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1.0 INTRODUCTION
 

The Former Delmarva Power & Light Company (DP&L) Holly Oak Substation (site) is located 
at the northeast comer of Delaware Avenue and Governor Printz Boulevard, in the Holly Oak 
section south of Claymont, New Castle County, Delaware (Figure 1). The current owners, Mr. 
and Mrs. Michael Sitaras, purchased the property from Delmarva Power & Light (a wholly­
owned subsidiary of Conectiv) in 1999. The Sitaras' operate a landscaping business and store 
landscaping supplies and heavy equipment on the property. 

The Department of Natural Resources and Environmental Control (DNREC or Department) 
requested that Conectiv perform a remedial investigation at the site based on the findings of 
previous environmental investigations that showed a contaminant release occurred while DP&L 
owned the property. There was a limited removal of contaminated soil from the site as a result 
of the prior investigation, but following this removal action limited contamination remained on 
the site. DNREC also contacted the current owners to obtain information about their activities 
and disposal practices on the site. The current owners have brought in soil to fill low-lying areas 
at the site. DNREC collected soil samples from this fill area. Conectiv agreed, as a past owner, 
to investigate environmental conditions on the property related to Conectiv's previous site use. 

WIK Associates, Inc. (WIK) was retained by Conectiv to conduct a remedial investigation (RI) 
at the site. The purpose of the RI was to: 1) collect additional information from the site and 
combine it with information from previous environmental investigations, 2) determine the nature 
and extent of any soil and/or groundwater contamination at the site, 3) evaluate risks to public 
health, welfare and the environment associated with any identified contamination, and 4) 
evaluate whether a remedial action was required at the site. The RI report was completed on 
April 2003. Conectiv desires to obtain a Certification of Completion of Remedy (COCR) from 
DNREC upon completion of all required tasks. 

This document is the Department's proposed plan of remedial action (proposed plan) for the site. 
It is based on the results of the RI and previous investigations performed at the site. This 
proposed plan is issued under the provisions of the Delaware Hazardous Substances Cleanup 
Act, 7 Del. C Chapter 91 (HSCA) and the Regulations Governing Hazardous Substance Cleanup 
(Regulations). It presents the Department's assessment of the potential health and environmental 
risks posed by the site. 

As described in Section 12 of the Regulations, DNREC will provide notice to the public and an 
opportunity for the public to comment on the proposed plan. At the comment period's 
conclusion, DNREC will review and consider all the comments received and issue a final plan of 
remedial action (final plan). The final plan shall designate the selected remedy, if required, for 
the site. All investigations and removal actions of the site, the proposed plan, and the comments 
received from the public, DNREC's responses to those comments, and the final plan will 
constitute the Remedial Decision Record for the site. 

Section 2 presents a summary of the site description, site history and previous investigations of 
the site. Section 3 provides a description of the remedial investigation results. Section 4 
presents a discussion of the remedial objectives. Section 5 presents the proposed plan of 
remedial action. Section 6 discusses public participation requirements. 
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2.0 SITE DESCRIPTION AND HISTORY 

2.1 Site Description 

The Former DP&L Holly Oak Substation site covers an area of approximately 0.38-acre and is 
located at the northeast comer of Delaware Avenue and Governor Printz Boulevard, in the Holly 
Oak section south of Claymont, Delaware (New Castle County tax parcel number 06-116.00­
132). The site is fenced with restricted access. The site is zoned for commercial use. Residences 
are located north and east of the site. 

2.2 Site Operation History 

DP&L acquired the property in 1937 from David Anderson for use as an electrical substation. 
The site remained an active substation until sometime prior to the 1990s. Based on historical 
information, eleven (11) concrete structures supported five (5) transformers, two (2) capacitor 
banks, and six (6) oil-filled circuit breakers at the site. Conectiv sold the property to the current 
owners, Mr. and Mrs. Michael Sitaras, on December 13, 1999. The current owners brought 
approximately 1.5 to 4 feet of fill soil onto the site after the purchase of the property. Several of 
the concrete structures and pads remain at the ground. The current owners use the site for 
storage of equipment and supplies for their landscaping business. 

