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is to install borings/wells as the system is being designed. Another option is to complete the characterization
after the system is designed and as the system is being constructed. This option has resulted in significant
increases in the treatment area, requiring significant redesign, particularly of energy requirements. These
options have an advantage in that spacings between borings/wells for remediation are often closer than
boring spacings used for characterization.

continuing source of groundwater contamination. Also, NAPLs adjacent to but outside of the treatment area will continuously be difficult to see in soil.

re-contaminate the treated area. Thus, defining the NAPL contaminated area is critical.

When determining the extent of the area to be treated, the long term benefits should be
considered. When applied to all the source zone(s) aggressively, thermal remediation can hopefully
move many sites much closer to completion and delisting, and thus suitable for redevelopment.
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