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1.0 Introduction

The former Fort Ord, located in northern Monterey County, California (Figure 1) was an active U.S. Army
base from 1917 to 1994 encompassing approximately 28,000 acres. The U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (USEPA) added Fort Ord to the National Priorities List primarily on the basis of groundwater
contamination discovered in 1990 beneath the Fort Ord Landfills, which were subsequently designated
as Operable Unit 2 (OU2). Fort Ord was placed on the Base Realignment and Closure list in 1991. As the
lead agency, the U.S. Department of the Army (Army) manages the cleanup of the former Fort Ord in
accordance with the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act,
commonly known as Superfund. Activities include conducting risk assessments, remedial investigations,
feasibility studies, and implementation of selected remedies for site cleanup of hazardous substances
released into the environment as a result of previous Army activities. The remedial alternative and
cleanup goals are selected in a decision document, and remedial activities are initiated accordingly.
Monitoring of remedial activities ensures the remedy is operating properly and successfully to achieve
cleanup goals.

The quarterly groundwater monitoring program (GWMP) at the former Fort Ord began in 1993 as a
result of a Basewide Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study conducted in accordance with the Federal
Facility Agreement. The Federal Facility Agreement became effective November 19, 1990 after it was
signed by representatives of the Army, USEPA Region 9, the California Department of Health Services
(now the California Department of Toxic Substances Control), and the California Regional Water Quality
Control Board, Central Coast Region (CCRWQCB). The GWMP currently includes monitoring the progress
of remedial actions at three sites: Sites 2 and 12, OU2, and Operable Unit Carbon Tetrachloride Plume
(OUCTP). This report summarizes remedial activities and monitoring at OUCTP.

The quarterly GWMP includes measuring depth to water and collecting groundwater samples for
chemical analysis from groundwater monitoring and extraction wells at OUCTP (Figure 2).! The presence
and concentration of chemicals of concern (COCs) in wells associated with OUCTP are compared with
each COC’s Aquifer Cleanup Level (ACL) to determine their horizontal and vertical distribution in the
aquifers. Table 1 lists the ACLs for OUCTP groundwater COCs as stated in the Record of Decision,
Operable Unit Carbon Tetrachloride Plume, Former Fort Ord, California (OUCTP ROD; Army, 2008).
Groundwater elevations and flow directions are determined using depth to water measurements
collected during the quarterly GWMP events.

1 Well names are referenced throughout this report according to a Fort Ord-specific naming convention (ST-SSS-000-
XXX), where ST = monitoring station type, SSS = two- or three-character site identification code, 000 = monitoring station
number, and XXX = monitoring depth or aquifer designation. Monitoring station type codes (ST) are EW = extraction well,
MP = multi-port well, MW = monitoring well, PZ = piezometer, and TS = treatment system. Site identification codes are
BW = Basewide (generally OUCTP wells), OU1 = Operable Unit 1, and OU2 = Operable Unit 2, though a well with a
specific code may be used to monitor more than one study area. Monitoring depths are expressed as feet below ground
surface and aquifer designations are A = A-Aquifer, 180 = Upper or Lower 180-Foot Aquifer, and 400 = 400-Foot Aquifer.
For example, well name MW-BW-15-A represents OUCTP monitoring well number 15 that is screened in the A-Aquifer.
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Project activities were performed according to the following documents:

e Quality Assurance Project Plan, Former Fort Ord, California, Volume I, Appendix A, Final Revision
7, Groundwater Remedies and Monitoring at Operable Unit 2, Sites 2 and 12, and Operable Unit
Carbon Tetrachloride Plume (QAPP; AEI, 2019)

e Final Operable Unit Carbon Tetrachloride Plume Remedial Action Work Plan Addendum, Former
Fort Ord, California (RAWP Addendum; AEl, 2016)

e Accident Prevention Plan, Operable Unit 2, Sites 2 and 12, and Operable Unit Carbon
Tetrachloride Plume, Former Fort Ord, California (Ahtna, 2019) and associated Activity Hazard
Analyses

1.1  Purpose of this Report

Ahtna Global, LLC prepared this Operable Unit Carbon Tetrachloride Plume Fourth Quarter 2019 through
Third Quarter 2020 Groundwater Monitoring Report on behalf of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
(USACE) Sacramento District, per Contract W91238-19-C-0027. This report documents the groundwater
remediation and monitoring activities conducted at OUCTP in the former Fort Ord, California (Figure 1)
from October 1, 2019 through September 30, 2020 (the “reporting period”). The guidance contained in
the O&M Report Template for Ground Water Remedies (with Emphasis on Pump and Treat Systems)
(USEPA, 2005) was utilized in preparing this report.

This report presents:

e OUCTP GWMP data.

e QOUCTP enhanced in situ bioremediation (EISB) post-treatment monitoring data from previous
deployment areas.

e Detailed discussions of OUCTP GWMP results and remedy performance results.

e Recommendations for system modifications to improve performance, reduce costs, and/or
increase the likelihood of site closeout.

1.2  Brief Summary of Conceptual Site Model

OUCTP includes portions of three aquifers: the A-Aquifer, the Upper 180-Foot Aquifer, and the Lower
180-Foot Aquifer. OUCTP COCs for each aquifer are listed in Table 1; however, carbon tetrachloride (CT),
with an ACL of 0.5 micrograms per liter (ug/L), is used to define the extent of the OUCTP area because it
is historically the most frequently detected COC with a plume extent that encompasses the areas of all
other detected COCs. No contamination has been observed in the 400-Foot Aquifer.

Depth to groundwater in the unconfined A-Aquifer is 24 feet to 175 feet below ground surface across
the northern part of the former Fort Ord. Groundwater in the A-Aquifer flows from the south to the
north and deviates to the west and east along a north to northeast-trending groundwater divide, which
extends from the eastern portion of the Fort Ord Landfills to the former Fritzsche Army Airfield (now the
Marina Municipal Airport) (Figures 3 through 6). Groundwater west of the A-Aquifer divide flows toward
the western edge of the Fort Ord Salinas Valley Aquitard (FO-SVA), where it enters the unconfined
portion of the Upper 180-Foot Aquifer. Groundwater flowing east of the A-Aquifer divide eventually
discharges to the Salinas River. The A-Aquifer lithology consists primarily of fine to medium well-sorted

Ahtna Global, LLC 2
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dune sands and is separated from the Upper 180-Foot Aquifer by the FO-SVA, which consists primarily of
blue-gray plastic clay with interbedded units of fine sand. The FO-SVA Channel Low preferential pathway
is present in the A-Aquifer and is a very important feature. This feature is a significant reason for the
locations of new wells for the site.

CT was apparently disposed of at a location near what is now Lexington Court (within the former

Fort Ord) possibly sometime in the 1950s as part of various training and maintenance activities where CT
and other solvents were used (MACTEC, 2006). CT (and other volatile organic compounds [VOCs] to a
lesser extent) entered the underlying A-Aquifer and migrated north along the western edge of the
groundwater divide, then west-northwest parallel to Reservation Road.

Depth to groundwater in the Upper 180-Foot Aquifer is between 45 feet and 260 feet below ground
surface across the northern part of the former Fort Ord. The Upper 180-Foot Aquifer lithology consists
primarily of sandy deposits with some gravel approximately 60 feet thick and is separated from the
Lower 180-Foot Aquifer by the Intermediate 180-Foot Aquitard, which consists primarily of silt and clay
units. Groundwater in the Upper 180-Foot Aquifer flows eastward and southeastward (Figures 14
through 17). The plume migrated into the Upper 180-Foot Aquifer through two known vertical conduits
in the FO-SVA, creating two distinct parallel plumes. These vertical conduits (monitoring wells installed
with inadequate sanitary seals) were decommissioned in 1999 and 2005. The two parallel plumes
commingled and continued to migrate southeastward toward a natural vertical conduit (a discontinuity
in the Intermediate 180-Foot Aquitard) southeast of monitoring well MW-0U2-64-180.

The Lower 180-Foot Aquifer consists of approximately 200 feet of coarse sand and gravel. Significant
local and regional pumping from this aquifer since the 1940s has resulted in seawater intrusion that
extends to the northern portion of OUCTP and a reversal of natural groundwater flow direction.
Groundwater flows to the east in the Lower 180-Foot Aquifer (Figures 25 through 28) but varies
seasonally between northeast and southeast in response to increased agricultural pumping in the
Salinas Valley. CT entered the Lower 180-Foot Aquifer likely through at least one of the same vertical
conduits through which it entered the Upper 180-Foot Aquifer, and also through the natural vertical
conduit in the Intermediate 180-Foot Aquitard, creating two distinct plumes: one north and one south of
Reservation Road. VOC concentrations associated with OUCTP in the Lower 180-Foot Aquifer south of
Reservation Road are commingled with VOC concentrations associated with OU2.

1.3 Statement of Remedy Goals and Conditions for Terminating the Groundwater
Remedy

Groundwater at OUCTP is considered a potential drinking water, industrial water, and agricultural water
source under the Water Quality Control Plan for the Central Coast Basin (CCRWQCB, 2019) although the
water is not currently being used for these purposes. Accordingly, the OUCTP groundwater remedy goals
are to protect human health and comply with Federal and State laws and regulations by returning
groundwater to a condition that will allow beneficial use, including potential future use as a drinking
water source, as described in OUCTP ROD (Army, 2008). Specifically, the remedial action objective is to
remediate COCs in the A-Aquifer, Upper 180-Foot Aquifer, and Lower 180-Foot Aquifer to Federal or
State drinking water Maximum Contaminant Levels (MCLs) or lower for some COCs. These goals are
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accomplished through EISB and monitored natural attenuation (MNA) in the A-Aquifer, hydraulic control
and containment of contaminated groundwater through extraction and treatment of groundwater
exceeding ACLs in the Upper 180-Foot Aquifer, and MNA in the Lower 180-Foot Aquifer. It is further
stated in the OUCTP ROD that the achievement of the remedial action objectives would restore the
beneficial uses of groundwater within and adjacent to OUCTP and the ACLs are acceptable contaminant
concentrations that, when achieved within a site, would reduce potential risks and comply with
applicable or relevant and appropriate requirements. It is anticipated that the remedies will achieve the
cleanup of the COCs to MCLs in groundwater at the OUCTP in 2029.

The OUCTP groundwater plume is characterized by the presence of eight COCs (Chloroform; CT; 1,1-
dichloroethene [1,1-DCE]; methylene chloride; tetrachloroethene [PCE]; total 1,2-dichloroethene [total
1,2-DCE]; vinyl chloride; and trichloroethene [TCE]) in groundwater in the A-Aquifer, one COC (CT) in the
Upper 180-Foot Aquifer, and two COCs (CT and 1,2-dichloroethane [1, 2-DCA]) in the Lower 180-Foot
Aquifer at concentrations above their respective ACLs (Table 1).

Criteria for terminating the groundwater remedy are based on decision rules identified in the QAPP (AEI,
2019). Groundwater monitoring wells and extraction wells are sampled quarterly during the
remediation monitoring phase.? The remediation monitoring phase is complete and the attainment
monitoring phase begins when four consecutive quarters of monitoring data show concentrations of all
COCs in a well are less than or equal to their respective ACLs. The attainment monitoring phase for a
well is complete when concentrations of all COCs in the well meet one of the following statements:

e COC concentrations are less than or equal to their respective ACLs in eight consecutive
monitoring events and data analysis indicates COC concentrations are stable or declining,® or

e COC concentrations are below their respective limits of quantitation or below 10 percent of
their respective ACLs, whichever is greater, in six consecutive monitoring events.

When the attainment monitoring phase for a well is complete, the well may be removed from the
sampling program. If the well is no longer needed for groundwater elevation data, it will be proposed for
decommissioning. The groundwater remedy termination metric to be evaluated will be whether the
attainment monitoring phase is complete for all wells within each hydraulic zone at OUCTP,* at which
point the groundwater remedy for each aquifer may be terminated and closure of the OUCTP
groundwater remedies will be proposed in a remedial action completion report.

1.4 Remedy Description

The A-Aquifer, Upper 180-Foot Aquifer, and Lower 180-Foot Aquifer are impacted by OUCTP COCs
(Table 1). The remedies for each aquifer are described in the OUCTP ROD (Army, 2008) and summarized
below. In a letter dated September 3, 2013, the USEPA concurred with the Army’s determination that

2 As defined in Recommended Approach for Evaluating Completion of Groundwater Restoration Remedial Actions at a
Groundwater Monitoring Well (USEPA, 2014).

3 The eight consecutive monitoring events may include events completed during the remediation monitoring phase.
4 See the QAPP (AEI, 2019) for descriptions of OUCTP hydraulic zones. Maps of the OUCTP hydraulic zones in the A-
Aquifer, Upper 180-Foot Aquifer, and Lower 180-Foot Aquifer are presented in Appendix C.
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the OUCTP remedies are “operating properly and successfully” and provided a remedy construction
complete determination (USEPA, 2011 and 2013).

1.4.1 A-Aquifer EISB

The OUCTP A-Aquifer groundwater remedy is EISB performed in six deployment areas (Pilot Study, 1A,
1B, 1C, 2A, and 2B) from 2007 to 2012, and MNA as described in the Final Operable Unit Carbon
Tetrachloride Plume A-Aquifer Remedial Action Construction Completion Report (Shaw, 2012).°

In June 2015 eight new OUCTP A-Aquifer groundwater monitoring wells were installed to delineate the
CT plume in the southeastern portion of the estimated plume extent near the groundwater divide. The
results of the investigation indicated the CT plume had migrated further east and north than previously
defined and the potential for the plume to migrate further. Therefore, EISB Deployment Area 3A was
constructed in October 2016 and began operation in December 2016 according to the RAWP Addendum
(AEI, 2016). Injection and recirculation of the sodium lactate substrate was completed in August 2017,
after which the injection and recirculation system was shut down and long-term performance
monitoring was initiated. The ten extraction wells and four monitoring wells within EISB Deployment
Area 3A were monitored quarterly, from the Third Quarter 2017 through the Fourth Quarter 2018.
Detailed analysis of the results of the EISB treatment in Deployment Area 3A is presented in the OUCTP
Deployment Area 3A Data Summary Report, EISB (AEl, 2020).

Groundwater in the A-Aquifer is monitored in select deployment area wells for post EISB-treatment
water quality parameters as well as COCs. The measurement data is used to assess the effect of EISB on
the aquifer and reduction of COC concentrations to support MNA as described in the Final Operable Unit
Carbon Tetrachloride Plume Remedial Action Work Plan, Former Fort Ord, California; Appendix A,
Operable Unit Carbon Tetrachloride Plume A-Aquifer Remedial Design Addendum (AES, 2014).

1.4.2 Upper 180-Foot Aquifer Pump and Treat

The Upper 180-Foot Aquifer groundwater remedy has been in operation since September 2011 and
includes one groundwater extraction well (EW-0U2-09-180) connected to the OU2 groundwater
treatment system (GWTS). The extracted groundwater is treated with granular activated carbon as
described in the OU2 Groundwater Monitoring and Treatment System Quarterly and Annual Reports.
The OU2 groundwater treatment plant (GWTP) was transitioned from the old facility located at the
western extent of the OU2 plume area to a new facility located at the Fort Ord Landfills. During the
transition period (October 12 to November 21, 2018), the OU2 GWTS and EW-0U2-09-180 were offline;
however, there were no significant changes in CT concentrations observed at EW-OU2-09-180 or nearby
monitoring wells as a result of the OU2 GWTS being offline during the transition.

1.4.3 Lower 180-Foot Aquifer MNA

MNA was implemented as the groundwater remedy for the Lower 180-Foot Aquifer in March 2011 as
described in the Final Operable Unit Carbon Tetrachloride Plume, Lower 180-Foot Aquifer Remedial
Design (Shaw, 2010) and in the Final Well Installation Completion Report, Operable Unit Carbon

5 EISB provides a substrate (carbon source) to the existing bacteria in the groundwater to support anaerobic degradation
(reductive dechlorination) of COCs. Sodium lactate was used as the substrate in all of the OUCTP EISB deployment areas.
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Tetrachloride Plume Lower 180-Foot Aquifer and Operable Unit 2 (AES, 2011). Additionally, there is a
contingency plan for wellhead treatment of groundwater (via granular activated carbon or air stripping)
at potable water supply wells that are extracting groundwater from the Lower 180-Foot Aquifer if COCs
associated with OUCTP are detected at concentrations above the ACLs in these water supply wells
(Shaw, 2010). Groundwater monitoring locations for each aquifer are shown in Figure 2.

1.4.4 Other Remedy Components

As specified in the OUCTP ROD (Army, 2008), the remedy includes institutional controls (i.e., deed
restrictions) to prevent access or use of groundwater within the OUCTP area for any purpose until
cleanup levels are met, and to maintain the integrity of any current or future remedial or monitoring
system including monitoring, extraction, and injection wells.

Ahtna Global, LLC 6
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2.0 Subsurface Performance Summary

2.1 Sampling Events Performed During this Reporting Period

This report summarizes OUCTP GWMP field and laboratory data gathered during four quarterly
monitoring events. The monitoring events occurred as tabulated below.®

Scheduled GWMP Events

Event Description Start Date End Date

Fourth Quarter 2019 December 2, 2019 December 6, 2019
First Quarter 2020 March 2, 2020 March 6, 2020
Second Quarter 2020 June 1, 2020 June 5, 2020

Third Quarter 2020 August 31, 2020 September 4, 2020

2.2 Sampling Methodologies and Laboratory Analyses

The majority of the groundwater samples were collected using passive diffusion bags (PDBs) at
groundwater monitoring wells and extraction wells where the extraction pump was removed. Vertical
placement of a PDB within the well screen is designed to capture the highest COC concentration zone of
the aquifer based on historical data from the saturated screen interval. If the well has two or more high
(or similar) COC concentration zones, then hanging multiple PDBs or periodically rotating a PDB between
hanging stations is necessary.

PDBs are placed at a designated depth using PDB sampler hardware consisting of a dedicated rope and
stainless steel weight secured to the top of the well casing or well cap. The PDB hardware rope is fitted
with PDB hanging stations, usually at 5-foot intervals in the well screen zone. Depth to water
measurements taken prior to sample collection ensures proper placement and complete groundwater
submersion of the PDB, which is necessary for representative data collection. Once sampling is
completed, a new PDB for the next quarterly GWMP event (if the well is sampled quarterly) is hung at
the appropriate station. PDBs are typically left in place for three months (but must remain in place for at
least two weeks) before sampling.

Some monitoring wells are multiport wells with multiple screened zones across multiple aquifers. These
multiport wells are sampled and monitored for depth to groundwater using Westbay Instruments®
multilevel groundwater monitoring system.

Select monitoring wells in the EISB deployment areas are also monitored for water quality parameters
including dissolved oxygen (DO), oxidation-reduction potential (ORP), pH, specific conductance,
temperature, and turbidity (AES, 2014). A downhole water quality meter is used to measure the water
quality parameters at each of the wells after they are sampled with PDBs.

% The listed start and end dates are the scheduled GWMP event dates. Additional samples may be collected after the
scheduled end date for technical reasons (see Section 2.3 and Table 3).
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Samples from operable Fort Ord supply wells are collected from a designated sampling spigot at the
wellhead, which is turned online for a sufficient time before sampling to remove stagnant water from
pumping and sampling pipes. Sampling standard operating procedures and the monitoring schedule for
the OUCTP GWMP are in the QAPP (AEI, 2019).

SGS North America, Inc. (SGS) performed analyses for the OUCTP GWMP. SGS is accredited through the
Department of Defense Environmental Laboratory Accreditation Program. OUCTP GWMP samples are
analyzed for a project-specific list of OUCTP COCs (Table 1) by USEPA Method 8260 SIM (selected ion
monitoring).

2.3 Deviations from the QAPP

The scheduled GWMP sample locations are listed in Table 2. Changes in the GWMP during the reporting
period are listed in Table 3.

The groundwater monitoring well sampling schedule is adjusted periodically to fill data gaps or reduce
sampling frequency at locations that have historically low COC concentrations. These adjustments are
made based on analyses of historical results at each sampling point and comparison to decision rules in
the QAPP (AEI, 2019).

2.4 Well Maintenance

Field teams evaluated the physical integrity of each well during routine monitoring activities to ensure
collection of representative samples, aquifer protection from potential exposure to surface
contaminants, and safe access to the well by field technicians. Well maintenance notes and repairs are
shown in Table 4.

2.5 Sampling Results and Interpretation
2.5.1 A-Aquifer

2.5.1.1 Water Levels

Depth to groundwater measurements were collected from 99 OUCTP A-Aquifer wells during the
reporting period. Measurements and calculated groundwater elevations are presented in Table 5.
Groundwater elevation contours for the OUCTP A-Aquifer during the reporting period are presented in
Figures 3 through 6. Hydrographs of representative A-Aquifer wells in Figure 7 show relatively steady
groundwater elevations in the A-Aquifer over time, though with a downward trend. Groundwater
elevations decreased by 0.37 of a foot on average since the Second Quarter 2020 (Ahtna, 2020) and
increased by 1.14 feet on average compared to Third Quarter 2019 (Ahtna, 2021). The average OUCTP
A-Aquifer groundwater elevation has increased 4.7 feet since the Second Quarter 2015, which was the
lowest groundwater elevation observed in the last eight years.

During the reporting period, groundwater elevations and flow directions in the A-Aquifer were
consistent with previous trends. Groundwater elevations in the A-Aquifer do not exhibit significant
seasonal variation, likely due to the thick vadose zone (up to 175 feet) that appears to buffer
precipitation infiltration over time and no seasonal increased pumping of the aquifer. With the
exception of the western A-Aquifer near the edge of the FO-SVA where groundwater elevations were
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consistent throughout the period of the hydrograph, elevations have exhibited a decreasing trend since
reaching relative highs during El Nifio related precipitation in 1997 and 1998 and reached historic lows
during the Second Quarter 2015.

Local drought conditions led to less than normal precipitation in water years 2012 through 2015, with
recent water years 2016 through 2019 reaching normal and above-normal precipitation (except for
water year 2018 and a decrease in 2020), as shown in the table below. California drought intensity was
categorized as tabulated below during the same time span. The drought intensity peaked during the
2015 water year, with 46 percent of the state of California categorized as “D4: Exceptional Drought”
conditions. Dramatic drought condition improvement was seen in the 2017 water year with 54 percent
of the state of California with “None: No Drought” conditions. This drought improvement receded in the
2018 water year with 35 percent of the state with “None: No Drought” conditions and 32 percent in the
“D0: Abnormally Dry” conditions, though in the 2019 water year 62 percent of the state of California
was in “None: No Drought” conditions, which was the highest observed since 2013. Drought conditions
were similar in 2020.

Local Precipitation Drought Conditions, Water Years 2012 through 2020

Percent of Percent Area Covered in California: Average Drought Intensity®
Average
Precipitationin  None:  DO: D1: D2: D3: D4:
Water California Central No Abnormally Moderate Severe Extreme Exceptional
Year’ Coast? Drought Dry Drought  Drought Drought Drought
2012 67 No Data
2013 56 9 17 26 46 2 0
2014 47 1 1 5 33 36 23
2015 73 0 2 5 21 27 46
2016 90 1 8 16 20 23 32
2017 150 54 15 11 7 7 6
2018 59 35 32 20 11 2 0
2019 136 62 16 17 5 1 0
2020 81 47 23 19 10 2 0

2.5.1.2 Groundwater COC Concentrations

The following summarizes GWMP events during the reporting period.

7 Water Year: time period of 12 months between October 1 and Sept 30 for which precipitation totals are measured.
& Source (DWR, 2012 to 2020).
% Source (NIDIS, 2020).
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e During the Fourth Quarter 2019 groundwater samples were collected at 44 OUCTP A-Aquifer
well locations. Analytical results for these samples are presented in Table 6 and CT
concentrations and COC contours at the ACL are shown in Figure 8.0

e During the First Quarter 2020 groundwater samples were collected at 45 OUCTP A-Aquifer well
locations. Analytical results for these samples are presented in Table 7 and CT concentrations
and COC contours at the ACL are shown in Figure 9.

e During the Second Quarter 2020 groundwater samples were collected at 48 OUCTP A-Aquifer
well locations. Analytical results for these samples are presented in Table 8 and CT
concentrations and COC contours at the ACL are shown in Figure 10.

e During the Third Quarter 2020 groundwater samples were collected at 66 OUCTP A-Aquifer well
locations. Analytical results for these samples are presented in Table 9 and CT concentrations
and COC contours at the ACL are shown in Figure 11.

Figure 12 shows historical and current CT ACL exceedance contours for 2008 and 2020. The Validation
Summary Reports (VSRs) are presented in Appendix A. Appendix B contains CT historical trend charts for
select OUCTP monitoring wells. Below is a summary of COC analytical results at the OUCTP A-Aquifer for
the Third Quarter 2020.

Two of the eight COCs (CT and chloroform) were detected above their ACLs in the OUCTP A-Aquifer
during the Third Quarter 2020. The other six COCs were either detected below their ACLs or not
detected (ND) in the OUCTP A-Aquifer (Table 9). The maximum concentration of each COC in the Third
Quarter 2020 is summarized in the table below.

Maximum COC Concentrations for the OUCTP A-Aquifer in the Third Quarter 2020

Maximum

Concentration (ug/L) Locations  Locations

Above with
COC Name Result Location ACL Detections Additional Comments
1,1-DCE ND! N/AY? 0 0% No detections in the A-Aquifer
Total 1,2-DCE  0.17 J* EW-BW-135-A 0 3% EISB Deployment Area 2A
CT 3.3 MW-BW-26-A 20 62% EISB Deployment Area 2A
Chloroform 93 MW-BW-35-A 4 56% Downgradient of EISB Deployment

Area 2A

Methylene ND N/A 0 0% No detections in the A-Aquifer
chloride

10 ¢T ACL exceedance contours in Figures 8 through 13, 19 through 24, and 30 through 39 are not drawn around single
wells with CT concentrations above the CT ACL if the well is outside the main CT plume and there are insufficient data to
establish the extent of a plume contour. Regardless, all wells with detected concentrations of CT above the CT ACL are
indicated by bolded font in the figures and associated tables.

11 ND: Not detected at monitoring or extraction well locations during the reporting period. A detection is a concentration
at or above the laboratory limit of detection.

12 N/A: not applicable.

13 J: an estimated detection below the limit of quantitation.
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Maximum . .
Concentration (ug/L) Locations Locations
Above with
COC Name Result Location ACL Detections Additional Comments
PCE 0.11J EW-BW-124-A 0 2% EISB Deployment Area 2A
EW-BW-124-A,
TCE 1.1 EW-BW-129-A, 0 21% EISB Deployment Area 2A
EW-BW-135-A
Vinyl chloride ND N/A 0 0% No detections in the A-Aquifer

Two of the eight OUCTP A-Aquifer COCs were detected at concentrations exceeding their respective
ACLs during the reporting period (CT and chloroform). The remaining six OUCTP A-Aquifer COCs were
detected at concentrations at or below their respective ACLs or were ND in the OUCTP A-Aquifer (Tables
6 through 9). Figures 8 through 11 show CT detections and detections of COCs other than CT that
exceeded their respective ACLs during the reporting period, and the validation qualifiers as described in

Appendix A. The maximum concentration of each COC in the reporting period is summarized in the table

below.

Maximum COC Concentrations for the OUCTP A-Aquifer during the Reporting Period

(2019-4Q through 2020-3Q)

Maximum

ACL

Concentration (pug/L)

COC Name Result

(ng/L)

Location

Quarter
Identified

Additional Comments

1,1-DCE 6.0 ND N/A

N/A

No detections in the A-Aquifer; the last
detection was in the 2016-2017
reporting period at MW-BW-50-A.

Total 1,2-DCE 6.0 0.22]

EW-BW-135-A

2020-1Q

Located in EISB Deployment Area 2A;
total 1,2-DCE was only detected in one
other well (MW-BW-27-A in EISB
Deployment Area 2B), which is similar
to the previous reporting period
(Ahtna, 2021).

CT 05 49

MW-BW-26-A

2020-1Q

EISB Deployment Area 2A; this
detection decreased compared to the
previous reporting period (Ahtna,
2021).

Chloroform 2.0 21.3

MW-BW-35-A 2019-4Q

Downgradient of EISB Deployment
Area 2B MW-BW-36-A; maximum
chloroform concentration trend since
monitoring began in 2000 (Appendix B,
Figure B30).
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Maximum
ACL Concentration (pug/L) Quarter
COC Name (ng/L) Result Location Identified Additional Comments
EISB Deployment Area 2A and
Methylene 50  075] MW-BW-26-A 2019-4Q downgradient of Pilot Study. There
Chloride ) ) MW-BW-65-A 2020-2Q  were no detection in the previous

reporting period (Ahtna, 2021).

EISB Deployment Area 2A. PCE was
only detected at EW-BW-124-A during

PCE 50 0.14) EW-BW-124-A 2019-4Q the reporting period and has decreased
since the previous reporting period
(Ahtna, 2021).

EISB Deployment Area 2A. TCE has an
EW-BW-124-A overall decreasing or constant
TCE >0 12 EW-BW-135-A 2019-4Q concentration trend below the ACL

(Appendix B, Figures B8 and B11).

EISB Deployment Area 2A. This was the
only detection of vinyl chloride during
the reporting period, similar to the
previous reporting period (AGL, 2020).

Vinyl chloride 0.1 0.050) EW-BW-135A 2020-1Q

The maximum concentrations of COCs detected during the reporting period are consistent with the
maximum COC concentrations detected in the previous reporting period (Ahtna, 2021) and generally
occurred at the same wells or in the same hydraulic zone and monitoring frequencies are included in
Table 2.

Select A-Aquifer monitoring well COC concentration trends that are representative for each hydraulic
zone are presented in Appendix B.2* The extent of the CT plume has historically remained relatively
stable through the reporting period; however, the CT plumes in the A-Aquifer exhibited some changes
during the previous reporting period (Ahtna, 2021). The CT A-Aquifer plume changes during the
reporting period are described below according to hydraulic zone as shown in the QAPP (AEl, 2019) and
Appendix C:

e Hydraulic Zone 1: This area encompasses the Lexington Court source area (Appendix C and
Figure 11) and EISB Deployment Areas 1A, 1B, and 1C (Figure 13). The CT plume remained the
same during the reporting period in this hydraulic zone. EW-BW-109-A was the only well with
concentrations of CT above the ACL; however, this well is not connected to the main CT plume
due to CT concentrations below the ACL in several wells to the north. Monitoring wells in EISB
Deployment Areas 1A and 1B have been removed from the groundwater monitoring program
due to low CT concentrations; however, wells in EISB Deployment Area 1C continue to be

14 Hydraulic zones are based on the zone of groundwater with COC concentrations above ACLs and influenced by the
groundwater remedy.
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monitored. During the reporting period, the maximum CT concentration was 1.4 ug/L at EW-
BW-109-A in the Fourth Quarter 2019 (Table 6 and Figure 8). Key monitoring well trends
observed in this reporting period are discussed below and monitoring frequencies are included
in Table 2.

O

EW-BW-109-A (Appendix B, Figure B5): Located in EISB Deployment Area 1C. EW-BW-109-A
is the only well in Hydraulic Zone 1 with CT concentrations above the ACL. CT concentrations
have been above the ACL in this well since it was installed in 2009, except for one event in
2014. The historical maximum CT concentration was 6.6 pg/L in 2012. CT concentrations
have been declining since 2014 and concentrations ranged from 0.63 to 1.4 pg/L during the
reporting period.

EW-BW-112-A (Appendix B, Figure B6): Located in EISB Deployment Area 1C. CT
concentrations declined to ND after EISB treatment in 2010. This well was proposed for
removal from the GWMP in the previous reporting period (Ahtna, 2021) and the last sample
was collected during the reporting period in the Third Quarter 2020 (Table 9).
EW-BW-119-A (Appendix B, Figure B7): Located in EISB Deployment Area 1C. CT
concentrations were above the ACL from 2009 through 2014 and have been ND since 2016.
This well was proposed for removal from the GWMP in the previous reporting period
(Ahtna, 2021) and the last sample was collected during the reporting period in the Third
Quarter 2020 (Table 9).

MP-BW-46-095 (Appendix B, Figure B21): Located in EISB Deployment Area 1C adjacent to
EW-BW-109-A. CT concentrations steadily declined since 2005, decreased below the ACL
after EISB treatment in 2011, and have remained near or below the ACL since then, with the
CT concentration at 0.13 J pg/L during the reporting period. This well is proposed for
removal from the GWMP (Section 4.0).

MW-BW-24-A (Appendix B, Figure B25): Located south of EISB Deployment Area 2A and
northwest of EISB Deployment Area 1C. CT was first detected at MW-BW-24-A above the
ACL in 2008, with concentrations peaking in 2011 at 7.5 ug/L followed by declining
concentrations from 2011 through 2013, which may be related to this monitoring well’s
location downgradient of EISB Deployment Area 1C. A significant increase in CT
concentration was observed in 2016 (8.8 ug/L, the maximum historical concentration for
this well), though concentrations have been declining since then. CT was ND during the
reporting period. TCE concentrations follow a similar pattern to CT, though measured TCE
concentrations were always below the ACL. This well is proposed for a reduction in
monitoring frequency from quarterly to annually (Section 4.0).

e Hydraulic Zone 2: This area encompasses a portion of EISB Deployment Area 3A and

downgradient areas east of the groundwater divide.?®> The extent of the CT plume in this area

increased during the First Quarter 2020 event (Figure 9) when CT concentrations were detected
above the ACL at monitoring wells MW-BW-58-A and MW-BW-94-AR. During the reporting
period, seven monitoring wells in this area had concentrations of CT that were above the ACL,

15 EISB treatment at Deployment Area 3A was conducted from 2016 to 2017 (see Section 2.5.1.3).

Ahtna Global, LLC 13



OUCTP 2019-4Q through 2020-3Q Groundwater Report Former Fort Ord, California

with a maximum concentration of 2.6 pg/L at MW-BW-87-A (Figure 9). Key monitoring well

trends observed in this reporting period are discussed below and monitoring frequencies are
included in Table 2.

O

EW-BW-160-A (Appendix B, Figure B15): Located in the northeastern area of EISB
Deployment Area 3A and converted from an extraction well to a monitoring well after
treatment was completed in 2017. CT concentrations have been above the ACL since the
well was installed in 2016 with concentrations ranging from 1.2 pg/L to 2.2 pg/L during the
reporting period.

MW-BW-85-A (Appendix B, Figure B43): Located east of EISB Deployment Area 3A and east
of the groundwater divide. CT concentrations in this well were near the ACL from when it
was installed in 2015 until 2016, when CT concentrations increased to twice the ACL. CT
concentrations during the reporting period ranged from 0.77 to 1.2 pg/L.

MW-BW-87-A (Appendix B, Figure B44): Located in the northern section of EISB
Deployment Area 3A and east of the groundwater divide. Since installation in 2015, CT
concentrations had an increasing trend and reached the historical maximum of 5.1 pg/L in
2016. EISB treatment began in December 2016 and CT concentrations declined, with
concentrations below the ACL in 2017. CT Concentrations increase above the ACL in 2018
and remained above the ACL through the reporting period, ranging from 1.5 pg/L to 2.6
ug/L.

MW-BW-90-A (Appendix B, Figure B47): Located north of EISB Deployment Area 3A and
east of the groundwater divide. Since installation in 2015, CT concentrations in this well
were near the ACL, but began to increase in 2017 reaching the historical maximum of 1.9
pg/Lin the Third Quarter 2020 event.

MW-BW-91-A (Appendix B, Figure B48): Located in the east-central portion of EISB
Deployment Area 3A and east of the groundwater divide. Since installation in 2015, CT
concentrations in this well have been mostly above the ACL, with the historical maximum of
4.4 ug/L observed in 2015 and 2017. Since 2018, CT concentrations have been on a declining
trend, ranging from 0.93 pg/L to 1.0 pg/L during the reporting period. Groundwater flow
modeling indicated MW-BW-91-A was not directly in the pathway of sodium lactate
substrate distribution (AEl, 2016), indicating variability in CT concentrations in this well is an
indirect result of its proximity to the groundwater divide and upgradient EISB treatment
reducing CT concentrations in portions of the A-Aquifer.