2.3 Site Investigation History 

Several phases of investigations and soil removals were previously performed at the site. In 
1990, soil sampling and analysis for polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) were conducted on the 
site by DP&L (Figure 2). Based on this sampling, a 20 by 18 foot area in the northwest portion 
of the property was identified as having PCB concentrations in soil that were above the EPA 
Region TIl unrestricted use clean-up standard of 10 parts per million (ppm), which was used as 
the State's cleanup standard at that time. In addition, soil containing PCBs at concentrations 
greater than 3 ppm but less than 10 ppm was detected at two other locations (T2 and C4/C5, 
Figure 2). In 1990, approximately one (1) foot of soil was removed from the area containing 
PCBs above 10 ppm. However, confirmatory samples indicated that PCBs still remained in this 
area at lower concentrations. 

In September 1994, Tetra Tech performed a sampling event to assess both the horizontal and 
vertical extent of any remaining PCBs in the area excavated in 1990 (Figure 3). Laboratory 
analysis of the samples indicated the presence of PCBs (Aroclors 1254 and 1260) and total 
petroleum hydrocarbons (TPH) at a maximum concentration of 2.72 ppm and 39 ppm, 
respectively, in the area. The TPH concentrations were below DNREC's Uniform Risk-based 
Standard (URS) values. On October 26, 1994, 28 cubic yards of soil were excavated and 
disposed of at an offsite landfill. Confirmatory samples collected from the excavated area did 
not detect any PCBs. 

On April 25, 2002, WIK conducted a RI of soil and groundwater at the site. The sampling 
locations are shown on Figure 4. Surface soil fill brought to the site by the current owners was 
sampled by DNREC on April 26, 2002 (Figure 5). The RI report for the site was completed in 
April 2003. 
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3.0 INVESTIGATION RESULTS 

Results of the environmental investigations performed at the site are summarized below. 
Detailed discussion of the sampling results is included in the RI Report, dated April 2003, 
prepared by WIK. 

3.1 Surface and Subsurface Soil 

The surface soil at the site consists of the fill-soil brought in by the current owners which 
encompasses most of the site except for a narrow strip along the northern boundary of the site. 
Sampling of these fill soils indicated that only certain metals, aluminum, arsenic, manganese, 
iron, and vanadium exceeded their respective DNREC's DRS value for unrestricted use (i.e., 
residential). However, the representative concentrations found in soils calculated as i.e., the 95% 
upper confidence level (VCL) of the arithmetic mean of the samples, are below the current 
restricted use (i.e., commercial) DRS value. Arsenic in these fill soils was detected at a 
maximum concentration of 10 milligrams per kilogram (mglkg) or ppm which is below the 
natural default background concentration of 11 mglkg for Delaware. The 95% VCL of the 
arithmetic mean iron concentration of 44,208 mg/kg exceeded typical Delaware soil natural 
background concentrations. Manganese, vanadium and aluminum at 95% VCL of mean 
concentrations of 863 mg/kg, and 116 mglkg and 32,635 mg/kg, respectively, are well below the 
restricted use DRS values. 

The subsurface soil at the site includes the original surface soil which is now covered with the 
fill soil. PCBs were detected only at two (2) sampling locations that are at or near the area where 
PCB contaminated soils were previously removed. However, the maximum total PCB 
concentration detected was 0.53 mglkg, which was below the DRS value of 1.0 mg/kg for 
unrestricted use. This sample contained Aroclor 1254, one of the PCB compounds, at a 
concentration of 0.320 mglkg which is slightly above the unrestricted DRS value of 0.3 mglkg. 
However, the 95% VCL of the arithmetic mean concentration for Aroclor 1254 was 0.139 
mglkg. The pesticide, 4,4- Dichlorodiphenyldichloroethylene (4, 4-DDE) was detected in one 
(1) sample at a concentration of 0.012 mglkg, which is well below the unrestricted use criteria of 
2 mglkg. 

