MW-2A ! 143 8155

J- 585663 1 .

WLE

0

2,000
1

4,000 Feet |
|

S 4
shas __‘." H
N o C 24ds 44 "\‘
- 3',;“ 5876 28 = :
g R 2 N
| J:..- . = ‘__—__-_-' "_‘H 1.__; e ) 6000 \5\ ' - N A\, 1 \
. L e e Gt R VA » AP R 8\ o - e (1
ST || i B\ IR 0 RN B Caw
_— e P o 1* —g 1" &+ -_ G Fitas T RS 2, " MW;J.A 359.66 ’;'
Pl f —R fc-? e ) ; i
— > . L\_: —J i / 5710.65
= e P S o Jo%
e NI~ L l , - - ¥y -
y b Lo - sl - ! E
=) I____/_ ;" } "”l{#—r& '&I/_’.> ‘- 1 '_I e m ‘.' "4 ‘:;l‘fﬂ ac
~ ¢ > L =y 25 .- { s &N e
A Bl : \ o bl o 1 ! - o : "/ 1 \\._//'
~ 2 WY Lo VSR E N =
- N A By /N 5 y
e < : ~ /|
¢ 100 5, ¥ 5 {\ i
b _— "k_ f e~ 5 .,
.-/F—' E \\' ".l.' “1’ v
N i “—I‘é\ $S ] A
= Z'J ¢ > - a
\k / Vg - _“‘H——‘ — —"* JE.
; =j N ¥
(SR Sl - o 2 ..-’1%5'\.M b-."
\Legend
~= URS Contours (Phase I) N
= = = Elevation Contour (ft amsl)W .
@ Monitoring Well
Well Name: _DTW S

TETRATECH

F|gure da.
January 2011 Potentiometric
Surface for Shallow Wells




S b
pouy . S
'%ﬁrﬂqquu,
'H-':r' %

194

Legend

j2A:"143.13
=" Bg57.31

3A: 336.11 &
' 5830.51 %
s £\

sl

~ URS Contours (Phase I)

| = = = Elevation Contour (ft amsl) W

@ Monitoring Well

Well Name: _DTW
WLE

0

Figure 5b.
May 2011 Potentiometric
Surface for Shallow Wells

TETRATECH




W

M

Sy, N
Y,

MW—2A ﬁ150 10

Orad \“‘5850 26 ¢
o ‘,,__ = 580 \ \\ %&‘
1 Mo~ L \ \Ss

k., Currle,WejI 24, 26 . 4;1—4
N }w\- 5876.46
= i

'Ll T L W | - »
‘_/ b ¥ \ |
1 “ Z
\ 3 - —""“—._J‘: ‘{/
36 1 I
2 |
i |
R
bh ~i' |

Legend

~ URS Contours (Phase I)
| = = = Elevation Contour (ft amsl)
@ Monitoring Well

Well Name: _DTW
o WLE

0 2,000

4,000 Feet ’

1
|
(
) e 3
\ ;E‘Q e \

TETRATECH

Flgure SC.
August 2012 Potentiometric

Surface for Shallow Wells




" Cur

2
~d
‘\\- .

—

e b"» Vi i
SMW:2A: 14539

T i i T T

-7 58549

A ._?\| o

7%
== l\ _/}_\ |

~— ==

Legend
’ ~—— URS Contours (Phase I)

| = = = Elevation Contour (ft amsl) W . |
@ Monitoring Well

Well Name: _DTW S
& WLE
0 2,000 4,000 Feet}’

TETRATECH

Figure 5d.
December 2012 Potentiometric
Surface for Shallow Wells




| = = = = Elevation Contour (ft amsl)

s 4

~— URS Contours (Phase ) N

@ Monitoring Well
Well Name: _DTW
WLE g

0 2,000 4,000
L | | Feet

* May not be representative of regional potentiometric conditions
as a result of very low well recovery rates due to low aquifer permeability.

——

82

1 P
-

n TETRATECH

Figure 6a.
January 2011 Potentiometric
Surface for Deep Wells




N —

s ol MW.2B: 52801 |
T Nz TS
R NS NEE
AL T T L(F
T T p

Legend
~= URS Contours (Phase I)

N
= = = Elevation Contour (ft amsl)
@ Monitoring Well W E
S

| | Well Name: _DTW

WLE 0 2,000 4,000
| | | Feet

: * May not be representative of regional potentiometric conditions
as a result of very low well recovery rates due to low aquifer permeability.

