
Date: 8 Septeniber 1982 -.,; 

'a,, 
Memorandum for the Record 

Broln: Me. Bets, Quality C&trol Lab., Environmental Section, Nl?EAB, EMaintDiv 

subj: 18 Arch 1982 Sampling of Suspected chemical Dump; Results of 

1. On 18 ?4arch 1982, samples were taken of.the three test wells at the Dump at 
TX.2 Owl, the three raw water wells at the Rifle Range and delivered water lkom the 
Rifls Runge Water Trea&nent Plant. Purgeable organics were ruu on ull -plea. 
Pesticidea and PCFJs were run on all but wells 45 and 47. The delivered'water was 
also analyzed for more organics,,metala, cyandidea, abeatos and phenols. below is 
a break down of indlvihtal samples and how them results compare to the two sarn- 
plings of 10 April 1981 and 20 May 1981. The 30 March 3.981 samplfng is not dis- 
cussed since those reeaifts are suspected to be erroneous due to possible sample 
container contamination. Purgeable organica were the only parameters chec:ked in 
1981. 

2. Test Well 15 showed 1.07ppb Hethylene Chloride and 1200ppb PCB. For 10 April 
1981, it showed 2ppb Methylene Chloride,abdt for 20 May 1982 it was clean, 

3. Below is a table ccxupafing the results of Test Well 16: 

Parameter 18 Mar 1982 
Benzene - 0 
Toluene 3.86 
1 ,I-Dichforoethane 9.0 
1,2-Dichloroethane 10.14 
l,l-Dichloroethylene 15.3 
l,l,l-Trichloroethane 8.34 
Trichloroethylene 2.04 
Trichlorofluoro8ethane 0 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroerhane 0 
Methylene Chloride 0 
PC3 3000 
Units+ppbs 
*-No Results 

20 Hay 1982 10 Apr 1982 
77.8 * 

316 52 
0 38 
0 52 
0 74 

33.2 * 
15.6 * 

0 * 
1.8 * 
0 13 
* * 

4. Test Well 17 was not collected in 1981, so the 18 March 1982 sample is the 
only results available. The results are listed below. Most of the levels of 
organic8 are the highest found. 
Toluene 1.68 ppb 
Methylene Chloride 8.29 ppb 
l,l-Dichloroethane 89.58 ppb 
1,2-Dichloroethane 114.0 ppb 
l,l-Dichloroethylene 182.52 ppb 
l$l,l-Trichloroethane 52.0 ppb 
Trichlorofluoromethane 1.42 ppb 

5. Baw water we&l #47 for 10 April 1981 and 18 March 1982 showed no iQaa&nts. 

6. Raw water well 86 for 10 April 1981 showed 4ppb Methyl8 
March 1982 it showed 0.14ppb. No other contamLnants were 



I r 

7'1 X8-w water well P97 showed 17ppb of Chlorofoan and 2ppb of Tricbloroethykne .: 
for 10 April 1981nadd showed nothing for chloroform or trichlosoeth)lexe for 18 . ..'. 
March 1982. Xt showed no toluene of l,l-DLchloroethane for 10 April 1981, but 
it &owed lO.Oppb and ZO.Dppb, respectively, for 18 mrch '1982. %'he only para- ‘ 
meter found both times was Methylene Chloride with 6ppb for 10 April 1981 and .' 
4.64ppb for 18 Harch 1982. 

8. The finished water at R&85, Xifle Range Water Treatment Plant, showed 17ppb 
of chloroform and 3ppb ?4ethylene Chloride for 10 April 1981, wh&ch could be related 
to the concentrations of thase chaz&cUs in raw water well 97. Since thati 97 has 
not been used, except in emergencias. The 18 March 1982 finished water showed 
nothing but 1OOOppb of PCB. The FCB analysis ia beleived erroneous eince it has 
only appaered once. 

Supervisory Chen~is t 
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