Semivolatile organic compounds (SVOCs) such as benzo(a)anthracene, benzo(b)fluoranthene, 
benzo(a)pyrene, indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene and dibenz(a,h)anthracene were detected in one (1) 
subsurface soil sample at concentrations above the unrestricted use URS values. However, when 
the 95% VCL of the mean concentrations of these contaminants over the entire site are 
considered, only benzo(a)pyrene and dibenz(a,h)anthracene at 0.47 mglkg and 0.14 mglkg, 
respectively, exceeded the unrestricted use DRS values. 

Aluminum, arsenic, iron and manganese were detected in subsurface soil at concentrations above 
the unrestricted use URS values. However, the 95% VCL of the arithmetic mean arsenic 
concentration was below the Delaware soil natural background concentration of 11 mglkg. Iron 
at 95% VCL concentration of the arithmetic mean of 29,201 mglkg was slightly above the 
typical Delaware soil maximum background concentration of 22,000 mg/kg. Aluminum and 
manganese at 95% VCL of the arithmetic mean concentrations of 10,537 mglkg and 302 mglkg, 
respectively, were detected at concentrations above the unrestricted use DRS values. One (1) 
sample contained 16 mglkg of cadmium, which is above the unrestricted use DRS value of 4 
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mglkg, but the 95% VCL of the arithmetic concentration of 0.11 mglkg, is well below the 
unrestricted use URS values. 

3.2 Groundwater 

Groundwater samples were collected from three (3) locations at the site. Volatile organic 
compounds (VOCs) and PCBs were not detected. Two SVOCs, diethylphthalate and 
nitrobenzene, were detected. Diethylphthalate was detected at a maximum concentration of 7.0 
micrograms per liter (J,Lg/L); however, this is well below the DNREC groundwater URS value of 
5,000 J,Lg/L. Nitrobenzene was detected at a concentration of 0.7J,Lg/L, slightly above the 
DNREC's URS groundwater value of 0.4 J,Lg/L. 

The pesticides chlordane and dieldrin were detected in groundwater at one location at 
concentrations of 1.3 J,Lg/L and 0.2 J,Lg/L, respectively. The dieldrin concentration detected is 
above the URS groundwater value of 0.004 J,Lg/L. 

Iron was detected at a concentration of 325 J,Lg/L, which is slightly above the DNREC URS value 
of 300 J,Lg/L. However, iron was also detected at a concentration of 307 J,Lg/L in the field blank 
sample, indicating possible field contamination. Manganese was detected at a maximum 
concentration of 3,600 J,Lg/L which is above the URS groundwater value of 50 ug/L. 

3.3 Risk Evaluation 

DNREC's Site-Specific Standard Calculator for Multiple Analytes was used to assess risk 
associated with exposure to soil and groundwater at the site. 

For surface soils, only certain metals exceeded the URS values. Arsenic concentrations in the 
soil are within the typical background concentrations (11 mglkg) for Delaware and were not 
considered a contaminant of concern in the risk evaluation. The non-carcinogenic Hazard Index 
(H.I.) based on the remaining metals; iron, aluminum, manganese, and vanadium were calculated 
at 2.59 and 0.1 for unrestricted and restricted land use, respectively. The H.I. of 2.59, which was 
above DNREC's risk standard of 1.0, was primarily due to the presence of iron. There is no 
carcinogenic risk associated with these metals (Attachment A). 