MW-BW-94-AR (Appendix B, Figure B51): This monitoring well was installed in January
2019. After an initial detection of CT above the ACL, CT concentrations were below the ACL
until 2020 and have been above the ACL since then, ranging from 0.49 J ug/L to 0.64 ug/L
during the reporting period. This well defined the boundary of the CT plume to the
northeast, east of the groundwater divide; however, because CT concentrations were
consistently above the CT ACL during the reporting period, monitoring well MW-40-01-A is
proposed for quarterly monitoring (Section 4.0).

e Hydraulic Zone 3: This area encompasses a portion of EISB Deployment Area 3A and

downgradient areas west of the groundwater divide. The extent of the CT plume in this area was
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consistent during the reporting period. During the reporting period, three monitoring wells in
this area had CT concentrations above the ACL, with the maximum CT concentration of 1.5 pg/L
detected at MW-BW-88-A and MW-BW-95-A. Key monitoring well trends observed in this
reporting period are discussed below and monitoring frequencies are included in Table 2.

o EW-BW-166-A (Appendix B, Figure B17): Located in the northwestern section of EISB
Deployment Area 3A west of the groundwater divide. CT concentrations were above the ACL
during EISB treatment in 2016 and 2017, with the historical maximum concentration of 1.7
ug/L observed at the beginning of EISB treatment. A decreasing trend started in 2018, with
CT concentrations going below the ACL to ND in the First Quarter 2019. CT concentrations
were ND during the reporting period. This well is proposed for a reduction in monitoring
frequency from quarterly to annually (Section 4.0).

o EW-BW-169-A (Appendix B, Figure B20): Located in the southern section of EISB
Deployment Area 3A west of the groundwater divide. CT concentrations were mostly above
the ACL during EISB treatment in 2016 and 2017, with the historical maximum concentration
of 1.0 pg/L observed at the beginning of EISB treatment. After EISB treatment was
completed in 2017, CT concentrations have been consistently below the ACL and were ND
during the reporting period.

o MW-BW-56-A (Appendix B, Figure B34): Located in the southern section of EISB
Deployment Area 3A west of the groundwater divide. Measured CT concentrations were ND
since installation in 2002. However, CT was detected at a concentration above the ACL in
2019 and the monitoring frequency for this well was increased to quarterly during the
reporting period. Since then, CT concentrations were below the ACL (ranging from ND to
0.28 J pg/L) during the reporting period.

o MW-BW-93-A (Appendix B, Figure B50): Monitoring well installed in 2018 and located north
of EISB Deployment Area 3A. This well bounds the CT plume to the north and west of the
groundwater divide. CT concentrations have been below the ACL, with concentrations
ranging from 0.23 J ug/L to 0.33 J pg/L during the reporting period.

o MW-BW-95-A (Appendix B, Figure B52): Monitoring well installed in 2018 and located north
of EISB Deployment Area 2B. Detection of CT in this well at concentrations above the ACL
increased the CT plume extent to the north and west of the Marina Municipal Airport
(formerly Fritzsche Army Airfield). CT concentrations ranged from 1.1pg/L to 1.5 pg/L during
the reporting period.

e Hydraulic Zone 4: This area encompasses the central part of the CT plume, including EISB
Deployment Areas 2A and 2B and downgradient areas. During the reporting period, CT was
detected at concentrations above the ACL in eight monitoring wells, with the maximum CT
concentration of 4.9 pg/L detected at MW-BW-26-A in the First Quarter 2020 event (Figure 9).
Additionally, the concentration of chloroform exceeded the ACL in four monitoring wells during
the reporting period, with the maximum chloroform concentration of 21.3 ug/L detected at
MW-BW-35-A in the Fourth Quarter 2019 event (Table 6). Key monitoring well trends observed
in this reporting period are discussed below and monitoring frequencies are included in Table 2.
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o EW-BW-124-A (Appendix B, Figure B8): Located in EISB Deployment Area 2A. The CT
concentration in this well increased to a historical maximum of 20 pg/L in 2011 after EISB
treatment was completed at Deployment Area 2A. CT concentrations have been declining
since then, with CT concentrations ranging from ND to 0.33 J pug/L during the reporting
period.

o EW-BW-129-A (Appendix B, Figure B9): Located in EISB Deployment Area 2A. This well was
recommended for quarterly monitoring during the previous reporting period due to
increasing CT concentrations at MW-BW-26-A (Ahtna, 2021). Quarterly monitoring began in
the Second Quarter 2020 with CT concentrations ranging from 2.0 to 2.2 pg/L during the
reporting period.

o EW-BW-132-A (Appendix B, Figure B10): Located in EISB Deployment Area 2B. The CT
concentration in this well increased to a historical maximum of 9.3 pg/L in 2012 during EISB
treatment, but declined after treatment was completed, with CT concentrations near the
ACL since 2013. The CT concentrations were ND during the reporting period. This well is
proposed for removal from the GWMP (Section 4.0).

o EW-BW-155-A (Appendix B, Figure B14): Located in EISB Deployment Area 2B. The CT
concentration in this well increased to a historical maximum of 15.6 pg/L in 2013 after EISB
treatment was completed. CT concentrations have been declining, with concentrations
ranging from 0.12 J pg/L to 0.33 J pg/L during the reporting period.

o MW-BW-17-A (Appendix B, Figure B24): Located in EISB Deployment Area 2A. Recent CT
concentrations have been below the ACL, with only two events above the ACL since 2014: in
2016 and 2018. During the reporting period CT concentrations ranged from ND to 0.42 )
ug/L.

o MW-BW-26-A (Appendix B, Figure B26): Located in EISB Deployment Area 2A. CT has been
consistently detected in this well at concentrations above the ACL since the well was
installed in 2000, though this well is not within the main CT plume as indicated by CT
concentrations in adjacent monitoring wells. A significant decline in CT concentrations at
MW-BW-26-A was observed in 2011 due to local EISB treatment; however, concentrations
increased again and reached the historical maximum of 6.9 pg/L in 2018. During the
reporting period CT concentrations ranged from 3.3 to 4.9 pg/L.

o MW-BW-28-A (Appendix B, Figure B27): Located north of EISB Deployment Area 2B. CT
concentrations declined below the ACL in 2001 but increased above the ACL in 2008,
reaching a historical maximum of 2.3 pug/L in 2011. CT concentrations were above the ACL
from 2008 through 2019 except for one event in 2016. CT concentrations declined to ND
during the reporting period.

o MW-BW-31-A (Appendix B, Figure B28): Located in the central plume area downgradient of
EISB Deployment Area 2B. During the reporting period, CT concentrations ranged from 0.33
Jto 1.3 pg/L. Chloroform, a by-product of biodegradation of CT, was detected at
concentrations ranging from 0.48 J to 2.3 pg/L during the reporting period.

o MW-BW-35-A (Appendix B, Figure B30): Located in the central plume area downgradient of
EISB Deployment Area 2B. CT concentrations ranged from 0.12 J pg/L to 0.34 J ug/L during
the reporting period. Chloroform concentrations were historically ND or below the ACL of
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2.0 pg/L; however, during the reporting period chloroform concentrations increased to the
historical maximum concentration of 21.3 pg/L in the Fourth Quarter 2019.

MW-BW-36-A (Appendix B, Figure B31): Located in the central plume area downgradient of
EISB Deployment Area 2B. CT was initially detected in this well in 2009 and reached a
maximum concentration of 3.4 pug/L in 2015. Since then, CT concentrations have been on a
declining trend, and ranged between 0.21 J pg/L and 0.71 pg/L during the reporting period.
Chloroform concentrations increased above the ACL in 2018, reaching the maximum
historical concentration of 7.5 pg/L in Third Quarter 2020.

MW-BW-60-A (Appendix B, Figure B35): Located in EISB Deployment Area 2B. CT
concentrations increased to the maximum of 8.3 ug/L in 2011 during EISB treatment. After
EISB treatment was completed, CT concentrations declined and went below the ACL in Third
Quarter 2019, with concentrations ranging from 0.17 J pug/L to 0.36 J ug/L during the
reporting period. This well is proposed for a reduction in monitoring frequency from
quarterly to annually (Section 4.0).

e Hydraulic Zone 5: This area encompasses the EISB Pilot Study area and downgradient areas in

the City of Marina. During the reporting period CT concentrations in monitoring wells

downgradient of the EISB Pilot Study area fluctuated above and below the ACL resulting in

variability in the CT plume extent (Figures 8 through 11). During the reporting period, CT was

detected at concentrations greater than the ACL in seven monitoring wells in this area, with the
maximum concentration of 3.3 J+ pug/L at MW-BW-80-A in the Fourth Quarter 2019 event
(Figure 8). Key monitoring well trends observed in this reporting period are discussed below and

monitoring frequencies are included in Table 2.

O

EISB-EW-01 (Appendix B, Figure B1): Located in the EISB Pilot Study area. CT concentrations
increased after EISB treatment to the historical maximum of 5.0 pug/L in 2008. CT
concentrations have declined since then, and CT was detected at a concentration below the
ACL during the reporting period, with concentrations ranging from 0.22 J ug/L to 0.36 J pg/L.
EISB-EW-09 (Appendix B, Figure B3): Located in the EISB Pilot Study area. CT concentrations
increased after EISB treatment to the historical maximum of 6.5 pg/L in 2008 and have been
on a declining trend since 2017, with concentrations ranging from 0.90 to 1.4 pg/L during
the reporting period.

MW-BW-49-A (Appendix B, Figure BC33): Located downgradient of the EISB Pilot Study
area in the City of Marina. CT concentrations in this well increased above the ACL in 2003
and reached a historical maximum concentration of 4.8 ug/L in 2004, followed by an overall
declining trend through 2014. During the reporting period CT concentrations ranged from
0.33J pg/Lto 1.4 J+ pg/L.

MW-BW-65-A (Appendix B, Figure B36): Located downgradient of the EISB Pilot Study area
in the City of Marina. CT concentrations have varied over time, with a maximum CT
concentration of 1.6 pg/L in 2013. CT concentrations ranged from ND to 0.70 J+ pg/L during
the reporting period.

MW-BW-66-A (Appendix B, Figure B37): Located in the EISB Pilot Study area. CT
concentrations have been consistently above the ACL at this location, increasing to a
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historical maximum of 9.5 pg/L in 2011 with a declining trend since then. CT concentrations
varied during the reporting period between 0.35J and 1.1 pg/L.

o MW-BW-74-A (Appendix B, Figure B38): Located downgradient of the EISB Pilot Study area
in the City of Marina. This well is sampled at two depths, one shallow near the groundwater
surface and one deeper. CT concentrations were ND until 2010 and 2012 for the deep and
shallow locations, respectively. CT concentrations in the shallow sample were ND and the
deeper sample ranged from ND to 0.12 J pug/L during the reporting period. This well is
proposed for a reduction in monitoring frequency from quarterly to annually (Section 4.0).

o MW-BW-75-A (Appendix B, Figure B39): Located downgradient of the EISB Pilot Study area
in the City of Marina. CT concentrations have been mostly below the ACL historically;
however, there has been an increasing trend since 2017, with the maximum historical
concentration at 2.2 pg/L detected during the reporting period in the Third Quarter 2020.

o MW-BW-79-A (Appendix B, Figure B40): Located downgradient of the EISB Pilot Study area
in the City of Marina. CT concentrations have been mostly below the ACL historically, with
single detections above the ACL in 2007 and 2015 and a few above the ACL during the
previous reporting period. During the reporting period, CT concentrations were below the
ACL and ranged between 0.10 J and 0.26 J ug/. This well is proposed for a reduction in
monitoring frequency from quarterly to annually (Section 4.0).

o MW-BW-80-A (Appendix B, Figure B41): Located downgradient of the EISB Pilot Study area
in the City of Marina. CT detections in this well have historically varied at concentrations
near the ACL. CT concentrations ranged between 2.0 ug/L and the historical maximum of
3.3 J+ pg/L during the reporting period.

o MW-BW-82-A (Appendix B, Figure B42): Located downgradient of the EISB Pilot Study area
in the City of Marina. This well was recommended for quarterly monitoring during the
previous reporting period due to increasing CT concentrations at MW-BW-75-A (Ahtna,
2021). Quarterly monitoring began in the Second Quarter 2020 with CT concentrations
during the reporting period ranging from 1.1 to 1.2 ug/L. MW-BW-82-A is the furthest
downgradient monitoring well; therefore, additional monitoring is proposed at adjacent
monitoring well MW-BW-81-A (Section 4.0).

2.5.1.3 EISB Post-Treatment and Long-Term Monitoring

EISB was conducted between 2008 and 2012 and again from 2016 to 2017. Post-treatment and long-
term monitoring are conducted at select wells in each of the seven deployment areas (Pilot Study, 1A,
1B, 1C, 2A, 2B, and 3A) within the OUCTP A-Aquifer. Water quality parameters are measured with a
downhole meter at each well to collect DO, ORP, pH, specific conductance, temperature, and turbidity.
These wells are also monitored for COCs with PDBs.® DO, ORP, and COC data for each well and each

% n Deployment Area 3A monitoring wells were also sampled for a select list of COCs (CT, chloroform, methylene
chloride, and TCE) using a low-flow pump. Analytical results for the select list of COCs were only collected at EISB
Deployment Area 3A in the Fourth Quarter 2018 event (Table 6) and are discussed in the OUCTP Remedial Action
Summary Report Addendum (AEI, 2020).
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deployment area are evaluated for enhanced biodegradation and potential COC rebound in the OUCTP
A-Aquifer.

Within each deployment area, DO and ORP return to baseline levels as untreated groundwater enters

the area. The conditions in the downgradient wells are more favorable for EISB as indicated by lower DO

and ORP values. Table 10 and Figure 13 show the EISB post-treatment parameter results during the

reporting period. Monitoring results are summarized below:

Pilot Study Area: Treatment was conducted from January to April 2008.” Two wells (EISB-EW-
12 and EISB-EW-15) were monitored quarterly for water quality parameters in the EISB Pilot
Study area during the reporting period. DO and ORP concentrations increased at these wells
during the reporting period. DO concentrations indicate limited reducing conditions are present
and have increased compared to the previous reporting period (Ahtna, 2021). Concentrations of
CT in wells in the Pilot Study Area were generally below the ACL except at EISB-EW-09 and MW-
BW-66-A (Figures 8 through 11) with the maximum CT concentration during the reporting
period of 1.4 pg/L at EISB-EW-09. CT concentrations downgradient of the Pilot Study Area within
the City of Marina increased at MW-BW-75-A, MW-BW-80-A, and MW-BW-82-A during the
reporting period (Appendix B, Figures B39, B41, and B42).

Deployment Area 1A: Treatment was conducted from September to November 2009 and post-
treatment monitoring was completed in 2016. Long-term monitoring in Deployment Area 1A
was completed in 2018 and no wells were monitored for water quality parameters during the
reporting period.

Deployment Area 1B: Treatment was conducted from March to June 2010 and post-treatment
monitoring was completed in 2017. Long-term monitoring in Deployment Area 1B was
completed in 2018 and no wells were monitored for water quality parameters during the
reporting period.

Deployment Area 1C: Treatment was conducted from August to November 2010. Three wells
(EW-BW-112-A, EW-BW-119-A, and EW-BW-159-A) were monitored quarterly for water quality
parameters in Deployment Area 1C during the reporting period. The DO concentrations
remained relatively steady during the reporting period. The ORP concentrations increased at
EW-BW-119-A and EW-BW-159-A and decreased at EW-BW-112-A. The DO and ORP
concentrations at the monitored wells were comparable to the previous reporting period and
indicate limited reducing conditions persist in this area (Ahtna, 2021 and Table 10). CT was
detected at concentrations above the ACL at one location in Deployment Area 1C (EW-BW-109-
A with a maximum concentration of 1.4 pg/L during the reporting period), which is similar to the
previous reporting period (Ahtna, 2021).

Deployment Area 2A: Treatment was conducted from February to June 2011. Three wells (EW-
BW-124-A, EW-BW-135-A, and EW-BW-144-A) were monitored quarterly for water quality
parameters in Deployment Area 2A during the reporting period. The DO concentrations were
comparable to the previous reporting period with a notable increase at EW-BW-124-A and EW-

17 Treatment includes substrate injection and recirculation.
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BW-135-A. ORP concentrations increased at EW-BW-124-A and EW-BW-159-A during the
reporting period, indicating limited reducing conditions persist in this area. CT was detected at
concentrations above the ACL at two locations in EISB Deployment Area 2A during the reporting
period (EW-BW-129-A and MW-BW-26-A), with a maximum CT concentration of 4.9 pg/L at
MW-BW-26-A. CT concentrations have been consistently above the ACL at MW-BW-26-A
(Appendix B, Figure B26).

e Deployment Area 2B: Treatment was conducted from November 2011 to March 2012. Three
wells (EW-BW-149-A, EW-BW-150-A, and EW-BW-155-A) were monitored quarterly for water
quality parameters in Deployment Area 2B during the reporting period. The DO concentrations
increased at the monitored wells during the reporting period, and increased compared to the
previous reporting period, indicating limited reducing conditions are persisting in this area. ORP
concentrations increased at the wells during the reporting period. CT was detected at
concentrations above the ACL at MW-B-14-A with a maximum concentration of 0.73 ug/L at
MW-B-14-A during the reporting period.

e Deployment Area 3A: Treatment was conducted from December 2016 to August 2017. Four
wells (EW-BW-160-A, EW-BW-161-A, EW-BW-164-A, and EW-BW-166-A) in Deployment Area 3A
were monitored for water quality parameters during the reporting period. DO and ORP
concentrations increased during the reporting period (except DO at EW-BW-164-A and EW-BW-
166-A). CT was above the ACL at three locations during the reporting period (EW-BW-160-A,
MW-BW-87-A, and MW-BW-91-A) with a maximum CT concentration of 2.6 pg/L at MW-BW-87-
A. The EISB treatment system was decommissioned in January 2019. The processing system
container and wellhead equipment were stored at the Fort Ord Landfills for potential future
EISB deployment. Detailed results of EISB treatment in Deployment Area 3A and
recommendations are presented in the OUCTP Remedial Action Summary Report Addendum
(AEI, 2020).

2.5.2 Upper 180-Foot Aquifer

2.5.2.1 Water Levels

Depth to groundwater measurements were collected from 39 OUCTP Upper 180-Foot Aquifer wells during
the reporting period. Measurements and calculated groundwater elevations are presented in Table 5.
Groundwater elevation contours for the OUCTP Upper 180-Foot Aquifer are presented in Figures 14
through 17 and were consistent with previous contours. Hydrographs of representative Upper 180-Foot
Aquifer wells are shown in Figure 18. Groundwater elevations decreased by 2.5 feet on average since the
Second Quarter 2020 (Ahtna, 2020) and increased by 0.46 of a foot on average compared to Third Quarter
2019 (Ahtna, 2021). The average OUCTP Upper 180-Foot Aquifer groundwater elevation for all monitoring
wells follows a seasonal cycle with elevations at their peak in the first quarter (March) and at their lowest
in the third quarter (September) each year.

During the reporting period, groundwater elevations and flow directions in the eastern Upper 180-Foot
Aquifer were consistent with previous trends. The hydrographs presented in Figure 18 illustrate the
variability in Upper 180-Foot Aquifer groundwater elevations at OUCTP from September 1999 through
September 2020. Groundwater elevations in the eastern Upper 180-Foot Aquifer fluctuate seasonally in
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response to variations in precipitation and drainage through the natural discontinuity in the
Intermediate 180-Foot Aquitard to the Lower 180-Foot Aquifer due to local pumping from active supply
wells and regional pumping from the Salinas Valley (HLA, 1995 and MACTEC, 2006).

2.5.2.2 Groundwater COC Concentrations

The following summarizes GWMP events during the reporting period.

e During the Fourth Quarter 2019 groundwater samples were collected at nine OUCTP Upper 180-
Foot Aquifer well locations. Analytical results for these samples are presented in Table 11 and CT
concentrations and COC contours at the ACL are shown in Figure 19.

e During the First Quarter 2020 groundwater samples were collected at eight OUCTP Upper 180-
Foot Aquifer well locations. Analytical results for these samples are presented in Table 11 and CT
concentrations and COC contours at the ACL are shown in Figure 20.

e During the Second Quarter 2020 groundwater samples were collected at ten OUCTP Upper 180-
Foot Aquifer well locations. Analytical results for these samples are presented in Table 11 and CT
concentrations and COC contours at the ACL are shown in Figure 21.

e During the Third Quarter 2020 groundwater samples were collected at 13 OUCTP Upper 180-
Foot Aquifer well locations. Analytical results for these samples are presented in Table 11 and CT
concentrations and COC contours at the ACL are shown in Figure 22.

Figure 23 shows historical and current CT ACL exceedance contours for 2007 and 2020, respectively. A
summary of analytical data during the reporting period is presented in Appendix A with the VSR
presented in Appendix B. Appendix C contains CT historical trend charts for select OUCTP monitoring
wells.

The maximum CT concentration detected in the Third Quarter 2020 was 6.6 J+ pug/L at MW-0U2-64-180
(Table 11 and Figure 22). The maximum CT concentration detected during the reporting period was 8.8
pg/L at MW-0U2-64-180 in the Fourth Quarter 2019 (Table 11 and Figure 19). This was similar to the
maximum CT concentration of 8.9 pg/L detected at MP-BW-46-170 in the previous reporting period
(Ahtna, 2020). A detailed discussion of the CT plumes and trends in the OUCTP Upper 180-Foot Aquifer
are presented below according to hydraulic zone as shown in the QAPP (AEl, 2019) and Appendix C.

OUCTP Upper 180-Foot Aquifer Hydraulic Zone 6 encompasses two distinct CT plumes, which were
historically one plume (Figure 23). The CT plumes were similar in extent and concentration during the
reporting period (Figures 19 through 22) and were similar to the previous reporting period (Ahtna,
2021). CT concentrations were above the ACL at four monitoring wells in the Upper 180-Foot Aquifer
during the reporting period. The extraction well and key monitoring wells located in OUCTP Upper 180-
Foot Aquifer Hydraulic Zone 6 are discussed below.

e Extraction Well EW-OU2-09-180 (Appendix B, Figure B53): EW-0OU2-09-180 is the extraction
well installed in 2011 for the OUCTP Upper 180-Foot Aquifer remedy and is located between the
two CT plumes. CT was ND in this well until 2014. Since then, there have been several estimated
detections at concentrations below the ACL, with the historical maximum of 0.21 J ug/L
detected in 2016; however, CT has been ND since 2018. EW-0U2-09-180 was operational 91
percent of the time during the reporting period at an average flow rate of 58 gallons per minute.
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Downtime included maintenance activities at the OU2 GWTP, power outages, and

communications losses. Due to low COC concentrations, operational downtime did not have any

discernable effect on local CT concentration trends nor the extent of the CT plume in the Upper
180-Foot Aquifer.
e Northern CT Plume: Historically the northern CT plume has been defined by two monitoring

wells.

O

MP-BW-46-170 (Appendix B, Figure B54): Defines the northern extent of the northern CT
plume. CT concentrations have been above the ACL at this well since it was installed in 2003,
with an overall increasing CT trend that reached a historical maximum of 8.9 ug/L during the
previous reporting period (Ahtna, 2021). This part of the northern CT plume is within the
modeled capture area of EW-0U2-09-180.8 CT concentrations ranged from 4.0 J+ pg/L to
6.5 pg/L during the reporting period. Due to the increasing trend, indicating a possible
upgradient CT source, two upgradient monitoring wells (MW-BW-21-180 and MW-BW-43-
180) were sampled in the Second Quarter 2020 and Third Quarter 2020 and CT
concentrations were below the ACL.

MW-BW-52-180 (Appendix B, Figure B55): Defines the southern extent of the northern CT
plume. Following installation in 2003, CT concentrations increased to the historical
maximum of 4.4 ug/L in 2004 and have remained above the ACL since, but with an overall
declining trend. During the reporting period, CT concentrations ranged from 0.52 to 0.92
ug/L. This part of the northern CT plume is within the modeled capture area of EW-OU2-09-
180.%°

e Southern CT Plume: Historically the southern CT plume has been defined by two monitoring

wells. The southern CT plume is not in the modeled capture area of EW-0U2-09-180.%°

O

MW-BW-57-180 (Appendix B, Figure B56): This well was installed in September 2018 and
the CT concentration increased above the ACL during the reporting period, with
concentrations ranging from 0.96 to 1.1 pg/L. This well defines the northern extent of the
southern CT plume.

MW-0U2-64-180 (Appendix B, Figure B57): MW-0U2-64-180 was installed in 1999 and CT
concentrations were below the ACL until 2005. Concentrations of CT in MW-0U2-64-180
appear to vary seasonally, with lower concentrations typically observed during Second
Quarter events and higher concentrations typically observed during Fourth Quarter events.
There was an overall increasing CT concentration trend between 2004 and 2014, reaching a
historical maximum of 10.5 ug/L in 2014. During the reporting period, CT concentrations
ranged from 4.3 to 8.8 ug/L.

MW-0U2-67-180 (Appendix B, Figure B58): Located southeast of the southern CT plume in
the Upper 180-Foot Aquifer. CT was ND in this well from when it was installed in 1999 until
2016, when an estimated concentration was observed. The CT concentration was above the

18 See the OU2 Fourth Quarter 2019 through Third Quarter 2020 Groundwater Monitoring and Treatment System Report
(OU2 Annual Report).

19 See the OU2 Annual Report.

20 see the OU2 Annual Report.
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ACL twice at MW-0U2-67-180 in 2017 and 2018, reaching the historical maximum
concentration of 0.71 pg/L in 2017. The CT concentration ranged from ND to 0.11 J pg/L
during the reporting period.

2.5.3 Lower 180-Foot Aquifer

2.5.3.1 Water Levels

Depth to groundwater measurements were collected from 91 OUCTP Lower 180-Foot/400-Foot Aquifers
wells during the reporting period. Measurements and calculated groundwater elevations are presented
in Table 5. Groundwater elevation contours for the OUCTP Lower 180-Foot/400-Foot Aquifers are
presented in Figures 25 through 28, and hydrographs of representative Lower 180-Foot Aquifer
monitoring wells presented in Figure 29. Groundwater elevations decreased by 2.6 feet on average since
the Second Quarter 2020 (Ahtna, 2020) and decreased by 0.48 of a foot on average compared to Third
Quarter 2019 (Ahtna, 2021). The average OUCTP Lower 180-Foot/400-Foot Aquifers groundwater
elevation for all monitoring wells follows a seasonal cycle with elevations at their peak in the first
quarter (March) and at their lowest in the third quarter (September), similar to the Upper 180-Foot
Aquifer.

During the reporting period, groundwater elevations and flow directions in the Lower 180-Foot Aquifer
were consistent with previous trends. The hydrographs presented in Figure 29 illustrate the variability in
Lower 180-Foot Aquifer groundwater elevations at OUCTP from September 1997 through September
2020. Groundwater elevations in the eastern Lower 180-Foot Aquifer fluctuate seasonally in response to
variations in precipitation, pumping from active local supply wells, and regional agricultural pumping in
the Salinas Valley.

2.5.3.2 Groundwater COC Concentrations

The Lower 180-Foot Aquifer COCs are CT and 1,2-DCA. Though not a COC, TCE is monitored to evaluate
for potential impacts to downgradient supply wells. Typically, CT and TCE concentrations vary
seasonally, consistent with the seasonal variations in groundwater elevations described above.

The following summarizes GWMP events during the reporting period.

e During the Fourth Quarter 2019 groundwater samples were collected at 18 OUCTP Lower 180-
Foot Aquifer well/multiport locations. Analytical results for these samples are presented in Table
12; CT and TCE concentrations and COC contours at the ACL are shown in Figure 30.

e During the First Quarter 2020 groundwater samples were collected at 18 OUCTP Lower 180-Foot
Aquifer well/multiport locations. Analytical results for these samples are presented in Table 12;
CT and TCE concentrations and COC contours at the ACL are shown in Figure 31.

e During the Second Quarter 2020 groundwater samples were collected at 18 OUCTP Lower 180-
Foot Aquifer well/multiport locations. Analytical results for these samples are presented in Table
12; CT and TCE concentrations and COC contours at the ACL are shown in Figure 32.

e During the Third Quarter 2020 groundwater samples were collected at 20 OUCTP Lower 180-
Foot Aquifer well/multiport locations. Analytical results for these samples are presented in Table
12; CT and TCE concentrations and COC contours at the ACL are shown in Figure 33.
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Figure 34 shows historical and current CT ACL exceedance contours for 2001 and 2020. The VSRs are
presented in Appendix A. Appendix B contains CT historical trend charts for select OUCTP monitoring
wells.

The maximum CT concentration detected in the Lower 180-Foot Aquifer for the Third Quarter 2020 was
2.2 ug/L at MP-BW-49-316. The maximum CT concentration detected during the reporting period was
3.1 pg/L at MP-BW-49-316 during the Second Quarter 2020. This was similar to the maximum CT
concentration of 2.4 pg/L detected at MP-BW-49-316 in the previous reporting period (AGL, 2020e).

During the reporting period, 1,2-DCA was ND in the OUCTP Lower 180-Foot Aquifer (Table 12) similar to
the previous reporting period (Ahtna, 2021).

TCE is not a COC for OUCTP in the Lower 180-Foot Aquifer; however, TCE concentrations are monitored
to evaluate potential impacts to downgradient Fort Ord supply wells FO-29, FO-30, and FO-31, as
discussed in Section 2.5.4 and shown in Figures 30 through 33. The maximum TCE concentrations for the
Lower 180-Foot Aquifer for the Third Quarter 2020 (9.8 pg/L) and for the reporting period (10.9 pg/L in
the Second Quarter 2020) were detected at MW-BW-59-180. TCE was detected above the MCL in one
Lower 180-Foot Aquifer well (MW-BW-59-180) during the reporting period.?

A detailed discussion of the CT plumes and trends in the OUCTP Lower 180-Foot Aquifer is presented
below according to hydraulic zone, as shown in the QAPP (AEl, 2019) and Appendix C.

e Hydraulic Zone 7: The southern CT plume monitoring area is encompassed by Hydraulic Zone 7.
The extent of the southern CT plume during the reporting period was consistent with the
previous reporting period (Figures 30 through 33). Three monitoring wells had CT
concentrations above the ACL during the reporting period, with the maximum CT concentration
of 3.1 pg/L at MP-BW-49-316. Key monitoring wells located in Hydraulic Zone 7 are discussed
below.

o MP-BW-49-316 (Appendix B, Figure B68): CT concentrations have been above the ACL at
this multiport location since it was installed in 2011, with a historical maximum of 3.1 pg/L
in 2020. CT concentrations ranged from 1.8 to 3.1 pg/L during the reporting period.

o MP-BW-49-400 (Appendix B, Figure B69): TCE concentrations at this multiport location
were on an increasing trend since it was installed in 2011, but have been relatively stable
since 2014, with a historical maximum of 5.0 pg/L in 2015. TCE concentrations ranged from
ND to 4.4 pg/L during the reporting period.

o MP-BW-50-339 (Appendix B, Figure B70): CT concentrations have varied at this location
since it was installed in 2011, with a historical maximum of 1.3 pg/L detected in 2019. CT
concentrations ranged from 0.48 J pg/L to 1.2 pg/L during the reporting period.

o MW-0U2-69-180 (Appendix B, Figure B75): CT concentrations were below the ACL until
2002, with a historical maximum of 1.1 pg/L detected in 2005 and 2020. CT concentrations

21 The MCL is the maximum concentration of a chemical that is allowed in public drinking water systems. Federal MCLs
are established by USEPA and California MCLs are established by the State Department of Public Health. The Federal and
California MCL for TCE is 5.0 pg/L.
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have varied near the ACL, with an overall increasing trend since 2017. During the reporting
period the CT concentration ranged from 0.91 pg/Lto 1.1 pg/L.

e Hydraulic Zone 8: The northern CT plume monitoring area is encompassed by Hydraulic Zone 8.
No monitoring wells (Airfield and Mini-Storage) had detections of CT above the ACL during the
reporting period (Figures 30 through 33). The monitoring wells in this area show a reduction in
CT concentrations since 2015. Key monitoring wells located in Hydraulic Zone 8 are discussed
below.

o Airfield (Appendix B, Figure B59): Located at the Marina Municipal Airport. The CT
concentration increased to the historical maximum of 3.0 ug/L in 2002. Concentrations have
exhibited an overall decreasing trend since then. During the reporting period, CT
concentrations ranged from 0.30 J to 0.44 J ug/L. This well is proposed for moving to annual
monitoring frequency (Section 4.0).

o Mini-Storage (Appendix B, Figure B64): A privately owned irrigation well located outside
the boundary of the former Fort Ord that is monitored annually. The historical maximum CT
concentration of 6.95 ug/L was detected in 2000. Concentrations have declined since then
and have been below the ACL since 2015. In the Third Quarter 2020, the CT concentration
was 0.36 J pg/L.

2.5.4 Supply Wells

Fort Ord supply wells include FO-29, FO-30, and FO-31, which are owned and operated by the Marina
Coast Water District and are downgradient of VOC concentrations associated with OU2 and OUCTP in
the Lower 180-Foot Aquifer (Figures 30 through 33).2

The maximum detected TCE concentration for the reporting period was 1.8 pg/L in the sample collected
from FO-29 in the Second and the Third Quarter 2020 (Table 12). TCE was first detected at FO-29 in 2000
(Appendix B, Figure B61). Detected TCE concentrations at FO-30 and FO-31 are lower, ranging from ND
to 0.52 pg/L at FO-30 and ND to 0.85 pg/L at FO-31 during the reporting period (Table 12), though there
is no discernable increasing or decreasing TCE trend at these wells (Appendix B, Figures B62 and B63).
TCE has not been detected at the supply wells at concentrations exceeding the MCL of 5.0 pg/L.

The maximum detected CT concentration for the reporting period was at 0.24 J pug/L at FO-30 in the
Second Quarter 2020 (Table 12). CT was ND until 2016 at FO-29 and FO-30 and until 2017 at FO-31
(Appendix B, Figures B61, B62, and B63). CT concentrations at the supply wells reached the historical
maximum concentrations at FO-30 and FO-31 during the reporting period; however, the concentrations
remain estimated below the limit of quantitation. CT has not been detected at the supply wells at
concentrations exceeding the ACL of 0.50 pg/L.

The detections of CT in the supply wells from 2016 through the reporting period are due to the change
in analytical method from USEPA Method 524.2 to USEPA Method 8260 SIM in 2016. This method was
used so that detectable low-level concentrations of COCs between the detection limit and limit of

22 The supply wells continue to be referred to as FO-29, FO-30, and FO-31 in the GWMP, though they have been
renamed by the Marina Coast Water District as 29(A), 30(B), and 31(C), respectively.
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guantitation would be reported (estimated results below the limit of quantitation are not reported using
USEPA Method 524.2) and the results could be used for project decision-making. While a seasonal cycle
in CT concentrations in the supply wells is apparent, there was no increasing CT concentration trend in
the supply wells during the reporting period based on the available data.

There are no increasing CT nor TCE concentration trends in monitoring wells upgradient of the supply
wells (Appendix B, Figures B76 and B72). MW-BW-04-180, which is upgradient of FO-30, had a CT
concentration of 0.45 J pg/L during both the reporting period and the previous reporting period
(Appendix B, Figure B73 and Ahtna, 2021).

2.5.5 Data Validation and Quality Control Assessment

Fourteen duplicate samples were collected during the Third Quarter 2020 GWMP at OUCTP. Trip blanks,
field blanks, and equipment blanks were also collected during the GWMP event.?>242> Target analytes
were not detected in these samples.

Data validation for the Third Quarter 2020 GWMP event was performed per QAPP guidelines (AEIl, 2019)
and the validation summary report is provided in Appendix A. Seventeen GWMP results required
qualification based on 100 percent Stage 2B and 10 percent Stage 4 data validation review. Ten results
were qualified with an estimated limit of detection (“UJ” qualifer) for ND results and estimated results
qualified with a low bias (J-) or high bias (J+) due to a surrogate outside the control limits. Seven results
were qualified with an estimated limit of detection (“UJ” qualifer) for ND results and estimated results
qualified with a low bias (J-) due to headspace in the sample vial. Al GWMP data are considered
acceptable and suitable for use.

The laboratory assigns data qualifiers when analytical results are less than the laboratory limit of
quantification or quality control measures are not met. Laboratory qualifiers include a “U” meaning the
analyte was ND at or above the limit of detection and a “J” meaning the analyte was detected at or
above the detection limit but below the limit of quantitation.

23 Trip blanks are laboratory provided sample bottles filled with analyte free water that are not opened, but travel with
regular field samples.

24 Field blanks are sample bottles filled with analyte free water from an unused PDB during regular field sampling.

25 Equipment blanks are sample bottles filled with analyte free decontamination water from cleaning the reusable
sample pump used to sample the multiport Westbay monitoring wells which are designated with “MP” well location
identification instead of “MW”.
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3.0 Interpretation of Progress Toward System Goals

As described in the OUCTP ROD (Army, 2008), the goal of the OUCTP groundwater remedy is to comply
with Federal and State laws and regulations by returning groundwater to a condition that will allow
beneficial use, including potential future use as a source for drinking water, industrial water, and
agricultural water. These goals are accomplished through EISB and MNA in the A-Aquifer, hydraulic
control and containment of contaminated groundwater through extraction and treatment of
groundwater exceeding ACLs in the Upper 180-Foot Aquifer, and MNA in the Lower 180-Foot Aquifer.

3.1 Progress with Respect to Short-Term Goals

Short-term goals for all three OUCTP groundwater remedial units (i.e., the remedies for all three
aquifers) are summarized below. Based on comparisons of the observed COC distribution to EISB
deployment areas in the A-Aquifer, hydraulic capture areas in the Upper 180-Foot Aquifer, and water
supply wells in the Lower 180-Foot Aquifer, improvements are possible and recommended:

A-Aquifer: EISB Deployment Areas are shown on Figure 13 and A-Aquifer Hydraulic Zones are shown in
Appendix C on Figure C1. EISB treatment resulted in a reduction of CT concentrations to below the ACL
during the 2017-2018 reporting period in EISB Deployment Areas 1A and 1B in Hydraulic Zone 1 and
sampling was discontinued. Elevated CT concentrations persist in northern Hydraulic Zone 1 at EISB
Deployment Area 1C well EW-BW-109-A, though CT concentrations have been on a declining trend since
2014 (Appendix B, Figure B5), and MW-BW-24-A, though CT concentrations declined to ND during the
reporting period (Appendix B Figure B25). The overall CT plume extent in Hydraulic Zone 2 was reduced
due to treatment at EISB Deployment Area 3A. Future EISB treatment in Deployment Area 3A is not
recommended at this time. However, the CT concentrations downgradient of EISB Deployment Area 3A
have increased above the ACL at MW-BW-94-AR (Appendix B, Figure B51), and additional monitoring is
recommended at downgradient monitoring well MW-40-01-A (Section 4.0). The CT plume extent in
Hydraulic Zone 3 remained consistent during the reporting period. CT concentration trends in Hydraulic
Zone 4 may indicate an overall reduction in CT mass, though this area had the maximum detected
concentrations of CT (MW-BW-26-A) and chloroform (MW-BW-35-A) for the OUCTP A-Aquifer during
the reporting period. MW-BW-26-A is located at the western extent of EISB Deployment Area 2A. While
CT concentrations at MW-BW-26-A initially declined as a result of EISB at Deployment Area 2A, they
have been on an increasing trend since the completion of recirculation (Appendix B, Figure B26),
indicating an upgradient source of CT that was not completely remediated by EISB at Deployment Area
2A. During the reporting period, three EISB Deployment Area 2A extraction wells (EW-BW-129-A, EW-
BW-140-A, and EW-BW-144-A) were added to the quarterly monitoring schedule to better define the
plume and monitor CT concentrations near MW-BW-26-A. CT concentrations in Hydraulic Zone 5
increased during the reporting period and will continue to be monitored. During the reporting period,
two monitoring wells (MW-BW-82-A and MW-BW-83-A) were added to the quarterly monitoring
schedule to better define the downgradient CT plume extent. Additional monitoring is recommended at
downgradient monitoring well MW-BW-81-A where CT had historically been ND (Section 4.0).
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Upper 180-Foot Aquifer: CT has been ND in EW-0U2-09-180 since 2018 (Appendix B, Figure B53) and CT
was detected at concentrations above the ACL in cross-gradient monitoring wells MW-BW-57-180 and
MW-0U2-64-180 during the reporting period. Therefore, additional groundwater extraction is
recommended to improve hydraulic control and containment of the OUCTP in this aquifer due to
persistent CT plumes outside of the capture area of EW-0U2-09-180 (see the OU2 Annual Report). MP-
BW-46-170 defines the northern extent of the northern CT plume, and CT concentrations at this location
have been above the ACL at this multiport well since it was installed in 2003, with an overall increasing
CT concentration trend that reached a historical maximum of 8.9 pg/L in 2019, indicating an upgradient
source of CT. During the reporting period, CT at MP-BW-46-170 was detected at 6.5 pg/L. No CT was
detected above the ACL in upgradient wells in this area (MW-BW-21-180 and -43-180) during the
reporting period.

