present) 
• Three existing monitoring wens modified (stickup to flush mount) 
• Several wells repaired (new road boxes) 

December 20;()S' 
• Twu new monitoring weJls developed 
• Twenty sedtment cores corrected 
• Seve:nteen monitoring weffs sampted (including 4 wens at Site 30) 

- January 2009 
•. Three existing weRs and two new wens surveyed 



. Highlights 
-Soil "Sampling 

- AJf planned samples coHected to arsenic and" PCB are,8S 
- "Poor recovery Fn poter:ttiafly cJean 'fiff area 

'. " 

"" -Sed~i:m,e"rit Sam:pfing 
- AI p,roposed samp4ces cofiected 
- Secfiment co"action method differs slightly from work plan 

-Groun(fwater Sampling 

·Petrofeum Evaluatio,n . 
- Jar tesis cOnducted in acc:ordance with MEDEP gui:da:nce at "2-
foot interv2ds from 6 to 16 teet bgs 
- AR jar tests were negative - no petroleum product 10und 
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What's Next? 

• Soil sample results being va-lidated 

• Sediment and groundwater sample results 
expecte,d from the laboratory end of 
January 

• Anticipated dates for deliverables 
- Data' package - June 2009 

-- Draft technical memorandum - June 2009 