For subsurface soils, aluminum, iron, manganese and arsenic were detected at concentrations 
above the unrestricted use URS value. Arsenic was within the range of typical background 
concentrations for Delaware soil. For the remaining metals, the non-carcinogenic risk was 
calculated at H.I. of 1.41 and 0.05, respectively, for unrestricted and restricted land use. 
Benzo(a)pyrene and dibenz(a,h)anthracene, with average concentrations of 0.47 mglkg and 0.14 
mg/kg, respectively, exceeded the unrestricted use criteria. The total PCB concentration of 0.53 
mglkg, and 95% VCL of the arithmetic mean concentration of Aroclor was 0.139 mglkg, were 
below the unrestricted use URS values. However, since PCBs are associated with the previous 
use of the site as an electric substation it was included in the risk calculation. An unrestricted 
use total carcinogenic risk of 7.4 x 10-6 was calculated for these contaminants (Attachment B). 

Since the non-cancer risk presented by contaminants in surface and subsurface soil is above 
DNREC's unrestricted use risk standard, the site should be maintained as restricted use only. 
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However, because the non-cancerous risk is less than what is allowable under restricted use 
settings, capping of soils is not required. 

A carcinogenic risk of 5.4 x 10-5 was calculated for groundwater and primarily resulted from the 
presence of dieldrin. The risk is above DNREC's risk standard of 1x 10-5

. The non-carcinogenic 
risk was calculated as a H.I. of 0.93, which is slightly below DNREC's standard of a H.I. of 1.0, 
(Attachment C). The non-carcinogenic risk calculated was primarily due to manganese, which 
occurs naturally in shallow aquifers in the area. Dieldrin was not detected in soils, which may 
indicate that the dieldrin is migrating from an offsite source. Groundwater beneath the site and 
the vicinity is not presently being used as a drinking water source. Because of the risk from 
potential use of contaminated groundwater at the site, a deed restriction prohibiting future use of 
groundwater from the site is needed, as well as establishing a groundwater management zone 
(GMZ) for the area. The GMZ is an internal DNREC document that restricts groundwater 
withdrawals at the site. 

An ecological screening assessment was performed to identify whether there were any 
ecologically sensitive areas (ECSAs) on or immediately adjacent to the site in accordance with 
HSCA remediation standard guidance. ECSAs identified were not impacted by the site, and 
further ecological evaluation was not necessary. This included a qualitative evaluation of the 
site's location relative to the Delaware River and Fox Point State Park. Interactions between 
groundwater surface water in that area will be evaluated under the proposed plan for the Fox 
Point State Park, which is a HSCA site. 

4.0	 REMEDIAL ACTION OBJECTIVES 

According to Section 8.4(1) of the Regulations, site specific remedial action objectives (RAGs) 
must be established for all plans of remedial action. The Regulations provide that DNREC will 
set objectives for land use, resource use, and cleanup levels that are protective of human health 
and the environment. 

Qualitative objectives describe, in general terms, what the ultimate result of the remedial action, 
if necessary, should be. The following qualitative objectives are determined to be appropriate for 
the site: 

• Prevent human exposure to impacted soil under possible future unrestricted land use; and 
• Prevent human exposure to impacted groundwater. 

These objectives are consistent with the current commercial use of the site for storage of 
equipment and supplies for the landscaping business, New Castle County zoning policies, and 
state regulations governing water supply, and worker health and safety. 

Quantitative objectives define specific levels of remedial action to achieve protection of human 
health and the environment. Based on the qualitative objectives, the quantitative objectives are: 

•	 Prevent human exposure to soil contaminated with metals, that would result in a non­
carcinogenic risk calculated as H.I. above 1.0 for unrestricted land use; and 
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•	 Prevent human exposure to groundwater contaminated by dieldrin that would result in 
carcinogenic risk above 1 x 10-5

. 

5.0	 PROPOSED PLAN OF REMEDIAL ACTION 

Based on DNREC's evaluation of the site infonnation and the above remedial action objectives, 
the recommended action for the site will include the following: 

•	 The property owner shall place a deed restriction on the property, no longer than ninety 
days following DNREC's adoption of the final plan. The deed restriction will prohibit 
unrestricted use (Le., residential) of the site, installation of any water wells on, or 
groundwater usage at, the site without prior written approval of DNREC, and note that 
the site is located within a GMZ. 