Lower 180-Foot Aquifer: MNA has been effective in the short-term for OUCTP in the Lower 180-Foot
Aquifer, particularly for the northern area, and groundwater monitoring will continue accordingly. The
extent of the TCE increased in the Lower 180-Foot Aquifer based on data from new well MW-BW-59-
180, and this area will continue to be monitored. CT is now being detected in the water supply wells due
to the change in analytical method used for samples collected from FO-29, FO-30 and FO-31; however,
these concentrations are estimated and below the CT ACL of 0.50 pg/L with no evidence of an increasing
trend. Therefore, implementation of the wellhead treatment contingency for CT is not required (Shaw,
2010). TCE was the only other VOC detected in the supply wells, and concentrations remain below the
MCL of 5.0 pg/L. Water from these wells continues to meet all State and Federal guidelines for drinking
water.

3.2  Progress with Respect to Long-Term Goals

The long-term goal is the closure of all three OUCTP groundwater remedial units (i.e., the remedies for
all three aquifers). This goal includes attainment monitoring to evaluate whether concentrations of COCs
will remain below ACLs. It was estimated that long-term remedy goals for all three OUCTP groundwater
remedial units would be achieved in 30 years from implementation of the remedy (Army, 2008).

A-Aquifer: monitoring is conducted for VOCs and natural attenuation parameters throughout the
duration of EISB treatment and follow-up monitoring to assess the potential for concentrations of COCs
to ‘rebound’ after treatment is discontinued for a duration of 20 years (Army, 2008). EISB treatment was
initiated in 2009; therefore, remedy completion is estimated to be in 2029. Progress toward achieving
long-term goals is currently being accomplished through:

e Continued monitoring of the effectiveness of EISB in each of the deployment areas.

e Evaluation of additional EISB in existing or new deployment areas.

e Data collection for the GWMP, which supports the implementation of QAPP decision rules for
modification of the GWMP and termination of the groundwater remedies as described in
Section 1.3.

There are five hydraulic zones for OUCTP in the A-Aquifer and progress with respect to long-term goals
varies in each zone:

Ahtna Global, LLC 28



OUCTP 2019-4Q through 2020-3Q Groundwater Report Former Fort Ord, California

e Hydraulic Zone 1: the overall CT plume extent in this zone was reduced due to treatment at EISB
Deployment Areas 1A, 1B, and 1C. There were declining CT concentrations above the ACL
observed in this zone during the reporting period at EW-BW-109-A (see Section 2.5.1.2). CT
concentration trends in this well indicate long-term remedy goals could be achieved by 2024
(Appendix B, Figure B5).

e Hydraulic Zone 2: the overall CT plume extent in this zone was reduced due to treatment at EISB
Deployment Area 3A. Future EISB treatment in Deployment Area 3A is not recommended at this
time, though CT concentrations exceeded the ACL in seven wells in Hydraulic Zone 2 during the
reporting period (see Section 2.5.1.2), because no CT concentrations were more than one order
of magnitude greater than the ACL (Tables 6 through 9). Variability in historical CT
concentrations in this zone prevents prediction of future concentration trends; therefore,
further progress with respect to long-term goals will be assessed based on the results of future
data collection.

e Hydraulic Zone 3: the CT plume extent in the southern part of this zone was reduced due to
treatment at EISB Deployment Area 3A. Downgradient wells in this zone exhibit differing CT
concentration trends, with MW-BW-88-A decreasing (Appendix B, Figure B45), MW-BW-89-A
decreasing (Appendix B Figure B46), and MW-BW-95-A stable (Appendix B, Figure B52);
however, no CT concentrations were more than one order of magnitude greater than the ACL
during the reporting period (Tables 6 through 9). This variability in CT concentration trends
between wells in this zone requires progress with respect to long-term goals to be further
assessed based on the results of future data collection.

e Hydraulic Zone 4: the maximum concentration of CT observed in this zone during the reporting
period was at MW-BW-26-A, which is at the upgradient extent of this zone within EISB
Deployment Area 2A (see Section 2.5.1.2). A decreasing CT concentration trend in this well
since 2018 indicates long-term remedy goals could be achieved by 2022 (Appendix B, Figure
B26). Downgradient wells in Hydraulic Zone 4 show decreasing CT concentration trends, with
concentration near or below the ACL.

e Hydraulic Zone 5: the CT plume extent in the area of the former Fort Ord boundary was reduced
due to treatment at the EISB Pilot Study area and decreasing CT concentration trends in this
area indicate long-term remedy goals could be achieved by 2023 (Appendix B, Figures B3 and
B37); however, downgradient wells in this zone exhibit differing CT concentration trends, with
MW-BW-75-A and MW-BW-80-A increasing (Appendix B, Figures B39 and B41), MW-BW-74-A
decreasing (Appendix B, Figure B38), and MW-BW-49-A flat (Appendix B, Figure B33). No CT
concentrations were more than one order of magnitude greater than the ACL during the
reporting period (Tables 6 through 9). This variability in CT concentration trends between wells
in this zone requires progress with respect to long-term goals to be further assessed based on
the results of future data collection.

Upper 180-Foot Aquifer: the remedy is a containment approach that includes a pumping scenario for
migration control of the groundwater CT plume with aboveground treatment and reinjection of treated
water back into the aquifer. The results of groundwater modeling simulation indicated this remedy
would be effective in containing and remediating the majority of the Upper 180-Foot Aquifer CT plume
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to below the ACL levels within a time period of approximately 30 years (Army, 2008). Groundwater
extraction and treatment was initiated in 2011; therefore, remedy completion is estimated to be in
2041. Progress toward achieving long-term goals is currently being accomplished through:

e Continued operation of EW-0OU2-09-180 to maintain hydraulic control and containment of the
OUCTP in the Upper 180-Foot Aquifer.

e Data collection for the GWMP, which supports the implementation of QAPP decision rules for
GWTS operations and termination of the groundwater remedies as described in Section 1.3.

e Expansion of the groundwater remedy to expedite progress toward achieving long-term goals.

Hydraulic Zone 6 defines the area of OUCTP in the Upper 180-Foot Aquifer. Progress with respect to
long-term goals is affected by the same issues identified for progress with respect to short-term goals
(Section 3.1). Therefore, progress toward achieving long-term goals should be assessed after
implementation of additional groundwater extraction to improve hydraulic control and containment of
the OUCTP in this aquifer.

Lower 180-Foot Aquifer: the remedy assumes CT plume(s) would naturally attenuate over a period of
approximately 30 years to meet remedial action objectives with a contingency for wellhead treatment at
water supply wells if CT associated with OUCTP is detected in these wells at concentrations above the
ACL (Army, 2008). Additional groundwater monitoring wells were installed in 2011 to implement the
MNA remedy; therefore, remedy completion is estimated to be in 2041. Progress toward achieving long-
term goals is currently being accomplished through data collection for the GWMP, which supports the
implementation of QAPP decision rules for GWTS operations, modification of the GWMP, and
termination of the groundwater remedies as described in Section 1.3.

Hydraulic Zone 7 encompasses the southern area of OUCTP in the Lower 180-Foot Aquifer. The CT
plume in this zone has historically been defined by three wells (Figures 28 through 31). These three wells
exhibit persistent CT concentrations greater than the ACL, though there is no significant trend given the
strong seasonal variation in CT concentrations (Appendix B, Figures B68, B70, and B75). While natural
attenuation processes may be occurring in Hydraulic Zone 7, as indicated by CT concentrations in
downgradient wells remaining consistently below the ACL (Appendix B, Figures B61, B62, B63, B72, and
B73), the persistent CT concentrations in this zone suggest the OUCTP in the Upper 180-Foot Aquifer
continues to be a source of CT to the Lower 180-Foot Aquifer. Therefore, progress with respect to long-
term goals is adversely affected and should be assessed after implementation of additional groundwater
extraction in the Upper 180-Foot Aquifer to improve hydraulic control and containment of the OUCTP.

Hydraulic Zone 8 encompasses the northern area of OUCTP in the Lower 180-Foot Aquifer. The CT
plume in this zone has historically been defined by the downgradient Airfield well and the upgradient
Mini-Storage well (Figures 30 through 33). A decreasing trend in CT concentrations at the Airfield well
since 2015 (Appendix B, Figure B59) and CT concentrations below the ACL at the Mini-Storage well over
the last several quarters indicate long-term goals have been accomplished in Hydraulic Zone 8. Due to
low CT concentrations, annual monitoring was completed at the Mini-Storage well during the reporting
period as recommended during the previous reporting period (Ahtna, 2021). The Airfield well is
recommended for a reduction in sampling frequency from quarterly to annually (Section 4.0) per QAPP
decision rules (AEI, 2019).
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3.3  Gaps or Inconsistencies in the Conceptual Site Model

There are potential gaps or inconsistencies in the conceptual site model related to persistent CT
concentrations above the ACL in both the A-Aquifer and the Upper 180-Foot Aquifer.

One A-Aquifer groundwater monitoring well (MW-BW-95-A) was installed in September 2018 to the
northwest and downgradient of Deployment Area 3A as part of ongoing remedial activities at OUCTP
(Ahtna, 2021), and CT has been detected in this well at concentrations exceeding the ACL by an order of
magnitude. This well is located in the former Operable Unit 1 (OU1) area within the upgradient extent of
an FO-SVA Channel Low, a preferential pathway for groundwater contaminants in the A-Aquifer (HGL,
2016). All other groundwater wells associated with OU1 have been decommissioned; therefore,
additional investigation is recommended to determine how the CT detected at MW-BW-95-A is
connected to the previously defined CT plume in the A-Aquifer and how far downgradient CT is present
in the FO-SVA Channel Low (see Section 4.1).

In the Upper 180-Foot Aquifer south of Reservation Road and west of Imjin Parkway, the overall
increasing CT concentration trend at MP-BW-46-170, which currently defines the northern extent of the
northern CT plume in the Upper 180-Foot Aquifer, indicates an upgradient source of CT. As described in
Section 1.2, The CT plume migrated from the A-Aquifer into the Upper 180-Foot Aquifer through two
known vertical conduits in the FO-SVA, creating two distinct parallel plumes (Figure 24). These vertical
conduits were decommissioned in 1999 and 2005; however, the eastern historical plume extended
through the area of MP-BW-46-170. Therefore, additional monitoring of existing upgradient Upper 180-
Foot Aquifer wells (MW-BW-21-180, -26-180 and -43-180) and data analyses, including a review
historical analytical data and borehole logs, were recommended during the previous reporting period
(Ahtna, 2021) to determine whether this source of CT is further upgradient in the Upper 180-Foot
Aquifer, or an unidentified vertical conduit from the A-Aquifer. During the reporting period, MW-BW-21-
180 and MW-BW-43-180 were monitored quarterly and CT concentrations were below the ACL. To
confirm these results, it is recommended upgradient well MP-BW-33-272 also be monitored quarterly
(Section 4.0).
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4.0 Suggested Monitoring Modifications

GWMP modifications are made by comparing analytical results to QAPP decision rules (AEl, 2019).
GWMP modifications during the reporting period are discussed in Section 2.3 and listed in Table 3. The
modifications to the GWMP after the Third Quarter 2020 are presented in Table 13 and Appendix D.
Wells recommended for termination of sampling will continue to be monitored for groundwater
elevation data until they are recommended for decommissioning.

4.1 New Wells or Additional Remediation?®

A-Aquifer: One A-Aquifer groundwater monitoring well (MW-BW-94-AR) was installed in January 2019
to the north and downgradient of Deployment Area 3A as part of ongoing remedial activities at OUCTP.
Due CT concentrations above the ACL at MW-BW-94-AR, it is recommended monitoring well MW-40-01-
A be added to the GWMP to assess CT concentrations east of the A-Aquifer groundwater divide and
north of CT plume boundary (Figure 35). In addition, one to three monitoring wells are recommended to
be installed and monitored to better assess the extent of the CT plume in the vicinity and downgradient
of MW-BW-94-AR.

Because CT concentrations at A-Aquifer groundwater monitoring well MW-BW-95-A exceed the ACL by
an order of magnitude and all other groundwater wells associated with OU1 have been
decommissioned, it is recommended two new A-Aquifer groundwater monitoring wells be installed at
downgradient locations: one in the area of former monitoring well MW-0OU1-88-A, and one in the area
of former monitoring well MW-OU1-85-A, approximately halfway between MW-0U1-88-A and the
former Fort Ord boundary (Figure 38). These proposed locations are within the FO-SVA Channel Low, a
preferential pathway for groundwater contaminants in the A-Aquifer (HGL, 2016).

Due to increasing CT concentrations downgradient of the EISB Pilot Study area in the City of Marina
(MW-BW-75-A, MW-BW-80-A, and MW-BW-82-A), quarterly monitoring is recommended at monitoring
well MW-BW-81-A (Figure 35). Additionally, one to three monitoring wells are recommended to be
installed and monitored to better assess the extent of the CT plume downgradient of MW-BW-75-A,
MW-BW-80-A, and MW-BW-82-A.

Upper 180-Foot Aquifer: No new monitoring wells are recommended in the Upper 180-Foot Aquifer. A
new OUCTP Upper 180-Foot Aquifer extraction well is recommended southeast of MW-0U2-64-180 to
enhance containment and control of the OUCTP in the Upper 180-Foot Aquifer in accordance with the

OUCTP ROD (Army, 2008) as shown in Figure 39.%

Due to increasing CT concentrations at MP-BW-46-170, upgradient existing well MP-BW-33-272 is
recommended for quarterly monitoring (Figure 36).

26 |f recommendations for new wells or additional remediation are implemented, a work plan will be prepared describing
the proposed well locations, well construction details, and procedures for well borehole logging, development, and initial
sampling.

27 The actual location of any new extraction well will be optimized based on groundwater modeling.
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Lower 180-Foot Aquifer: No new monitoring wells are recommended in the Lower 180-Foot Aquifer at
this time; however, the applicability of OU2 and OUCTP decision documents with respect to TCE in the
Lower 180-Foot Aquifer should be addressed in the next Five Year Review.

4.2 Well Decommissioning

No wells are recommended for decommissioning at this time.
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Table 1. COCs in Groundwater and ACLs

oucTp
Former Fort Ord, CA

OUCTP Upper 180- OUCTP Lower 180-

OUCTP A-Aquifer ACLs| Foot Aquifer ACLs Foot Aquifer ACLs
Chemical of Concern (COC) (ng/L) (ng/L) (ng/L)
1,1-Dichloroethene (1,1-DCE) 6.0 - -
1,2-Dichloroethane (1,2-DCA) - - 0.5
Carbon tetrachloride (CT) 0.5 0.5 0.5
Chloroform 2.0 - -
Methylene chloride 5.0 - -
Tetrachloroethylene (PCE) 5.0 - -
Total 1,2-Dichloroethene (total 1,2-DCE) 6.0 - -
Trichloroethene (TCE)* 5.0 - -
Vinyl Chloride 0.1 - -
Notes:

-: not a COC at the specified aquifer

*TCE is not a COC for the Lower 180-Foot Aquifer, but is monitored to evaluate for potential impacts to downgradient Fort Ord

supply wells.

Acronyms and Abbreviations:
ug/L: micrograms per liter

ACL: Aquifer Cleanup Level. Groundwater COCs and ACLs are taken from the Record of Decision (Army, 2008).
OUCTP: Operable Unit Carbon Tetrachloride Plume
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oucrtp
Former Fort Ord, CA

Table 2. GWMP Sampling Methods and Analytical Schedule

DO and VOCs Water
Well Name ORP (8260-SIM) Levels Sampling Methods Rationale
A-Aquifer

EISB-EW-01 Q Q PDB OUCTP ROD
EISB-EW-02 A Q PDB OUCTP ROD
EISB-EW-09 Q Q PDB OUCTP ROD
EISB-EW-12 Q Q PTM OUCTP ROD
EISB-EW-15 Q Q PTM OUCTP ROD
EISB-MW-01 A Q PDB OUCTP ROD
EW-BW-109-A Q Q PDB OUCTP ROD
EW-BW-112-A Q A Q PDB/PTM OUCTP ROD
EW-BW-119-A Q A Q PDB/PTM OUCTP ROD
EW-BW-124-A Q Q Q PDB/PTM OUCTP ROD
EW-BW-132-A A Q PDB OUCTP ROD
EW-BW-135-A Q Q Q PDB/PTM OUCTP ROD
EW-BW-144-A Q Q PTM OUCTP ROD
EW-BW-149-A Q Q Q PDB/PTM OUCTP ROD
EW-BW-150-A Q A Q PDB/PTM OUCTP ROD
EW-BW-155-A Q Q Q PDB/PTM OUCTP ROD
EW-BW-159-A Q Q PTM OUCTP ROD
EW-BW-160-A Q Q Q PDB/PTM OUCTP RAWP Addendum
EW-BW-161-A Q Q PTM OUCTP RAWP Addendum
EW-BW-164-A Q Q PTM OUCTP RAWP Addendum
EW-BW-165-A A Q PDB OUCTP RAWP Addendum
EW-BW-166-A Q Q Q PDB/PTM OUCTP RAWP Addendum
EW-BW-167-A A Q PDB OUCTP RAWP Addendum
EW-BW-168-A A Q PDB OUCTP RAWP Addendum
EW-BW-169-A A Q PDB OUCTP RAWP Addendum
MP-BW-46-095 A Q Westbay Port OUCTP ROD
MW-B-12-A Q Q PDB OUCTP ROD
MW-B-14-A Q Q PDB OUCTP ROD
MW-BW-15-A Q Q PDB OUCTP ROD
MW-BW-17-A A Q PDB OUCTP ROD
MW-BW-24-A Q Q PDB OUCTP ROD
MW-BW-26-A Q Q PDB OUCTP ROD
MW-BW-27-A Q Q PDB OUCTP ROD
MW-BW-28-A Q Q PDB OUCTP ROD
MW-BW-30-A A Q PDB OUCTP ROD
MW-BW-31-A Q Q PDB OUCTP ROD
MW-BW-32-A Q Q PDB OUCTP ROD
MW-BW-35-A Q Q PDB OUCTP ROD
MW-BW-36-A Q Q PDB OUCTP ROD
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q
Groundwater Report

oucTp

Former Fort Ord, CA

Table 2. GWMP Sampling Methods and Analytical Schedule

DO and VOCs Water
Well Name ORP (8260-SIM) Levels Sampling Methods Rationale
MW-BW-39-A A Q PDB OUCTP ROD
MW-BW-42-A Q Q PDB OUCTP ROD
MW-BW-43-A A Q PDB OUCTP ROD
MW-BW-44-A A Q PDB OUCTP ROD
MW-BW-48-A A Q PDB OUCTP ROD
MW-BW-49-A Q Q PDB OUCTP ROD
MW-BW-56-A A Q PDB OUCTP ROD
MW-BW-58-A Q Q PDB OUCTP ROD
MW-BW-60-A Q Q PDB OUCTP ROD
MW-BW-65-A Q Q PDB OUCTP ROD
MW-BW-66-A Q Q PDB OUCTP ROD
MW-BW-74-A Q Q PDB OUCTP ROD
MW-BW-75-A Q Q PDB OUCTP ROD
MW-BW-77-A Q Q PDB OUCTP ROD
MW-BW-78-A Q Q PDB OUCTP ROD
MW-BW-79-A Q Q PDB OUCTP ROD
MW-BW-80-A Q Q PDB OUCTP ROD
MW-BW-83-A A Q PDB OUCTP ROD
MW-BW-85-A Q Q PDB OUCTP ROD
MW-BW-86-A Q Q PDB OUCTP ROD
MW-BW-87-A Q Q PDB OUCTP ROD
MW-BW-88-A Q Q PDB OUCTP ROD
MW-BW-89-A Q Q PDB OUCTP ROD
MW-BW-90-A Q Q PDB OUCTP ROD
MW-BW-91-A Q Q PDB OUCTP ROD
MW-BW-92-A Q Q PDB OUCTP ROD
MW-BW-93-A Q Q PDB 2019 Well Install Report
MW-BW-94-AR Q Q PDB 2019 Well Install Report
MW-BW-95-A Q Q PDB 2019 Well Install Report
Upper 180-Foot Aquifer

EW-0U2-09-180 Q Q Sampling Port OUCTP ROD
MP-BW-41-231 A Q Westbay Port OUCTP ROD
MP-BW-46-170 Q Q Westbay Port OUCTP ROD
MW-BW-52-180 Q Q PDB OUCTP ROD
MW-BW-57-180 Q Q PDB 2019 Well Install Report
MW-BW-58-180 Q Q PDB 2019 Well Install Report
MW-0U2-64-180 Q Q PDB OU2 ESD
MW-0U2-67-180 Q Q PDB OU2 ESD
MW-0U2-70-180 A Q PDB OU2 ESD

Ahtna Global, LLC
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q
Groundwater Report

oucTp

Former Fort Ord, CA

Table 2. GWMP Sampling Methods and Analytical Schedule

DO and VOCs Water
Well Name ORP 8260-SIM Levels Sampling Methods Rationale
Lower 180-Foot/400-Foot Aquifers

Airfield Q Q PDB OUCTP ROD
EW-0U2-07-180 Q Q PDB OU2 ESD
FO-29 Q Sampling Port OUCTP ROD
FO-30 Q Sampling Port OUCTP ROD
FO-31 Q Sampling Port OUCTP ROD
Mini-Storage A Sampling Port OUCTP ROD
MP-BW-31-292 A Q Westbay Port OUCTP ROD
MP-BW-41-318 Q Q Westbay Port OUCTP ROD
MP-BW-41-353 Q Q Westbay Port OUCTP ROD
MP-BW-42-345 Q Q Westbay Port OUCTP ROD
MP-BW-49-287 Q Q Westbay Port OUCTP ROD
MP-BW-49-316 Q Q Westbay Port OUCTP ROD
MP-BW-49-368 Q Q Westbay Port OUCTP ROD
MP-BW-49-400 Q Q Westbay Port OUCTP ROD
MP-BW-50-339 Q Q Westbay Port OUCTP ROD
MP-BW-50-384 Q Q Westbay Port OUCTP ROD
MP-BW-51-405 Q Q Westbay Port OUCTP ROD
MW-BW-04-180 A Q PDB OUCTP ROD
MW-BW-59-180 Q Q PDB 2019 Well Install Report
MW-0U2-66-180 Q Q PDB OU2 ESD
MW-0U2-69-180 Q Q PDB OU2 ESD
MW-0U2-72-180 Q Q PDB OU2 ESD
MW-0U2-78-180 Q Q PDB OU2 ESD
MW-0U2-82-180 Q Q PDB OU2 ESD

The Following Wells were Measured for Groundwater Elevation Data Only
A-Aquifer
EISB-EW-03 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
EISB-MW-04 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
EW-BW-92-A Q DTW DTW trend analysis
EW-BW-93-A Q DTW DTW trend analysis
EW-BW-100-A Q DTW DTW trend analysis
EW-BW-104-A Q DTW DTW trend analysis
EW-BW-126-A Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-46-080 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-48-113 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-48-133 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MW-40-01-A Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MW-BW-16-A Q DTW DTW trend analysis
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q
Groundwater Report

oucTp

Former Fort Ord, CA

Table 2. GWMP Sampling Methods and Analytical Schedule

DO and VOCs Water

Well Name ORP (8260-SIM) Levels Sampling Methods Rationale

MW-BW-18-A Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MW-BW-25-A Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MW-BW-34-A Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MW-BW-38-A Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MW-BW-41-A Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MW-BW-45-A Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MW-BW-46-A Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MW-BW-51-A Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MW-BW-53-A Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MW-BW-54-A Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MW-BW-57-A Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MW-BW-59-A Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MW-BW-63-A Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MW-BW-67-A Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MW-BW-71-A Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MW-BW-81-A Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MW-BW-82-A Q DTW DTW trend analysis

Upper 180-Foot Aquifer

MP-BW-30-282 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-32-287 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-33-272 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-35-242 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-37-178 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-37-193 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-41-202 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-41-256 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-42-195 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-42-215 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-42-235 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-46-185 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-46-200 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-46-215 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MW-B-05-180 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MW-BW-21-180 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MW-BW-26-180 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MW-BW-43-180 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MW-BW-44-180 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MW-BW-45-180 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MW-BW-47-180 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q
Groundwater Report

oucTp

Former Fort Ord, CA

Table 2. GWMP Sampling Methods and Analytical Schedule

DO and VOCs Water

Well Name ORP (8260-SIM) Levels Sampling Methods Rationale

MW-BW-49-180 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MW-BW-50-180 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MW-BW-51-180 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MW-BW-53-180 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MW-BW-54-180 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MW-BW-55-180 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MW-BW-56-180 Q DTW DTW trend analysis

Lower 180-Foot/400-Foot Aquifers

MCWD-08A Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-30-317 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-30-342 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-30-397 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-30-467 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-30-537 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-31-332 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-31-362 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-31-407 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-31-457 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-31-522 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-32-332 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-32-366 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-32-412 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-32-472 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-32-522 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-33-317 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-33-352 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-33-397 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-34-292 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-34-357 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-34-422 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-34-492 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-34-537 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-35-312 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-35-366 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-35-402 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-35-467 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-35-527 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-35-562 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-37-303 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q
Groundwater Report

oucTp

Former Fort Ord, CA

Table 2. GWMP Sampling Methods and Analytical Schedule

DO and VOCs Water

Well Name ORP (8260-SIM) Levels Sampling Methods Rationale

MP-BW-37-328 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-37-368 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-37-398 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-37-460 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-38-327 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-38-341 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-38-353 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-38-368 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-38-418 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-39-310 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-39-330 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-39-350 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-39-395 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-40-333 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-40-353 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-40-375 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-40-400 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-41-286 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-41-396 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-42-295 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-42-314 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-42-400 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-49-336 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-50-289 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-50-309 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-50-359 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-51-315 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-51-340 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-51-370 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-52-323 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-52-338 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-52-363 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-52-388 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MP-BW-52-408 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MW-BW-03-400 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MW-0U2-07-400 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MW-0U2-28-400 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MW-0U2-68-180 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
MW-0U2-71-180 Q DTW DTW trend analysis

Ahtna Global, LLC
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q

oucTp

Groundwater Report Former Fort Ord, CA
Table 2. GWMP Sampling Methods and Analytical Schedule
DO and VOCs Water
Well Name ORP (8260-SIM) Levels Sampling Methods Rationale
Test 2 Q DTW DTW trend analysis
Notes:

*Schedule is current as of Groundwater QAPP Revision 7.
Acronyms and Abbreviations:

A: Sampled on an annual basis

DO: dissolved oxygen

DTW: depth to water

ESD: Explanation of Significant Differences

OU2: Operable Unit 2

OUCTP: Operable Unit Carbon Tetrachloride Plume

ORP: oxidation reduction potential

Ahtna Global, LLC

PDB: passive diffusion bag

PTM: post-treatment monitoring
Q: Sampled on a quarterly basis
RAWP: Remedial Action Work Plan
ROD: Record of Decision

SIM: selected ion monitoring
VOCs: volatile organic compounds
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q

ouctp

Groundwater Report Former Fort Ord, CA
Table 3. GWMP Schedule Modifications
Previous Last Samplin Last DTW
Well Name viod New Status Rationale / Notes / Corrections pling
Status Event Event
A-Aquifer
B itori I d DTW terly in 2020-2Q due toii i
EW-BW-129-A | Notin QAPP | Quarterly egan moni orlr\g (sample an ) quarterly in Q due to increasing Ongoing Ongoing
COC concentrations at MW-BW-26-A (see 2019-3Q report)
. Began monitoring (sample and DTW) quarterly in 2020-2Q due to increasing . .
EW-BW-140-A | Not APP terl 0] 0]
otinQ Quarterly COC concentrations at MW-BW-26-A (see 2019-3Q report) ngoing ngoing
EW-BW-144-A DTW Only Annual Began sampling quarterly in 2020-3Q due to increasing COC concentrations at Ongoing Ongoing
MW-BW-26-A (see 2019-3Q report)
MW-BW-17-A Annual Quarterly |Moved to quarterly after CT above ACL in 2019-3Q (see 2019-3Q report) Ongoing Ongoing
Moved to quarterly after CT above ACL in 2019-3Q (see 2019-3Q report). . .
MW-BW-56-A A | terl 0] 0]
nnua Quarterly Started quarterly 2020-1Q. ngoing ngoing
MW-BW-82-A DTW Only Quarterly Began to sample quarterly in 2020-2Q due to increasing COC concentrations at Ongoing Ongoing
MW-BW-75-A (see 2019-3Q report)
Upper 180-Foot Aquifer
Began to sample quarterly in 2020-2Q due to increasing COC concentrations at . .
MW-BW-21-180 | DTW Onl terl 0] 0]
ny Quarterly MP-BW-46-170 (see 2019-3Q report) ngoing ngoing
Began to sample quarterly in 2020-2Q due to increasing COC concentrations at . .
MW-BW-43-180 | DTW Onl terl 0] 0]
ny Quarterly MP-BW-46-170 (see 2019-3Q report) nEoIng ngoing
Lower 180-Foot Aquifer
MCWD-08A DTW Only DTW Only |Unable to access 2020-2Q, MCWD will supply future DTW data. 2017-3Q Ongoing
Annual well sampled in first quarter rather than third quarter events due to
MP-BW-31-292 Annual Annual historically higher COC concentrations in the first quarter, but not sampled in Ongoing Ongoing
2020-1Q.
Acronyms and Abbreviations: QAPP: Quality Assurance Project Plan
ACL: aquifer cleanup level Ongoing: sampling or DTW measurements not affected by change in status
CT: carbon tetrachloride 0OU2: Operable Unit 2
DTW: depth to water OUCTP: Operable Unit Carbon Tetrachloride Plume
Ahtna Global, LLC Page 1 of 1
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q
Groundwater Report Former Fort Ord, CA
Table 4. Groundwater Well Maintenance

Well ID Quaft.er Condition/Repair Comments Sample Maintenance Notes

Identified Frequency
Airfield 2016-3Q ([Tabs need to be rethreaded. Quarterly
EISB-EW-12 2016-3Q |Needs to be painted and labeled. Quarterly
EISB-MW-01 2016-2Q |[Slip cap difficult to remove. Annual [Install eyebolt on top.
EISB-MW-04 2016-3Q |Needs to be painted and labeled. DTW Only
EW-BW-112-A 2018-1Q [Needs new well cap to prevent surface water flow into Annual

well.
EW-BW-135-A 2018-1Q |Need to remove nearby ice plant to access well. Quarterly
EW-BW-159-A 2015-3Q |Eyebolt to lock broken. Quarterly [Aluminum welding is required.
EW-0U2-07-180 2016-3Q |Water in vault. Quarterly
MP-BW-37 2019-2Q [Vault lid needs repair DTW Only
MP-BW-38 2019-3Q [Vault-no lock DTW Only |Welding required, middle of Airfield.
MP-BW-40 2019-3Q [Vault-no lock DTW Only |Welding required, middle of Airfield.
MP-BW-41 2019-3Q [Vault needs new lock Quarterly
MP-BW-49 2019-3Q |Both tabs need to be retapped Quarterly
MP-BW-50 2019-3Q |Both tabs need to be retapped Quarterly
MP-BW-51 2019-3Q |Both tabs need to be retapped Quarterly
MP-BW-52 2019-3Q |Both tabs need to be retapped DTW Only
MW-40-01-A 2016-3Q |Needs to be painted and labeled. DTW Only |Need to wire brush and weld casing.
MW-BW-16-A 2014-4Q |Broken well lid hinge. Needs to be painted and labeled.| Quarterly |Welding required.
MW-BW-17-A 2016-3Q |Needs to be painted and labeled. Quarterly
MW-BW-18-A 2017-3Q |Needs to be painted and labeled. Well lid is rusted with| DTW Only
holes.

MW-BW-21-180 2016-2Q |Well lid will not close due to hinge, needs replacement.| DTW Only |Welding required.
MW-BW-24-A 2016-3Q |Needs to be painted and labeled. Quarterly
MW-BW-25-A 2016-3Q |Needs to be painted and labeled. DTW Only
MW-BW-26-A 2016-3Q |Needs to be painted and labeled. Quarterly
MW-BW-27-A 2016-3Q |Needs to be labeled. Quarterly
MW-BW-30-A 2018-1Q [Replace bolts. Annual

Ahtna Global, LLC
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q

oucTp

Groundwater Report Former Fort Ord, CA
Table 4. Groundwater Well Maintenance
Well ID Quaft.er Condition/Repair Comments Sample Maintenance Notes
Identified Frequency
MW-BW-36-A 2018-1Q |Needs a new vault to prevent water from flowing into | Quarterly
box, needs a new well cap.
MW-BW-41-A 2016-3Q [Need new bolts. DTW Only
MW-BW-44-180 2017-3Q |Well lid hinge broken. DTW Only
MW-BW-44-A 2016-3Q [Needs to be painted and labeled. Well lid hinge is Annual [Welding required.
broken.
MW-BW-45-180 2017-3Q |Well lid hinge is broken. DTW Only |Welding required.
MW-BW-45-A 2016-3Q |[Need new bolts. DTW Only
MW-BW-47-180 2017-3Q |Well lid hinge is broken. DTW Only |Welding required.
MW-BW-48-A 2016-3Q |Tabs need to be rethreaded. Annual
MW-BW-49-180 2016-2Q [Needs to be labeled. DTW Only
MW-BW-51-A 2016-3Q |Needs to be painted. Remove overgrown vegetation DTW Only
around well (ice plant).
MW-BW-51-180 2018-1Q [Needs new 3-inch well cap. DTW Only
MW-BW-54-A 2017-3Q |Well lid hinge is broken. DTW Only |Welding required.
MW-BW-55-180 2016-3Q |Needs to be painted and labeled. DTW Only
MW-BW-58-A 2018-1Q [Needs new hinge. Quarterly
MW-BW-63-A 2016-3Q |Needs to be painted and labeled. DTW Only
MW-BW-67-A 2014-4Q |Well lid starting to rust through. DTW Only |Welding required.
MW-BW-75-A 2013-3Q |One tab is stripped. Quarterly
MW-BW-81-A 2016-3Q [New well cap needed. DTW Only
MW-BW-83-A 2016-3Q |Needs new well cap and threads for lid. Annual
MW-BW-86-A 2016-3Q |Needs to be labeled. Quarterly

Acronyms and Abbreviations:

DTW: depth to water

Ahtna Global, LLC
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q oucTpP
Groundwater Report Former Fort Ord, CA

Table 5. Groundwater Elevations,
Fourth Quarter 2019 through Third Quarter 2020

Top of Casing Date Depth to Water Level | Total Depth
Station Name Elevation (feet)' | Measured | Water (feet)® |Elevation (feet)' (feet)’
A-Aquifer

EISB-EW-01 91.18 12/2/2019 60.80 30.38
3/2/2020 60.35 30.83
6/1/2020 60.18 31.00

8/31/2020 60.17 31.01 82.04
EISB-EW-02 93.72 12/2/2019 61.01 32.71
3/2/2020 60.82 32.90
6/1/2020 60.61 33.11

8/31/2020 60.59 33.13 83.00
EISB-EW-03 91.67 12/2/2019 60.42 31.25
3/2/2020 60.31 31.36
6/1/2020 60.15 31.52

8/31/2020 60.15 31.52 84.37
EISB-EW-09 61.10 12/2/2019 50.97 10.13
3/2/2020 50.35 10.75
6/1/2020 49.90 11.20

8/31/2020 50.42 10.68 81.93
EISB-EW-12 73.01 12/2/2019 63.87 9.14
3/2/2020 62.87 10.14
6/1/2020 62.49 10.52

8/31/2020 62.95 10.06 88.95
EISB-EW-15 64.39 12/2/2019 54.10 10.29
3/2/2020 53.49 10.90
6/1/2020 53.11 11.28

8/31/2020 53.48 10.91 81.00
EISB-MW-01 80.23 12/2/2019 66.35 13.88
3/2/2020 65.56 14.67
6/1/2020 65.23 15.00

8/31/2020 66.51 13.72 77.20
EISB-MW-04 63.38 12/2/2019 54.95 8.43
3/2/2020 53.16 10.22
6/1/2020 52.73 10.65

8/31/2020 53.22 10.16 83.52
EW-BW-92-A 189.00 12/6/2019 114.32 74.68
3/5/2020 114.43 74.57
6/4/2020 114.23 74.77

9/1/2020 114.32 74.68 128.79
EW-BW-93-A 170.85 12/6/2019 96.92 73.93
3/6/2020 96.90 73.95
6/3/2020 96.82 74.03

9/1/2020 97.15 73.70 112.81
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q
Groundwater Report

Table 5. Groundwater Elevations,
Fourth Quarter 2019 through Third Quarter 2020

oucTp

Former Fort Ord, CA

Top of Casing Date Depth to Water Level | Total Depth

Station Name Elevation (feet)' | Measured | Water (feet)® | Elevation (feet) (feet)®
EW-BW-100-A 170.10 12/6/2019 98.28 71.82

3/6/2020 98.22 71.88

6/5/2020 98.72 71.38

9/3/2020 99.65 70.45 100.13
EW-BW-104-A 161.18 12/5/2019 89.65 71.53

3/6/2020 89.59 71.59

6/4/2020 89.40 71.78

9/3/2020 90.04 71.14 111.02
EW-BW-109-A 155.09 12/5/2019 84.18 70.91

3/5/2020 84.19 70.90

6/2/2020 83.98 71.11

9/2/2020 84.09 71.00 108.05
EW-BW-112-A 140.69 12/5/2019 70.99 69.70

3/5/2020 70.99 69.70

6/2/2020 70.76 69.93

9/2/2020 70.93 69.76 99.69
EW-BW-119-A 136.54 12/5/2019 69.28 67.26

3/5/2020 68.25 68.29

6/2/2020 68.06 68.48

9/2/2020 68.22 68.32 108.20
EW-BW-124-A 150.90 12/5/2019 85.04 65.86

3/5/2020 85.14 65.76

6/2/2020 84.89 66.01

9/3/2020 84.95 65.95 107.31
EW-BW-126-A 142.43 12/5/2019 78.00 64.43

3/5/2020 78.01 64.42

6/2/2020 77.87 64.56

9/3/2020 77.91 64.52 101.77
EW-BW-129-A 156.11 12/5/2019 NM NM

3/5/2020 NM NM

6/2/2020 90.81 65.30

9/3/2020 90.93 65.18 104.34
EW-BW-132-A 141.94 12/5/2019 76.75 65.19

3/3/2020 76.73 65.21

6/3/2020 76.60 65.34

9/2/2020 76.66 65.28 102.05
EW-BW-135-A 142.37 12/5/2019 78.59 63.78

3/5/2020 78.62 63.75

6/2/2020 78.50 63.87

9/3/2020 78.50 63.87 99.17
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q
Groundwater Report

Table 5. Groundwater Elevations,
Fourth Quarter 2019 through Third Quarter 2020

oucTp

Former Fort Ord, CA

Top of Casing Date Depth to Water Level | Total Depth

Station Name Elevation (feet)' | Measured | Water (feet)’ | Elevation (feet) (feet)?
EW-BW-140-A 164.38 12/5/2019 NM NM

