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PERSONAL AND CONFIDENTIAL

cC: T. A. Foster

June 14,1984

T0: J. A. Schmid

FROM: % QW

UPDATE on C-8 IN WATER SAMPLES

.,,.,_;......_,,..._......._,_._..........._.—...._......-_.__...‘_—

The attached table shows the C-8 in water data including the most
recent data. = I conclude the new data confirm the original data.

1. The Du Pont data shows that the test does not see c-8 up river
and the sampling system does not contaminate the sample. '

2. The second Washington sample had essentially the same C-8
content as the first.

3. The new Lubeck sample shows essentially the same concentration
as the Washington sample. Thus the Washington sample is from the

Lubeck Water System as I suspect or at least the Lubeck system bas
the same concentration. ’

4. The original Little Hocking sample was very close to the
detection limit for the test.’ The concentration now appears to be
bzlow the detection limit. ' -

I do not plan to do additional sampling unless further informabion

is needed. The concentrations are very low and in my judgement
are not cause for concern.
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c-8 IN WATER {3/15784) and (6/4/84)

o e o i 3 e i e e o e o ek o e

DISTANCE . BIDE
[MILES)

7.5 up stre=am 24%
0.% up stream W

0.25 down stregm* W
0.25 down strean RV

0.25 d6wn stream _WV

3 down stream OHIO

12 down strean RV

14 down stream OHIO .

29 down stream W
50 down stream OHIO
74 down streamn 12\

79 down stream -OHI0

#wall is back fron the river'.

xxfirst community to t

xxavalues obtained from Experimental gtation mulbiplied by 1.5 to

convert to C-8 vs F content originally reported

ND = below the

e o

ND |

WD
ND
ND

ND

ake water directly from the river

detection limilb of 0.6 as C-B (0.4 as )
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