DNREC will establish a GMZ within six weeks of adopting the final plan. The GMZ is an 
internal DNREC document that restricts groundwater withdrawals at the site. 

6.0	 PUBLIC PARTICIPATION 

The Department actively solicits public comments or suggestions on the proposed plan of 
remedial action and welcomes opportunities to answer questions. Please direct written comments 
to: 

Department of Natural Resources and Environmental Control 
Site Investigation and Restoration Branch 

391 Lukens Drive 
New Castle, Delaware 19720 

Attn: Qazi Salahuddin 

The public comment period for this proposed plan begins on (Date), and ends at the close of 
business (4:30 p.m.) (Date). If so requested, a public hearing will be held on the proposed plan. 
The meeting time and place will be announced if said hearing is requested. 

QS/rm 
QS03028.doc 
DE 1200 II B8 
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Figure 1 
Site LocationlTopographic Map 
Marcus Hook Quadrangle: 7.5 minute series 

Map Date: 1993 Map 

Former DP&L Holly Oak Substation Property 

Wilmington, Delaware 

WIK File: 0604.14.21 

N
 
~ 
0 2000 

~ 
feet 

SCALE 

Figure 1 Site Location Topographic Map 

8 



~ 
Z 
w 
>
4: 

li! 
4: 
;) 
4: 
...J 

~ Q... W 

~ 
'"l 

ALLEY I 
·PI 

·PI7 ·P16 ·P15 ·P14 ·P13 •PI2 

DCAY.,"U .... 

r-~~---~:'::~ r----------, r--"" r----' r----'r----' I ,!, I I ~ I I I 
I I 
, I ::eC~: :: I 1'1 1'1 I I T5 IT~: T4 :·T6 T71 "'TaI , I I eCJ ·rr3T1 '~T4 :1... -.1'1' I , of' : I IL J L ..1I- __ .J , I II I I IIL ..J 

~L_..J L JI 

.. 
('t) 

~2 ..N
PH 

0 CONTRa.. /OJSE
""Cl 
~ 
t"" 
00

00 -E.
-, I I 

r----------, 
' T3 

r--..., 
' 

,
I
I 

r----',
I
I

-,
 I I I
·P3 , ,!, 
III 

~ IL.. _________ .J'1' TlO: iT9 I I\0 II '- __ .J L -{_:_}- ~ 

"C
:3 

_J'I, ...
 _J
- CAIOO .. L_ .....:s 
(JQ D~D 

P4 .P7 .P9 
~ 
l") ·P6 ·pa ·PIO 
~ ....... 
0
:s GRAPmc SCALE GOVERNOR PRINTZ BOULEVARD 
CIl 

20 <0-. -~Wo 
I-" ,.....,; 

--
~ 1_-10_ I 
~ 
Q

'Wii~ ASSOCIATES. INC.
En,.;,,,,,,,,.. lCII E......lion.

In_ll9olion. and R__tan 

'lJ2:J22-~::=­ ~710 :" ~.,..= 'lJ2:J22-_'''' • DP&L SAMPLING LOCA nON (1990) 
DP&L SOIL SAMPLING LOCA nONS (1990)
 

FORNER ~L to..LY []AI( SUBSTA TlON
 
\IlLHINCiTON. DELAVAR[
 

IT .... ~ Jacru: .- 1: 240 dP'-"ip.'n/OI - .... 3/J¥1I .......--.,1 1104.14.21 'IQU<. 2 I-i 



......-------------~--~--_. 

a...EN4 AT 4r2 H::I£$ 

~AT."'" 
IIIIIPWM.AT • ..,... 

a...EN4 AT :I) fCHEl 

Cl..ENrI AT 11 IHQ1E8 

Cl.EAN AM) DIRTY ARE USED 
AS DEflNEI) 1llET1lA 1COf8 
PHASE NENIIR:lNMEHTAl 
SIn ASSESSIoIENT N«J 
REMOVAl ACT10H Q.ClS&()lJT 

REPORT. NOYEMIIER ,* 

~ I'I'~ ASSOCIATES. INC. 
En""""m..tol Ewluatlon. 