3/5/2020 NM NM

6/2/2020 104.68 59.70

9/3/2020 104.70 59.68 131.51
EW-BW-144-A 166.81 12/5/2019 109.14 57.67

3/5/2020 109.10 57.71

6/2/2020 108.91 57.90

9/3/2020 108.93 57.88 130.05
EW-BW-149-A 162.31 12/3/2019 100.94 61.37

3/3/2020 100.88 61.43

6/3/2020 100.79 61.52

9/2/2020 100.77 61.54 117.83
EW-BW-150-A 157.05 12/3/2019 102.37 54.68

3/3/2020 102.27 54.78

6/1/2020 102.07 54.98

9/1/2020 102.01 55.04 132.29
EW-BW-155-A 137.98 12/3/2019 82.25 55.73

3/2/2020 82.15 55.83

6/1/2020 82.04 55.94

9/2/2020 81.98 56.00 102.63
EW-BW-159-A 157.09 12/5/2019 87.65 69.44

3/5/2020 87.55 69.54

6/2/2020 87.36 69.73

9/2/2020 99.45 57.64 109.13
EW-BW-160-A 131.75 12/3/2019 65.01 66.74

3/3/2020 64.97 66.78

6/3/2020 64.86 66.89

8/31/2020 64.96 66.79 86.09
EW-BW-161-A 129.67 12/3/2019 62.07 67.60

3/3/2020 62.02 67.65

6/3/2020 61.86 67.81

8/31/2020 61.95 67.72 86.21
EW-BW-164-A 134.55 12/3/2019 68.85 65.70

3/3/2020 68.80 65.75

6/3/2020 69.75 64.80

8/31/2020 68.77 65.78 91.41
EW-BW-165-A 133.22 12/3/2019 67.11 66.11

3/3/2020 67.11 66.11

6/3/2020 66.95 66.27

8/31/2020 66.99 66.23 91.24
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q
Groundwater Report

Table 5. Groundwater Elevations,

Fourth Quarter 2019 through Third Quarter 2020

oucTp

Former Fort Ord, CA

Top of Casing Date Depth to Water Level | Total Depth
Station Name Elevation (feet)' | Measured | Water (feet)® | Elevation (feet) (feet)®
EW-BW-166-A 136.30 12/3/2019 69.72 66.58
3/3/2020 69.68 66.62
6/3/2020 69.61 66.69
9/1/2020 69.73 66.57 91.68
EW-BW-167-A 136.08 12/2/2019 69.50 66.58
3/3/2020 69.50 66.58
6/3/2020 69.33 66.75
9/2/2020 69.52 66.56 92.03
EW-BW-168-A 143.32 12/3/2019 76.17 67.15
3/3/2020 76.15 67.17
6/3/2020 75.99 67.33
9/1/2020 76.12 67.20 99.49
EW-BW-169-A 147.52 12/3/2019 79.68 67.84
3/3/2020 79.63 67.89
6/3/2020 79.45 68.07
9/1/2020 79.57 67.95 100.95
MP-BW-46-080 151.83 12/3/2019 78.99 72.84
3/3/2020 79.04 72.79
6/2/2020 79.22 72.61
9/1/2020 79.66 72.17 NM
MP-BW-46-095 151.83 12/3/2019 94.03 57.80
3/3/2020 82.01 69.82
6/2/2020 77.52 74.31
9/1/2020 82.50 69.33 NM
MP-BW-48-113 195.24 12/3/2019 112.94 82.30
3/3/2020 112.92 82.32
6/3/2020 113.72 81.52
9/1/2020 113.54 81.70 NM
MP-BW-48-133 195.24 12/3/2019 119.98 75.26
3/3/2020 119.98 75.26
6/3/2020 120.44 74.80
9/1/2020 120.19 75.05 NM
MW-40-01-A 139.55 12/2/2019 82.94 56.61
3/3/2020 82.45 57.10
6/3/2020 82.14 57.41
8/31/2020 82.36 57.19 98.85
MW-B-12-A 98.92 12/2/2019 54.65 44.27
3/2/2020 54.23 44.69
6/1/2020 54.00 44,92
9/1/2020 54.06 44.86 77.40
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q
Groundwater Report

Table 5. Groundwater Elevations,
Fourth Quarter 2019 through Third Quarter 2020

oucTp

Former Fort Ord, CA

Top of Casing Date Depth to Water Level | Total Depth

Station Name Elevation (feet)' | Measured | Water (feet)® | Elevation (feet) (feet)®
MW-B-14-A 144.48 12/3/2019 79.80 64.68
3/3/2020 79.83 64.65
6/3/2020 79.69 64.79

9/2/2020 79.70 64.78 100.58
MW-BW-15-A 148.27 12/3/2019 84.54 63.73
3/3/2020 84.55 63.72
6/5/2020 84.48 63.79

9/1/2020 84.48 63.79 104.38
MW-BW-16-A 135.07 12/3/2019 68.41 66.66
3/3/2020 68.37 66.70
6/3/2020 68.29 66.78

9/1/2020 68.41 66.66 98.29
MW-BW-17-A 144.24 12/5/2019 78.69 65.55
3/5/2020 78.71 65.53
6/2/2020 78.56 65.68

9/3/2020 78.60 65.64 99.21
MW-BW-18-A 127.77 12/6/2019 70.76 57.01
3/5/2020 70.49 57.28
6/5/2020 70.31 57.46

9/3/2020 70.39 57.38 89.15
MW-BW-24-A 145.99 12/5/2019 77.76 68.23
3/5/2020 77.73 68.26
6/2/2020 77.50 68.49

9/3/2020 77.68 68.31 95.40
MW-BW-25-A 143.58 12/5/2019 75.00 68.58
3/5/2020 74.97 68.61
6/2/2020 74.80 68.78

9/2/2020 74.93 68.65 99.91
MW-BW-26-A 165.51 12/5/2019 108.28 57.23
3/5/2020 108.20 57.31
6/2/2020 107.98 57.53

9/3/2020 108.04 57.47 131.17
MW-BW-27-A 155.79 12/3/2019 96.80 58.99
3/2/2020 96.72 59.07
6/4/2020 96.61 59.18

9/1/2020 96.61 59.18 111.28
MW-BW-28-A 143.16 12/3/2019 81.51 61.65
3/3/2020 81.46 61.70
6/3/2020 81.36 61.80

9/1/2020 81.40 61.76 103.83
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q oucTpP
Groundwater Report Former Fort Ord, CA

Table 5. Groundwater Elevations,
Fourth Quarter 2019 through Third Quarter 2020

Top of Casing Date Depth to Water Level | Total Depth

Station Name Elevation (feet)' | Measured | Water (feet)® | Elevation (feet) (feet)®
MW-BW-30-A 152.12 12/4/2019 97.70 54.42

3/4/2020 97.46 54.66

6/4/2020 97.24 54.88

9/4/2020 97.21 5491 107.36
MW-BW-31-A 126.07 12/3/2019 72.40 53.67

3/2/2020 74.23 51.84

6/1/2020 74.02 52.05

9/2/2020 73.98 52.09 96.80
MW-BW-32-A 113.48 12/3/2019 61.50 51.98

3/2/2020 61.30 52.18

6/3/2020 61.15 52.33

9/2/2020 61.23 52.25 84.44
MW-BW-34-A 128.60 12/4/2019 78.97 49.63

3/4/2020 78.76 49.84

6/3/2020 78.41 50.19

9/4/2020 78.46 50.14 97.57
MW-BW-35-A 112.29 12/2/2019 64.63 47.66

3/2/2020 64.33 47.96

6/1/2020 64.03 48.26

9/2/2020 64.12 48.17 91.42
MW-BW-36-A 114.66 12/2/2019 67.24 47.42

3/2/2020 67.02 47.64

6/1/2020 66.83 47.83

9/2/2020 66.76 47.90 87.15
MW-BW-38-A 115.68 12/4/2019 68.79 46.89

3/6/2020 68.60 47.08

6/3/2020 68.15 47.53

9/4/2020 68.39 47.29 85.22
MW-BW-39-A 79.86 12/2/2019 36.21 43.65

3/2/2020 36.00 43.86

6/1/2020 35.78 44.08

9/1/2020 35.76 44.10 57.04
MW-BW-41-A 87.12 12/4/2019 48.32 38.80

3/4/2020 48.00 39.12

6/3/2020 47.73 39.39

9/4/2020 48.10 39.02 67.52
MW-BW-42-A 88.52 12/2/2019 47.89 40.63

3/2/2020 47.58 40.94

6/1/2020 47.34 41.18

9/1/2020 47.41 41.11 58.55
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q oucTpP
Groundwater Report Former Fort Ord, CA

Table 5. Groundwater Elevations,
Fourth Quarter 2019 through Third Quarter 2020

Top of Casing Date Depth to Water Level | Total Depth

Station Name Elevation (feet)' | Measured | Water (feet)® | Elevation (feet) (feet)®
MW-BW-43-A 60.70 12/2/2019 24.90 35.80

3/2/2020 24.64 36.06

6/1/2020 24.38 36.32

9/1/2020 24.37 36.33 39.27
MW-BW-44-A 79.30 12/2/2019 70.17 9.13

3/2/2020 69.43 9.87

6/1/2020 69.05 10.25

8/31/2020 69.51 9.79 84.64
MW-BW-45-A 77.40 12/4/2019 68.19 9.21

3/4/2020 67.71 9.69

6/3/2020 67.22 10.18

9/4/2020 67.75 9.65 87.36
MW-BW-46-A 67.72 12/4/2019 58.89 8.83

3/4/2020 58.40 9.32

6/5/2020 58.00 9.72

9/4/2020 58.50 9.22 83.77
MW-BW-48-A 45,93 12/4/2019 37.32 8.61

3/4/2020 37.10 8.83

6/4/2020 36.64 9.29

9/3/2020 37.27 8.65 61.80
MW-BW-49-A 44.49 12/4/2019 35.37 9.12

3/4/2020 35.27 9.22

6/4/2020 34.91 9.58

9/4/2020 35.51 8.98 61.60
MW-BW-51-A 146.14 12/5/2019 71.41 74.73

3/4/2020 71.35 74.79

6/4/2020 71.23 74.91

9/2/2020 71.39 74.75 94.31
MW-BW-53-A 175.72 12/5/2019 103.58 72.14

3/4/2020 103.56 72.16

6/4/2020 103.38 72.34

9/2/2020 103.47 72.25 125.25
MW-BW-54-A 146.54 12/5/2019 74.50 72.04

3/5/2020 74.37 72.17

6/2/2020 74.23 72.31

9/2/2020 74.50 72.04 88.83
MW-BW-56-A 142.74 12/3/2019 73.80 68.94

3/3/2020 73.76 68.98

6/5/2020 73.71 69.03

8/31/2020 73.75 68.99 100.75
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q
Groundwater Report

Table 5. Groundwater Elevations,
Fourth Quarter 2019 through Third Quarter 2020

oucTp

Former Fort Ord, CA

Top of Casing Date Depth to Water Level | Total Depth

Station Name Elevation (feet)' | Measured | Water (feet)® | Elevation (feet) (feet)®
MW-BW-57-A 146.11 12/3/2019 78.15 67.96

3/3/2020 78.15 67.96

6/3/2020 78.00 68.11

9/2/2020 78.15 67.96 106.65
MW-BW-58-A 132.48 12/3/2019 68.01 64.47

3/3/2020 68.00 64.48

6/3/2020 67.92 64.56

9/1/2020 68.07 64.41 88.71
MW-BW-59-A 79.50 12/2/2019 39.85 39.65

3/2/2020 37.65 41.85

6/1/2020 35.78 43.72

9/1/2020 37.38 42.12 68.83
MW-BW-60-A 141.28 12/3/2019 76.69 64.59

3/3/2020 76.73 64.55

6/3/2020 76.60 64.68

9/2/2020 76.60 64.68 94.01
MW-BW-63-A 182.28 12/6/2019 108.57 73.71

3/4/2020 108.55 73.73

6/4/2020 108.35 73.93

9/4/2020 108.56 73.72 132.44
MW-BW-65-A 49.52 12/4/2019 39.97 9.55

3/4/2020 40.11 9.41

6/4/2020 39.67 9.85

9/4/2020 40.33 9.19 70.20
MW-BW-66-A 86.48 12/2/2019 53.76 32.72

3/2/2020 53.47 33.01

6/1/2020 53.42 33.06

8/31/2020 53.37 33.11 66.95
MW-BW-67-A 111.16 12/2/2019 78.47 32.69

3/2/2020 78.32 32.84

6/1/2020 78.11 33.05

8/31/2020 78.08 33.08 89.95
MW-BW-71-A 191.91 12/6/2019 117.24 74.67

3/5/2020 117.22 74.69

6/3/2020 117.14 74.77

9/1/2020 117.15 74.76 142.09
MW-BW-74-A 30.47 12/4/2019 21.46 9.01

3/4/2020 22.03 8.44

6/4/2020 21.66 8.81

9/4/2020 22.42 8.05 59.68
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q oucTpP
Groundwater Report Former Fort Ord, CA

Table 5. Groundwater Elevations,
Fourth Quarter 2019 through Third Quarter 2020

Top of Casing Date Depth to Water Level | Total Depth

Station Name Elevation (feet)' | Measured | Water (feet)® | Elevation (feet) (feet)®
MW-BW-75-A 32.32 12/4/2019 21.82 10.50

3/4/2020 23.11 9.21

6/4/2020 22.68 9.64

9/4/2020 23.43 8.89 53.85
MW-BW-77-A 82.30 12/4/2019 70.79 11.51

3/4/2020 69.48 12.82

6/4/2020 69.95 12.35

9/3/2020 70.41 11.89 93.17
MW-BW-78-A 64.48 12/4/2019 54.62 9.86

3/4/2020 54.25 10.23

6/4/2020 53.72 10.76

9/3/2020 54.27 10.21 84.17
MW-BW-79-A 65.17 12/4/2019 55.50 9.67

3/4/2020 55.17 10.00

6/4/2020 54.66 10.51

9/3/2020 55.19 9.98 83.72
MW-BW-80-A 51.33 12/4/2019 41.35 9.98

3/4/2020 41.38 9.95

6/4/2020 40.89 10.44

9/4/2020 41.56 9.77 75.34
MW-BW-81-A 51.23 12/4/2019 42.95 8.28

3/4/2020 42.58 8.65

6/3/2020 42.23 9.00

9/4/2020 42.95 8.28 79.67
MW-BW-82-A 38.75 12/4/2019 30.94 7.81

3/4/2020 30.71 8.04

6/3/2020 30.42 8.33

9/4/2020 31.16 7.59 71.16
MW-BW-83-A 23.72 12/4/2019 15.87 7.85

3/4/2020 15.87 7.85

6/3/2020 15.58 8.14

9/4/2020 16.35 7.37 67.42
MW-BW-85-A 132.79 12/3/2019 65.00 67.79

3/3/2020 64.96 67.83

6/3/2020 64.78 68.01

8/31/2020 64.94 67.85 92.23
MW-BW-86-A 135.79 12/3/2019 71.50 64.29

3/3/2020 71.54 64.25

6/3/2020 71.40 64.39

9/1/2020 71.49 64.30 98.48
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q oucTpP
Groundwater Report Former Fort Ord, CA

Table 5. Groundwater Elevations,
Fourth Quarter 2019 through Third Quarter 2020

Top of Casing Date Depth to Water Level | Total Depth

Station Name Elevation (feet)' | Measured | Water (feet)’ | Elevation (feet) (feet)?
MW-BW-87-A 135.37 12/3/2019 70.04 65.33

3/3/2020 69.99 65.38

6/3/2020 69.91 65.46

8/31/2020 69.95 65.42 100.19
MW-BW-88-A 148.06 12/3/2019 83.20 64.86

3/3/2020 83.15 64.91

6/3/2020 83.03 65.03

8/31/2020 83.08 64.98 105.04
MW-BW-89-A 141.54 12/3/2019 82.32 59.22

3/3/2020 82.20 59.34

6/3/2020 82.04 59.50

9/1/2020 82.09 59.45 102.92
MW-BW-90-A 118.15 12/3/2019 54.95 63.20

3/3/2020 54.90 63.25

6/3/2020 54.77 63.38

9/1/2020 54.87 63.28 81.97
MW-BW-91-A 131.38 12/3/2019 64.00 67.38

3/3/2020 63.91 67.47

6/3/2020 63.76 67.62

9/1/2020 63.91 67.47 89.65
MW-BW-92-A 121.81 12/3/2019 69.78 52.03

3/2/2020 69.58 52.23

6/3/2020 69.38 52.43

9/2/2020 69.43 52.38 93.22
MW-BW-93-A 138.20 12/3/2019 77.45 60.75

3/3/2020 77.26 60.94

6/3/2020 77.11 61.09

9/1/2020 77.18 61.02 116.08
MW-BW-94-AR 117.54 12/3/2019 55.84 61.70

3/3/2020 55.79 61.75

6/3/2020 55.65 61.89

9/1/2020 55.70 61.84 93.11
MW-BW-95-A 144.83 12/3/2019 93.60 51.23

3/3/2020 93.32 51.51

6/3/2020 92.99 51.84

9/1/2020 92.99 51.84 122.05

Upper 180-Foot Aquifer
EW-0U2-09-180 149.55 12/3/2019 161.10 -11.55

3/5/2020 168.00 -18.45

6/2/2020 171.23 -21.68

9/2/2020 172.23 -22.68 NM
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q
Groundwater Report

Table 5. Groundwater Elevations,

Fourth Quarter 2019 through Third Quarter 2020

oucTp

Former Fort Ord, CA

Top of Casing Date Depth to Water Level | Total Depth

Station Name Elevation (feet)' | Measured | Water (feet)® | Elevation (feet) (feet)®
MP-BW-30-282 156.08 12/2/2019 163.07 -6.99

3/6/2020 161.67 -5.59

6/4/2020 164.76 -8.68

9/1/2020 167.46 -11.38 NM
MP-BW-32-287 153.04 12/4/2019 160.38 -7.34

3/2/2020 159.16 -6.12

6/4/2020 164.76 -11.72

9/1/2020 164.65 -11.61 NM
MP-BW-33-272 153.85 12/4/2019 161.54 -7.69

3/3/2020 159.85 -6.00

6/4/2020 163.52 -9.67

9/1/2020 165.60 -11.75 NM
MP-BW-35-242 138.56 12/2/2019 145.06 -6.50

3/2/2020 145.06 -6.50

6/1/2020 145.06 -6.50

8/31/2020 147.32 -8.76 NM
MP-BW-37-178 135.76 12/5/2019 141.79 -6.03

3/3/2020 139.99 -4.23

6/4/2020 141.84 -6.08

9/1/2020 143.96 -8.20 NM
MP-BW-37-193 135.76 12/5/2019 141.54 -5.78

3/3/2020 139.88 -4.12

6/4/2020 141.49 -5.73

9/1/2020 143.78 -8.02 NM
MP-BW-41-202 157.05 12/3/2019 168.52 -11.47

3/3/2020 166.03 -8.98

6/2/2020 168.48 -11.43

9/3/2020 170.48 -13.43 NM
MP-BW-41-231 157.05 12/3/2019 167.54 -10.49

3/3/2020 165.14 -8.09

6/2/2020 167.49 -10.44

9/3/2020 169.50 -12.45 NM
MP-BW-41-256 157.05 12/3/2019 167.22 -10.17

3/3/2020 165.01 -7.96

6/2/2020 167.48 -10.43

9/3/2020 169.46 -12.41 NM
MP-BW-42-195 148.69 12/3/2019 158.24 -9.55

3/4/2020 155.72 -7.03

6/2/2020 156.79 -8.10

9/3/2020 160.32 -11.63 NM
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q
Groundwater Report

Table 5. Groundwater Elevations,
Fourth Quarter 2019 through Third Quarter 2020

oucrtp
Former Fort Ord, CA

Top of Casing Date Depth to Water Level | Total Depth
Station Name Elevation (feet)' | Measured | Water (feet)® | Elevation (feet) (feet)®
MP-BW-42-215 148.69 12/3/2019 158.19 -9.50
3/4/2020 155.77 -7.08
6/2/2020 156.99 -8.30
9/3/2020 160.33 -11.64 NM
MP-BW-42-235 148.69 12/3/2019 158.44 -9.75
3/4/2020 155.88 -7.19
6/2/2020 157.61 -8.92
9/3/2020 160.95 -12.26 NM
MP-BW-46-170 151.83 12/3/2019 159.54 -7.71
3/3/2020 157.56 -5.73
6/2/2020 158.69 -6.86
9/1/2020 161.69 -9.86 NM
MP-BW-46-185 151.83 12/3/2019 159.45 -7.62
3/3/2020 157.44 -5.61
6/2/2020 158.69 -6.86
9/1/2020 161.57 -9.74 NM
MP-BW-46-200 151.83 12/3/2019 159.53 -7.70
3/3/2020 157.45 -5.62
6/2/2020 158.72 -6.89
9/1/2020 161.51 -9.68 NM
MP-BW-46-215 151.83 12/3/2019 159.58 -7.75
3/3/2020 157.46 -5.63
6/2/2020 158.68 -6.85
9/1/2020 161.43 -9.60 NM
MW-B-05-180 120.74 12/2/2019 125.77 -5.03
3/2/2020 123.84 -3.10
6/1/2020 124.94 -4.20
9/1/2020 127.06 -6.32 210.04
MW-BW-02-180 141.25 12/5/2019 151.63 -10.38
3/5/2020 149.40 -8.15
6/4/2020 148.96 -7.71
9/3/2020 151.85 -10.60 170.72
MW-BW-21-180 144.67 12/3/2019 151.87 -7.20
3/3/2020 149.76 -5.09
6/2/2020 150.68 -6.01
9/2/2020 153.28 -8.61 195.97
MW-BW-26-180 165.21 12/5/2019 171.65 -6.44
3/5/2020 169.90 -4.69
6/2/2020 170.89 -5.68
9/3/2020 173.26 -8.05 248.11
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q
Groundwater Report

Table 5. Groundwater Elevations,
Fourth Quarter 2019 through Third Quarter 2020

oucTp

Former Fort Ord, CA

Top of Casing Date Depth to Water Level | Total Depth

Station Name Elevation (feet)' | Measured | Water (feet)® | Elevation (feet) (feet)®
MW-BW-43-180 132.85 12/5/2019 139.73 -6.88
3/5/2020 137.96 -5.11
6/2/2020 138.98 -6.13

9/3/2020 141.45 -8.60 200.04
MW-BW-44-180 147.16 12/6/2019 154.50 -7.34
3/5/2020 152.75 -5.59
6/5/2020 154.09 -6.93

9/3/2020 156.54 -9.38 213.35
MW-BW-45-180 140.03 12/5/2019 147.75 -7.72
3/5/2020 145.85 -5.82
6/2/2020 146.84 -6.81

9/4/2020 149.37 -9.34 195.54
MW-BW-47-180 162.46 12/6/2019 170.69 -8.23
3/6/2020 168.62 -6.16
6/5/2020 170.16 -7.70

9/3/2020 172.51 -10.05 225.37
MW-BW-49-180 164.57 12/4/2019 174.11 -9.54
3/4/2020 171.87 -7.30
6/5/2020 173.07 -8.50

9/4/2020 175.51 -10.94 219.39
MW-BW-50-180 178.65 12/5/2019 188.18 -9.53
3/4/2020 187.78 -9.13
6/4/2020 186.85 -8.20

9/3/2020 189.81 -11.16 243.19
MW-BW-51-180 148.83 12/5/2019 158.15 -9.32
3/4/2020 156.59 -7.76
6/4/2020 156.84 -8.01

9/2/2020 159.78 -10.95 199.19
MW-BW-52-180 148.47 12/5/2019 157.29 -8.82
3/4/2020 154.96 -6.49
6/4/2020 155.99 -7.52

9/2/2020 158.88 -10.41 203.62
MW-BW-53-180 170.88 12/6/2019 179.23 -8.35
3/6/2020 177.10 -6.22
6/5/2020 178.51 -7.63

9/3/2020 180.90 -10.02 220.60

Ahtna Global, LLC
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q
Groundwater Report

Table 5. Groundwater Elevations,
Fourth Quarter 2019 through Third Quarter 2020

oucTp

Former Fort Ord, CA

Top of Casing Date Depth to Water Level | Total Depth

Station Name Elevation (feet)' | Measured | Water (feet)® | Elevation (feet) (feet)®
MW-BW-54-180 127.78 12/2/2019 133.60 -5.82
3/2/2020 131.61 -3.83
6/1/2020 132.71 -4.93

9/2/2020 134.99 -7.21 203.11
MW-BW-55-180 144.47 12/5/2019 151.43 -6.96
3/5/2020 149.54 -5.07
6/2/2020 150.40 -5.93

9/2/2020 153.04 -8.57 203.92
MW-BW-56-180 178.29 12/4/2019 188.15 -9.86
3/4/2020 185.77 -7.48
6/5/2020 187.04 -8.75

9/4/2020 189.51 -11.22 237.18
MW-BW-57-180 152.85 12/4/2019 162.12 -9.27
3/4/2020 159.80 -6.95
6/2/2020 160.70 -7.85

9/2/2020 163.85 -11.00 208.25
MW-BW-58-180 133.42 12/4/2019 143.68 -10.26
3/4/2020 141.22 -7.80
6/2/2020 142.44 -9.02

9/2/2020 145.54 -12.12 179.60
MW-0U2-30-180 163.59 12/4/2019 172.28 -8.69
3/4/2020 170.50 -6.91
6/4/2020 171.63 -8.04

9/3/2020 174.46 -10.87 219.18
MW-0U2-64-180 142.28 12/4/2019 152.37 -10.09
3/4/2020 149.95 -7.67
6/2/2020 151.26 -8.98

9/3/2020 154.36 -12.08 202.15
MW-0U2-67-180 162.80 12/4/2019 173.66 -10.86
3/4/2020 171.11 -8.31
6/1/2020 172.75 -9.95

9/3/2020 173.87 -11.07 212.49
MW-0U2-70-180 196.79 12/4/2019 208.20 -11.41
3/4/2020 205.65 -8.86
6/1/2020 207.00 -10.21

9/2/2020 210.36 -13.57 242.65

Lower 180-Foot Aquifer
AIRFIELD 142.00 12/2/2019 150.46 -8.46
3/3/2020 147.37 -5.37
6/3/2020 151.80 -9.80
8/31/2020 156.11 -14.11 NM
Page 14 of 24
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q
Groundwater Report

Table 5. Groundwater Elevations,

Fourth Quarter 2019 through Third Quarter 2020

oucTp

Former Fort Ord, CA

Top of Casing Date Depth to Water Level | Total Depth
Station Name Elevation (feet)' | Measured | Water (feet)® | Elevation (feet) (feet)®
EW-0U2-07-180 163.39 12/4/2019 174.02 -10.63
3/5/2020 171.68 -8.29
6/3/2020 172.49 -9.10
9/2/2020 176.12 -12.73 262.49
MCWD-08A 151.89 12/4/2019 158.95 -7.06
3/4/2020 156.63 -4.74
6/3/2020 NM NM
10/12/2020 159.15 -7.26 NM
MP-BW-30-317 156.08 12/2/2019 163.08 -7.00
3/6/2020 161.68 -5.60
6/4/2020 164.79 -8.71
9/1/2020 167.47 -11.39 NM
MP-BW-30-342 156.08 12/2/2019 163.08 -7.00
3/6/2020 161.72 -5.64
6/4/2020 164.83 -8.75
9/1/2020 167.39 -11.31 NM
MP-BW-30-397 156.08 12/2/2019 162.56 -6.48
3/6/2020 161.18 -5.10
6/4/2020 164.24 -8.16
9/1/2020 166.90 -10.82 NM
MP-BW-30-467 156.08 12/2/2019 161.72 -5.64
3/6/2020 160.35 -4.27
6/4/2020 163.40 -7.32
9/1/2020 166.05 -9.97 NM
MP-BW-30-537 156.08 12/2/2019 161.91 -5.83
3/6/2020 160.55 -4.47
6/4/2020 163.57 -7.49
9/1/2020 166.45 -10.37 NM
MP-BW-31-292 137.11 12/5/2019 144.32 -7.21
3/3/2020 142.87 -5.76
6/4/2020 147.02 -9.91
9/1/2020 149.42 -12.31 NM
MP-BW-31-332 137.11 12/5/2019 144.36 -7.25
3/3/2020 142.75 -5.64
6/4/2020 146.39 -9.28
9/1/2020 148.90 -11.79 NM
MP-BW-31-362 137.11 12/5/2019 144.00 -6.89
3/3/2020 142.41 -5.30
6/4/2020 146.19 -9.08
9/1/2020 148.61 -11.50 NM

Ahtna Global, LLC
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q
Groundwater Report

Table 5. Groundwater Elevations,

Fourth Quarter 2019 through Third Quarter 2020

oucTp

Former Fort Ord, CA

Top of Casing Date Depth to Water Level | Total Depth

Station Name Elevation (feet)' | Measured | Water (feet)® | Elevation (feet) (feet)®
MP-BW-31-407 137.11 12/5/2019 143.43 -6.32

3/3/2020 141.82 -4.71

6/4/2020 145.49 -8.38

9/1/2020 147.93 -10.82 NM
MP-BW-31-457 137.11 12/5/2019 143.10 -5.99

3/3/2020 141.56 -4.45

6/4/2020 145.13 -8.02

9/1/2020 147.53 -10.42 NM
MP-BW-31-522 137.11 12/5/2019 143.24 -6.13

3/3/2020 141.79 -4.68

6/4/2020 145.66 -8.55

9/1/2020 148.11 -11.00 NM
MP-BW-32-332 153.04 12/4/2019 160.33 -7.29

3/2/2020 159.06 -6.02

6/4/2020 164.78 -11.74

9/1/2020 164.64 -11.60 NM
MP-BW-32-366 153.04 12/4/2019 160.18 -7.14

3/2/2020 158.86 -5.82

6/4/2020 164.54 -11.50

9/1/2020 164.49 -11.45 NM
MP-BW-32-412 153.04 12/4/2019 159.81 -6.77

3/2/2020 158.52 -5.48

6/4/2020 164.22 -11.18

9/1/2020 164.08 -11.04 NM
MP-BW-32-472 153.04 12/4/2019 159.52 -6.48

3/2/2020 158.18 -5.14

6/4/2020 163.88 -10.84

9/1/2020 163.86 -10.82 NM
MP-BW-32-522 153.04 12/4/2019 159.71 -6.67

3/2/2020 158.37 -5.33

6/4/2020 164.26 -11.22

9/1/2020 164.21 -11.17 NM
MP-BW-33-317 153.85 12/4/2019 161.75 -7.90

3/3/2020 160.05 -6.20

6/4/2020 163.81 -9.96

9/1/2020 165.86 -12.01 NM
MP-BW-33-352 153.85 12/4/2019 161.58 -7.73

3/3/2020 159.92 -6.07

6/4/2020 163.66 -9.81

9/1/2020 165.74 -11.89 NM

Ahtna Global, LLC

Page 16 of 24



2019-4Q to 2020-3Q
Groundwater Report

Table 5. Groundwater Elevations,

Fourth Quarter 2019 through Third Quarter 2020

oucTp

Former Fort Ord, CA

Top of Casing Date Depth to Water Level | Total Depth

Station Name Elevation (feet)' | Measured | Water (feet)® | Elevation (feet) (feet)®
MP-BW-33-397 153.85 12/4/2019 161.26 -7.41

3/3/2020 159.55 -5.70

6/4/2020 163.26 -9.41

9/1/2020 165.45 -11.60 NM
MP-BW-34-292 127.61 12/4/2019 135.98 -8.37

3/2/2020 135.98 -8.37

6/4/2020 140.57 -12.96

8/31/2020 141.91 -14.30 NM
MP-BW-34-357 127.61 12/4/2019 135.89 -8.28

3/2/2020 135.89 -8.28

6/4/2020 139.17 -11.56

8/31/2020 140.78 -13.17 NM
MP-BW-34-422 127.61 12/4/2019 135.56 -7.95

3/2/2020 135.56 -7.95

6/4/2020 138.72 -11.11

8/31/2020 140.29 -12.68 NM
MP-BW-34-492 127.61 12/4/2019 135.22 -7.61

3/2/2020 135.22 -7.61

6/4/2020 138.57 -10.96

8/31/2020 140.02 -12.41 NM
MP-BW-34-537 127.61 12/4/2019 136.25 -8.64

3/2/2020 136.25 -8.64

6/4/2020 141.11 -13.50

8/31/2020 142.78 -15.17 NM
MP-BW-35-312 138.56 12/2/2019 145.94 -7.38

3/2/2020 145.94 -7.38

6/1/2020 150.97 -12.41

8/31/2020 153.12 -14.56 NM
MP-BW-35-366 138.56 12/2/2019 145.87 -7.31

3/2/2020 145.87 -7.31

6/1/2020 150.58 -12.02

8/31/2020 152.77 -14.21 NM
MP-BW-35-402 138.56 12/2/2019 145.72 -7.16

3/2/2020 145.72 -7.16

6/1/2020 150.36 -11.80

8/31/2020 152.55 -13.99 NM
MP-BW-35-467 138.56 12/2/2019 145.31 -6.75

3/2/2020 145.31 -6.75

6/1/2020 149.97 -11.41

8/31/2020 152.14 -13.58 NM

Ahtna Global, LLC
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q
Groundwater Report

Table 5. Groundwater Elevations,

Fourth Quarter 2019 through Third Quarter 2020

oucTp

Former Fort Ord, CA

Top of Casing Date Depth to Water Level | Total Depth

Station Name Elevation (feet)' | Measured | Water (feet)® | Elevation (feet) (feet)®
MP-BW-35-527 138.56 12/2/2019 145.11 -6.55

3/2/2020 145.11 -6.55

6/1/2020 149.72 -11.16

8/31/2020 151.78 -13.22 NM
MP-BW-35-562 138.56 12/2/2019 145.88 -7.32

3/2/2020 145.88 -7.32

6/1/2020 151.58 -13.02

8/31/2020 153.79 -15.23 NM
MP-BW-37-303 135.76 12/5/2019 142.83 -7.07

3/3/2020 141.40 -5.64

6/4/2020 145.48 -9.72

9/1/2020 147.44 -11.68 NM
MP-BW-37-328 135.76 12/5/2019 142.82 -7.06

3/3/2020 141.46 -5.70

6/4/2020 145.59 -9.83

9/1/2020 147.48 -11.72 NM
MP-BW-37-368 135.76 12/5/2019 142.36 -6.60

3/3/2020 140.98 -5.22

6/4/2020 144.95 -9.19

9/1/2020 146.81 -11.05 NM
MP-BW-37-398 135.76 12/5/2019 141.99 -6.23

3/3/2020 140.56 -4.80

6/4/2020 144.60 -8.84

9/1/2020 146.47 -10.71 NM
MP-BW-37-460 135.76 12/5/2019 142.60 -6.84

3/3/2020 141.23 -5.47

6/4/2020 145.13 -9.37

9/1/2020 147.00 -11.24 NM
MP-BW-38-327 126.17 12/2/2019 134.89 -8.72

3/2/2020 134.89 -8.72

6/3/2020 140.86 -14.69

8/31/2020 140.65 -14.48 NM
MP-BW-38-341 126.17 12/2/2019 132.78 -6.61

3/2/2020 132.78 -6.61

6/3/2020 138.78 -12.61

8/31/2020 138.73 -12.56 NM
MP-BW-38-353 126.17 12/2/2019 132.69 -6.52

3/2/2020 132.69 -6.52

6/3/2020 138.64 -12.47

8/31/2020 138.43 -12.26 NM

Ahtna Global, LLC
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q
Groundwater Report

Table 5. Groundwater Elevations,

Fourth Quarter 2019 through Third Quarter 2020

oucTp

Former Fort Ord, CA

Top of Casing Date Depth to Water Level | Total Depth

Station Name Elevation (feet)' | Measured | Water (feet)® | Elevation (feet) (feet)®
MP-BW-38-368 126.17 12/2/2019 134.85 -8.68

3/2/2020 134.85 -8.68

6/3/2020 140.78 -14.61

8/31/2020 140.61 -14.44 NM
MP-BW-38-418 126.17 12/2/2019 134.41 -8.24

3/2/2020 134.41 -8.24

6/3/2020 140.15 -13.98

8/31/2020 140.06 -13.89 NM
MP-BW-39-310 140.42 12/2/2019 148.24 -7.82

3/4/2020 148.24 -7.82

6/1/2020 152.02 -11.60

8/31/2020 153.71 -13.29 NM
MP-BW-39-330 140.42 12/2/2019 148.16 -7.74

3/4/2020 148.16 -7.74

6/1/2020 151.85 -11.43

8/31/2020 153.53 -13.11 NM
MP-BW-39-350 140.42 12/2/2019 148.02 -7.60

3/4/2020 148.02 -7.60

6/1/2020 151.78 -11.36

8/31/2020 153.35 -12.93 NM
MP-BW-39-395 140.42 12/2/2019 146.92 -6.50

3/4/2020 146.92 -6.50

6/1/2020 150.68 -10.26

8/31/2020 152.18 -11.76 NM
MP-BW-40-333 126.42 12/2/2019 137.67 -11.25

3/4/2020 137.67 -11.25

6/3/2020 143.23 -16.81

8/31/2020 143.65 -17.23 NM
MP-BW-40-353 126.42 12/2/2019 137.73 -11.31

3/4/2020 137.73 -11.31

6/3/2020 143.52 -17.10

8/31/2020 143.62 -17.20 NM
MP-BW-40-375 126.42 12/2/2019 137.35 -10.93

3/4/2020 137.35 -10.93

6/3/2020 143.07 -16.65

8/31/2020 143.17 -16.75 NM
MP-BW-40-400 126.42 12/2/2019 137.37 -10.95

3/4/2020 137.37 -10.95

6/3/2020 142.91 -16.49

8/31/2020 143.14 9.90 NM

Ahtna Global, LLC
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q
Groundwater Report

Table 5. Groundwater Elevations,

Fourth Quarter 2019 through Third Quarter 2020

oucTp

Former Fort Ord, CA

Top of Casing Date Depth to Water Level | Total Depth

Station Name Elevation (feet)' | Measured | Water (feet)® | Elevation (feet) (feet)®
MP-BW-41-286 157.05 12/3/2019 167.41 -10.36