T.b TETRATECH

e |

Figure 6b.
May 2011 Potentiometric
Surface for Deep Wells




ol
Y '
1] ‘\'I o — —'—ﬂ"_‘fiﬂ
e o '.'“"‘ — - \
- ; g "ot I
=141 K.- W
™ hoaly | .-., 5 .‘i—,'u k";'
S ~
S ’ &= L=
e e — — =
2 L T
)
I QZBM— =l .—--.\_‘\‘.".
. "-:,-“-H-. _' ""5413:59% = .'-. b ,“‘"'.:“. ‘}_
At %\ co A el (O
] . -.3' : ! I.h‘:‘l !:_ " { *ﬂ-‘J i ¥ --‘-o-t_‘h—;;-; L
" , >

{
—=

7

;'\ J
== ] i 4
s A '.__' e ; q"é’_ . RN
i { & E d"( 1 ,r{‘/:/{f s T dh?’.
- - - L] ! i

|
{

g

) ‘: 3 I 1 \-
= [ 2 o e . ] \':\'
-_ AL 2 ™ - A %
i —— 4 T P ] .
i i v = A\ |
A = =3 \ - =]

R 7 e e M- 1B: 400 6a R Vo
." i 2 { }\l‘}i '-‘ 17:\ . L KN l g 1 J 5660?61:5:; o :J-_’r[ l
PN NS ARl )

“; £ e il | o ! 1 I e ‘\. 5
’ r _— b, { / i" —— . |
F | — T\ = o B~ y L / o e i )
Y AL oS N -7 MM S
¥ T \ ¥ 5 =i 7 7 W - — =
5k — - i g e Y ) _%vf-—-‘ -

ne 1 / = - 0 —~ — ‘

- | ' > o | ; - o N L -
: ﬁ\ ; ly . __L o _!\\r: 7 ,-'“:‘___,-;i"":‘_'fw.' N, \ =

i ! = " 11. ! =} - -_‘ s =4 — T : |
N7 27y RN ' 'MW-3B: 566.65 |
P L bW We599.94 20t S

-egend ST b
~—— URS Contours (Phase ) N T, | I T

. N ‘.-:‘ 1. /'_rf,l"—-_ —
== == Elevation Contour (ft amsl) W E WM Sl p——t
W TR ) & | e~ fier
@  Monitoring Well LA Y=, T —

| well Name: _DTW 0 2,000 4,000 s 15 M Q\L'\

WLE
| | | Feet

* May not be representative of regional potentiometric conditions _ 43 : t SR
as a result of very low well recovery rates due to low aquifer permeability. 4 ! e ot
_ L o T

Figure 6c¢.
Tt | TETRATECH August 2012 Potentiometric
Surface for Deep Wells




—! »
'._.‘ -
o B AT
\ N A
\ 3 %\ - { _,.I
v s = "—ﬂ\fi.. Iy
same e ' .
-~ / K = . X
= = " T o r ¢
— o g
et - " P
- » O k
i e ! ' %

2B 578.13

:;;—J%g‘\“5422:25__4, X W

\d h -‘I P I-.};li-jb——i_ﬂ_ o | ! -
g "' / o~ = } . ‘| {73 - “'
P o = ey ke
o vl = - " [ o
— 0 = B~y
w ? AW U TN
» S Y R

5 Ir/':.r"

Legend
~—= URS Contours (Phase I)
= = = Elevation Contour (ft amsl)

@  Monitoring Well
0 2,000
| |

Well Name: _DTW
WLE

4,000
| Feet

* May not be representative of regional potentiometric conditions

as a result of very low well recovery rates due to low aquifer permeability.

i
i -

7 B {
(G .

\ % i ! .-L.v.;--.;.._;{, 7|
. { | : s
{'I‘---'. ) - i i“ J ?‘ 1 AR
3 S '~._' B S ﬂq-ﬁ-"_ S b1

1 { & é JJ ,r{‘/:/& . . 15?’. i
_ \ | o " e
; I‘: i . ( l\_lc‘.'
- ;"_"’. % Y
= T3 e _h
1".' i -‘-: : '_:|_~
‘MW-1B:395.25° | 3
S .5675.04 -l |
[ = ~ W e :r:
- =l
. I.// 4 7 [~ —-"“*T = -,,_-j- —~
g 72 W v ~ 3 g.— < :

i

W e
‘MW-3B: 557.12

TETRATECH

- A -.‘_
’\!.l\‘.‘ E -
|'| . -"-c; i
i, ;{ I;I, /f‘}f - __d— vt
I—L- A g ) J g Al vk
| ,’Ir" ' i o { -—— —
> ‘ %,
. s w,
(/e —
.‘ R

L - 3! "T. e s,

Figure 6d.
December 2012 Potentiometric
Surface for Deep Wells




