












































Figure 2.  Box Plot Comparison for Aluminum in Soil
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan
(WRS Test p-level = 0.006)
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Figure 1
Example Box Plot
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Figure 3.  Box Plot Comparison for Antimony in Soil
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan
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Figure 4.  Box Plot Comparison for Arsenic in Soil
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan
(WRS Test p-level = 0.807)
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Figure 5.  Box Plot Comparison for Barium in Soil
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan
(WRS Test p-level = 0.009)
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Figure 6.  Barium vs. Aluminum in Soil
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Figure 7.  Box Plot Comparison for Beryllium in Soil
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan

(WRS Test p-level = 0.0006)
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Figure 8.  Beryllium vs. Aluminum in Soil
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Figure 9.  Box Plot Comparison for Cadmium in Soil
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan
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Figure 10.  Box Plot Comparison for Calcium in Soil
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan
(WRS Test p-level = 0.001)
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Figure 11.  Magnesium vs. Calcium in Soil
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Figure 12.  Box Plot Comparison for Chromium in Soil
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan
(WRS Test p-level = 0.813)
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Figure 13.  Box Plot Comparison for Cobalt in Soil
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan
(WRS Test p-level = 0.045)
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Figure 14.  Cobalt vs. Manganese in Soil
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Figure 15.  Box Plot Comparison for Copper in Soil
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan
(WRS Test p-level = 0.001)
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Figure 16.  Copper vs. Iron in Soil
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Figure 17.  Box Plot Comparison for Iron in Soil
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan
(WRS Test p-level = 0.173)

IR
O

N
 (m

g/
L)

1000

10000

1e5

BG(n=122; ND=0%) Site(n=6; ND=0%)

Figure 18.  Box Plot Comparison for Lead in Soil
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan
(WRS Test p-level = 0.447)
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Figure 19.  Box Plot Comparison for Magnesium in Soil
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan

(WRS Test p-level = <0.0001)
M

A
G

N
E

S
IU

M
 (m

g/
L)

10

100

1000

10000

1e5

BG(n=122; ND=3.3%) Site(n=6; ND=0%)

Figure 20.  Box Plot Comparison for Manganese in Soil
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan
(WRS Test p-level = 0.644)
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Figure 21.  Box Plot Comparison for Mercury in Soil
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan
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Figure 22.  Box Plot Comparison for Nickel in Soil
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan
(WRS Test p-level = 0.003)
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Figure 23.  Nickel vs. Iron in Soil
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Figure 24.  Box Plot Comparison for Potassium in Soil
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan
(WRS Test p-level =0.001)
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Figure 25.  Potassium vs. Aluminum in Soil
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Figure 26.  Box Plot Comparison for Selenium in Soil
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan
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Figure 28.  Box Plot Comparison for Silver in Soil
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan
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Figure 27.  Selenium vs. Iron in Soil
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Figure 29.  Box Plot Comparison for Sodium in Soil
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan

(WRS Test p-level = 0.0002)
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Figure 30.  Box Plot Comparison for Thallium in Soil
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan
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Figure 31.  Box Plot Comparison for Vanadium in Soil
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan
(WRS Test p-level = 0.364)
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Figure 32.  Box Plot Comparison for Zinc in Soil
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan
(WRS Test p-level = 0.002)
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Figure 33.  Zinc vs. Aluminum in Soil
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Figure 1
Example Box Plot
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Figure 2.  Box Plot Comparison for Alumium in Groundwater
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan
(WRS Test p-level = 0.915)
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Figure 3.  Box Plot Comparison for Antimony in Groundwater
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan
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Figure 4.  Box Plot Comparison for Arsenic in Groundwater
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan
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Figure 5.  Box Plot Comparison for Barium in Groundwater
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan
(WRS Test p-level = 0.830)
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Figure 6.  Box Plot Comparison for Beryllium in Groundwater
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan
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Figure 7.  Box Plot Comparison for Cadmium in Groundwater
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan
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Figure 8.  Box Plot Comparison for Calcium in Groundwater
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan
(WRS Test p-level = 0.024)
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Figure 9.  Magnesium vs. Calcium in Unfiltered 
Groundwater
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Figure 10.  Box Plot Comparison for Chromium in Groundwater
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan
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Figure 11.  Box Plot Comparison for Cobalt in Groundwater
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan
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Figure 12.  Box Plot Comparison for Copper in Groundwater
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan
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Figure 13.  Box Plot Comparison for Iron in Groundwater
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan
(WRS Test p-level = 0.642)
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Figure 14.  Box Plot Comparison for Lead in Groundwater

Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan
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Figure 15.  Box Plot Comparison for Magnesium in Groundwater
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan
(WRS Test p-level = 0.006)
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Figure 16.  Box Plot Comparison for Manganese in Groundwater
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan
(WRS Test p-level = 0.186)
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Figure 17.  Box Plot Comparison for Mercury in Groundwater
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan

M
E

R
C

U
R

Y 
(m

g/
L)

1e-5

1e-4

0.001

BG(n=56; ND=100%) Site(n=3; ND=100%)

Figure 18.  Box Plot Comparison for Nickel in Groundwater
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan
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Figure 19.  Box Plot Comparison for Potassium in Groundwater
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan
(WRS Test p-level = 0.068)
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Figure 20.  Box Plot Comparison for Selenium in Groundwater
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan
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Figure 21.  Box Plot Comparison for Silver in Groundwater
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan
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Figure 22.  Box Plot Comparison for Sodium in Groundwater
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan
(WRS Test p-level = 0.006)
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Figure 23.  Sodium vs. Calcium in Unfiltered 
Groundwater
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Figure 24.  Box Plot Comparison for Thallium in Groundwater
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan
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Figure 25.  Box Plot Comparison for Vanadium in Groundwater
Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan
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Figure 26.  Box Plot Comparison for Zinc in Groundwater

Parcel 66(7), Ft. McClellan
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