3/3/2020 165.06 -8.01

6/2/2020 167.44 -10.39

9/3/2020 169.44 -16.40 NM
MP-BW-41-318 157.05 12/3/2019 167.48 -10.43

3/3/2020 165.03 -7.98

6/2/2020 167.45 -10.40

9/3/2020 169.46 -16.42 NM
MP-BW-41-353 157.05 12/3/2019 167.58 -10.53

3/3/2020 165.06 -8.01

6/2/2020 167.46 -10.41

9/3/2020 169.51 -16.47 NM
MP-BW-41-396 157.05 12/3/2019 167.52 -10.47

3/3/2020 164.98 -7.93

6/2/2020 167.41 -10.36

9/3/2020 169.37 -16.33 NM
MP-BW-42-295 148.69 12/3/2019 158.36 -9.67

3/4/2020 155.89 -7.20

6/2/2020 157.67 -8.98

9/3/2020 161.08 -8.04 NM
MP-BW-42-314 148.69 12/3/2019 158.41 -9.72

3/4/2020 155.94 -7.25

6/2/2020 157.70 -9.01

9/3/2020 161.09 -8.05 NM
MP-BW-42-345 148.69 12/3/2019 158.22 -9.53

3/4/2020 155.87 -7.18

6/2/2020 157.60 -8.91

9/3/2020 160.92 -7.88 NM
MP-BW-42-400 148.69 12/3/2019 158.39 -9.70

3/4/2020 155.92 -7.23

6/2/2020 157.44 -8.75

9/3/2020 160.78 -12.09 NM
MP-BW-49-287 164.60 12/3/2019 175.24 -10.64

3/4/2020 172.51 -7.91

6/1/2020 175.00 -10.40

9/2/2020 174.68 -10.08 NM
MP-BW-49-316 164.60 12/3/2019 175.17 -10.57

3/4/2020 172.66 -8.06

6/1/2020 175.08 -10.48

9/2/2020 174.75 -10.15 NM
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q
Groundwater Report

Table 5. Groundwater Elevations,

Fourth Quarter 2019 through Third Quarter 2020

oucTp

Former Fort Ord, CA

Top of Casing Date Depth to Water Level | Total Depth

Station Name Elevation (feet)' | Measured | Water (feet)® | Elevation (feet) (feet)®
MP-BW-49-336 164.60 12/3/2019 175.19 -10.59

3/4/2020 172.68 -8.08

6/1/2020 175.12 -10.52

9/2/2020 174.80 -10.20 NM
MP-BW-49-368 164.60 12/3/2019 175.24 -10.64

3/4/2020 172.78 -8.18

6/1/2020 175.24 -10.64

9/2/2020 174.92 -10.32 NM
MP-BW-49-400 164.60 12/3/2019 175.36 -10.76

3/4/2020 172.92 -8.32

6/1/2020 175.27 -10.67

9/2/2020 174.95 -10.35 NM
MP-BW-50-289 133.57 12/4/2019 144.22 -10.65

3/4/2020 141.94 -8.37

6/2/2020 144.36 -10.79

9/2/2020 147.41 -13.84 NM
MP-BW-50-309 133.57 12/4/2019 144.25 -10.68

3/4/2020 141.92 -8.35

6/2/2020 144.41 -10.84

9/2/2020 147.48 -13.91 NM
MP-BW-50-339 133.57 12/4/2019 144.35 -10.78

3/4/2020 142.00 -8.43

6/2/2020 144.40 -10.83

9/2/2020 147.44 -13.87 NM
MP-BW-50-359 133.57 12/4/2019 144.40 -10.83

3/4/2020 142.07 -8.50

6/2/2020 144.40 -10.83

9/2/2020 147.51 -13.94 NM
MP-BW-50-384 133.57 12/4/2019 144.42 -10.85

3/4/2020 142.15 -8.58

6/2/2020 144.35 -10.78

9/2/2020 147.41 -13.84 NM
MP-BW-51-315 155.82 12/3/2019 166.56 -10.74

3/4/2020 164.41 -8.59

6/1/2020 168.91 -13.09

9/2/2020 170.80 -14.98 NM
MP-BW-51-340 155.82 12/3/2019 166.53 -10.71

3/4/2020 164.43 -8.61

6/1/2020 168.93 -13.11

9/2/2020 170.91 -15.09 NM

Ahtna Global, LLC
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q
Groundwater Report

Table 5. Groundwater Elevations,
Fourth Quarter 2019 through Third Quarter 2020

oucrtp
Former Fort Ord, CA

Top of Casing Date Depth to Water Level | Total Depth
Station Name Elevation (feet)' | Measured | Water (feet)® | Elevation (feet) (feet)®

MP-BW-51-370 155.82 12/3/2019 166.70 -10.88

3/4/2020 164.42 -8.60

6/1/2020 169.01 -13.19

9/2/2020 170.88 -15.06 NM
MP-BW-51-405 155.82 12/3/2019 166.73 -10.91

3/4/2020 164.58 -8.76

6/1/2020 169.15 -13.33

9/2/2020 170.91 -15.09 NM
MP-BW-52-323 135.76 12/2/2019 144.73 -8.97

3/4/2020 144.73 -8.97

6/3/2020 150.40 -14.64

8/31/2020 151.12 -15.36 NM
MP-BW-52-338 135.76 12/2/2019 144.74 -8.98

3/4/2020 144.74 -8.98

6/3/2020 150.53 -14.77

8/31/2020 151.08 -15.32 NM
MP-BW-52-363 135.76 12/2/2019 144.73 -8.97

3/4/2020 144.73 -8.97

6/3/2020 150.34 -14.58

8/31/2020 150.80 -15.04 NM
MP-BW-52-388 135.76 12/2/2019 144.56 -8.80

3/4/2020 144.56 -8.80

6/3/2020 150.10 -14.34

8/31/2020 150.72 -14.96 NM
MP-BW-52-408 135.76 12/2/2019 144.63 -8.87

3/4/2020 144.63 -8.87

6/3/2020 150.01 -14.25

8/31/2020 150.54 -14.78 NM
MW-BW-03-400 141.32 12/5/2019 152.34 -11.02

3/5/2020 150.86 -9.54

6/4/2020 156.16 -14.84

9/3/2020 157.39 -16.07 NM
MW-BW-04-180 140.97 12/4/2019 208.54 -67.57

3/5/2020 206.06 -65.09

6/3/2020 206.71 -65.74

9/2/2020 207.12 -66.15 NM
MW-BW-59-180 198.85 12/4/2019 154.38 44.47

3/4/2020 152.08 46.77

6/2/2020 153.62 45.23

9/3/2020 156.72 42.13 NM
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q
Groundwater Report

Table 5. Groundwater Elevations,
Fourth Quarter 2019 through Third Quarter 2020

oucrtp
Former Fort Ord, CA

Top of Casing Date Depth to Water Level | Total Depth
Station Name Elevation (feet)' | Measured | Water (feet)’ | Elevation (feet) (feet)?

MW-0U2-07-400 174.98 12/4/2019 173.15 1.83

3/4/2020 170.65 433

6/1/2020 172.40 2.58

9/3/2020 175.49 -0.51 NM
MW-0U2-28-400 198.33 12/4/2019 167.05 31.28

3/4/2020 164.70 33.63

6/1/2020 166.75 31.58

9/3/2020 169.75 28.58 NM
MW-0U2-66-180 144.27 12/4/2019 208.79 -64.52

3/4/2020 206.47 -62.20

6/1/2020 209.05 -64.78

9/2/2020 211.87 -67.60 NM
MW-0U2-68-180 162.33 12/4/2019 208.93 -46.60

3/4/2020 206.54 -44.21

6/3/2020 209.11 -46.78

9/2/2020 212.19 -49.86 278.48
MW-0U2-69-180 156.36 12/4/2019 176.68 -20.32

3/5/2020 174.39 -18.03

6/3/2020 175.28 -18.92

9/2/2020 178.14 -21.78 NM
MW-0U2-71-180 197.44 12/5/2019 195.17 2.27

3/6/2020 192.44 5.00

6/5/2020 193.79 3.65

9/3/2020 196.74 0.70 NM
MW-0U2-72-180 197.48 12/6/2019 263.29 -65.81

3/5/2020 261.65 -64.17

6/4/2020 267.00 -69.52

9/3/2020 267.04 -69.56 NM
MW-0U2-78-180 167.04 12/4/2019 176.68 -9.64

3/5/2020 174.39 -7.35

6/3/2020 175.28 -8.24

9/2/2020 178.14 -11.10 NM
MW-0U2-82-180 184.26 12/5/2019 195.17 -10.91

3/6/2020 192.44 -8.18

6/5/2020 193.79 -9.53

9/3/2020 196.74 -12.84 NM

Ahtna Global, LLC
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q oucTpP
Groundwater Report Former Fort Ord, CA

Table 5. Groundwater Elevations,
Fourth Quarter 2019 through Third Quarter 2020

Top of Casing Date Depth to Water Level | Total Depth
Station Name Elevation (feet)' | Measured | Water (feet)’ | Elevation (feet) (feet)?
TEST2 252.00 12/6/2019 263.29 -11.29
3/5/2020 261.65 -9.65
6/4/2020 267.00 -15.00
9/3/2020 267.04 -15.04 NM
Notes:

Gray cell indicate no measurement taken (total depth only collected in Third Quarter events)
NM = Not Measured
! Elevations are given in feet relative to mean sea level (MSL).

2 Depth to water and total depth is measured from top of well casing. Wells with pumps, multi-port wells, or
wells greater than 300 feet deep unable to measure total depth.
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q oucTtpP
Groundwater Report Former Fort Ord, CA

Table 6. Summary of Groundwater Monitoring Analytical Results, A-Aquifer, Fourth Quarter 2019

Analyte:| 1,1-pcE | ORI L2 cT  |chloroform| Methvlene | e TCE Vinyl
it (g | o | e | wem | MO | ey | e | PO
pepth | US| WD | en) (ue/L) (ug/L)

Station (ft btoc)| Date [Value|Qual|Value{Qual|Value|Qual|Value|Qual| Value|Qual|Value[Qual|Value|Qual| Value|Qual
EISB-EW-01 74 12/02/19 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 0.33}J 0.41}J <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050|U
EISB-EW-09 80 12/02/19 | <0.25]|U <0.25(U 14 0.35]J <0.50(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050|U
EW-BW-109-A 107 12/05/19 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 14 0.36}J <0.50|U <0.25]|U 0.58 <0.050]U
EW-BW-124-A 99 12/05/19 | <0.25]|U <0.25(U <0.25(U 0.28]J <0.50(U 0.141) 1.2 <0.050|U
EW-BW-135-A 96 12/05/19 | <0.25(U 0.20(J <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25|U 1.2 <0.050|U
EW-BW-149-A 102 12/03/19 | <0.25]|U <0.25(U <0.25(U 0.38]J <0.50(U <0.25(U 0.15]J <0.050|U
EW-BW-155-A 91 12/03/19 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 0.33(J <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25|U 0.57 <0.050|U
EW-BW-160-A 81 12/03/19 | <0.25]|U <0.25(U 1.2 0.20}J <0.50(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050|U
EW-BW-166-A 81 12/03/19 | <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.50|U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050|U
MW-B-12-A 66 12/02/19 | <0.25]|U <0.25(U 0.65 <0.25(U <0.50(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050|U
MW-B-14-A 94 12/03/19 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 0.60 0.21}J <0.50|U <0.25]|U 0.13(J <0.050|U
MW-BW-15-A 102 12/03/19 | <0.25]|U <0.25(U 0.141J 0.18]J <0.50(U <0.25(U 0.30}J <0.050|U
MW-BW-17-A 91 12/05/19 | <0.25(U <0.25|U <0.25]|U 0.13(J <0.50|U <0.25|U 0.28}(J <0.050]U
MW-BW-24-A 83 12/05/19 | <0.25]|U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.50(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050|U
MW-BW-26-A 115 12/05/19 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 3.9 0.57 0.75]J <0.25|U 0.79 <0.050|U
MW-BW-27-A 110 12/03/19 | <0.25]|U 0.15]J <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.50(U <0.25(U 0.54 <0.050|U
MW-BW-28-A 87 12/03/19 | <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.50|U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050|U
MW-BW-31-A 94 12/03/19 | <0.25]|U <0.25(U 13 0.74 <0.50(U <0.25(U 0.51 <0.050|U
MW-BW-32-A 77 12/03/19 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 1.8 0.26]J <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050|U
MW-BW-35-A 87 12/02/19 | <0.25]|U <0.25(U 0.13}J 213 <0.50(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050|U
MW-BW-36-A 83 12/02/19 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 0.67 2.1 <0.50|U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050|U
MW-BW-42-A 51 12/02/19 | <0.25]|U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.50(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050|U
MW-BW-49-A 54 12/04/19 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 1.4(J+ 0.26]J <0.50|U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050]U
MW-BW-58-A 86 12/03/19 | <0.25]|U <0.25(U 0.30}J <0.25(U <0.50(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050|U
MW-BW-60-A 82 12/03/19 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 0.32}]J 0.12}]J <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050|U
MW-BW-65-A 64 12/04/19 | <0.25]|U <0.25(U 0.70|J+ 0.12}J <0.50(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050|U
MW-BW-66-A 65 12/02/19 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 1.1 0.11}J <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050]U
MW-BW-74-A 36 12/04/19 | <0.25]|U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.50(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050|U
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q oucTtpP
Groundwater Report Former Fort Ord, CA

Table 6. Summary of Groundwater Monitoring Analytical Results, A-Aquifer, Fourth Quarter 2019

Analyte:| 1,1-pcE | ORI L2 cT  |chloroform| Methvlene | e TCE Vinyl
| et | S| wem | wem | MM | e | ey | MOMee
Depth | Units|  (ve/ (ue/L) (ue/L) (he/L)
Station (ft btoc) Date |Value|Qual|Value|Qual|Value|Qual|Value|Qual| Value|Qual|Value[Qual|Value[Qual| Value|[Qual
MW-BW-74-An 41 12/04/19 | <0.25|U <0.25|U 0.12(J <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050]|U
MW-BW-75-A 45 12/04/19 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 1.9(J+ 0.18{J <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050(U
MW-BW-77-A 77 12/04/19 | <0.25|U <0.25|U 0.27(J <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050]|U
MW-BW-77-AN 92 12/04/19 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 0.28{J <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050(U
MW-BW-78-A 59 12/04/19 | <0.25]|U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.50{U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050|U
MW-BW-78-An 64 12/04/19 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 0.17{J <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050(U
MW-BW-79-A 75 12/04/19 | <0.25|U <0.25|U 0.24(J <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050]U
MW-BW-80-A 49 12/04/19 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 3.3|J+ 0.27{J <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050(U
MW-BW-85-A 83 12/03/19 | <0.25|U <0.25|U 0.85 0.18(J <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050]U
MW-BW-86-A 94 12/03/19 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 0.24(J <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050(U
MW-BW-87-A 92 12/03/19 | <0.25|U <0.25|U 1.9 0.34(J <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050]U
MW-BW-88-A 100 12/03/19 | <0.25{U <0.25|U 1.4 0.37J <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050(U
MW-BW-89-A 97 12/03/19 | <0.25|U <0.25|U 0.77 0.46(J <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050]U
MW-BW-90-A 68 12/03/19 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 1.3 0.17{J <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050(U
MW-BW-91-A 80 12/03/19 | <0.25|U <0.25|U 0.93 0.24(J <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050]U
MW-BW-92-A 78 12/03/19 | <0.25{U <0.25|U 0.81 0.15(J <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050(U
MW-BW-93-A 96 12/03/19 | <0.25|U <0.25|U 0.25(J 0.61 <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050]U
MW-BW-94-AR 83 12/03/19 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 0.49(J <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050(U
MW-BW-95-A 117 | 12/03/19 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 1.2 0.12(J <0.50|U <0.25|U 0.32(J <0.050]|U
Maximum Concentration (pg/L):| <0.25|U 0.20(J 3.9 21.3 0.75(J 0.14(J 1.2 <0.050(U
Number of Sampling Locations: 44 44 44 44 44 44 44 44
Number of Locations above ACL: 0 0 22 2 0 0 0 0
Percent of Locations with Detections: 0% 5% 80% 66% 2% 2% 27% 0%
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q oucTtpP
Groundwater Report Former Fort Ord, CA

Table 6. Summary of Groundwater Monitoring Analytical Results, A-Aquifer, Fourth Quarter 2019

Notes:

--: sample collected from pump spigot

Results in bold are detected results above the Aquifer Cleanup Level (ACL) as shown in Table 1

Results in gray are not detected (result reported as <limit of detection [LOD])

Gray cells indicate the compound was not analyzed for in the sample collected from that well (applies to wells in OUCTP EISB Deployment Area 3A) .
A Passive diffusion bag (PDB) sample collected at different depth

¥ySample collected as part of long-term performance monitoring for OUCTP EISB Deployment Area 3A, which has a different analyte list (Athna, 2016); these data
will be reported under separate cover

Analyte Names: Acronyms and Abbreviations: Data Validation Qualifiers:

1,1-DCE: 1,1-dichloroethene ug/L: micrograms per liter J: Laboratory or validation qualifier, estimated result with a possible low (J-) or
1,2-DCE (total): total 1,2-dichloroethene ft btoc: feet below top of casing high bias (J+).

CT: carbon tetrachloride Qual: qualifier U: Validation qualifier, result not detected above the Limit of Detection (LOD)
PCE: tetrachloroethene (identified by <0.50, <0.25 or <0.050).

TCE: trichloroethene
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q oucTtpP
Groundwater Report Former Fort Ord, CA

Table 7. Summary of Groundwater Monitoring Analytical Results, A-Aquifer, First Quarter 2020

Analyte:| 1,1-DCE Total 1,2-DCE CcT Chloroform | Methylene PCE TCE Vinyl

Depth Units:|  (png/L) (ng/L) (ng/L) (ng/L) chloride (ng/L) (ng/L) chloride
Station (ft btoc)| Date |Value|Qual| Value|Qual [Value|Qual|Value(Qual | Value|Qual| Value|Qual| Value|Qual| Value|Qual
EISB-EW-01 80 3/2/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25(U 0.33|J 0.47|) <0.50(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050|U
EISB-EW-09 68 3/2/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 13 0.43]J <0.50(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050|U
EW-BW-109-A 97 3/5/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25(U 1.1 0.36|J <0.50(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050|U
EW-BW-124-A 104 3/5/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U <0.25|U 0.2{J <0.50(U 0.13}J <0.25(U <0.050|uU
EW-BW-135-A 96 3/5/2020 | <0.25|U 0.22|) <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.50(U <0.25(U <0.25(U 0.05|J
EW-BW-149-A 107 3/3/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.50(U <0.25(U 0.34]J <0.050|U
EW-BW-155-A 91 3/2/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25(U 0.25|) <0.25(U <0.50(U <0.25(U 0.71 <0.050|U
EW-BW-160-A 81 3/3/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 2.2 0.31}J <0.50(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050|U
EW-BW-166-A 71 3/3/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25]U <0.050]U
MW-B-12-A 66 3/2/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 0.56 <0.25|U <0.50(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050|U
MW-B-14-A 84 3/3/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25(U 0.73 0.25|) <0.50(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050|U
MW-BW-15-A 87 3/3/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.50(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050|U
MW-BW-17-A 96 3/5/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25(U 0.42|) 0.85 <0.50(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050|U
MW-BW-24-A 88 3/5/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.50(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050|U
MW-BW-26-A 120 | 3/5/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25(U 4.9 0.85 <0.50(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050|U
MW-BW-27-A 110 3/2/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.50(U <0.25(U 0.62 <0.050|U
MW-BW-28-A 92 3/3/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25]U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.050|U
MW-BW-31-A 94 3/2/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 0.65 0.98 <0.50(U <0.25(U 0.54 <0.050|U
MW-BW-32-A 77 3/2/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25(U 2.2 0.36|J <0.50(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050|U
MW-BW-35-A 82 3/2/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 0.341J 17.4 <0.50(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050|U
MW-BW-36-A 83 3/2/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25(U 0.71 6.5(J- <0.50(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050|U
MW-BW-42-A 56 3/2/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 0.161J <0.25|U <0.50(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050|U
MW-BW-49-A 59 3/4/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25(U 0.96 0.19|) <0.50(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050|U
MW-BW-56-A 93 3/3/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 0.28]J 0.21}J <0.50(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050|U
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q
Groundwater Report
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Former Fort Ord, CA

Table 7. Summary of Groundwater Monitoring Analytical Results, A-Aquifer, First Quarter 2020

Analyte:| 1,1-DCE Total 1,2-DCE CcT Chloroform | Methylene PCE TCE Vinyl
Depth Units:|  (png/L) (ng/L) (ng/L) (ng/L) chloride (ng/L) (ng/L) chloride

Station (ft btoc)| Date |Value|Qual| Value|Qual [Value|Qual|Value|Qual | Value|Qual| Value|Qual| Value|Qual| Value|Qual
MW-BW-58-A 86 3/3/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 0.52 <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050]U
MW-BW-60-A 87 3/3/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 0.361J <0.25|U <0.50(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050|U
MW-BW-65-A 49 3/4/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050]U
MW-BW-66-A 65 3/2/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 1.1 0.121]J <0.50(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050|U
MW-BW-74-A 36 3/4/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050]U
MW-BW-74-AN 46 3/4/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 0.1{J <0.25|U <0.50(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050|U
MW-BW-75-A 45 3/4/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U 1.9 0.21)J <0.50(U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050|U
MW-BW-77-A 77 3/4/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 0.31}J <0.25|U <0.50(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050|U
MW-BW-77-AN 82 3/4/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 0.31)J <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050]U
MW-BW-78-A 59 3/4/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.50(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050|U
MW-BW-78-AA 69 3/4/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U 0.15|J 0.11)) <0.50(U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050|U
MW-BW-79-A 75 3/4/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 0.241) <0.25|U <0.50(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050|U
MW-BW-80-A 49 3/4/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U 23 0.27|) <0.50(U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050|U
MW-BW-85-A 88 3/3/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 1.1 0.241) <0.50(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050|U
MW-BW-86-A 89 3/3/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 0.221]J <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050|U
MW-BW-87-A 92 3/3/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 2.6 0.431]J <0.50(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050|U
MW-BW-88-A 95 3/3/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U 1.5 0.38]J <0.50(U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050|U
MW-BW-89-A 97 3/3/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 0.81 0.6 <0.50(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050|U
MW-BW-90-A 73 3/3/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U 1.6 0.21)J) <0.50(U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050|U
MW-BW-91-A 85 3/3/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 1 0.29]J <0.50(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050|U
MW-BW-92-A 83 3/2/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 0.95 <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050]U
MW-BW-93-A 96 3/3/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 0.241) 0.56 <0.50(U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050|U
MW-BW-94-AR 88 3/3/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 0.63 <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.050|U
MW-BW-95-A 117 3/3/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 1.5 <0.25|U <0.50(U <0.25(U 0.43]J <0.050|U

Maximum Concentration (ug/L):| <0.25|U 0.22|J 4.9 17.4 <0.50|U 0.13(J 0.71 0.050|/

Number of Sampling Locations: 45 45 45 45 45 45 45 45

Number of Locations above ACL: 0 0 23 2 0 0 0 0
Percent of Locations with Detections:| 0% 2% 80% 56% 0% 2% 11% 2%

Ahtna Global, LLC

Page 2 of 3



2019-4Q to 2020-3Q
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Former Fort Ord, CA

Table 7. Summary of Groundwater Monitoring Analytical Results, A-Aquifer, First Quarter 2020

Notes:

Results in bold are detected results above the Aquifer Cleanup Level (ACL) as shown in Table 1

Results in gray are not detected (result reported as <limit of detection [LOD])

A Passive diffusion bag (PDB) sample collected at different depth

Analyte Names:

1,1-DCE: 1,1-dichloroethene

1,2-DCE (total): total 1,2-dichloroethene
CT: carbon tetrachloride

PCE: tetrachloroethene

TCE: trichloroethene

Acronyms and Abbreviations:

ug/L: micrograms per liter

ft btoc: feet below top of casing

Qual: qualifier

Ahtna Global, LLC

Data Validation Qualifiers:
J: Laboratory or validation qualifier, estimated result with a possible low (J-) or high bias (J+).

U: Validation qualifier, result not detected above the Limit of Detection (LOD) (identified by <0.50,
<0.25 or <0.050).
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q oucTtpP
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Table 8. Summary of Groundwater Monitoring Analytical Results, A-Aquifer, Second Quarter 2020

Analyte:| 1,1-Dce | T°%! 12 CT  |Chloroform|Meth¥lene | pop TCE Vinyl
Units:|  (mng/L) ot (ne/L) (ne/L) chloride (ne/L) (ne/L) chloride
Depth (ng/L) (ng/L) (ng/L)

Station (ft btoc) Date [Value|Qual|Value|Qual|Value|Qual|Value|Qual|Value|Qual| Value[Qual| Value|Qual| Value|[Qual
EISB-EW-01 74 6/1/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U 0.36]J 0.53 <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050]U
EISB-EW-09 74 6/1/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25]U 1.2 0.49]) <0.50]U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.050]U
EW-BW-109-A 102 6/2/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U 1.2 0.37]) <0.50|U <0.25|U 0.6 <0.050jU
EW-BW-124-A 94 6/2/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25]U <0.25]U 0.22]) <0.50]U 0.11]J 1 <0.050]U
EW-BW-129-A 92 6/2/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.25|U 0.89 <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050jU
EW-BW-129-A” 97 6/2/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25]U <0.25]U 0.91 <0.50]U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.050|U
EW-BW-129-AA 102 6/2/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U 2.0 0.56 <0.50|U <0.25|U 0.86 <0.050jU
EW-BW-135-A 96 6/2/2020 | <0.25|U 0.18]) <0.25]|U <0.25]U <0.50]U <0.25]U 1.1 <0.050]U
EW-BW-140-A 106 6/2/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.25|U 0.12]) <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050|U
EW-BW-140-A” 111 6/2/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25]U 0.27]) 0.15]J <0.50]U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.050]U
EW-BW-140-AA 116 6/2/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U 0.27]) 0.15]J <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050jU
EW-BW-140-A" 121 6/2/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25]U 0.28]) 0.14]) <0.50]U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.050|U
EW-BW-140-AA 126 6/2/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U 0.27]) 0.14]) <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050jU
EW-BW-149-A 102 6/3/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25]U <0.25]U 0.1{J <0.50]U <0.25]U 0.25]J <0.050]U
EW-BW-155-A 91 6/1/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U 0.12() <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25|U 0.77 <0.050jU
EW-BW-160-A 81 6/3/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25]U 2.1 0.3(J <0.50]U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.050|U
EW-BW-166-A 86 6/3/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050{U
MW-B-12-A 66 6/1/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25]U 0.49]) <0.25]U <0.50]U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.050|U
MW-B-14-A 84 6/3/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U 0.52 0.18]) <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25]U <0.050jU
MW-BW-15-A 92 6/5/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.50]U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.050{U
MW-BW-17-A 91 6/2/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.25|U 0.17() <0.50|U <0.25|U 0.32() <0.050jU
MW-BW-24-A 93 6/2/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.50]U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.050{U
MW-BW-26-A 125 6/2/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U 3.6 0.63 <0.50|U <0.25|U 0.82 <0.050jU
MW-BW-27-A 110 6/4/2020 | <0.25|U 0.17]J <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.50]U <0.25]U 0.53 <0.050]U
MW-BW-28-A 97 6/3/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050|U
MW-BW-31-A 94 6/1/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25]U 0.45]) 0.48]) <0.50]U <0.25]U 0.62 <0.050]U
MW-BW-32-A 77 6/3/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U 1.5 0.28]) <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050{U
MW-BW-35-A 87 6/1/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25]U 0.12]) 18 <0.50]U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.050{U
MW-BW-36-A 83 6/1/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U 0.21]) 1.9 <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050jU
MW-BW-42-A 51 6/1/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.50]U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.050{U
MW-BW-49-A 49 6/4/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U 0.39]J 0.12]) <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050jU
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Table 8. Summary of Groundwater Monitoring Analytical Results, A-Aquifer, Second Quarter 2020

Analyte:| 1,1-pce | T°%! 12 CT  |Chloroform|Meth¥lene | e TCE Vinyl
Units:[  (ng/L) ot (ne/L) (ng/L) chloride (ne/L) (ne/L) chloride
Depth (ng/L) (ng/L) (ng/L)

Station (ft btoc)| Date [Value|Qual|Value|Qual| Value|Qual| Value|Qual| Value[Qual| Value|Qual| Value|Qual| Value|Qual
MW-BW-56-A 93 6/5/2020 [ <0.25|U <0.25|U 0.13|J 0.21|J <0.50]U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050|U
MW-BW-58-A 86 6/3/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25]U 0.53 0.11(J <0.50]U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.050{U
MW-BW-60-A 92 6/3/2020 [ <0.25|U <0.25|U 0.3]J 0.13|J <0.50]U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050|U
MW-BW-65-A 54 6/4/2020 | <0.25[U <0.25]U 0.21}]J) 0.14]) <0.50]U <0.25]U <0.25|U <0.050{U
MW-BW-65-A" 59 6/4/2020 [ <0.25|U <0.25|U 0.27(J 0.16(J <0.50]U <0.25|U <0.25{U <0.050|U
MW-BW-65-A" 64 6/4/2020 | <0.25[U <0.25|U 0.23]J 0.16(J 0.75)J <0.25]U <0.25|U <0.050{U
MW-BW-65-A" 69 6/4/2020 [ <0.25|U <0.25{U 0.27(J 0.17(J <0.50]U <0.25{U <0.25{U <0.050|U
MW-BW-66-A 65 6/1/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U 0.91 0.2{J <0.50jU <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050{U
MW-BW-74-A 36 6/4/2020 [ <0.25|U <0.25{U <0.25{U <0.25{U <0.50{U <0.25{U <0.25{U <0.050]U
MW-BW-74-AN 51 6/4/2020 | <0.25[U <0.25|U 0.11(J <0.25|U <0.50jU <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050{U
MW-BW-75-A 45 6/4/2020 [ <0.25|U <0.25|U 1.7 0.18(J <0.50]U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050|U
MW-BW-77-A 77 6/4/2020 | <0.25[U <0.25]U 0.28(J <0.25]U <0.50]U <0.25]U <0.25|U <0.050{U
MW-BW-77-An 82 6/4/2020 [ <0.25|U <0.25|U 0.28(J <0.25|U 0.55(J <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050|U
MW-BW-78-A 59 6/4/2020 | <0.25[U <0.25]U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.50jU <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050{U
MW-BW-78-An 74 6/4/2020 [ <0.25|U <0.25|U 0.11J <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25{U <0.25{U <0.050]U
MW-BW-79-A 80 6/4/2020 | <0.25[U <0.25|U 0.26(J <0.25]U <0.50jU <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050{U
MW-BW-80-A 49 6/4/2020 [ <0.25|U <0.25{U 2 0.25(J <0.50]U <0.25{U <0.25{U <0.050|U
MW-BW-82-A 52 6/3/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U 1.1 0.17)J <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050{U
MW-BW-85-A 83 6/3/2020 [ <0.25|U <0.25{U 1.2 0.21(J <0.50|U <0.25{U <0.25{U <0.050]|U
MW-BW-86-A 94 6/3/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U 0.31|J <0.25]U <0.50]U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.050{U
MW-BW-87-A 92 6/3/2020 [ <0.25|U <0.25|U 2.3 0.4{) <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050|U
MW-BW-88-A 100 6/3/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25]U 1.0 0.28(J <0.50]U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.050{U
MW-BW-89-A 97 6/3/2020 [ <0.25|U <0.25|U 0.66 0.4|J <0.50]U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050|U
MW-BW-90-A 68 6/3/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 1.4 0.18]J <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050(U
MW-BW-91-A 80 6/3/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25]U 0.94 0.28(J <0.50|U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.050|U
MW-BW-92-A 88 6/3/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 0.83 0.16(J <0.50|uU <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050(U
MW-BW-93-A 96 6/3/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25]U 0.23(J 0.5 <0.50|U <0.25]U <0.25|U <0.050|U
MW-BW-94-AR 78 6/3/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 0.52 <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050(U
MW-BW-95-A 117 |6/3/2020 | <0.25[U <0.25{|U 1.1 0.12(J <0.50]U <0.25{U 0.35(J <0.050|U
Maximum Concentration (pg/L):| <0.25|U 0.18(J 3.6 18.0 0.75(J 0.11J 1.1 <0.050|U
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Table 8. Summary of Groundwater Monitoring Analytical Results, A-Aquifer, Second Quarter 2020

Analyte:| 1,1-pce | T°%! 12 CT  |Chloroform|Meth¥lene | e TCE Vinyl
Units:|  (pg/L) ot (ne/L) (ne/L) chloride (ne/L) (ne/L) chloride
Depth (ng/L) (ng/L) (ng/L)
Station (ft btoc)| Date [Value|Qual|Value|Qual| Value|Qual| Value|Qual| Value[Qual| Value|Qual| Value|Qual| Value|Qual
Number of Sampling Locations: 48 48 48 48 48 48 48 48
Number of Locations above ACL: 0 0 21 1 0 0 0 0
Percent of Locations with Detections:| 0% 4% 79% 69% 4% 2% 23% 0%

Analyte Names:

1,1-DCE: 1,1-dichloroethene
1,2-DCE (total): total 1,2-dichloroethene
CT: carbon tetrachloride
PCE: tetrachloroethene
TCE: trichloroethene

Acronyms and Abbreviations:

ug/L: micrograms per liter

ft btoc: feet below top of casing

Qual: qualifier

Data Validation Qualifiers:
J: Laboratory or validation qualifier, estimated result with a possible low (J-) or high bias (J+).
U: Validation qualifier, result not detected above the Limit of Detection (LOD) (identified by <0.50, <0.25 or <0.050).
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Table 9. Summary of Groundwater Monitoring Analytical Results, A-Aquifer, Third Quarter 2020

Analyte:| 1,1-DCE Total 1,2- CcT Chloroform Methy.lene PCE TCE Vinyl chloride
Units:[  (ng/L) ot (ne/L) (ng/L) chloride (ne/L) (ne/L) (ng/L)
Depth ’ (ng/L) (ng/L)

Station (ft btoc) Date Value|Qual| Value|Qual| Value|Qual|Value |Qual| Value|Qual| Value|Qual| Value|Qual| Value|Qual
EISB-EW-01 74 9/23/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25]U 0.22(J 0.43]) <0.50]U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.050|U
EISB-EW-02 75 9/23/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.25|U 0.26(J <0.50|uU <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050jU
EISB-EW-09 80 9/23/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25]U 0.90 0.461J <0.50]U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.050|U
EISB-MW-01 69 9/23/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U 0.261J <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050(U
EW-BW-109-A 107 9/2/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25]U 0.63 0.33}J <0.50]U <0.25]U 0.44() <0.050|U
EW-BW-112-A 96 9/2/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25|U 0.23(J <0.050jU
EW-BW-119-A 105 9/2/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.50|U <0.25|U 0.201]J <0.050|U
EW-BW-124-A 99 9/3/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 0.33]J 0.38]J <0.50|U 0.11}J) 1.1 <0.050jU
EW-BW-129-A 102 9/3/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25]U 2.2 0.59 <0.50]U <0.25]U 1.1 <0.050|U
EW-BW-132-A 86 9/3/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050(U
EW-BW-135-A 96 9/3/2020 | <0.25|UJ 0.17}J <0.25]UlJ <0.25]UlJ <0.50]uUJ <0.25]UlJ 1.11J- <0.050(ulJ
EW-BW-140-A 111 9/3/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 0.27]J 0.16}J <0.50|uU <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050jU
EW-BW-144-A 116 9/23/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25]U <0.25]U 0.15]J <0.50]U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.050|U
EW-BW-144-AN 126 9/23/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050(U
EW-BW-144-AN 136 9/23/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050jU
EW-BW-149-A 107 9/2/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U <0.25|U 0.20(J <0.50|uU <0.25|U 0.23(J <0.050jU
EW-BW-150-A 107 9/1/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050jU
EW-BW-155-A 91 9/2/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 0.221J <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25|U 0.65 <0.050jU
EW-BW-160-A 81 9/23/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25]U 14 0.261J <0.50]U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.050jU
EW-BW-165-A 72 9/23/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050(U
EW-BW-166-A 81 9/1/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.50]U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050jU
EW-BW-167-A 72 9/2/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050(U
EW-BW-168-A 85 9/1/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25]U <0.25]U 0.18]J <0.50]U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.050|U
EW-BW-169-A 82 9/1/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050(U
MP-BW-46-095 -- 9/1/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25]U 0.13}J <0.25]U <0.50]U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.050jU
MW-B-12-A 66 9/1/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 0.55|J+ <0.25|U <0.50|uU <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050(U
MW-B-14-A 89 9/2/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25]U 0.49(J 0.201]J <0.50]U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.050|U
MW-BW-15-A 97 9/1/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25|U 0.12(J <0.050jU
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Table 9. Summary of Groundwater Monitoring Analytical Results, A-Aquifer, Third Quarter 2020

Analyte:| 1,1-DCE Total 1,2- CcT Chloroform Methy-lene PCE TCE Vinyl chloride
Units:[  (ng/L) ot (ne/L) (ng/L) chlorlde (ne/L) (ne/L) (ng/L)
Depth ’ (ng/L) (ng/L)

Station (ft btoc) Date Value|Qual| Value|Qual| Value|Qual|Value |Qual| Value|Qual| Value|Qual| Value|Qual| Value|Qual
MW-BW-17-A 96 9/3/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25]U <0.25]U 0.19(J <0.50]U <0.25]U 0.38(J <0.050|U
MW-BW-24-A 93 9/3/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050(U
MW-BW-26-A 115 9/3/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25]U 33 0.63 <0.50]U <0.25]U 0.86 <0.050|U
MW-BW-27-A 110 9/1/2020 | <0.25(U 0.15]J <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25|U 0.47(J <0.050jU
MW-BW-28-A 87 9/1/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050jU
MW-BW-30-A 99 9/23/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.25|U 3.1 <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050(U
MW-BW-31-A 94 9/2/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25]U 0.33(J 23 <0.50]U <0.25]U 0.37(J <0.050|U
MW-BW-32-A 77 9/2/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 1.0 0.29]J <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050(U
MW-BW-35-A 82 9/2/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U 0.20(J 9.3 <0.50]U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050jU
MW-BW-36-A 83 9/2/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 0.71 7.5 <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050jU
MW-BW-39-A 55 9/1/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050jU
MW-BW-42-A 56 9/1/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 0.121]J <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050(U
MW-BW-43-A 27 9/1/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25]U 0.15(J 0.19]J <0.50]U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.050jU
MW-BW-44-A 73 9/23/2020 | <0.25|UJ <0.25]U) <0.25{uUJ <0.25|uUJ <0.50{uUJ <0.25|uUJ <0.25|uUJ <0.050({uUJ
MW-BW-48-A 53 9/3/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25]U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050jU
MW-BW-49-A 54 9/4/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 0.33]J 0.14)J <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050(U
MW-BW-56-A 93 8/31/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050jU
MW-BW-58-A 86 9/1/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 0.62|J+ <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050(U
MW-BW-60-A 82 9/2/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U 0.17(J 0.13)J <0.50]U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050jU
MW-BW-65-A 64 9/4/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 0.32]J 0.16(J <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050(U
MW-BW-66-A 65 9/23/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25]U 0.35(J 0.19]J <0.50]U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.050|U
MW-BW-74-A 36 9/4/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050(U
MW-BW-74-AN 56 9/4/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.25]U <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050jU
MW-BW-75-A 45 9/4/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 2.2 0.231]J <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050(U
MW-BW-77-A 77 9/3/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25]U 0.201]J <0.25]U <0.50]U <0.25]U <0.25|U <0.050jU
MW-BW-77-An 87 9/3/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 0.18]J <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050(U
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Table 9. Summary of Groundwater Monitoring Analytical Results, A-Aquifer, Third Quarter 2020

Analyte:| 1,1-DCE Total 1,2- CT Chloroform Methy.lene PCE TCE Vinyl chloride
Units:[  (ug/L) Pt (ne/L) (ne/L) chloride (ne/L) (ne/L) (ne/L)
Depth ’ (ng/L) (ng/L)
Station (ft btoc) Date Value|Qual| Value|Qual| Value|Qual|Value |Qual| Value|Qual| Value|Qual| Value|Qual| Value|Qual
MW-BW-78-A 59 9/3/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050|U
MW-BW-78-A” 79 9/3/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U 0.12(J 0.12(J <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050|U
MW-BW-79-A 75 9/3/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 0.10(J <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050|U
MW-BW-80-A 49 9/4/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U 3.0 0.33]J <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050|U
MW-BW-82-A 47 9/4/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 1.2 0.21)J <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050|U
MW-BW-83-A 25 9/4/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050|U
MW-BW-83-A” 50 9/4/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050|U
MW-BW-85-A 88 9/23/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U 0.77 0.20]J <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050|U
MW-BW-86-A 89 9/1/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 0.22(J <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050|U
MW-BW-87-A 92 9/23/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U 1.5 0.38(J <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050|U
MW-BW-88-A 95 9/23/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U 0.44() 0.17|) <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050|U
MW-BW-89-A 97 9/1/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U 0.69 0.461J <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050|U
MW-BW-90-A 73 9/1/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 1.9 0.22|) <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050|U
MW-BW-91-A 85 9/1/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U 0.97|J+ 0.34(J <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050|U
MW-BW-92-A 73 9/2/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 0.64 0.17|) <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050|U
MW-BW-93-A 96 9/1/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U 0.33(J 0.79 <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050|U
MW-BW-94-AR 83 9/1/2020 | <0.25(U <0.25|U 0.64 <0.25|U <0.50|U <0.25|U <0.25|U <0.050|U
MW-BW-95-A 117 9/1/2020 | <0.25|U <0.25|U 1.2|)+ 0.14(J <0.50|U <0.25|U 0.35]J <0.050|U
Maximum Concentration (ug/L):| <0.25|U 0.17|J 3.3 9.3 <0.50|U 0.11(J 1.1 <0.050|U
Number of Sampling Locations: 66 66 66 66 66 66 66 66
Number of Locations above ACL: 0 0 20 4 0 0 0 0
Percent of Locations with Detections: 0% 3% 62% 56% 0% 2% 21% 0%
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q oucTtpP
Groundwater Report Former Fort Ord, CA

Table 9. Summary of Groundwater Monitoring Analytical Results, A-Aquifer, Third Quarter 2020

Notes:

--: sample collected from pump spigot

Results in bold are detected results above the Aquifer Cleanup Level (ACL) as shown in Table 1
Results in gray are not detected (result reported as <limit of detection [LOD])

A Passive diffusion bag (PDB) sample collected at different depth

Analyte Names:

1,1-DCE: 1,1-dichloroethene

1,2-DCE (total): total 1,2-dichloroethene
CT: carbon tetrachloride

PCE: tetrachloroethene

TCE: trichloroethene

Acronyms and Abbreviations:
ug/L: micrograms per liter

ft btoc: feet below top of casing
Qual: qualifier

Data Validation Qualifiers:

J: Laboratory or validation qualifier, estimated result with a possible low (J-) or high bias (J+).