In_t1gatlon, and Remedlaton 

o7AI EN.NlGED PI.AH OF />PEA 
OF CONCERN 

/ 
GAlt • • • • • 

_ J22-=ee 
_ J22-8I2I fall ~=-~."O~ 

TETRA TECH SAMPLING LOCATIONS <199<4> 

I !.'!!lA1I 

LJ I 

GOVERNOR PRINTZ BLYO. 

I. o 10 20 
~ 

58 0 SCIlE£NO«I ~ LOCATIONI APPROXIMATE SCALE IN FEET 

REMO\IAl.ACTlON~TOfIY~LOCAl1ON MODIFIED FROM TETRA TECH. NOVEMBER 1994 ,.,..., 

o 

Oeo 

ooo 
#ilEt 

885051; 

10' 

~ I ~ 

. 1:240 

1_' '--'Ioa ­1_ 

i FIGURE 3'----','--__ 

w 
~ 
w 

~ ~ 
w o 

• 

------- - ~--~---_-!--'-_._-"--..._

o @] D [(JJJ [0 D D 
HOlllING_ .. _. (USED DUIlINO ~Al. AC11llNI

===D CATOI_ • • • 

.-... 
'g, 
Q'I 
~ 
'-'
 
'-'J
 
I: 

.$2... 
~ 

0 
~ 

~ 
=.cl 

-.5Q., 

S 0 
.-< 

~ 
If;J 

-= ~
 
~
 

~ 

E.... 
~ 

~ .. 
("') 

~ 
l.o 

~ 
~ 



--

W ALLEY::J 
Z /
W 

>
<[ 

w EXCAVATED AREA (199~) 
~ 
<[ 
;) GPO~ GP09 
<[ I ,. _ •• - GP03 
-' --- -., A i • I F ~I • ,-!, r.. GP02w I I ..,

'" I " ,.", ­
I L ._...J 9 ~___ .' 4,; 1 ~ ---- ~.. 

_____ oJ ' I I I 
L i 

, 
~ 

L ~ -:0' ',.I 
I --"- --' L .1 

Approxl"a 't~ 
~~p~ I CONTROL HOUSE 

DebrIs
 
Rpl"'loved
 

---, ~----- ---j 

7 GP10 ,_ - - ., I +
GPOS 

,I f -, I 
L.J LL I J T B~

B • ,-------------- lJt'lJb-~ l. __ ._ _ J .- L .. __J '- _(_=--:.i.- s i liP08 
- J GPO? •• 

J 
FORMER HOLDING BASIN~A'[i"t aA~a. 

D 

GRAPHIC SCALE 
-10 0 5 10 20 
~.____! 

40I 
GOVERNOR PRINTZ BOULEVARD 

(Dl'J"DT) 
1tDc.b-20teet BORING LOCA nON 'w'ITH 

SOIL AND GROUND'w'ATER SAMPLES 

~ 'I'I~ ASSOCIATES, INC. 
Envtronmental Evaluotlon. 

Investigation. and Remediaton 

J02 322-2.558 
J02 322-8021 'ax:~ ~~o.~.oa.~rr;~~~~~;g 

• BORING LOCA nON 
SOIL SAMPLES 

'w'ITH 

REMEDIAL INV[STIGtlTlDN 
SAMPL ING LOU· TIONS 

r-m~HE.!( OPLL KlL_Y 04< SlJBS)A"'i~ 

'oJ ]\.I'II"G - ON. DEL A101 ARE 

..... T 
BY I 0A1[ I"'""" TAC ~ 
JWS a;v;rn 1: 240 I tempi. 

