
Mail: April 13, 2007  Fr: J. Capece  To: M. Siddo  Re: Dipping Vat & DEP 
 
Moctar, 
 
Thank you for the feedback from FDEP regarding the arsenic results. Yes, the results are 
surprisingly low, but that's the reality...and it's good for us. 
 
Personally, I think DEP is grasping at straws in requesting more data from us...but we will do 
whatever DEP requires.  Let's just be sure that we come to a clear agreement with them on what 
they want.  Please set up a conference call for you me and the DEP representatives. 
 
And what is this about them wanting "laser imaging" of the ground?  Did they perhaps mean 
GPR (ground penetrating radar)?   
 
This would probably be useless, given what I saw at the site.  It appears that the dipping vat 
concrete lining has already been excavated.  I assume that's why we see the pile of cement debris 
near the sampling location. (see right side of Figure 6 of my report and in the attached photo).  
We should probably talk to Danny and whoever cleared that site before we have a conference 
call with DEP. 
 
As for DEP now also asking for organochlorine tests, it  would have been nice if they had said 
something about this sooner.  It seems they think we have months and months to play 20 
questions with them on this issue.  But a conference call with DEP should sort it all out. 
  
My guess it that those tests are not cheap.  Arsenic was $40 a test but I bet you that 
organochlorines will cost well over $100 per sample.  Last time I ran one of those lab tests it was 
many years ago at UF on an HP gas chromotograph with electron capture detector...a real 
headache.  I'll check with the Lee County Lab and see what is the current analytical technique 
and how much they charge. 
 
Also, if I recall correctly, sample collection and preservation for organochlorines is very 
different from heavy metals...at least for water samples.  I'll have to check the soils protocols.  
But I doubt the samples I have in cold storage for arsenic testing will be useful for the 
organichlorine analysis.  Normally organochlorines require air-tight sealing and immediate lab 
tests.  But given the higher costs of the pesticide tests, we won't be pulling many samples for that 
purpose.  Thus, it will be very important to get clear agreement from DEP on sampling locations 
and maximum depth requirement before I go pull those samples from the ground. 
 
As for them wanting us to meet FAC 62-780 requirements for depths in our arsenic results, that 
is very subjective.  The 62-780 requirements ask for 0-6", 6-24", 24-48", 48-72", etc., but 
different officials ask for different data.  In our case 0-6" was meaningless because of the site 
clearing disturbance.  6-12" was much more logical for our case.  I can run the existing 0-6" and 
12-24" and  that would meet the requirements, but we will need to talk with DEP directly and 
decide what to do next based on our preliminary results.  They should look at our diagrams while 
on the phone with us so we can agree on specific locations or depths, or else we will be playing a 
back-and-forth guessing game with them for the next several months. 



 
Nevertheless, I thought DEP might ask for us to run more arsenic depths, which is why I pulled 
the additional samples and preserved them.   
 
At least the initial sampling will help us know how to zero in on a specific area where we had the 
small arsenic hits.  We shouldn't be required to run any more tests on the fringe areas since they 
all showed no arsenic at all.  I think we should focus on the areas inside the purple lines in the 
attached diagram. 
 
As you can see from my report, I sampled at the marked vat location, and a wide area around the 
marked location, and as deep as 5 feet at 2 locations.  The deeper results matched the more 
shallow measurements very closely.  This suggests high reliability and accuracy of the results.   
 
So, first, please schedule a meeting with the site clearing people and Danny and/or his inspector.  
After that schedule a conference call with the DEP contact/expert. 
 
Thanks. 
 
John 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
At 02:55 PM 4/13/2007, Moctar wrote: 
John,  
 
I just have a call from from FDEP.  They are surprised by such low levels or arsenics. They need 
some sort or proof that the samples were taken at the right location (because the vat is already 
buried maybe a some laser imaging technology). They also want the sampling depth to be done  
according to rule 62-780 (I will have to look that up). Also they want testing done for 
organochlorine pesticide according to EPA method  8081. Also because the sample are recent 
and if well conserved they can be used for the additional test. We may need to be together next 
week. I will be on vacation on Monday, so I will not be able to attend the meeting. Let me know 
if you have any question. thanks 



 
Moctar 
 
 