U: Validation qualifier, result not detected above the Limit of Detection (LOD) (identified by <0.50, <0.25 or <0.050).

UJ: Validation qualifier, The analyte was analyzed for, but was not detected. The reported quantitation limit is approximate and may be inaccurate or imprecise.
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q
Groundwater Report

Table 10. Summary of Groundwater Field Parameters, Fourth Quarter 2019 through Third Quarter 2020

oucTp

Former Fort Ord, CA

Depth Analyte: DO ORP pH Spec Cond | Temperature | Turbidity
Station (ft btoc) Date mg/L mV Value us/cm °C NTU
Pilot Study Area (Treatment in 2008)
EISB-EW-12 72.00 | 12/3/2019 0.64 33.5 6.67 429 16.83 87.1
EISB-EW-12 62.87 3/2/2020 0.60 47.5 7.17 422 17.22 130.0
EISB-EW-12 62.49 6/1/2020 0.7 52.1 7.44 839 15.98 104.14
EISB-EW-12 72.00 | 8/31/2020 1.43 103.4 7.1 422 16.7 60.6
EISB-EW-15 66.50 | 12/3/2019 0.88 90.8 7.32 423 16.71 8.9
EISB-EW-15 53.49 3/2/2020 1.83 87.5 7.76 437 17.18 16.1
EISB-EW-15 52.73 6/1/2020 13 108.9 8.16 882 15.85 445
EISB-EW-15 66.50 | 8/31/2020 2.28 120.6 7.28 455 16.6 9.6
Deployment Area 1C (Treatment in 2010)

EW-BW-112-A 86.00 | 12/5/2019 0.80 119.8 6.53 679 16.54 11.0
EW-BW-112-A 70.99 3/5/2020 2.68 69 6.97 686 16.66 3.8
EW-BW-112-A 70.76 6/2/2020 0.00 -32.7 7.61 714 15.66 1971.3
EW-BW-112-A 96.00 9/2/2020 1.04 47.1 6.28 713 16.5 67.6
EW-BW-119-A 95.00 | 12/5/2019 0.70 134 5.87 889 17.10 3.4
EW-BW-119-A 68.25 3/5/2020 1.93 115 6.66 868 17.32 0.2
EW-BW-119-A 68.06 6/2/2020 0.71 88.6 6.75 873 16.2 36
EW-BW-119-A 105.00 | 9/2/2020 0.88 203.3 6.18 839 17.02 9.8
EW-BW-159-A 96.00 | 12/5/2019 1.02 82.7 6.93 141 16.73 3.9
EW-BW-159-A 87.55 3/5/2020 0.82 105.6 7.75 131 17.08 0.0
EW-BW-159-A 87.36 6/2/2020 0.79 -66.8 9.86 146 15.83 39
EW-BW-159-A 96.00 9/2/2020 1.77 184.3 6.71 133 16.89 7.5
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q oucTtpP
Groundwater Report Former Fort Ord, CA

Table 10. Summary of Groundwater Field Parameters, Fourth Quarter 2019 through Third Quarter 2020

Depth Analyte: DO ORP pH Spec Cond | Temperature | Turbidity
Station ‘ft btocz Date mg/L mV Value uS/cm °C NTU
Deployment Area 2A (Treatment in 2011)
EW-BW-124-A 93.50 | 12/5/2019 0.63 94.3 6.06 1,032 16.58 1.5
EW-BW-124-A 85.14 3/5/2020 1.98 90.6 6.64 1065 16.97 -1.0
EW-BW-124-A 84.89 6/2/2020 0.61 32.9 7.91 1071 15.7 314
EW-BW-124-A 99.00 9/3/2020 1.52 196.4 6.74 995 16.49 11.3
EW-BW-135-A 85.50 | 12/5/2019 0.62 -78.7 6.42 728 16.88 0.8
EW-BW-135-A 78.62 3/5/2020 0.94 -51.8 6.98 695 17.25 -1.2
EW-BW-135-A 78.50 6/2/2020 0.69 -127.4 8.52 767 16.02 31.3
EW-BW-135-A 96.00 9/3/2020 2.11 -55.6 7.03 735 16.86 46.4
EW-BW-144-A 125.00 | 12/5/2019 2.14 46.4 6.36 461 16.86 50.2
EW-BW-144-A 109.10 | 3/5/2020 2.87 70.8 6.78 496 17.18 66.5
EW-BW-144-A 108.91 | 6/2/2020 2.08 -26.2 8.47 541 15.99 44.7
EW-BW-144-A 125.00 | 9/3/2020 2.64 123.6 6.5 499 16.81 27.2
Deployment Area 2B (Treatment in 2011-2012)
EW-BW-149-A 110.00 | 12/4/2019 0.67 70.9 7.77 579 16.44 11.9
EW-BW-149-A 100.88 | 3/3/2020 1.83 107.4 6.96 513 16.65 204
EW-BW-149-A 100.79 | 6/3/2020 0.76 26.1 8.52 511 15.59 102.8
EW-BW-149-A 107.00 | 9/2/2020 1.88 151.3 7.09 496 16.35 28.6
EW-BW-150-A 114.00 | 12/3/2019 1.73 23.2 6.77 580 17.09 57.4
EW-BW-150-A 102.27 | 3/3/2020 4.15 69.5 6.87 594 17.3 70.9
EW-BW-150-A 102.07 | 6/1/2020 2.56 14.4 8.38 1183 16.24 79.1
EW-BW-150-A 107.00 | 9/1/2020 2.05 117.5 6.09 610 17.1 26.1
EW-BW-155-A 88.00 [ 12/3/2019 0.77 -59.8 8.25 658 -- 7.9
EW-BW-155-A 82.15 3/2/2020 1.23 48.8 6.7 587 17.01 6.8
EW-BW-155-A 82.04 6/1/2020 1.53 49.6 8.18 1173 15.81 838.7
EW-BW-155-A 91.00 9/2/2020 2.03 75.3 7.3 589 16.42 12
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q oucTtpP
Groundwater Report Former Fort Ord, CA

Table 10. Summary of Groundwater Field Parameters, Fourth Quarter 2019 through Third Quarter 2020

Depth Analyte: DO ORP pH Spec Cond | Temperature | Turbidity
Station ‘ft btocz Date mg/L mV Value us/cm °C NTU
Deployment Area 3A (Treatment in 2016-2017)
EW-BW-160-A 71.00 | 12/4/2019 6.81 121.9 7.05 238 16.66 0.8
EW-BW-160-A 64.97 | 3/3/2020 8.18 132.6 7.34 253 17.01 0.5
EW-BW-160-A 64.86 | 6/3/2020 7.39 86.4 8.62 246 15.78 31.6
EW-BW-160-A 71.00 | 8/31/2020 7.48 249.5 6.79 238 16.63 9.2
EW-BW-161-A 69.00 | 12/4/2019 1.06 86.7 6.24 633 16.98 0.9
EW-BW-161-A 62.02 | 3/3/2020 1.19 131.3 6.7 507 17.45 -2.3
EW-BW-161-A 61.86 | 6/3/2020 0.87 108.2 8.09 506 16.15 30.2
EW-BW-161-A 69.00 | 8/31/2020 2.04 184.1 6.27 486 17.05 6.9
EW-BW-164-A 74.00 | 12/4/2019 9.53 68.5 6.82 303 16.62 0.1
EW-BW-164-A 68.80 | 3/3/2020 10.14 121.7 6.44 435 17.15 -0.5
EW-BW-164-A 69.75 | 6/3/2020 7.22 105.8 6.7 480 15.82 38.5
EW-BW-164-A 74.00 | 8/31/2020 7.66 261.3 6.09 460 16.57 8.7
EW-BW-166-A 76.00 | 12/4/2019 8.33 127.4 6.29 353 16.46 6.0
EW-BW-166-A 69.68 | 3/3/2020 9.31 124.7 6.59 387 16.97 8.8
EW-BW-166-A 69.61 | 6/3/2020 7.42 75.9 7.6 443 15.63 53.1
EW-BW-166-A 81.00 | 9/1/2020 7.92 206.2 7.26 371 16.37 9.4

Notes:

--: sample collected from pump spigot (OUCTP EISB Deployment Area 3A monitoring wells were monitored with a low flow pump and water
quality meter in the Fourth Quarter 2018).
Acronyms and Abbreviations:

uS/cm: microsiemens per centimeter

°C: degrees celsius

DO: dissolved oxygen

mg/L: milligrams per liter

mV: millivolts

NM: not measured

NTU: nephelometric turbidity units

ORP: oxidation/reduction potential

Spec Cond: specific conductivity

ft btoc: feet below top of casing
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q
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oucTP
Former Fort Ord, CA

Table 11. Summary of Groundwater Monitoring Analytical Results,
Upper 180-Foot Aquifer, Fourth Quarter 2019 through Third Quarter 2020

Analyte: CcT
Depth (ft Units: (ng/L)

Station btoc) Date Value|Qual
EW-0U2-09-180 -- 12/3/2019 <0.25|U
EW-0U2-09-180 -- 3/4/2020 <0.25(U
EW-0U2-09-180 -- 6/2/2020 <0.25(U
EW-0U2-09-180 -- 9/2/2020 <0.25(U
MP-BW-41-231 -- 9/3/2020 <0.25(U
MP-BW-46-170 -- 12/3/2019 5.0
MP-BW-46-170 - 3/3/2020 6.5
MP-BW-46-170 - 6/2/2020 4.5
MP-BW-46-170 - 9/1/2020 4.0/J+
MW-BW-02-180 168 12/5/2019 <0.25|U
MW-BW-02-180 168 3/5/2020 <0.25(U
MW-BW-02-180 168 6/3/2020 <0.25(U
MW-BW-02-180 168 9/3/2020 <0.25(U
MW-BW-21-180 191 6/2/2020 0.15J
MW-BW-21-180 178 9/2/2020 <0.25|U
MW-BW-43-180 180 6/2/2020 <0.25|U
MW-BW-43-180 198 9/3/2020 <0.25(U
MW-BW-52-180 168 12/5/2019 0.92
MW-BW-52-180 168 3/4/2020 0.65
MW-BW-52-180 168 6/4/2020 0.62
MW-BW-52-180 168 9/2/2020 0.52
MW-BW-57-180 193 12/4/2019 1.1
MW-BW-57-180 193 3/4/2020 1.1
MW-BW-57-180 193 6/2/2020 0.96
MW-BW-57-180 193 9/2/2020 0.96
MW-BW-58-180 175 12/4/2019 <0.25|U
MW-BW-58-180 160 3/4/2020 <0.25|U
MW-BW-58-180 165 6/2/2020 <0.25|U
MW-BW-58-180 170 9/2/2020 <0.25|U

Ahtna Global, LLC

Page 1 of 2



2019-4Q to 2020-3Q
Groundwater Report

oucTP
Former Fort Ord, CA

Table 11. Summary of Groundwater Monitoring Analytical Results,

Upper 180-Foot Aquifer, Fourth Quarter 2019 through Third Quarter 2020

Analyte: CcT
Depth (ft Units: (ng/L)
Station btoc Date Value|Qual
MW-0U2-30-180 194 12/4/2019 <0.25|U
MW-0U2-64-180 198 12/4/2019 8.8
MW-0U2-64-180 193 3/4/2020 7.4
MW-0U2-64-180 198 6/2/2020 4.3
MW-0U2-64-180 193 9/3/2020 6.6|J+
MW-0U2-67-180 206 12/4/2019 0.11}J
MW-0U2-67-180 211 3/4/2020 <0.25|U
MW-0U2-67-180 206 6/1/2020 <0.25|U
MW-0U2-67-180 206 9/3/2020 <0.25]UJ
MW-0U2-70-180 230 | 9/23/2020 <0.25]U
Max Conc (pg/L) 2020-3Q;: 6.6(J+
Max Conc (pg/L) 2019-4Q to 2020-3Q;: 8.8
Number of Sampling Locations: 13
Number of Locations above ACL: 4
Percent of Locations with Detections: 46%

Notes:

--: sample collected from pump spigot

A Passive diffusion bag (PDB) sample collected at different depth

Results in bold are detected results at or above the Aquifer Cleanup Level (ACL) as shown in Table 1
Results in gray are not detected (result reported as <limit of detection [LOD])

Acronyms and Abbreviations:

ug/L: micrograms per liter

Conc: concentration

CT: carbon tetrachloride

ft btoc: feet below top of casing

Max: maximum

Qual: qualifier

Data Validation Qualifiers:

J: Laboratory or validation qualifier, estimated result with a possible low (J-) or high bias (J+)

U: Validation qualifier, result not detected above the Limit of Detection (LOD) (identified by <0.25)
UJ: Validation qualifier, The analyte was analyzed for, but was not detected. The reported quantitation
limit is approximate and may be inaccurate or imprecise.

Ahtna Global, LLC
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q
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Table 12. Summary of Groundwater Monitoring Analytical Results,
Lower 180-Foot Aquifer, Fourth Quarter 2019 through Third Quarter 2020

Ahtna Global, LLC

1

Analyte: 1,2-DCA CcT TCE
Units: (ng/L) (ng/L) (pne/t)
Station Depth (ft btoc) Date ValuelQuaI ValuelQuaI ValuelQuaI
Lower 180-Foot Aquifer

AIRFIELD 335 12/2/2019 <0.25(U 0.40(J <0.25(U
AIRFIELD 335 3/3/2020 <0.25(U 0.42() <0.25(U
AIRFIELD 335 6/3/2020 <0.25(U 0.44() <0.25(U
AIRFIELD 335 8/31/2020 <0.25(U 0.3|J <0.25(U
EW-0U2-07-180 234 12/4/2019 <0.25|U <0.25(U 2.9
EW-0U2-07-180 246 3/5/2020 <0.25|U <0.25(U 2.9
EW-0U2-07-180 258 6/3/2020 <0.25|U <0.25(U 2.8
EW-0U2-07-180 210 9/2/2020 <0.25|U <0.25(U 3.0
Mini-Storage - 9/3/2020 <0.25(U 0.36/J <0.25(U
MP-BW-41-318 - 12/3/2019 <0.25|U <0.25(U 0.6
MP-BW-41-318 - 3/3/2020 <0.25|U <0.25(U 0.55
MP-BW-41-318 - 6/2/2020 <0.25|U <0.25(U 0.67
MP-BW-41-318 - 9/3/2020 <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.25(U
MP-BW-41-353 - 12/3/2019 <0.25|U <0.25(U 1.2
MP-BW-41-353 - 3/3/2020 <0.25|U <0.25(U 1.3
MP-BW-41-353 - 6/2/2020 <0.25|U <0.25(U 1.3
MP-BW-41-353 - 9/3/2020 <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.25(U
MP-BW-42-345 - 12/3/2019 <0.25|U <0.25(U 0.71
MP-BW-42-345 - 3/4/2020 <0.25|U <0.25(U 1.3
MP-BW-42-345 - 6/2/2020 <0.25|U <0.25(U 1.1
MP-BW-42-345 - 9/3/2020 <0.25|U <0.25(U 1.3
MP-BW-49-287 - 12/3/2019 <0.25(U 0.24() <0.25(U
MP-BW-49-287 - 3/4/2020 <0.25(U 1.3 <0.25(U
MP-BW-49-287 - 6/1/2020 <0.25(U 0.32|J <0.25(U
MP-BW-49-287 - 9/2/2020 <0.25(U 0.17|) <0.25(U
MP-BW-49-316 - 12/3/2019 <0.25(U 1.8 <0.25(U
MP-BW-49-316 - 3/4/2020 <0.25(U 2.5 <0.25(U
MP-BW-49-316 - 6/1/2020 <0.25(U 3.1 <0.25(U
MP-BW-49-316 - 9/2/2020 <0.25(U 2.2 <0.25(U
MP-BW-49-368 - 12/3/2019 <0.25|U <0.25(U 0.64
MP-BW-49-368 - 3/4/2020 <0.25|U <0.25(U 1.3
MP-BW-49-368 - 6/1/2020 <0.25|U <0.25(U 0.53
MP-BW-49-368 - 9/2/2020 <0.25|U <0.25(U 0.39(J
MP-BW-49-400 - 12/3/2019 <0.25|U <0.25(U 3.9
MP-BW-49-400 - 3/4/2020 <0.25(U <0.25(U <0.25(U
MP-BW-49-400 - 6/1/2020 <0.25|U <0.25(U 4.4
MP-BW-49-400 - 9/2/2020 <0.25|U <0.25(U 3.7
MP-BW-50-339 - 12/4/2019 <0.25(U 0.59 0.17|
MP-BW-50-339 - 3/4/2020 <0.25(U 0.48|J 0.22|J
MP-BW-50-339 - 6/2/2020 <0.25(U 1.2 <0.25(U
MP-BW-50-339 - 9/2/2020 <0.25(U 0.95 <0.25(U
MP-BW-50-384 - 12/4/2019 <0.25|U <0.25(U 2.3
MP-BW-50-384 - 3/4/2020 <0.25|U <0.25(U 2.4
MP-BW-50-384 - 6/2/2020 <0.25|U <0.25(U 1.4
MP-BW-50-384 - 9/2/2020 <0.25|U <0.25(U 1.6
MP-BW-51-405 - 12/3/2019 <0.25(U 0.12|) 1.7
MP-BW-51-405 - 3/4/2020 <0.25(U 0.18|J 2.0
MP-BW-51-405 - 6/1/2020 <0.25(U 0.13]J 1.7
MP-BW-51-405 - 9/2/2020 <0.25(U 0.13(J 1.3
MW-BW-04-180 352 9/3/2020 <0.25(U 0.45(J 0.1}
MW-BW-59-180 360 12/4/2019 <0.25|U <0.25(U 9.3
MW-BW-59-180 345 3/5/2020 <0.25(U 0.11}J 9.9
MW-BW-59-180 350 6/3/2020 <0.25(U 0.13]J 10.9
MW-BW-59-180 355 9/2/2020 <0.25(U 0.10]J 9.8
MW-0U2-66-180 321 12/4/2019 <0.25|U <0.25(U 0.55
MW-0U2-66-180 326 3/4/2020 <0.25|U <0.25(U 0.69
MW-0U2-66-180 331 6/2/2020 <0.25|U <0.25(U 0.61
MW-0U2-66-180 336 9/3/2020 <0.25|U <0.25(U 0.40(J
MW-0U2-69-180 345 12/4/2019 <0.25(U 1.0 <0.25(U
MW-0U2-69-180 325 3/4/2020 <0.25(U 1.1 <0.25(U

OoucCTP

Former Fort Ord, CA
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q
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Table 12. Summary of Groundwater Monitoring Analytical Results,
Lower 180-Foot Aquifer, Fourth Quarter 2019 through Third Quarter 2020

Ahtna Global, LLC

Analyte: 1,2-DCA cT TCE'
Units: (ng/L) (ng/L) (pne/t)
Station Depth (ft btoc) Date Value|Qual Value|Qual Value|Qual
MW-0U2-69-180 330 6/1/2020 <0.25|U 0.91 <0.25|U
MW-0U2-69-180 335 9/3/2020 <0.25|U 1.1 <0.25|U
MW-0U2-72-180 362 12/4/2019 <0.25|U <0.25|U 1.4
MW-0U2-72-180 367 3/4/2020 <0.25|U <0.25|U 1.6
MW-0U2-72-180 372 6/3/2020 <0.25|U <0.25|U 1.3
MW-0U2-72-180 357 9/2/2020 <0.25|U <0.25|U 1.1
MW-0U2-78-180 330 12/4/2019 <0.25|U <0.25|U 2.3
MW-0U2-78-180 325 3/5/2020 <0.25|U <0.25|U 2.3
MW-0U2-78-180 340 6/3/2020 <0.25|U <0.25|U 2.0
MW-0U2-78-180 320 9/2/2020 <0.25|U <0.25|U 2.2
MW-0U2-82-180 355 12/5/2019 <0.25|U <0.25|U 5.0
MW-0U2-82-180 360 3/6/2020 <0.25|U <0.25|U 4.2
MW-0U2-82-180 345 6/23/2020 <0.25|U <0.25|U 3.7
MW-0U2-82-180 350 9/3/2020 <0.25|UJ <0.25|UJ 4.5(J-
Max Conc (pug/L) 2020-3Q:[  <0.25[U 2.2 9.8
Max Conc (ug/L) 2019-4Q to 2020-3Q;|  <0.25(U 3.1 10.9
Number of Sampling Locations: 20 20 20
Number of Locations above ACL/MCL: 0 4 1
Percent of Locations with Detections: 0% 45% 75%
Supply Wells
FO-29 - 12/5/2019 <0.25|U 0.18(J 1.6
FO-29 - 3/5/2020 <0.25|U 0.23]J <1.9{U
FO-29 - 6/3/2020 <0.25|U 0.23(J 1.8
FO-29 - 9/3/2020 <0.25|U 0.15(J 1.8
FO-30 - 12/5/2019 <0.25|U 0.19(J 0.39(J
FO-30 - 3/5/2020 <0.25|U 0.16(J <0.69|U
FO-30 - 6/3/2020 <0.25|U 0.24(J 0.52
FO-30 - 9/3/2020 <0.25|U 0.21(J 0.45(J
FO-31 - 12/5/2019 <0.25|U 0.13(J 0.79
FO-31 - 3/5/2020 <0.25|U 0.15(J <1|U
FO-31 - 6/3/2020 <0.25|U 0.14(J 0.85
FO-31 -- 9/3/2020 <0.25|U 0.13(J 0.84]
Max Conc (pg/L) 2020-3Q: <0.25|U 0.21J 1.8
Max Conc (pg/L) 2019-4Q to 2020-3Q: <0.25|U 0.24]J 1.8
Notes:

--: sample collected from pump spigot
Results in gray are not detected (result reported as <limit of detection [LOD])

Results in bold are detected results at or above the Aquifer Cleanup Level for CT or Maximum Contaminant Level for TCI*
A Passive diffusion bag (PDB) sample collected at different deptt

* Duplicate sample

TCE is not a COC for the Lower 180-Foot Aquifer
Acronyms and Abbreviations:
ug/L: micrograms per liter

ft btoc: feet below top of casing

Qual: qualifier

Data Validation Qualifiers:

J: Laboratory or validation qualifier, estimated result with a possible low (J-) or high bias (J+

Analyte Names:
TCE: trichloroethene

1,2-DCA: 1,2-dichloroethane

CT: carbon tetrachloride

U: Validation qualifier, result not detected above the Limit of Detection (LOD) (identified by <0.25

UJ: Validation qualifier, The analyte was analyzed for, but was not detected. The reported quantitation limit is approximate and may

be inaccurate or imprecise.

OoucCTP

Former Fort Ord, CA
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2019-4Q to 2020-3Q

oucTp

Groundwater Report Former Fort Ord, CA
Table 13. Recommended Groundwater Sample Schedule Modifications
Recommended Sampling
Well Name Current Sampling Frequency [Frequency Change Rationale
A-Aquifer
EISB-EW-02 Annual VOCs Stop Sampling VOCs Meets QAPP Decision Criteria to Stop Sampling1
EW-BW-132-A Annual VOCs Stop Sampling VOCs Meets QAPP Decision Criteria to Stop Sampling
EW-BW-166-A Quarterly VOCs Annual VOCs Meets QAPP Decision Criteria to Reduce to Annual Sampling2
EW-BW-168-A Annual VOCs Stop Sampling VOCs Meets QAPP Decision Criteria to Stop Sampling
MP-BW-46-095 [Annual VOCs Stop Sampling VOCs Meets QAPP Decision Criteria to Stop Sampling
MW-BW-24-A Quarterly VOCs Annual VOCs Meets QAPP Decision Criteria to Reduce to Annual Sampling
MW-BW-60-A Quarterly VOCs Annual VOCs Meets QAPP Decision Criteria to Reduce to Annual Sampling
MW-BW-74-A Quarterly VOCs Annual VOCs Meets QAPP Decision Criteria to Reduce to Annual Sampling
MW-BW-77-A Quarterly VOCs Annual VOCs Meets QAPP Decision Criteria to Reduce to Annual Sampling
MW-BW-78-A Quarterly VOCs Annual VOCs Meets QAPP Decision Criteria to Reduce to Annual Sampling
MW-BW-79-A Quarterly VOCs Annual VOCs Meets QAPP Decision Criteria to Reduce to Annual Sampling
MW-BW-81-A DTW Only Quarterly VOCs Increasing CT at MW-BW-75-A neighboring well
MW-40-01-A DTW Only Quarterly VOCs To assess CT concentrations at MW-40-01-A
Upper 180-Foot Aquifer
MP-BW-33-272  [DTW Only Quarterly VOCs Increasing CT at MP-BW-46-170 neighboring well
MW-0U2-30-180 |Annual VOCs Annual VOCs Move from OU2 to OUCTP report
Lower 180-Foot Aquifer
Airfield Quarterly VOCs Annual VOCs Meets QAPP Decision Criteria to Reduce to Annual Sampling
MP-BW-31-292  |Annual VOCs Stop Sampling VOCs Meets QAPP Decision Criteria to Stop Sampling
Notes:

! |f two consecutive annual monitoring results show concentrations of COCs below their respective LOQs, or below 10% of their respective ACLs, whichever is greater, then
the well may be proposed to be removed from the sampling program.

2 |f four consecutive quarters of monitoring data show concentrations of COCs below their their respective LOQs, or below 10% of their ACLs, whichever is greater, then the
well may be proposed for annual sampling.

Acronyms and Abbreviations:

ACL: aquifer cleanup
COC: chemical of con
CT: carbon tetrachlor
DTW: depth to water

Ahtna Global, LLC

level
cern
ide

EISB: Enhanced In Situ Bioremediation

LOQ: limit of quantitation
QAPP: Quality Assurance Project PI
VOC: volatile organic compound

an
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EXPLANATION

Extraction Well with CT Detection.

Monitoring Well with CT Detection.

Monitoring Well with Chloroform above ACL
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0.7 Ji MW-BW-79-A Extraction Well with No CT Detection.
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MW-BW-74-A MW-RW-77-A Monitoring Well Not Sampled

0.12) !

The PDB was not at the station with the
highest concentration of CT.
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0.81
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4 Extraction Well with CT Detection.
= Monitoring Well with CT Detection.
MW-BW-80-A
MW-BW-65.A 23 - Monitoring Well with Chloroform above ACL
and CT Detection.
MW-BW-79-A
w75 0.24 ) 4 Extraction Well with No CT Detection.
19 MW;JBW-78'A = Monitoring Well with No CT Detection
.15
Extraction Well Not Sampled
MW-BW-77-A
MW-BW-74-A 0.31) Monitoring Well Not Sampled
01/ T M
EISB*EW-01 " The PDB was not at the station with the
MW-BW-49-A 0.33) highest concentration of CT.
0.96 W09 MW-BW-95-A
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22 1 \ 0.81
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EXPLANATION
& Extraction Well with CT Detection.
=" Monitoring Well with CT Detection.
MW-BW-65-A MW-BW-80-A g
2.0 . . .
MW-BW-75-A 0.27) » Monitoring W?II with Chloroform above ACL
1.7 MW-BW-79-A and CT Detection.
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Extraction Well Not Sampled
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MW-BW-80-A EXPLANATION
MW-BW-75-A MW-BW-65-A 3 MW-BW-36-A
22 | 0.32J MW-BW-79-A [ 071
0.1 \ s Extraction Well with CT Detection.
MW-BW-82-A/ \ | ~ MW-BW-32-A
1.2 \ \ MW-BW-78-A ,’ 1 g Monitoring Well with CT Detection.
\ 0.12) ’
‘ | MW-BW-92-A itori @
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Approximate Edge of
Fort Ord - Salinas Valley Aquitard
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g Former Fort Ord Boundary

NOTES:

(1) Contours are base on one interpretation of the data that
were available at the time this report was prepared; other
interpretations may be possible.
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= EXPLANATION
‘- = Monitoring Well
| .
1600 - % & Extraction Well
m EW-BW-149-A —CT (ug/1) x 100
N —DO (mg/L) x 100 Chemical of Concern (COC) Aquifer Cleanup Level
[ ] _gt':':t(;:j‘gctim (ACL) Exceedance Contour in ug/L.
|| 1100 - —Stop Recirculation 0.5 Carbon Tetrachloride (CT) September 2020
]
™ 05nnne- Estimated Carbon Tetrachloride (CT)
) ' September 2020
N = 600 0.5 Carbon Tetrachloride (CT) June 2009
. @
0.5 . . L
™ % Enhanced In-Situ Bioremediation (EISB)
u = {\ /\ L ~/ - Deployment Areas
100 - ,\J . S
= l / , : ,\J, — , DO Dissolved Oxygen
: 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2023 ORP Oxygen Reduction Potential
] mg/L Milligrams per Liter
: City of Marina mv Millivolts
n % Anomolous DO reading during 2nd
- Quarter 2015, due to meter malfunction.
] EISB Pilot Test Area *% CT Value at EW-BW-112-A is only taken on
- an annual basis.
1600 - EW-BW-135-A  _ .0 o0 . . .
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Groundwater Monitoring Report
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Explanation

& Extraction Well
"l Monitoring Well
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A Infilitration Well
MW‘_B3‘?15‘180 Station ID and Groundwater Elevation (feet)
NM Water level not measured this quarter

* Water level not used for contouring

/\/ Groundwater Elevation Contour

@ Location of a groundwater depression

Approximate location of the Upper 180-Foot
Aquifer Groundwater Divide

Roads

Facilities

Approximate extent of landfill areas

ﬂ Former Fort Ord Boundary

Notes:

(1) Water levels were measured between March 2, 2020
and March 6, 2020.

(2) Groundwater elevation contours are based on one
interpretation of the data that was available at the time
this report was prepared; other interpretations may be
possible.

(3) Groundwater elevations are relative to NGVD 1929.
(4) Monitoring wells presented are a part of the basewide
monitoring network.

GROUNDWATER ELEVATIONS
UPPER 180-FOOT AQUIFER
OPERABLE UNIT CARBON TETRACHLORIDE PLUME
First Quarter 2020
Groundwater Monitoring Report
Former Fort Ord, California
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Explanation
& Extraction Well
1"} Monitoring Well
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A Infilitration Well
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Water level not used for contouring

/\/ Groundwater Elevation Contour

Location of a groundwater depression

Approximate location of the Upper 180-Foo
Aquifer Groundwater Divide

Roads
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Approximate extent of landfill areas

@ Former Fort Ord Boundary

Notes:

(1) Water levels were measured between August 30, 2020
and September 31, 2020.

(2) Groundwater elevation contours are based on one
interpretation of the data that was available at the time
this report was prepared; other interpretations may be
possible.

(3) Groundwater elevations are relative to NGVD 1929.

(4) Monitoring wells presented are a part of the basewide
monitoring network.

GROUNDWATER ELEVATIONS
UPPER 180-FOOT AQUIFER
OPERABLE UNIT CARBON TETRACHLORIDE PLUME
Third Quarter 2020
Groundwater Monitoring Report
Former Fort Ord, California

A‘A N A | Date: 11/2/2020 Figure: 17




Ahtna

September 1999 to September 2020

Operable Unit Carbon Tetrachloride Plume, Fourth Quarter 2019 through Third Quarter 2020
Groundwater Monitoring and Treatment System Report
Former Fort Ord, California
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SCHEMATIC CROSS SEGTION-
WEST FORT ORD HYDROSTRATIGRAPHY

FO-SVA
MAIN GARRISON
A-AQUIFER
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SCHEMATIC CROSS SECTION

INDICATE AQUIFERS

CONTOURED ON THIS MAP
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EXPLANATION

Monitoring Well With CT Detection
Monitoring Well CT Not Detected

Extraction Well CT Not Detected

oo @

Monitoring Well Not Sampled

Well ID - Bold When Concentration Exceeds
the ACL

MW-0U2-64-180
8.8

L CT Concentrations (pg/L) and
validation/lab qualifier.

Chemical of Concern (COC) Aquifer Cleanup Level (ACL)
Exceedance Contour in pg/L.

0.5———  Carbon Tetrachloride (CT)

General Groundwater Flow Direction

Roads

Approximate extent of landfill areas

Facilities

ﬂ Former Fort Ord Boundary

NOTES:

(1) Samples were collected between December 2, 2019
and December 6, 2019.

(2) Contours are based on one interpretation of the data
that were available at the time this report was prepared;
other interpretations may be possible.

(3) Contours are based on highest value obtained from
multiple bags and/or multiple ports were applicable.

(4) Contours near wells not sampled this quarter are
inferred from previous analytical data.

CT CONCENTRATION
UPPER 180-FOOT AQUIFER
OPERABLE UNIT CARBON TETRACHLORIDE PLUME
Fourth Quarter 2019
Groundwater Monitoring Report
Former Fort Ord, California

A’ ﬁtm Date: 11/3/2020
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EXPLANATION

Monitoring Well With CT Detection
Monitoring Well CT Not Detected

Extraction Well CT Not Detected

=l

Monitoring Well Not Sampled
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MW-0U2-64-180
7.4

L CT Concentrations (pg/L) and
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Chemical of Concern (COC) Aquifer Cleanup Level (ACL)
Exceedance Contour in pg/L.

0.5=——  Carbon Tetrachloride (CT)

General Groundwater Flow Direction

Roads

Approximate extent of landfill areas
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@ Former Fort Ord Boundary

NOTES:

(1) Groundwater samples were collected between
March 2, 2020 and March 6, 2020.

(2) Contours are based on one interpretation of the data
that were available at the time this report was prepared;
other interpretations may be possible.

(3) Contours are based on highest value obtained from
multiple bags and/or multiple ports were applicable.

(4) Contours near wells not sampled this quarter are
inferred from previous analytical data.

CARBON TETRACHLORIDE CONCENTRATIONS
UPPER 180-FOOT AQUIFER
OPERABLE UNIT CARBON TETRACHLORIDE PLUME
First Quarter 2020
Groundwater Monitoring Report
Former Fort Ord, California
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ﬂ Former Fort Ord Boundary

NOTES:

(1) Samples were collected between June 1, 2020
andJune 9, 2020.

(2) Contours are based on one interpretation of the data
that were available at the time this report was prepared;
other interpretations may be possible.

(3) Contours are based on highest value obtained from
multiple bags and/or multiple ports were applicable.

(4) Contours near wells not sampled this quarter are
inferred from previous analytical data.

CT CONCENTRATIONS
UPPER 180-FOOT AQUIFER
OPERABLE UNIT CARBON TETRACHLORIDE PLUME
Second Quarter 2020
Groundwater Monitoring Report
Former Fort Ord, California
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0.5———  Carbon Tetrachloride (CT)

General Groundwater Flow Direction
Roads

Approximate extent of landfill areas

Facilities

@ Former Fort Ord Boundary

NOTES:

(1) Samples were collected between August 31, 2020
and September 23, 2020.