-I
PIICo.ttf. SI.J I a;v;rn 1-'" I""·

60~.1~.21 Figure 4 1 

A--A' 

BORING LOCATION 'w'ITH 
SOIL SAMPLE FOR PCBs ONLY 

LINE OF GEOLOGIC CROSS-SECTION 

,-... 
N 
Q 

~ 
'-" 

'" .g= .... 
e;, '" Q 

...J 

.-OJ:)

=-Q.. 

e 
rn'"

......g= ......... 
'" .r:!J.... 
~ -'" => 

-.-'""0 

e ~ 

~ a:: .. 
""1' 
~ 
l-o 

=' OJ:) 

fi: 



ORAPHIC SCALE 
-~O:lO 00, I.. ,.,., 

l"~. II1II loot 

r...t~ 
I I 

: .c~ 
I I 

L--rc~ 

I I.e'; 
I I ~ 
I I .eJ 
I I I 
LL_...J 

" 

.P:! 

·PI? 

·T2 

r----' 
I I 
I I 
I I 
I IL ..I 

·n
r----' 
I r!. 
I I'.: +:DSSIL ­ J 

A 
D"'-D~• J~P4 . 

·P3 

~ 
w 
> 

/"PI
<I: 

w 
~ 
::» 
<I: 
..J 
w 
Q 

I 
·P2 

~ 'I'I~ ASSOCIATES, INC. 
[n...."""'..loI [ 01 , 

......U90"on, ond R lon 

::: =....~ 710, ~:;;: ~Jn-~ 

~m-.J'''' 

DPLL SOIL SAMPLING LOCA nONS (1990) 
rORH£R DPLL IO..LY QAI( SUISTAnDH 

IJILHINliTDH. DELAIJARE 

I.. ............ lac .... r_ .lOS JI'/Ol I: 240 dpl_p1ooc.... SoU Jtn/l1l _... \ ... 
~.. 604.14.21 flour. f I 

~.... 
~ ., 

(D 

VI.. 
z ~ 

~ 
<"':) 

'" \J). 

.,=
~ 
l":I 
(D 

~ 

...... :=,
tv \J). 

0....-\J). 

-3 
~ 

"'C.... 
(JCl = 
t"'" 
0 
l":I 
~ ........ 
0 

= -..'"
N 
0 
0 
N 
'-' 

ALLEY 

·P16 ·PI:! ·P14 ·P13 

(JUVt,rt.... 

r--,r~~---~':-':-':-~ r---------, r----' 
I I II r!. J, 

II ~ I Dt! ~ q ,'I T~: T4 :·T6 1'1 II TI ~ I J"> '? 
I I I·IT3 "'T4 ..J:.- A __ ...J '- __ -J +L ____ 

I II 
L .JI 

e-c:~'" ...-- --A - J 

DSSIO 
CDHTRll. IOJSE DsS7

•D~~~ 
Ar---------, r--" r----' 

, r!. I I I I r--, I III ,I I
II r -, I no: T3 :.: -'+ I I T9 IL.. IL.. __ -'II II L-(_:_}-.J 

: L_J : 
......:r -DSS~ ~;;..-;.;_ .. DSS3 1) s=.4 

• J. 
.P? .P9 " 

I 

·P6 'po 

/

-0----0-­

PI2•

r----' 
I I

.' T5 
iTan: I 

L ____ .J 

.. 
PII 

D~s6 

A 

DSS;; 
~ 

·PIO 

GOVERNDR PRINTZ BOULEVARD 

DN F<.ec. $U12FAc.t= SOIl.- SAM P/..IN6t LoU'l TION(:zOt:J2) 
~ 

DP&'L SAMPLING LOCATION (1990> 



DNREC SITE-SPECIFICCommand Buttons 
STANDARD CALCULATOR 

Click to loam about this application FOR MULTIPLE ANALYTES 
May, 1999 Version Calculated Cancer Risk Calculated Noncancer Risk 

