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This letter provides recommendations of the Orange County Water District (OCWD)
regarding the depth and screened intervals of the Navy’s proposed multipoint monitoring
well No. 10 near the intersection of Hearthstone and Irvine Center Drive (see attached
map). The need to install one or more multi-depth wells downgradient of the TCE plume
was discussed by OCWD and The Irvine Company in their responses to the Draft RI/FS
Work Plan in November 1990. OCWD’s understanding of the objectives of constructing well
No. 10 are as follows:

1. Delineate the downgradient extent of the TCE plume.

2. Evaiuate the potentiai for iateral and vertical migration of TCE west of Culver Drive.
3. Monitor the effectiveness of the Irvine Desalter Project in containing the TCE
plume.

To fully achieve these objectives, OCWD believes the well should be constructed based on
the following considerations:

1. The bottom of the aquifer system deepens from 500 feet at well ET-1 to over 1,000
feet at well TIC 113 on Culver Drive. Wells TIC 78 and TIC 113, showing increasing
TCE concentrations of 0.6 to 1.3 ug/L, produce from aquifers at depths of
approximately 300 to 1,100 feet below ground surface as shown on the attached
geologic cross section.
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2. Wells along Culver Drive that pump from aquifers as deep as 1,100 feet bgs create
the potential of drawing TCE-bearing groundwater further downward (below the
deepest delineated TCE occurrence of 500 feet bgs at well MCAS-7). Therefore,
presuming 500 feet is the maximum depth of TCE occurrence along Culver Drive is
premature without supporting piezometric and water quality data which encompass
the complete depth interval of concern.

3. Well MCAS-7, the most downgradient multi-depth monitoring well, is over one mile
upgradient from the furthest known extent of the TCE plume. Hence, the vertical
distribution of TCE within the aquifers near Culver Drive is unknown at present.

4, The Westbay monitoring equipment cables purchased by the Navy reportedly have
a maximum depth capability of 1,000 feet.

Based on the above considerations, OCWD recommends the pilot borehole for well No. 10
be drilled to a target depth of 1,000 feet bgs. If, at a depth of 1,000 feet, the borehole log
indicates a coarse-grained formation (aquifer), then the boring should be continued or
terminated so as to construct a multipoint well capable of monitoring that bottommost
aquifer zone. Otherwise, the well casing should be installed to screen the deepest
"significant" aquifer, as determined from the borehole and geophysical logs. A well design
with five to seven screened intervals would likely be sufficient to collect the depth-specific
piezometric and water quality data needed to address the above objectives.

OCWD regrets that the specific objectives and construction design of this important well are
being presented at such a late date. However, we believe constructing well No. 10 to
approximately 1,000 feet (rather than the 500-feet deep well originally budgeted by the
Navy) will meet the objectives outlined above and will avoid the cost of drilling another,
deeper well at the same location in a second phase of the RL

We appreciate the opportunity to present this recommendation and urge you to authorize
the additional expenditures, which are well-justified in our opinion, to complete the well as
described herein. Please call me at (714) 378-3260 if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

p [ R,

Roy L. Herndon
Project Hydrogeologist

Attachments (2)
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FACILITIES LOCATION MAP

4 IDM—1 p
Tc 107 L
e EXPLANATION
TUSTIN 5, | _
HELICOPTER g, < Active Production Well
' w
SEw & Zu 2 |
Q Cn 4 Inactive Production Well
5 0
b W10-335 ’
IC 108 Tic 41 4 Monitoring Well
Tic, 1 .
o 3% TDS > 100
& &) £ Tones /- + PROPOSED PRODUCTION WELL FOR
S 4 IRVINE DESALTER
MCAS-10
g NS0 TIC 37 MC Ry
TIC 78 " é = PROPOSED PIPELINE ROUTE (EXACT)
< TORO
Nes 1l O NS XEeToROY 8, PROPOSED PIPELINE ROUTE (APPROX.)
(8 -
S, \ TIC-110 ©

4 NORTH 2 ) % Tc for

& 4 ; p 0Q

& I 2 > TIC 38 TIC-111

N U, T—1
O Msgs-a b 0
TIC 25 > Qg/k %, TIC 35 A IDP-2 '\ [)0 WS
Q3 < 2 £
] © JCAS = 1, N4 0O
.'Q? \ (>4 CLU B \%)
LA AS—2 : FQOC D
Cp8= S Mo FCIDP /11 5 — aD——5
N Y TIC 47 X 10F=3 D D
J ] & D27 Rw-3 s-1¥ps_s 5
Tic ¢ ) RW-1 PS-5 ‘ 2
RW- & 0 1000 3000
9 CAS-5 3 + S s

> Iy U Scale (Feet)

CA &) P33 N 4 CP&NQ\\

SAND
% EGO
% GUA
~
RAROY\ VDL T\ IVMAP.OWG




E FIGURE 8

¢ <« a
SOUTHWEST & L 5 NORTHEAST CEOLOGIC

° C

g5 S 53 , CROSS SECTION B-B’

B c O 5 9 B
Ug) n E FKQ?O‘IED nw 3
rJ | el NO. 10 ! OM_1 EXPLANATION
SOUTH / (Proju:\'td) TIC 107 % - Unconsolidated High—
LAKE MCAS-5 TIC 78 TIC 113 TIC 108 ///////////////////////;y/ ] Permeability Sediments
7

7 T 7 7 %%/%///W ///// .

L /%%///////////// -

7 Lo Semiconsolidated Low—
%//////I/ osrfrrec 7] ///////’,////////, W/ 1IN,
/é////,.:,_,, A /////////////— /////////////////W'/I///// ////I///(// 7

.
/

- 3 Permeability Sediments

N

ND = Not Detected
TR = Trace (< 0.5 fg/1)

0 2,000 4,000

z 7% / v 77 "’ ;
’\.’ 7

"\?“:%/ P ) //;5'7// // 28

%

Horizontal Scale (Feet)

— -600
CROSS SECTION INDEX MAP

(R~
TIC 4' p Yoy "
c Y f? . ,\‘W
a‘@ O
Vi of./" /

./ //!{,I’I’rra o
O = B
/‘

X \,\.f/{/ﬂl E/
{ \:.' ////Z%' ~ //// //
Mi/, i MCAS-6>¢

ND
'§\,. //_{4/{_2;;‘/4/// /ﬂi’:’%////////// 2/ ”;:”,/ ’ 7
| *?%Z%%; I _ ND LA
A \35@," Z ZL 5
& N / % %
% SR K \’:’ "\\:' N

AN
: ~. L 5 . AR

ELEVATION (Feet MSL)

e A B
,‘.1711///////////7/,? “ o

El, TORO

&,

N7 N7\ \\/f%,.{s.\;? <
IR > X L 1500

\ELTORO\ XSCBB.0WG
REV. NOV. 28, 1900