(2) Contours are based on one interpretation of the data
that were available at the time this report was prepared;
other interpretations may be possible.

(3) Contours are based on highest value obtained from
multiple bags and/or multiple ports were applicable.

(4) Contours near wells not sampled this quarter are
inferred from previous analytical data.

CT CONCENTRATIONS
UPPER 180-FOOT AQUIFER
OPERABLE UNIT CARBON TETRACHLORIDE PLUME
Third Quarter 2020
Groundwater Monitoring Report
Former Fort Ord, California
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NOTES:

(1) Contours are based on one interpretation of the data
that were available at the time this report was prepared;
other interpretations may be possible.

Roads

N,

September 2020

SCHEMATIC GROSS SECTION-
west FORT ORD HYDROSTRATIGRAPHY casT

FO-SVA
MONTEREY MAIN GARRISON SALINAS
BAY VALLEY

A-PQUIFER

180-FOOT [URPER) 60O (UPPER)
ST SVA

1B0-FOOT (LOWER)

SHADED PORTIONS OF 400-FOQT 400-FOOT
SCHEMATIC CROSS SECTION

INDICATE AQUIFERS

CONTOURED ON THIS MAR

\
N

0 1,500 3,000
EE— feet

CURRENT AND HISTORICAL CT ACL CONTOURS
OUCTP UPPER 180-FOOT AQUIFER
JUNE 2007 AND SEPTEMBER 2020
Operable Unit Carbon Tetrachloride Plume
Fourth Quarter 2019 - Third Quarter 2020
Groundwater Monitoring Report, Former Fort Ord, California

Adtn, [owe nsmonrone 23




SCHEMATIC CROSS SECTION-
WEST FORT ORD HYDROSTRATIGRAPHY £asT

MONTEREY
BAY

MAIN GARRISON

180-FOOT (UPPER)
BiEF
1B0-FOOT (LOWER)
SHADED PORTIONS OF 400-FOOT
SCHEMATIC CROSS SECTION
INDICATE AQUIFERS
CONTOURED ON THIS MAP

180-FO0T{UPFERY

FO-SVA O
BALINAS

VALLEY
A-AQUIFER

wesT FORT OR

1,500 3,000

MONTEREY
BAY

MAIN GARRISON

400-FOOT

AIRFIELD

(Lower 180-Foot)

CT:0.3)
MINI-STORAGE
(Lower 180-Foot)
CT: 0.36 J e MW-BW-21-180

(Upper 180-Foot)
MW-BW/A3-180 MP-BW-46-170

(Upper A£80-Foot)

CT:4 )+

CT: 0.52

CT: 6.6 J+

(Upper 180-Foot)
MW-BW-52-180
(Upper 180-Foot)
MP-BW-42-345
(Lower 180-Foot)
MW-0U2-64-180
(Upper 180-Foot)

(Upper 180-Fo

MW-0OU2-66-180

MP- BW 41-231

(Upper 180-Foot)
MP-BW-41-318
(Lower 180-Foot)
MP-BW-41-353
(Lower 180-Foot)
EW-0U2-07-180
(Lower 180-Foot)
MW-0U2-78-180

(Lower 180-Foot)

MW-BW-59-180
(Lower 180-Foot)
CT:0.1J

MW-0U2-82-180
(Lower 180-Foot)

180-FOOT (UPPER)

Feet SILT

SHADED PORTIONS OF
SCHEMATIC CROSS SECTION
INDICATE AQUIFERS
CONTOURED ON THIS MAP

SCHEMATIC CROSS SECTION-

D HYDROSTRATIGRAPHY

EAST

FO-SVA
SALINAS
VALLEY

A-AQUIFER

180-FOQT (UPPER)

180-FOOT{LOWER)

400-FOOT

400-FOOT

MP-BW-49-287

(Lower 180-Foot)

CT:0:17)
MP-BW-49-316
(Lower 180-Foot)
CT:2.2

MP-BW-49-368
F (Lower 180-Foot)

MP-BW-49-400
B (Lower 180-Foot)

MW-BW-58-180
(Upper 180-Foot)
MP-BW-50-339
(Lower 180-Foot)
CT: 0.95
MP-BW-50-384

(Lower 180-Foot) MW-BW-04-180

(Lower 180-Foot)
CT:0.45)

MP-BW-51-405
(Lower 180-Foot)
CT:0.13)

MW-0U2-70-180
(Upper 180-Foot)
MW-0U2-72-180
(Lower 180-Foot) FO-29
MW-0U2-69-180
(Lower 180-Foot)
CT: 1.1

MW-0U2-67-180
(Upper 180-Foot)

\'%

FO-30
(Lower 180-Foot)

MW-BW-02-180
(Upper 180-Foot) CT:0.21)

@/ (Lower 180-Foot)
CT:0.15) N

FO-31
(Lower 180-Foot)
CT:0.14)

EXPLANATION
& Extraction Well with No CT Detection
") Monitoring Well with No CT Detection
s Monitoring Well with CT Detection in the
Upper 180-Foot Aquifer
s Monitoring Well with CT Detection in the
Lower 180-Foot Aquifer
® Marina Coast Active Supply Wells
with CT Detection
Well ID
MP-BW-51-405  Aquifer o N
Lower 180-Foot  Concentration in ug/L and validation/lab qualifier.
CT: 013 J (blue indicates Upper 180-Foot Aquifer; pink

indicates Lower 180-Foot Aquifer)
CT Bold when COC exceeds the ACL.

Chemical of Concern (COC) Aquifer Cleanup Level (ACL)
Exceedance Contour in pg/L.

3Q2020 OUCTP Upper 180-Foot Aquifer Carbon
Tetrachloride (CT) Plume Extent

3Q2020 OUCTP Lower 180-Foot Aquifer Carbon
Tetrachloride (CT) Plume Extent

Suspected Discontinuity in the Intermediate
180-Foot Aquitard (Estimated)
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0.5

General Groundwater Flow Direction in the
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Approximate extent of landfill areas

Former Fort Ord Boundary

£

NOTES:

(1) Groundwater samples were collected between

August 31st, 2020 and September 23rd, 2020.

(2) Contour is based on one interpretation of the data that was
available at the time this report was prepared; other
interpretations may be possible.

(3) Contour based on highest value obtained from multiple bags
and/or multiple ports where applicable.

(4)TCE is not a chemical of concern in the OUCTP Lower 180-
Foot Aquifer.

(5)TCE is not sampled in the OUCTP Upper 180-Foot Aquifer.

CT CONCENTRATION
UPPER 180-FOOT AND
LOWER 180-FOOT/400-FOOT AQUIFERS
OPERABLE UNIT CARBON TETRACHLORIDE PLUME
Third Quarter 2020
Groundwater Monitoring Report
Former Fort Ord, California

Date: 12/4/2020 | Figure: 24
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SHADED PORTIONS OF AITERRK ARSI
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INDIGATE AQUIFERS

GONTOURED ON THIS MAP

NOTES:

(1) Water Levels were measured between December 2, 2019 and
December 6, 2019.

(2) Groundwater elevation contours are based on one
interpretation of the data that were available at the time

this report was prepared; other interpretations may be
possible.

(3) The average groundwater elevation from all ports screened
within the Lower 180/400-Foot Aquifer was used for contouring
MP-BW-30 through MP-BW-52.

(4) Groundwater elevations are based on NGVD 1929.

GROUNDWATER ELEVATIONS
LOWER 180-FOOT/400-FOOT AQUIFERS
OPERABLE UNIT CARBON TETRACHLORIDE PLUME
Fourth Quarter 2019
Groundwater Monitoring Report
Former Fort Ord, California

Date: 11/6/2020
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INDICATE AQUIFERS

GONTOURED ON THIS MAP

NOTES:

(1) Water Levels were measured between March 2, 2020 and
March 6, 2020.

(2) Groundwater elevation contours are based on one
interpretation of the data that were available at the time

this report was prepared; other interpretations may be
possible.

(3) The average groundwater elevation from all ports screened
within the Lower 180/400-Foot Aquifer was used for contouring
MP-BW-30 through MP-BW-52.

(4) Groundwater elevations are based on NGVD 1929.

GROUNDWATER ELEVATIONS
LOWER 180-FOOT/400-FOOT AQUIFERS
OPERABLE UNIT CARBON TETRACHLORIDE PLUME
First Quarter 2020
Groundwater Monitoring Report
Former Fort Ord, California

Date: 11/6/2020 | Figure: 26
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NOTES:

(1) Water Levels were measured between June 1, 2020 and
June 9, 2020.

(2) Groundwater elevation contours are based on one
interpretation of the data that were available at the time

this report was prepared; other interpretations may be
possible.

(3) The average groundwater elevation from all ports screened
within the Lower 180/400-Foot Aquifer was used for contouring
MP-BW-30 through MP-BW-52.

(4) Groundwater elevations are based on NGVD 1929.

GROUNDWATER ELEVATIONS
LOWER 180-FOOT/400-FOOT AQUIFERS
OPERABLE UNIT CARBON TETRACHLORIDE PLUME
Second Quarter 2020
Groundwater Monitoring Report
Former Fort Ord, California

Date: 11/6/2020 | Figure: 27
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PQ-30
MP-BW-51-315
-14.98
MP-BW-51-340
-13.09
MP-BWY51-370
-15.96
MP-BW-51-405

% -15.09
FO-31

MW-0U2-69-180
-13.39
FO-29
MW-0U2-68-180
-13.16
MW-0U2-71-180
-14.43
MW-0U2-72-180
-14.71
TEST2

ﬁ‘/ -15.04

EXPLANATION

Extraction Well
Monitoring Well

&
=
® Marina Coast Active Supply Well
/\/ Groundwater Elevation Contour
@ Area of groundwater depression
Facilities

Roads

ﬂ Former Fort Ord Boundary

Approximate extent of landfill areas

SCHEMATIC CROSS SECTION-

WEST FORT ORD HYDROSTRATIGRAPHY EAST

FO-SVA
MONTEREY MAIN GARRISON SALINAS
VALLEY

A-AQUIFER

180-FOOT (UPPER) -
180-FOOT (UPPER)

SILT.
380-FO0T (LOWER)

SHADED PORTIONS OF AITERRK ARSI

SCHEMATIC CROSS SEGTION
INDICATE AQUIFERS
GONTOURED ON THIS MAP

NOTES:

(1) Water Levels were measured between August 31, 2020 and
September 4, 2020.

(2) Groundwater elevation contours are based on one
interpretation of the data that were available at the time

this report was prepared; other interpretations may be
possible.

(3) The average groundwater elevation from all ports screened
within the Lower 180/400-Foot Aquifer was used for contouring
MP-BW-30 through MP-BW-52.

(4) Groundwater elevations are based on NGVD 1929.

GROUNDWATER ELEVATIONS
LOWER 180-FOOT/400-FOOT AQUIFERS
OPERABLE UNIT CARBON TETRACHLORIDE PLUME
Third Quarter 2020
Groundwater Monitoring Report
Former Fort Ord, California
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Operable Unit Carbon Tetrachloride Plume, Fourth Quarter 2019 through Third Quarter 2020
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SCHEMATIC CROSS SECTION-
WEesT FORT ORD HYDROSTRATIGRAPHY

MONTEREY
BAY

MAIN GARRISON

180-FOOT (UPPER)
SILT.

SHADED PORTIONS OF
SCHEMATIC CROSS SECTION
INDICATE AQUIFERS
CONTOURED ON THIS MAP

A-AQUIFER

180-FOCT (UPPER)
180-FOOT{LOWER)

400-FOOT

400-FOOT

EAST
Fo-svA SALINAS 0 1 ,500 3,000
SVA Feet
AIRFIELD
CT:0.4)
MP-BW-49-287
CT:0.24)
MP-BW-49-316
CT:1.8
MP-BW-49-368
[_ 0.64
MW-0U2-66-180
055 MP-BW-49-400
3.9
MP-BW-50-339
MP-BW-42-345 0.59
MP-BW-50-384
MP-BW-41-318 2.3
0.6
MP-BW-41-353 B
L MW-0U2-69-180  MP-BW-51-405
1 CT:0.12)
TCE: 1.7

EW-0U2-07-180 [

X @\ MW-0U2-78-180 MW-0U2-72-180
23 1.4

MW-0U2-82-180

5
FO-29
MW-BW-59-180 CT:0.181J
9.3 TCE: 1.6

FO-30
CT:0.191J
TCE: 0.39)

FO-31
CT:0.13J
TCE: 0.79

EXPLANATION

Extraction Well with TCE Detection and
No CT Detection

Monitoring Well with CT Detection and
No TCE Detection

Monitoring Well with TCE Detection and
No CT Detection

Monitoring Well with CT and TCE Detection

® = & # O

Marina Coast Active Supply Wells with CT
and TCE Detection

Mp-aw-50-339 WelllD o -
CT: 0.59 Concentration in ug/L and validation/lab qualifier.
TCE: 0.17 ) (blue indicates CT; red indicates TCE)

Bold when COC exceeds the ACL

Chemical of Concern (COC) Aquifer Cleanup Level (ACL)
Exceedance Contour in pg/L

0.5—— Carbon Tetrachloride (CT)

5.0—— Trichloroethane (TCE)

General Groundwater Flow Direction
Roads

Facilities

Approximate extent of landfill areas

ﬁ Former Fort Ord Boundary

NOTES:

(1) Samples were measured taken between December 2, 2019
and December 6, 2019.

(2) Contour is based on one interpretation of the data that was
available at the time this report was prepared; other
interpretations may be possible.

(3) Contour based on highest value obtained from multiple bags
and/or multiple ports where applicable.

(4)TCE is not a chemical of concenrn in the OUCTP Lower 180-
Foot Aquifer.

CT AND TCE CONCENTRATIONS
LOWER 180-FOOT/400-FOOT AQUIFERS
OPERABLE UNIT CARBON TETRACHLORIDE PLUME
Fourth Quarter 2019
Groundwater Monitoring Report
Former Fort Ord, California
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SCHEMATIC CROSS SECTION-
WEesT FORT ORD HYDROSTRATIGRAPHY

MONTEREY MAIN GARRISON
BAY

180-FOOT (UPPER)
SILT.

SHADED PORTIONS OF
SCHEMATIC CROSS SECTION
INDICATE AQUIFERS
CONTOURED ON THIS MAP

A-AQUIFER

180-FOCT (UPPER)
180-FOOT{LOWER)

400-FOOT

400-FOOT

EAST
Fo-svA SALINAS 0 1 ,500 3,000
SVA Feet
AIRFIELD
ECT: 042 )
MP-BW-49-287
CT:1.3
MP-BW-49-316
CT:2.5
~ MP-BW-49-368
TCE: 1.3
MW-0U2-66-180 MP-BW-49-400
TCE: 0.69 CT:ND
TCE: ND MP-BW-50-339
— CT:0.48)
MP-BW-42-345 TCE: 0.22 )
TCE: 1.3
MP-BW-50-384
TCE: 2.4 FO-30
MP-BW-41-318 CT:0.16 J
TCE: 0.55
MP-BW-41-353 MW'CC);J_ 21' 619'180
TCE: 1.3 o MP-BW-51-405
CT:0.18
f TCE: 2
EWQLD- B ﬂ MW-0U2-78-180 MW-OU2-72-180
TCE-2.9 TCE®A3 FO-31
2. TCE: 1.6
MW—OU2—82—180 6 CT:0.15)
MW-BW-59-180 &0 1GEs®2 CT:0.23)
€T:0.11 )
TCE: 9.9

EXPLANATION

Extraction Well with TCE Detection and
No CT Detection.

Monitoring Well with CT Detection and
No TCE Detection.

Monitoring Well with TCE Detection and
No CT Detection.

Monitoring Well with CT and TCE Detection.

® = & & &

Marina Coast Active Supply Wells with
CT Detection.

mp-Bw-s50-339 WelllD o B
CT: 048 | Concentration in ug/L and validation/lab qualifier.
TCE: 0.22 | (blue indicates CT; red indicates TCE)

Bold when COC exceeds the ACL.

Chemical of Concern (COC) Aquifer Cleanup Level (ACL)
Exceedance Contour in pg/L.

0.5—— Carbon Tetrachloride (CT)

5.0—— Trichloroethane (TCE)

General Groundwater Flow Direction.
Roads
Facilities

Approximate extent of landfill areas

ﬂ Former Fort Ord Boundary

NOTES:

(1) Groundwater samples were collected between

March 2nd, 2020 and March 6th, 2020.

(2) Contour is based on one interpretation of the data that was
available at the time this report was prepared; other
interpretations may be possible.

(3) Contour based on highest value obtained from multiple bags
and/or multiple ports where applicable.

(4)TCE is not a chemical of concenrn in the OUCTP Lower 180-
Foot Aquifer.

CT AND TCE CONCENTRATIONS
LOWER 180-FOOT/400-FOOT AQUIFERS
OPERABLE UNIT CARBON TETRACHLORIDE PLUME
First Quarter 2020
Groundwater Monitoring Report
Former Fort Ord, California
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SCHEMATIC CROSS SECTION-
WEesT FORT ORD HYDROSTRATIGRAPHY

MONTEREY
BAY

MAIN GARRISON

180-FOOT (UPPER)
SILT.

SHADED PORTIONS OF
SCHEMATIC CROSS SECTION
INDICATE AQUIFERS
CONTOURED ON THIS MAP

A-AQUIFER

180-FOCT (UPPER)
180-FOOT{LOWER)

400-FOOT

400-FOOT

EAST
FO-SVA SALINAS O 1 ,500 3’000
SVA Feet
AIRFIELD
E CT: 0.44 )
MP-BW-49-287
CT:0:32)
MP-BW-49-316
CT:3.1
MW-0U2-66-180 MP-BW-49-368
TCE: 0.61 TCE: 0.53
MP-BW-49-400
[ TCE:4.4
MP-BW-50-339
MP-BW-42-345 CT:1.2
TCESLY \ MP-BW-50-384
TCE: 1.4
MP-BW-41-318
TCE0.67 A MW-0U2-69-180
.5 CT:0.91
Mpfcvg,_ilfﬂ » MP-BW-51-405
o CT:0.13}
TCE: 1.7

< [
/@\ MW-0U2-78-180
EW-0U2-07-180 TCE: 2.0

MW-0U2-72-180
TCE: 1.3 FO-29

CT:0.23)
@/ TCE: 1.8

TCE: 2.8
MW-0U2-82-180
0 TCE: 3.7

MW=BW-59-180
€T:0.13)
TCE::10.9

FO-30
CT:0.24)
TCE: 0.52

FO-31

CT:0.14)
J TCE: 0.85

EXPLANATION

Extraction Well with TCE Detection and
No CT Detection.

Monitoring Well with CT Detection and
No TCE Detection.

Monitoring Well with TCE Detection and
No CT Detection.

Monitoring Well with CT and TCE Detection.

® ® & & &

Marina Coast Active Supply Wells with CT
and TCE Detection.

Well ID

Concentration in ug/L and validation/lab qualifier.
(blue indicates CT; red indicates TCE)

CT Bold when COC exceeds the ACL.

MP-BW-51-405
CT: 0.13 )
TCE: 1.7

Chemical of Concern (COC) Aquifer Cleanup Level (ACL)
Exceedance Contour in pg/L.

0.5—— Carbon Tetrachloride (CT)

5.0—— Trichloroethane (TCE)

General Groundwater Flow Direction.
Roads
Facilities

Approximate extent of landfill areas

ﬂ Former Fort Ord Boundary

NOTES:

(1) Groundwater samples were collected between

June 1st, 2020 and June 9th, 2020.

(2) Contour is based on one interpretation of the data that was
available at the time this report was prepared; other
interpretations may be possible.

(3) Contour based on highest value obtained from multiple bags
and/or multiple ports where applicable.

(4)TCE is not a chemical of concenrn in the OUCTP Lower 180-
Foot Aquifer.

CT AND TCE CONCENTRATIONS
LOWER 180-FOOT/400-FOOT AQUIFERS
OPERABLE UNIT CARBON TETRACHLORIDE PLUME
Second Quarter 2020
Groundwater Monitoring Report
Former Fort Ord, California
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SCHEMATIC CROSS SECTION-

WEST FORT ORD HYDROSTRATIGRAPHY

MONTEREY
BAY

MAIN GARRISON

A-AQUIFER

180-FOOT (UPPER)
SILT.

180-FOQT (UPPER)

180-FOOT{LOWER)

SHADED PORTIONS OF 400-FOOT
SCHEMATIC CROSS SECTION

INDICATE AQUIFERS

CONTOURED ON THIS MAP

400-FOOT

EAST
FosvA sALAS 0 1,500 3,000
SVA Feet
AIRFIELD
CT:0.3)
MINI-STORAGE
CT:0.36)
MP-BW-49-287
[T 0.17)
MP-BW-49-316
CT:2.2
MP-BW-49-368
MW-0U2-66-180 TCE:0.39 )
TCE: 0.4
MP-BW-49-400
TCE: 3.7
MP-BW-42-345
TCE: 1.3
RIPHESUER MW-BW-04-180
€1 0.95 CT: 0.45) £0.30
MP-BW-50-384 TCE:0.1) CT-0.21)
MP-BW-41-318 TCE: 1.6 @/ TCE: 0.45 J
MP-BW-41-353 05 MW-0U2-69-180
* CT:1.1 MP-BW-51-405
CT:0.13)
EW-0U2-07-180 UEEs e
TCE: 3.0
MW-0U2-78-180
: FO-31
e 2 MW-0U2-72-180 S
TCE: 0.84

TCE: 1.1
. MW-0U2-82-180
TCE: 4.5)-

FO-29

e GRS
TCE: 1.8

MW-BW-59-180
€1:0.7)
TCE:9.8

EXPLANATION

Extraction Well with TCE Detection and
No CT Detection.

Monitoring Well with CT Detection and
No TCE Detection.

Monitoring Well with TCE Detection and
No CT Detection.

Monitoring Well with CT and TCE Detection.

s R B8 2O

Monitoring Well with no CT or TCE Detection

® Marina Coast Active Supply Wells with CT
and TCE Detection.

Well ID

Concentration in ug/L and validation/lab qualifier.
(blue indicates CT; red indicates TCE)

CT Bold when COC exceeds the ACL.

MP-BW-51-405
CT: 0.13 )
TCE: 1.3

Chemical of Concern (COC) Aquifer Cleanup Level (ACL)
Exceedance Contour in pg/L.

0.5—— Carbon Tetrachloride (CT)

5.0— Trichloroethane (TCE)

General Groundwater Flow Direction.
Roads

Facilities
Approximate extent of landfill areas

Former Fort Ord Boundary

!

NOTES:

(1) Groundwater samples were collected between

August 31st, 2020 and September 23rd, 2020.

(2) Contour is based on one interpretation of the data that was
available at the time this report was prepared; other
interpretations may be possible.

(3) Contour based on highest value obtained from multiple bags
and/or multiple ports where applicable.

(4)TCE is not a chemical of concenrn in the OUCTP Lower 180-
Foot Aquifer.

CT AND TCE CONCENTRATIONS
LOWER 180-FOOT/400-FOOT AQUIFERS
OPERABLE UNIT CARBON TETRACHLORIDE PLUME
Third Quarter 2020
Groundwater Monitoring Report
Former Fort Ord, California
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/

Northern OUCTP December 2001

\

N

Northern OUCTP September 2020

EXPLANATION

Chemical of Concern (COC) Aquifer Cleanup Level (ACL)
Exceedance Contour in pg/L.

0.5—— Carbon Tetrachloride (CT)
Roads
Facilities

OU2 Landfill Areas B Through F

ﬁ Former Fort Ord Boundary

NOTE:

(1) Contour is based on one interpretation of the data that was
available at the time this report was prepared; other
interpretations may be possible.

Southern OUCTP December 2001

N

Southern OUCTP September 2020

SCHEMATIC CROSS SECTION-

WEST FORT ORD HYDROSTRATIGRAPHY EasT
FO-SVA
MONTEREY MAIN GARRISON SALINAS
BAY VALLEY
A-AQUIFER
180-FOOT (UPPER) 180-FOOT (UPPER)
SILT SvA
180-FO0T{LOWER)

SHADED PORTIONS OF 400-FOOT 400-FOOT

SGHEMATIC CROSS SEGTION

INDICATE AQUIFERS

CONTOURED ON THIS MAP

0 1,500 3,000
Feet

CURRENT AND HISTORICAL CT ACL EXCEEDANCE CONTOURS
OUCTP LOWER 180-FOOT AQUIFER
DECEMBER 2001 AND SEPTEMBER 2020
Operable Unit Carbon Tetrachloride Plume
Fourth Quarter 2019 - Third Quarter 2020
Groundwater Monitoring Report
Former Fort Ord, California
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EXPLANATION

Extraction Well: Change to Annual Sampling
Monitoring Well: Change to Annual Sampling

Extraction Well: Remove from Sampling

#o#o

Monitoring Well: Remove from Sampling

Monitoring Well: Restart Quarterly Monitoring

Extraction Well

@ S MW-BW-81-A

" v MW-BW-77-A
MW-BW-74-A ( ; )
MW-BW-78-A *ﬁﬁ » EISB-EW-02

Monitoring Well

N2
="

Chemical of Concern (COC) Aquifer Cleanup Level (ACL)
Exceedance Countour in pg/L.

0.5=——  3Q2020 Carbon Tetrachloride (CT) Plume Extent
& 05mnmn-n 3Q2020 Inferred Carbon Tetrachloride (CT)
MW-BW-79-A a"} ’ Plume Extent
Approximate location of the A-Aquifer
MW-40-01-A o~ pprox! e aut
Groundwater Divide

@ Former Fort Ord Boundary

EW-BW-132-A Approximate Extent of OU2 Landfill

EW-BW-166-A Facilities
Roads

MW-BW-60-A

MW-BW-24-A

MP-BW-46-095

RECOMMENDED A-AQUIFER
MONITORING WELL CHANGES
OPERABLE UNIT CARBON TETRACHLORIDE PLUME

0 1,500 3,000 Fourth Quarter 2019 - Third Quarter 2020
Groundwater Monitoring Report
Feet Former Fort Ord, California
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MP-BW-33-272

05

MW-0U2-30-180

"

EXPLANATION

Monitoring Well: Move to OUCTP Upper
180-Foot Aquifer Report

Monitoring Well: Recommend Restart Quarterly

Monitoring
Q} Extraction Well
ﬁ Monitoring Well

Chemical of Concern (COC) Aquifer Cleanup Level (ACL)
Exceedance Countour in pg/L.

05— 3Q2020 Carbon Tetrachloride (CT) Plume Extent

ﬁ Former Fort Ord Boundary
Approximate Extent of OU2 Landfill

Facilities

Roads

RECOMMENDED UPPER 180-FOOT AQUIFER
MONITORING WELL CHANGES
OPERABLE UNIT CARBON TETRACHLORIDE PLUME
Fourth Quarter 2019 - Third Quarter 2020
Groundwater Monitoring Report
Former Fort Ord, California
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MP-BW-31-292

AIRFIELD j

0 1,000 2,000

Feet
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EXPLANATION

Monitoring Well: Change to Annual Sampling

Monitoring Well: Remove from Monitoring
Extraction Well

Monitoring Well

Chemical of Concern (COC) Aquifer Cleanup Level (ACL)
Exceedance Countour in ug/L.

05—

5_

£

3Q2020 Carbon Tetrachloride (CT) Plume Extent

3Q2020 Trichloroethene (TCE) Plume Extent

Former Fort Ord Boundary

Approximate Extent of OU2 Landfill
Facilities

Roads

RECOMMENDED LOWER 180-FOOT AQUIFER

MONITORING WELL CHANGES

OPERABLE UNIT CARBON TETRACHLORIDE PLUME

Fourth Quarter 2019 - Third Quarter 2020
Groundwater Monitoring Report
Former Fort Ord, California
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New A-Aquifer Well
(Former MW-0U1-85-A)

New A-Aquifer Well
(Former MW-0U1-88-A)

Explanation

New A-Aquifer Well

OUCTP-A Extraction Well

OUCTP-A Monitoring Well

OU1 SVA Channel Low

3Q2020 Estimated Carbon Tetrachloride
(CT) Plume Extent

3Q2020 Carbon Tetrachloride (CT)
Plume Extent

Approximate location of the A-Aquifer
Groundwater Divide

NOTE:

(1) Contour is based on one interpretation of the data
that was available at the time this report was prepared;
other interpretations may be possible.

N

RECOMMENDED NEW A-AQUIFER WELLS
THIRD QUARTER 2020
Operable Unit Carbon Tetrachloride Plume
Fourth Quarter 2019 - Third Quarter 2020
Groundwater Monitoring Report, Former Fort Ord, California
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EXPLANATION

Existing OUCTP Upper
180-Foot Aquifer
Monitoring Well
Existing OUCTP Lower
180-Foot Aquifer
Monitoring Well

Existing OUCTP Upper
180-Foot Aquifer
Extraction Well

New OUCTP Upper
180-Foot Aquifer

Proposed New Extraction Well

Upper 180-Foot Aquifer
Extraction Well

3Q2020 Carbon Tetrachloride (CT)
Plume Extent

NOTES:

(1) Contours are based on one interpretation of the data
that were available at the time this report was prepared;
other interpretations may be possible.

500

T ——
Feet

N

RECOMMENDED NEW UPPER 180-FOOT AQUIFER WELL
THIRD QUARTER 2020
Operable Unit Carbon Tetrachloride Plume
Fourth Quarter 2019 - Third Quarter 2020
Groundwater Monitoring Report, Former Fort Ord, California
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2019-4Q through 2020-3Q
Groundwater Report

oucTp

Former Fort Ord, CA

Table Al. Third Quarter 2020 Groundwater Sample Cross Reference Table

Station ID Sample ID Aquifer Sample Sample €OC |Package Lab
Date Type Number ID
MW-BW-56-A 2036WO0BWO088F OUCTP-A 8/31/2020 GWM 0108 | FA78406-1
QC-TRIP-BLANK 2036W0BWO086A OUCTP-L 8/31/2020 Qc 0107 | FA78405-1
AIRFIELD 2036WO0BWO087F OUCTP-L 8/31/2020 GWM 0107 FA78405-2
QC-FIELD-BLANK 2036W0BW089C OUCTP-L 8/31/2020 Qc 0107 | FA78405-3
MW-BW-95-A 2036X0BW190F OUCTP-A 9/1/2020 GWM 0118 | FA78445-1
MW-BW-89-A 2036X0BW191F OUCTP-A 9/1/2020 GWM 0118 FA78445-2
MW-BW-28-A 2036X0BW192F OUCTP-A 9/1/2020 GWM 0118 | FA78445-3
MW-BW-93-A 2036X0BW193F OUCTP-A 9/1/2020 GWM 0118 FA78445-4
MW-BW-94-AR 2036X0BW194F OUCTP-A 9/1/2020 GWM 0118 | FA78445-5
MW-BW-90-A 2036X0BW195F OUCTP-A 9/1/2020 GWM 0118 FA78445-6
MW-BW-86-A 2036X0BW196F OUCTP-A 9/1/2020 GWM 0118 | FA78445-7
MW-BW-58-A 2036X0BW197F OUCTP-A 9/1/2020 GWM 0118 FA78445-8
EW-BW-166-A 2036X0BW198F OUCTP-A 9/1/2020 GWM 0118 | FA78445-9
EW-BW-166-A-DUP 2036X0BW199D OUCTP-A 9/1/2020 DUP 0118 |FA78445-10
EW-BW-168-A 2036X0BW200F OUCTP-A 9/1/2020 GWM 0118 |[FA78445-11
EW-BW-169-A 2036X0BW201F OUCTP-A 9/1/2020 GWM 0118 |[FA78445-12
MW-BW-91-A 2036X0BW202F OUCTP-A 9/1/2020 GWM 0118 |[FA78445-13
EW-BW-150-A 2036X0BW203F OUCTP-A 9/1/2020 GWM 0118 |FA78445-14
MW-BW-43-A 2036X0BW204F OUCTP-A 9/1/2020 GWM 0118 [FA78445-15
MW-BW-42-A 2036X0BW205F OUCTP-A 9/1/2020 GWM 0120 |[FA78445-16
MW-B-12-A 2036X0BW206F OUCTP-A 9/1/2020 GWM 0120 |FA78445-17
MW-BW-39-A 2036X0BW207F OUCTP-A 9/1/2020 GWM 0120 |[FA78445-18
QC-FIELD-BLANK 2036X0BW208C OUCTP-A 9/1/2020 Qc 0120 |[FA78445-19
QC-TRIP-BLANK 2036X0BW209A OUCTP-A 9/1/2020 Qc 0120 (FA78445-20
QC-TRIP-BLANK 2036W0BWO090A OUCTP-A 9/1/2020 Qc 0129 |FA78445-21
MW-BW-27-A 2036WO0BWOQ091F OUCTP-A 9/1/2020 GWM 0129 |[FA78445-22
MW-BW-15-A 2036WO0BWO092F OUCTP-A 9/1/2020 GWM 0129 ([FA78445-23
MW-BW-15-A-DUP 2036W0BW093D OUCTP-A 9/1/2020 DUP 0129 |FA78445-24
MP-BW-46-095 2036WO0BWO095F OUCTP-A 9/1/2020 GWM 0129 ([FA78445-25
MP-BW-46-170 2036WO0BWO094F OUCTP-U 9/1/2020 GWM 0130 | FA78443-1
QC-FIELD-BLANK 2036W0BW096C OUCTP-U 9/1/2020 QcC 0130 FA78443-2
MW-BW-24-A 2036X0BW236F OUCTP-A 9/3/2020 GWM 0138 FA78565-1
MW-BW-24-A-DUP 2036X0BW237D OUCTP-A 9/3/2020 DUP 0138 | FA78565-2
MW-BW-17-A 2036X0BW238F OUCTP-A 9/3/2020 GWM 0138 FA78565-3
EW-BW-124-A 2036X0BW239F OUCTP-A 9/3/2020 GWM 0138 | FA78565-4
EW-BW-135-A 2036X0BW240F OUCTP-A 9/3/2020 GWM 0138 FA78565-5
EW-BW-140-A 2036X0BW242F OUCTP-A 9/3/2020 GWM 0138 | FA78565-6
MW-BW-26-A 2036X0BW243F OUCTP-A 9/3/2020 GWM 0138 FA78565-7
EW-BW-129-A 2036X0BW245F OUCTP-A 9/3/2020 GWM 0138 | FA78565-8
MW-BW-77-A 2036X0BW247F OUCTP-A 9/3/2020 GWM 0138 FA78565-9
MW-BW-77-A 2036X0BW248F OUCTP-A 9/3/2020 GWM 0138 [FA78565-10
MW-BW-78-A 2036X0BW249F OUCTP-A 9/3/2020 GWM 0138 |[FA78565-11
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2019-4Q through 2020-3Q
Groundwater Report
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Former Fort Ord, CA

Table Al. Third Quarter 2020 Groundwater Sample Cross Reference Table

Station ID Sample ID Aquifer Sample Sample €oc  |Package Lab
Date Type Number ID
MW-BW-78-A 2036X0BW250F OUCTP-A 9/3/2020 GWM 0138 |[FA78565-12
MW-BW-79-A 2036X0BW251F OUCTP-A 9/3/2020 GWM 0138 | FA78565-13
MW-BW-48-A 2036X0BW252F OUCTP-A 9/3/2020 GWM 0138 |FA78565-14
MW-BW-49-A 2036X0BW253F OUCTP-A 9/4/2020 GWM 0142 |FA78565-15
MW-BW-65-A 2036X0BW254F OUCTP-A 9/4/2020 GWM 0142 |FA78565-16
MW-BW-65-A-DUP 2036X0BW255D OUCTP-A 9/4/2020 DUP 0142 | FA78565-17
MW-BW-80-A 2036X0BW256F OUCTP-A 9/4/2020 GWM 0142 |FA78565-18
MW-BW-80-A-DUP 2036X0BW257D OUCTP-A 9/4/2020 DUP 0142 | FA78565-19
MW-BW-83-A 2036X0BW258F OUCTP-A 9/4/2020 GWM 0142 |FA78565-20
MW-BW-83-A 2036X0BW259F OUCTP-A 9/4/2020 GWM 0142 | FA78565-21
MW-BW-82-A 2036X0BW260F OUCTP-A 9/4/2020 GWM 0142 |FA78565-22
MW-BW-75-A 2036X0BW261F OUCTP-A 9/4/2020 GWM 0142 |FA78565-23
MW-BW-74-A 2036X0BW262F OUCTP-A 9/4/2020 GWM 0142 |FA78565-24
MW-BW-74-A 2036X0BW263F OUCTP-A 9/4/2020 GWM 0142 |FA78565-25
QC-TRIP-BLANK 2036X0BW264A OUCTP-A 9/4/2020 QcC 0142 |FA78565-26
QC-FIELD-BLANK 2036X0BW265C OUCTP-A 9/4/2020 Qc 0142 |FA78565-27
FO-30 2036Z0BW229F OUCTP-L 9/3/2020 GWM 0141 | FA78571-1
FO-31 2036Z0BW230F OUCTP-L 9/3/2020 GWM 0141 FA78571-2
FO-31-DUP 2036Z0BW231D OUCTP-L 9/3/2020 DUP 0141 | FA78571-3
FO-29 2036Z0BW232F OUCTP-L 9/3/2020 GWM 0141 FA78571-4
MINI-STORAGE 2036Z0BW233F OUCTP-L 9/3/2020 GWM 0141 | FA78571-5
QC-TRIP-BLANK 2036Z0BW234A OUCTP-L 9/3/2020 Qc 0141 FA78571-6
QC-TRIP-BLANK 2036W0BWO097A OUCTP-L 9/3/2020 QcC 0131 | FA78571-7
MP-BW-50-384 2036WO0BWO098F OUCTP-L 9/3/2020 GWM 0131 | FA78571-8
MP-BW-50-339 2036WO0BWO099F OUCTP-L 9/3/2020 GWM 0131 | FA78571-9
MW-0U2-72-180 2036WO0BW102F OUCTP-L 9/3/2020 GWM 0131 |[FA78571-10
MP-BW-51-405 2036WO0BW103F OUCTP-L 9/3/2020 GWM 0131 |FA78571-11
MP-BW-49-400 2036WO0BW104F OUCTP-L 9/3/2020 GWM 0131 |[FA78571-12
MP-BW-49-400-DUP | 2036W0BW105D OUCTP-L 9/3/2020 DUP 0131 |FA78571-13
MP-BW-49-368 2036WO0BW106F OUCTP-L 9/3/2020 GWM 0131 |[FA78571-14
MP-BW-49-316 2036WO0BW107F OUCTP-L 9/3/2020 GWM 0131 |FA78571-15
MP-BW-49-316-DUP 2036W0BW108D OUCTP-L 9/3/2020 DUP 0131 |[FA78571-16
MP-BW-49-287 2036WO0BW109F OUCTP-L 9/3/2020 GWM 0131 |FA78571-17
QC-FIELD-BLANK 2036W0BW110C OUCTP-L 9/3/2020 Qc 0131 |[FA78571-18
MW-BW-59-180 2036Y0OBW415F OUCTP-L 9/2/2020 GWM 0126 |FA78571-19
MW-BW-59-180-DUP 2036Y0BW416D OUCTP-L 9/2/2020 DUP 0126 |FA78571-20
MW-0U2-78-180 2036Y0U2421F OUCTP-L 9/2/2020 GWM 0126 |FA78571-21
EW-0U2-07-180 2036Y0U2422F OUCTP-L 9/2/2020 GWM 0126 |FA78571-22
MW-BW-35-A 2036X0BW210F OUCTP-A 9/2/2020 GWM 0134 FA78573-1
MW-BW-36-A 2036X0BW211F OUCTP-A 9/2/2020 GWM 0134 | FA78573-2
QC-TRIP-BLANK 2036X0BW212A OUCTP-A 9/2/2020 Qc 0134 | FA78573-3
QC-FIELD-BLANK 2036X0BW213C OUCTP-A 9/2/2020 QcC 0134 | FA78573-4
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2019-4Q through 2020-3Q
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Table Al. Third Quarter 2020 Groundwater Sample Cross Reference Table

