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Systematic
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i Lessons Learned
== [
» Monitoring well results will not adequately
delineate a residual LNAPL impact or mass
» Cleanup goals for groundwater are not going to be
achieved if LNAPL mass remains onsite — “jf you
have a water problem, you have a soil problem”
» Petroleum vapor intrusion may pose a risk if the
residual LNAPL mass is not fully characterized
» Adequate characterization of weathered gasoline
LNAPL requires multiple lines of evidence
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MIP Cross-Section B-B': PID

MIP Cross—Section B-B’: PID

Lee County DOT Camp #4, 517 Lee County Road 254, Salem, Alabama
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Mass Transport Diagram
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Lessons Learned

» Dissolved phase contamination will result from
residual LNAPL mass in saturated zone

» Cleanup goals for groundwater are not going to be
achieved if LNAPL mass remains onsite — “jf you
have a water problem, you have a soil problem”

» Transport pathways will likely result in 80-90% of
the dissolved phase mass moving through 10-20%
of the vertical plane

» Scale appropriate measurements are need to
identify the mass transport pathway
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