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Environmental Stewardship Concepts, LLC 

 

Comments on: DNAPL Remedial Technology Evaluation Report 

Brunswick Wood Preserving Site, February 24, 2014 

Background 

The current DNAPL Remedial Technology Evaluation Report is an update to the April 

2013 version due to the DNAPL remaining in subsurface soil and groundwater located 

outside the Western Containment Area. Further, this update covers more than just the 

A-zone impacts, which was the only zone covered in the previous evaluation report. 

 

Comments 

 The report does not give a full characterization of the creosote that makes up the 

DNAPL. Creosote contains many hydrocarbons and phenolic compounds. 

Knowing the percentage make-up of low molecular and high molecular weight 

PAHs may be beneficial to remediation. 

 The report supposedly covers A-, B-, and C- zones, each of which contain 

dissolved contaminant plume, but further reference is only made to A- and C-

zones.  These zones may cover the designated feet below ground surface that 

has been identified as B-zone, but this is still confusing to the reader. 

 The last characterization of the presence of the plume is 2013, but due to its 

mobility, the extent of the plume may require more recent data collection. This 

should be a consideration in the report. 

 Due to the complexity of the site, i.e. railroad, gas lines, and utility lines, using 

one remediation alternative alone may not be possible, but this becomes a 

consideration in the final paragraphs of the report, rather than as part of the 

major identification of alternatives.  

 Several more technical reports will be needed due to the number of pilot studies 

proposed at the conclusion of this report, including ISGS and CEOR. This will 

require another evaluation of remediation alternatives after these studies are 

conducted to indicate whether or not they are feasible to the site. This process 

seems long from being completed, but the report does not seem to indicate a 

timeline of any kind, either for the pilot studies or the choosing of the alternatives 

once the studies have been conducted. 

 

 