Click here 10 calculate risk
 
Totals By Category
 

Click on this to filler resulls
 a OOE+OO 0.00 I 010 2.59 

M.aximum in Each Category 
Click 10 remove resulls filler 

Site Concentrations Table O.OOE.OO O.OOE+OO aOOE+OO 
000 I 0.07 I 1.66 I 

son 
Ground Water Ground Water SOII·Rela:ed Soll·RelatedConcenb'"ation \SOIl ConcenuaTlo:1 SOII·Related C:mc", Isoil'Rel"ed Cancer IGround Water 

(ReSlnded USC) (UnreslfiC1ed Use) IngestIon Cancer Ris;; {Res1tlcred RIS~; (Unr~strietcd IngestIon No.1CdilCcr Rls~ Ncncancel' RIskCAS Iconcentration 
mg!1<g ",,,IKg Risk Use) Use) Noncxcer RiskNumber ugiL (Restricted Use) lUr.resU'leted Us,=)Contaminant Name 

METALS 
AI.lIMINIJM 7~~'!,)O5 32635.000 32635.000 002 0<2 
mOl< ;-1398% 44208.000 44208 000 007 1.88 

MANG,II<Fsr 7·.13'>%5 863.000 663000 0.00 oOS 
VAN,II)IIJM 7.WO(o!1 116.00-J 116.000 0.01 021 

·0 
V} 

<l) 
u 
c<:l 
't: 
=' 

r/) 

1­

.E 
-0 
<l)..... 
c<:l 

=' U e-rl ......"'@ 
U 
..:.:: 
V} 

C2 
<C 
..... 
c 
<l) 

6 
.£: 
U 
c<:l..... ..... 

<t: 



1.24 

141 

Soi~R.,,"ed 

~Joncancer Ris'!t 
(Unrestricted Use) 

0.05 

Soil·RefalOd 
Noneancer RW:: 
(R~strtdetJ Use) 

000 

Calculated Noncancer Risk 
Totals By Category 

0.00 I 0.05 

Maximum In Each Category 

5.37E-06 

7.40E·06 

Calculated Cancer Risk 

O.OOE-oOO 

G1OU!1dW_ 
Ir1iIesUon Cancer 
Rl!k 

Soil 

Conoentralicn ISoi~ Concenll'ation 
(Res1ricted Use) (UrrestriCed U.e) 
mg,~O I11gIkg 

Site Concentrations Table 

Ground water 
CAS Iconcentration 

Numbor u\lIL 

DNREC SITE-SPECIFIC 
~ STANDARD CALCULATOR 
~ FOR MULTIPLE ANALYTES 

May, 1999 Version 

METALS 

Click here 10 calculale risk 

Click on Ihis to filler results 

Click to learn aboullhis application 

Contaminant Name 

ALUMINUM ~ "=t­ - 10537~ 10537000 

IRON ,,/·,\]9a96 29201.000, 29201.COO 

~'1ANGt\NESE N39%5 302.000' 362.000 

POLYNUCLE~R AROMATIC IIYDROCARBONS 
BElr/O A PYREN!" 0.472 0'47°1 6 02E.()7 5.37E-06 

DIIlENl-(A.lij,\N11-IRACENE 0139 0.139 177E'()7 1.51lEo{'<; 

POLYCIiLORJNATED BIPIIENYLS 
AROCLOR·IU4 I "0916911 0.139i 0.1391 486E·G8 4.35E·07 

'0 
('/) 

~ 
U 

~ 
;:j 
(/) 

,.D 
;:l 

('/) 
I-< 

..s 
"0 
~ ...... 
~ 
;:l 

'o::t ..... u 
"a 
U 
...::.:: 
(/) 

C2 
P:i 
...... 
l:: 
~ 

E 
..c: 
u 
CIS ...... ...... 

-<t: 



Click here to calculate risk 

Click on this to filter results 
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