Station ID Sample ID Aquifer Sample Sample €OC |Package Lab
Date Type Number ID
MW-BW-31-A 2036X0BW214F OUCTP-A 9/2/2020 GWM 0134 FA78573-5
MW-BW-31-A-DUP 2036X0BW215D OUCTP-A 9/2/2020 DUP 0134 | FA78573-6
MW-BW-32-A 2036X0BW216F OUCTP-A 9/2/2020 GWM 0134 FA78573-7
MW-BW-92-A 2036X0BW217F OUCTP-A 9/2/2020 GWM 0134 | FA78573-8
MW-BW-92-A-DUP 2036X0BW218D OUCTP-A 9/2/2020 DUP 0134 FA78573-9
EW-BW-155-A 2036X0BW219F OUCTP-A 9/2/2020 GWM 0134 ([FA78573-10
EW-BW-149-A 2036X0BW220F OUCTP-A 9/2/2020 GWM 0134 |[FA78573-11
MW-B-14-A 2036X00B221F OUCTP-A 9/2/2020 GWM 0134 |FA78573-12
MW-BW-60-A 2036X0BW222F OUCTP-A 9/2/2020 GWM 0134 |[FA78573-13
EW-BW-132-A 2036X0BW223F OUCTP-A 9/2/2020 GWM 0134 ([FA78573-14
EW-BW-167-A 2036X0BW225F OUCTP-A 9/2/2020 GWM 0134 |[FA78573-15
EW-BW-119-A 2036X0BW229F OUCTP-A 9/2/2020 GWM 0136 |[FA78573-16
EW-BW-112-A 2036X0BW230F OUCTP-A 9/2/2020 GWM 0136 |[FA78573-17
EW-BW-109-A 2036X0BW231F OUCTP-A 9/2/2020 GWM 0136 |FA78573-18
MW-BW-58-180 2036WO0BW100F OUCTP-U 9/2/2020 GWM 0132 | FA78570-1
MW-BW-57-180 2036WO0BW101F OUCTP-U 9/2/2020 GWM 0132 FA78570-2
MW-BW-21-180 2036X0BW224F OUCTP-U 9/2/2020 GWM 0135 | FA78570-3
MW-BW-52-180 2036X0BW226F OUCTP-U 9/2/2020 GWM 0135 FA78570-4
MW-BW-52-180-DUP | 2036X0BW227D OUCTP-U 9/2/2020 DUP 0135 | FA78570-5
MP-BW-41-231 2036WO0BW116F OUCTP-U 9/3/2020 GWM 0149 | FA78564-1
QC-EQUIPMENT-BLANK | 2036WO0BW117B OUCTP-U 9/3/2020 Qc 0149 | FA78564-2
MW-0U2-64-180 2036WO0U2118F OUCTP-U 9/3/2020 GWM 0149 | FA78564-3
MW-0U2-67-180 2036WO0OU2121F OUCTP-U 9/3/2020 GWM 0149 FA78564-4
QC-FIELD-BLANK 2036W0BW122C OUCTP-U 9/3/2020 Qc 0149 | FA78564-5
MW-BW-43-180 2036X0BW244F OUCTP-U 9/3/2020 GWM 0121 FA78564-6
QC-TRIP-BLANK 2036W0BW111A OUCTP-L 9/3/2020 QcC 0133 FA78559-1
MP-BW-42-345 2036WO0BW112F OUCTP-L 9/3/2020 GWM 0133 [ FA78559-2
MP-BW-42-345-DUP 2036W0BW113D OUCTP-L 9/3/2020 DUP 0133 FA78559-3
MP-BW-41-353 2036WO0BW114F OUCTP-L 9/3/2020 GWM 0133 | FA78559-4
MP-BW-41-318 2036WO0BW115F OUCTP-L 9/3/2020 GWM 0133 FA78559-5
MW-0U2-66-180 2036WOU2119F OUCTP-L 9/3/2020 GWM 0133 | FA78559-6
MW-0U2-69-180 2036WO0OU2120F OUCTP-L 9/3/2020 GWM 0133 FA78559-7
MW-0U2-82-180 2036Y0U2424F OUCTP-L 9/3/2020 GWM 0113 | FA78559-8
QC-FIELD-BLANK 2036Y0U2447C OUCTP-L 9/3/2020 QcC 0113 FA78559-9
MW-BW-04-180 2036X0BW235F OUCTP-L 9/3/2020 GWM 0139 ([FA78559-10
EISB-EW-01 2039X0U2266F OUCTP-A 9/23/2020 GWM 0152 [ FA79149-1
EISB-EW-02 2039X0U2267F OUCTP-A 9/23/2020 GWM 0152 FA79149-2
MW-BW-66-A 2039X0BW268F OUCTP-A 9/23/2020 GWM 0152 [ FA79149-3
EISB-MW-01 2039X0U2269F OUCTP-A 9/23/2020 GWM 0152 FA79149-4
EISB-EW-09 2039X0U2270F OUCTP-A 9/23/2020 GWM 0152 | FA79149-5
EISB-EW-09-DUP 2039X0U2271D OUCTP-A 9/23/2020 DUP 0152 FA79149-6
MW-BW-44-A 2039X0BW272F OUCTP-A 9/23/2020 GWM 0152 | FA79149-7
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Table Al. Third Quarter 2020 Groundwater Sample Cross Reference Table

Station ID Sample ID Aquifer Sample Sample coc |Package Lab
Date Type Number ID
EW-BW-165-A 2039X0BW273F OUCTP-A 9/23/2020 GWM 0152 FA79149-8
MW-BW-88-A 2039X0BW274F OUCTP-A 9/23/2020 GWM 0152 | FA79149-9
MW-BW-87-A 2039X0BW275F OUCTP-A 9/23/2020 GWM 0152 |FA79149-10
EW-BW-160-A 2039X0BW276F OUCTP-A 9/23/2020 GWM 0152 |[FA79149-11
MW-BW-85-A 2039X0BW277F OUCTP-A 9/23/2020 GWM 0152 |FA79149-12
EW-BW-144-A 2039X0BW278F OUCTP-A 9/23/2020 GWM 0152 ([FA79149-13
EW-BW-144-A 2039X0BW279F OUCTP-A 9/23/2020 GWM 0152 |FA79149-14
EW-BW-144-A 2039X0BW280F OUCTP-A 9/23/2020 GWM 0152 [FA79149-15
MW-BW-30-A 2039X0BW281F OUCTP-A 9/23/2020 GWM 0155 |FA79149-16
MW-0U2-70-180 2039Y0U2454F OUCTP-U 9/23/2020 GWM 0154 FA79153-1
Sample Counts
Number Primary GWM Samples: 105
Numper Duplicate Samples: 14
Percent Duplicate: 13%
Number QC Field/Trip Blanks: 17

Notes:

COC: chain of custody
DUP: duplicate sample
EW: extraction well sample

GWM: groundwater monitoring sample

ID: identification

QC: quality control sample (trip blank or field blank)

Ahtna Global, LLC
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LABORATORY DATA CONSULTANTS, INC.

PPEPERFRY

Tiiiiiiiaiiiis 2701 Loker Ave. West, Suite 220, Carlsbad, CA 92010 Bus: 760-827-1100 Fax: 760-827-1099
L B e T
Ahtna Global, LLC. October 20, 2020

9699 Blue Larkspur Lane, Suite 201
Monterey, CA 93940

ATTN: Mr. Eric A. Schmidt
Eschmidt@ahtna.net

SUBJECT: Fort Ord, OUCTP-A, Data Validation
Dear Mr. Schmidt,
Enclosed are the final validation reports for the fraction listed below. These SDGs were received on

September 29, 2020. Attachment 1 is a summary of the samples that were reviewed for each
analysis.

LDC Project #49259:
SDG # Fraction

FA78406, FA78445 Volatiles
FA78565, FA78573

The data validation was performed under Stage 2B & 4 guidelines. The analyses were validated
using the following documents, as applicable to each method:

] Final Quality Assurance Project Plan Volume |, Appendix A for Groundwater
Remedies and Monitoring at Operable Unit 2, Sites 2 and 12, and Operable Unit
Carbon Tetrachloride Plume, Former Fort Ord, California; Revision 7, August 2019

° U.S. Department of Defense Quality Systems Manual for Environmental Laboratories,
Version 5.1; 2017

° USACE Guidance for Evaluating Performance-Based Chemical Data; June 2005

° EPA SW 846, Third Edition, Test Methods for Evaluating Solid Waste, update 1, July
1992; update IIA, August 1993; update Il, September 1994; update 1IB, January 1995;
update lll, December 1996; update IlIA, April 1998; 11IB, November 2004; update 1V,
February 2007; update V, July 2014

Please feel free to contact us if you have any questions.
Sincerely,
= =g
Pei Geng

Pgeng@lab-data.com
Project Manager/Senior Chemist

L:\Ahtna\Fort Ord\OUCTP\49259COV.wpd 1 ADV
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Attachment 1

ADR/Stage 4 90/10

LDC#49259 (AHTNA Engineering Services-Marina, CA / Fort Ord, OUCTP-A)

Project # 21065.000.01.0000

(3) (8)VOA

DATE DATE |(8260B

LDC SDG# REC'D DUE -SIM)
Matrix: Water/Soil W1]S S|W]S|W WIS |W]SIW]S|W]SIW]S|W]S]W]S |W S

A FA78406 09/29/20 | 10/20/20 | 1 | O

B FA78445 09/29/20 | 10/20/20 |25 ] O

C FA78565 09/29/20 | 10/20/20 20 ] O

C FA78565 09/29/20 | 10/20/20} 7 | O

D FA78573 09/29/20 | 10/20/20 | 18 ] O
Total T/PG 7110 0jJojofjo ojojojojojojojojojojojojojofjo 71

Shaded cells indicate Stage 4 validation (all other cells are ADR validation). These sample counts do not include MS/MSD, and DUPs

L:\Ahtna\Fort Ord\OUCTP\49259ST-OUCTP-A.wpd
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INTRODUCTION

This Data Validation Report (DVR) presents Stage 2B and 4 data validation results for samples
collected during the August through September 2020 sampling period. Data validation was
performed in accordance with the Final Quality Assurance Project Plan Volume |, Appendix A
for Groundwater Remedies and Monitoring at Operable Unit 2, Sites 2 and 12, and Operable
Unit Carbon Tetrachloride Plume, Former Fort Ord, California (Revision 7, August 2019), the
U.S. Department of Defense (DoD) Quality Systems Manual (QSM) for Environmental
Laboratories, Version 5.1 (2017), and the USACE Guidance for Evaluating Performance-Based
Chemical Data (June 2005). Where specific guidance is not available, the data has been
evaluated in a conservative manner consistent with industry standards using professional
experience.

The analyses were performed by the following method:

Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs) by Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) SW 846
Method 8260B in Selection lon Monitoring (SIM) mode

The sample identification and method of analyses performed on each sample is presented in
Attachment 1. Overall data qualification summary is presented in Attachment 2. Stage 2B
Automated Data Review outliers are presented in Enclosure I. DVRs for samples on which
Stage 4 validation was performed are presented in Enclosure Il.

All sample results were subjected to Stage 2B data validation, which comprises an evaluation of
quality control (QC) summary results for sample holding times, initial and continuing
calibrations, surrogates, matrix spike/matrix spike duplicates (MS/MSD), internal standards,
laboratory control sample (LCS), laboratory blanks, trip blanks, equipment blanks, and field
duplicates. Approximately 10 percent of samples were subjected to Stage 4 evaluation as
indicated in Attachment 1, which comprises a review of the QC summary forms as well as the
raw data, to confirm sample quantitation and identification.

Automated data review was performed on all QC summary results using the Automated Data
Review (ADR) software program (LDC, 2013) with the exception of the calibrations and internal
standards, which were validated manually. Quality assurance (QA)/QC criteria specified in the
QAPP, DoD QSM, and EM-200-1-10 were incorporated with the program’s reference library to
assess compliance with project requirements.



The following are definitions of the data qualifiers utilized during data validation:

J+

uJ

NA

(Estimated, High Bias): The compound or analyte was analyzed for and positively
identified by the laboratory; however the reported concentration is estimated, displaying
high bias, due to non-conformances discovered during data validation.

(Estimated, Low Bias): The compound or analyte was analyzed for and positively
identified by the laboratory; however the reported concentration is estimated, displaying
low bias, due to non-conformances discovered during data validation.

(Estimated, Bias Indeterminate): The compound or analyte was analyzed for and
positively identified by the laboratory; however the reported concentration is estimated
due to non-conformances discovered during data validation. Bias is indeterminate.

(Non-detected): The compound or analyte was analyzed for and positively identified by
the laboratory; however the analyte should be considered non-detect at the reported
concentration due to the presence of contaminants detected in the associated blank(s).

(Non-detected estimated): The compound or analyte was reported as not detected by
the laboratory; however the reported quantitation/detection limit is estimated due to non-
conformances discovered during data validation.

(Rejected): The sample results were rejected due to gross non-conformances
discovered during data validation. Data qualified as rejected is not usable.

(Not applicable): The non-conformance discovered during data validation demonstrates
a high bias, while the affected compound or analyte in the associated sample(s) was
reported as not detected by the laboratory and did not warrant the qualification of the
data.

A qualification summary table is provided at the end of this report if data has been qualified.
Flags are classified as P (protocol) or A (advisory) to indicate whether the flag is due to a
laboratory deviation from a specified protocol or is of technical advisory nature.



I. Sample Receipt & Technical Holding Times

All samples were received in good condition with the following exceptions:

SDG/
Method Sample Compound Finding Criteria Flag AorP
FA78565/ | 2036X0BW240F | All compounds A headspace was There should be no J- (all detects) A
8260B-SIM apparent in the headspace in the UJ (all non-detects)

sample containers.

sample containers.

Cooler temperatures upon receipt met validation criteria.

All technical holding time requirements were met.

Il. Instrument Performance Check

Instrument performance was checked at the frequency required by the method.
All criteria for the instrument performance check were met.

lll. Initial Calibration and Initial Calibration Verification

All criteria for the initial calibration and initial calibration verifications of the method were met.

IV. Continuing Calibration
All criteria for the continuing calibration verifications of the method were met.
V. Laboratory Blanks

Laboratory blanks were performed as required by the method. No contaminant concentrations
were detected in the laboratory blanks reviewed by the ADR software program with the
exception of one blank for methylene chloride. The associated sample results were not detected
or were significantly greater than the concentrations found in the blanks, therefore no data were
qualified. The details are presented in Enclosure |.

VI. Field Blanks
Four trip blanks were collected and analyzed for VOCs. No contaminants were found.

Three field blanks were collected and analyzed for VOCs. No contaminants were found.

VIl. Surrogates

Surrogates were added to all samples and blanks as required by the method. All surrogate
recoveries (%R) were within QC limits with the exception of several sample for VOCs. The
associated sample results were qualified as detected estimated (J-/J+) or non-detected
estimated (UJ) as applicable. No data were qualified due to high %Rs when the associated
sample results were non-detected. The details regarding the qualification of data are provided in
Enclosure |.



VIIl. Matrix Spike/Matrix Spike Duplicates
Matrix spike (MS) and matrix spike duplicate (MSD) sample analysis was performed on an

associated project sample. Percent recoveries (%R) and relative percent differences (RPD)
were within QC limits.

IX. Laboratory Control Samples

Laboratory control samples (LCS) were analyzed as required by the method. Percent recoveries
(%R) were within QC limits.

X. Field Duplicates

Seven field duplicate pairs were collected and analyzed for VOCs. All RPDs were within QC
limits. The field duplicate result comparisons are provided in Enclosure |.

Xl. Internal Standards
All internal standard areas and retention times were within QC limits.
Xll. Compound Quantitation

The laboratory reporting limits were evaluated. All laboratory reporting limits met the specified
requirements.

All compounds reported below the limit of quantitation (LOQ) as detected by the laboratory were
qualified as detected estimated (J). The details regarding the qualification of data are provided
in Enclosures | and Il.

XIll. Overall Assessment of Data

The analysis was conducted within all specifications of the method. No results were rejected in
these SDGs.

Due to headspace, data were qualified as estimated in one sample.
Due to surrogate %R, data were qualified as estimated in twelve samples.
Due to results below the LOQ, data were qualified as estimated in forty-one samples.

The quality control criteria reviewed, other than those discussed above, were met and are
considered acceptable.

Data flags are summarized and are presented as Attachment 2.



Attachment 1

Sample Cross Reference



Sample Cross Reference

Date Sample Prep Analytical Review
Collected Field Sample ID L.ab Sample ID Type Method Method Level
31-Aug-2020  2036WOBWO88F FA78406-1 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
01-Sep-2020  2036X0BW190F FA78445-1 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
01-Sep-2020  2036X0BW199D FA78445-10 FD 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
01-Sep-2020  2036X0BW200F FA78445-11 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
01-Sep-2020  2036X0BW201F FA78445-12 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
01-Sep-2020 2036X0BW202F FA78445-13 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
01-Sep-2020  2036X0BW203F FA78445-14 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
01-Sep-2020  2036X0BW204F FA78445-15 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
01-Sep-2020  2036X0BW205F FA78445-16 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
01-Sep-2020  2036X0BW206F FA78445-17 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
01-Sep-2020  2036X0BW207F FA78445-18 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
01-Sep-2020  2036X0BW208C FA78445-19 FB 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
01-Sep-2020  2036X0BW190FMS FA78445-1MS MS 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
01-Sep-2020  2036X0BW190FMSD FA78445-1MSD MSD 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
01-Sep-2020  2036X0BW191F FA78445-2 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
01-Sep-2020  2036X0BW209A FA78445-20 B 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
01-Sep-2020  2036WOBWOS0A FA78445-21 B 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
01-Sep-2020  2036WOBWOS0AMS FA78445-21MS MS 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
01-Sep-2020  2036WO0BWO090AMSD FA78445-21MSD MSD 50308 EPA8260-SIM  Stage 2B
01-Sep-2020  2036WOBWOS1F FA78445-22 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
01-Sep-2020  2036WOBWO92F FA78445-23 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
01-Sep-2020  2036WOBW093D FA78445-24 FD 5030B EPA8260-SIM  Stage 2B
01-Sep-2020  2036WOBWO95F FA78445-25 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
01-Sep-2020  2036X0BW192F FA78445-3 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
01-Sep-2020  2036X0BW193F FA78445-4 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
01-Sep-2020  2036X0BW194F FA78445-5 N 50308 EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B

N = Normal Sample MS = Matrix Spike
FD = Field Duplicate MSD = Matrix Spike Duplicate
TB = Trip Blank FB = Field Blank Page 10of 4



Sample Cross Reference

Date Sample Prep Analytical Review
Collected Field Sample ID Lab Sample ID Type Method Method Level
01-Sep-2020  2036X0BW195F FA78445-6 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM  Stage 2B
01-Sep-2020  2036X0BW196F FA78445-7 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM  Stage 2B
01-Sep-2020  2036X0BW197F FA78445-8 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM  Stage 2B
01-Sep-2020  2036X0BW198F FA78445-9 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
03-Sep-2020  2036X0BW236F FA78565-1 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
03-Sep-2020 2036XOBW248F FA78565-10 N 50308 EPA8260-SIM  Stage 2B
03-Sep-2020  2036X0BW249F FA78565-11 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM  Stage 2B
03-Sep-2020  2036X0BW250F FA78565-12 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 4
03-Sep-2020  2036X0BW251F FA78565-13 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM  Stage 2B
03-Sep-2020  2036X0BW252F FA78565-14 N 50308 EPA8260-SIM  Stage 2B
04-Sep-2020  2036X0BW253F FA78565-15 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM  Stage 2B
04-Sep-2020  2036X0BW254F FA78565-16 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM  Stage 2B
04-Sep-2020  2036X0BW255D FA78565-17 FD 5030B EPA8260-SIM  Stage 2B
04-Sep-2020  2036X0BW256F FA78565-18 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM  Stage 2B
04-Sep-2020  2036X0BW257D FA78565-19 FD 5030B EPA8260-SIM  Stage 2B
03-Sep-2020  2036X0BW236FMS FA78565-1MS MS 50308 EPA8260-SIM  Stage 2B
03-Sep-2020  2036X0BW236FMSD FA78565-1 MSD MSD 5030B EPA8260-SIM  Stage 2B
03-Sep-2020  2036X0BW237D FA78565-2 FD 5030B EPA8260-SIM  Stage 2B
04-Sep-2020  2036X0BW258F FA78565-20 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM  Stage 2B
04-Sep-2020  2036X0BW259F FA78565-21 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM  Stage 2B
04-Sep-2020  2036X0BW260F FA78565-22 N 50308 EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
04-Sep-2020  2036X0BW261F FA78565-23 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM  Stage 2B
04-Sep-2020  2036X0BW262F FA78565-24 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM  Stage 2B
04-Sep-2020  2036X0BW263F FA78565-25 N 50308 EPA8260-SIM  Stage 2B
04-Sep-2020  2036X0BW264A FA78565-26 TB 50308 EPA8260-SIM  Stage 2B
04-Sep-2020  2036X0BW265C FA78565-27 FB 5030B EPA8260-SIM  Stage 2B

N= qumal Sarpple MS = Matrix ‘Spikt.e ]
FD = Field Duplicate ,I__\gSf;ie%ag;; nSkplke Duplicate Page 2 of 4

TB = Trip Blank



Sample Cross Reference

Date Sample Prep Analytical Review
Collected Field Sample ID Lab Sample ID Type Method Method Level
03-Sep-2020  2036X0BW238F FA78565-3 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
03-Sep-2020  2036X0BW239F FA78565-4 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 4
03-Sep-2020  2036X0BW240F FA78565-5 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 4
03-Sep-2020  2036X0BW242F FA78565-6 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 4
03-Sep-2020  2036X0BW243F FA78565-7 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 4
03-Sep-2020  2036X0BW245F FA78565-8 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 4
03-Sep-2020  2036X0BW247F FA78565-9 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 4
02-Sep-2020  2036X0BW210F FA78573-1 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
02-Sep-2020  2036X0BW219F FA78573-10 N 5030B EPAB8260-SIM Stage 2B
02-Sep-2020  2036X0BW220F FA78573-11 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
02-Sep-2020  2036X00B221F FA78573-12 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
02-Sep-2020  2036X0BW222F FA78573-13 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
02-Sep-2020  2036X0BW223F FA78573-14 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
02-Sep-2020  2036X0BW225F FA78573-15 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
02-Sep-2020  2036X0BW229F FA78573-16 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
02-Sep-2020  2036X0BW230F FA78573-17 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
02-Sep-2020  2036X0BW231F FA78573-18 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
02-Sep-2020  2036X0BW210FMS FA78573-1MS MS 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
02-Sep-2020  2036X0BW210FMSD FA78573-1MSD MSD 5030B EPA8260-SIM  Stage 2B
02-Sep-2020  2036X0BW211F FA78573-2 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
02-Sep-2020  2036X0BW212A FA78573-3 B 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
02-Sep-2020  2036X0BW213C FA78573-4 FB 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
02-Sep-2020  2036X0BW214F FA78573-5 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
02-Sep-2020  2036X0BW215D FA78573-6 FD 50368 EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
02-Sep-2020  2036X0BW216F FA78573-7 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B
02-Sep-2020  2036X0BW217F FA78573-8 N 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B

N = Normal Sample MS = Matrix Spike



Sample Cross Reference

Date Sample Prep Analytical Review
Collected Field Sample ID Lab Sample ID Type Method Method Level
02-Sep-2020 2036X0BW218D FA78573-9 FD 5030B EPA8260-SIM Stage 2B

N = Normal Sample MS = Matrix Spike
FD = Field Duplicate MSD = Matrix Spike Duplicate
T8 = Trip Blank FB = Field Blank : Page 4 of 4



Attachment 2
Overall Data Qualification Summary



Data Qualifier Summary
Lab Reporting Batch ID: FA78406, FA78445, FA78565, Laboratory: ACTO

EDD Filename: FA78406ACTO, FA78445ACTO, eQAPP Name: FtOrd_UFP_QAPP_Rev8
FA78565ACTO, FA78

EPAB260-SIM

Sample ID:22036W0BW091F Collected:9/1/2020 9:45:00 AM Analysis Type:1RES Dilution: 1.00

Data
Lab Lab DL RL Review Reason
_Result | Qual | DL RL_| Type | Units | Qual | _Code

Trichlorosthylene 0.47 J 025 | LOD | 050 | LoQ | uglL J R, Surr
1,2-DICHLOROETHENE (TOTAL) 0.15 J 025 | LOD | 050 | LOQ | ugl J RI, Surr

9/1/2020 10:40:00
Sample ID:2036W0BWO092F Collected: AM Analysis Type:1RES Dilution: 1.00
Data
Lab Lab DL RL Review Reason
_Result | Qual | DL |Typel| RL |Type|Units| Qual | Code |

RI, Surr

Analyte

9/1/2020 10:42:00
Sample I1D:2036W0BW093D Collected: AM Analysis Type:1RES Dilution: 1.00

Data
Review Reason
Analyte . A 1YPe | Code

Trichloroethylene ‘ RI, Surr

Sample ID:2036W0BWO095F Collected:9/1/2020 1:50:00 PM_ Analysis Type:1RES Dilution: 1.00

Data
Review Reason

CARBON TETRACHLORIDE RI, Surr

Sample ID:2036X0BW190F Collected:9/1/2020 8:38:00 AM Analysis Type:1RES Dilution: 1.00

Data
Lab Lab DL RL Review Reason
| Result | Qual | DL | Type| RL | Type | Units | Qual | Code

CARBON TETRACHLORIDE 1.2 0.25 LOD 0.50 LOQ ug/L J+ Surr
CHLOROFORM 0.14 J 0.25 LOD 0.50 LOQ ug/L J RI, Surr
Trichloroethylene 0.35 J 0.25 LOD 0.50 LOQ ug/L J RI, Surr

Analyte

Sample ID:2036X0BW191F Collected:9/1/2020 9:02:00 AM Analysis Type:1RES Dilution: 1.00

Data
Lab Lab DL RL Review Reason

_Result | Qual | DL |Type| RL | Type | Units | Qual | Code

CHLOROFORM 0.46 J 025 | LOD | 050 | LOQ ug/L ‘ J Ri

Analyte

* denotes a non-reportable resuit
Project Name and Number: 21065 - Fort Ord Groundwater Monitoring
10/16/2020 1:23:01 PM ADR version 1.9.0.325 Page 1 of 9



Data Qualifier Summary
Lab Reporting Batch ID: FA78406, FA78445, FA78565, Laboratory: ACTO

—.

EDD Filename: FA78406ACTO, FA78445ACTO, eQAPP Name: FtOrd_UFP_QAPP_Rev8
FA78565ACTO, FA

Sample ID:2036X0BW193F Collected:9/1/2020 9:36:00 AM Analysis Type:1RES Dilution: 1.00

Data
Review

Analyte

I

ARBON TETRACHLORIDE

9/1/2020 10:09:00
Sample ID:2036X0BW195F Collected: AM Analysis Type:1RES 7 Dilution: 1.00

Analyte  — —
CHLOROFORM

9/1/2020 10:25:00
Sample ID:2036X0BW196F Collected: AM Analysis Type:1RES Dilution: 1.00

CARBON TETRACHLORIDE

9/1/2020 10:50:00
Sample ID:2036X0BW197F Collected: AM Analysis Type:1RES ] Dilution: 1.00

Analyte | Result | Qual | DL |Type| RL | Type | Units | Qual | Code _
CARBON TETRACHLORIDE 0.62 0.25 LOD 0.50 LOQ ug/L J+ Surr

9/1/2020 11:59:00
Sample ID:2036 X0BW200F Collected: AM Analysis Type:1RES Dilution: 1.00

Lab Lab DL RL Review Reason
Analyte | Result | Qual | DL |Type| RL | Type | Units | Qual | _Code

CHLOROFORM 0.18 J 025 | LOD | 050 | LOQ | ugt | J R, Sur

9/1/2020 12:38:00
Sample ID:2036X0BW202F Collected:PM Analysis Type:1RES Dilution: 1.00

Data
Lab Review Reason

Analyte Qual
R T T

i

CARBON TETRACHLORIDE 025 [Lob | 050 | LoQ | wgl | J+ |  sur

CHLOROFORM J- 025 | LOD | 050 | LOQ ug/L J RI, Surr

* denotes a non-reportable result
Project Name and Number: 21065 - Fort Ord Groundwater Monitoring

10/16/2020 1:23:01 PM ADR version 1.9.0.325 Page 2 of 9



Data Qualifier Summary

Lab Reporting Batch ID: FA78406, FA78445, FA78565, Laboratory: ACTO

EDD Filename: FA78406ACTO, FA78445ACTO, eQAPP Name: FtOrd_UFP_QAPP_Rev8

Sample ID:22036X0BW204F Collected:9/1/2020 2:35:00 PM Analysis Type:1RES Dilution: 1.00

Data
Lab Lab DL RL Review Reason
Analyte | Result | DL | Type | RL | Ty | Qual |  Code

CARBON TETRACHLORIDE 0.15 J 0.25 | LOD | 050 | LOQ | ugl J RI, Surr
CHLOROFORM 0.19 J 025 | LOD | 050 | LOQ | uglL J RI, Surr

Sample ID:2036X0BW205F Collected:9/1/2020 2:15:00 PM Analysis Type:1RES Dilution: 1.00

Data
Lab Lab DL RL Review Reason
Result | Qual | DL |Type| RL | Type | Units | Qual | Code

,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,

CARBON TETRACHLORIDE 0.12 J 025 [ LoD | 050 [ Lo | wgt | RI, Surr

Analyte

Sample ID:2036X0BW206F Collected:9/1/2020 3:15:00 PM Analysis Type:1RES Dilution: 1.00

Data
Lab Lab DL RL Review Reason
Resg{y{/ Qual DL Type RL T pe_ Units Qual Code _

Analyte

R

CARBON TETRACHLORID 0.55 025 | LOD | 050 | LOQ ug/L J+ Surr

Sample ID:2036X0BW238F Collected:9/3/2020 9:35:00 AM Analysis Type:1RES Dilution: 1.00

Data
Lab Lab DL RL Review Reason

Analyte | Result | Qual | DL |Type| RL |Type|Units| Qual | Code
Trichloroethylene 0.38 J 025 | LoD | 050 | Loa | wgt | 4 R

CHLOROFORM 0.19 J 0.25 | LOD | 0.50 LOQ ug/L J Ri

Sample ID:2036 X0BW239F Collected:9/3/2020 9:58:00 AM Analysis Type:1RES Dilution: 1.00

Data
Lab Lab DL RL Review Reason
Analyte _ | Result | Qual | DL |Type| RL | Type | Units | Qual | Code

CARBON TETRACHLORIDE 0.33 J 025 | LOD | 0.50 7 LOQ ug/L J RI
CHLOROFORM 0.38 J 025 | LOD | 050 | LOQ ug/L J Ri
' TETRACHLOROETHYLENE 0.11 J 025 | LOD | 050 [ LOQ ug/L J RI

* denotes a non-reportable result
Project Name and Number: 21065 - Fort Ord Groundwater Monitoring
10/16/2020 1:23:01 PM ADR version 1.9.0.325 Page 3 of 9



Data Qualifier Summary

Lab Reporting Batch ID: FA78406, FA78445, FA78565, Laboratory: ACTO
EDD Filename: FA78406ACTO, FA78445ACTO, eQAPP Name: FtOrd_UFP_QAPP_Rev8

EPA8260-SIM

9/3/2020 10:43:00
Sample ID:2036X0BW240F Collected: AM Analysis Type:1RES Dilution: 1.00
Data
Lab Lab DL RL Review Reason
Analyte | Result | Qual | DL |Type| RL | Type | Units | Qual | Code |
1 1 DICHLOROETHYLENE 0.50 U 0.25 | LOD 0 50 LOQ ug/L uJ Headspace
1,2-DICHLOROETHENE (TOTAL) 0.17 J 0.25 | LOD 0.50 LOQ ug/L J RI, Headspace
CARBON TETRACHLORIDE 0.50 U 0.25 | LOD 0.50 LOQ ug/L uJ Headspace
CHLOROFORM 0.50 u 025 | LOD | 0.50 LOQ ug/L uJ Headspace
METHYLENE CHLORIDE 2.0 U 0.50 | LOD 2.0 LOQ ug/L uJ Headspace
TETRACHLOROETHYLENE 0.50 u 0.25 | LOD 0.50 LOQ ug/L uJ Headspace
Trichloroethylene 1.1 0.25 | LOD | 050 | LOQ ug/L J- Headspace
VINYL CHLORIDE 0.10 U 0.050 | LOD 0.10 LOQ ug/L uJ Headspace
9/3/2020 11:48:00
Sample ID:2036X0BW242F Collected: AM Analysis Type:1RES Dilution: 1.00
Data
Lab Lab DL RL Review Reason
Analyte | Result | Qual | DL |Type| RL | Type |Units| Qual | Code
CARBON TETRACHLORIDE 0.27 J 0 25 LOD | 0.50 LOQ ug/L J RI
CHLOROFORM 0.16 J 025 | LOD { 0.50 LOQ ug/L J RI
Sample ID:2036X0BW247F Collected:9/3/2020 2:50:00 PM Analysis Type:1RES Dilution: 1.00
Data
Lab Lab DL RL Review Reason

Result | Qual | DL |Type| RL | Type | Units | Qual | Code

CARBON TETRACHLORIDE

Sample ID:2036X0BW248F Collected:9/3/2020 2:52:00 PM Analysis Type:1RES Dilution: 1.00

Data
Review

Result |

CARBON TETRACHLORIDE

Sample ID:22036X0BW250F Collected:9/3/2020 3:12:00 PM Analysis Type:1RES Dilution: 1.00

Data
Lab Lab DL RL Review Reason
Analyte e | RESUI L | nits | Qual | Code _

CARBON TETRACHLORIDE 0.12 J 025 | LOD | 0.50 LOQ ug/L J RI
CHLOROFORM 0.12 J 025 | LOD | 0.50 LoQ ug/L J RI

* denotes a non-reportable result
Project Name and Number: 21065 - Fort Ord Groundwater Monitoring

10/16/2020 1:23:01 PM ADR version 1.9.0.325 Page 4 of 9



Data Qualifier Summary
Lab Reporting Batch ID: FA78406, FA78445, FA78565, Laboratory: ACTO

EDD Filename: FA78406ACTO, FA78445ACTO, eQAPP Name: FtOrd_UFP_QAPP_Rev8

EPA8260-SIM

Sample ID:2036X0BW251F Collected:9/3/2020 3:33:00 PM Analysis Type:1RES Dilution: 1.00

Data
Review
Qual_

CARBON TETRACHLORIDE

Sample ID:2036 X0BW253F Collected:9/4/2020 7:41:00 AM Analysis Type:1RES Dilution: 1.00
Data
Review Reason
— : e | _RL_| Type | Qual | C
CARBON TETRACHLORIDE 0.33 J 0.25 | LOD LOQ ug/L
CHLOROFORM 0.14 J 0.25 | LOD 0.50 LOQ ug/L J RI

Sample ID:2036X0BW254F Collected:9/4/2020 8:00:00 AM Analysis Type:1RES Dilution: 1.00

Data
Lab Lab DL RL Review Reason
Analyte | Result | Qual | DL |Type| RL | Type | Units | Qual

CARBON TETRACHLORIDE 0.32 J 0.25 | LOD | 0.50 LOQ ug/L J RI
CHLOROFORM 0.16 J 025 | LOD | 0.50 LOQ ug/L J RI

Sample ID:2036X0BW255D Collected:9/4/12020 8:02:00 AM Analysis Type:1RES Dilution: 1.00
Data

Lab Lab DL RL Review Reason
Analyte | Result | Qual | DL |Type| RL | Type | Units | Qual | Code

CARBON TETRACHLORIDE 0.31 J 025 | LOD | 050 | LoQ | uglL J RI
CHLOROFORM 0.16 J 025 | LOD | 050 | LoQ | uglL J RI

Sample I1D:2036X0BW256F Collected:9/4/12020 8:20:00 AM Analysis Type:1RES Dilution: 1.00

Data
Lab Lab DL RL Review Reason
Analyte | Result | Qual | DL | Type | RL | Qual | Code _

Sample ID:22036X0BW257D Collected:9/4/12020 8:22:00 AM Analysis Type:1RES Dilution;' 1.00

Data
Lab Lab DL RL Review Reason
I | _Result | Qual | DL |Type | RL | Type | Units | Qual | Code

CHLOROFORM 0.33 J 025 | LOD | 050 | LOQ | ug | J RI

* denotes a non-reportable result
Project Name and Number: 21065 - Fort Ord Groundwater Monitoring

10/16/2020 1:23:01 PM ADR version 1.9.0.325 Page 5 of 9



Data Qualifier Summary
Lab Reporting Batch ID: FA78406, FA78445, FA78565, Laboratory: ACTO

EDD Filename: FA78406ACTO, FA78445ACTO, ¢QAPP Name: FtOrd_UFP_QAPP_Rev8

FA78565ACTO, FA78573ACTO

Matrix: A

Sample ID:22036X0BW260F Collected:9/4/2020 9:04:00 AM Analysis Type:1RES Dilution: 1.00

Data
Review

Sample ID:22036X0BW261F Collected:9/4/2020 9:32:00 AM Analysis Type:1RES Dilution: 1.00

Data
Review
| Qual |

Sample ID:2036X0BW265C Collected:9/4/12020 9:56:00 AM Analysis Type:1RES Dilution: 1.00

Data
Lab Lab RL Review Reason
pnalyte e RESUI | Qual | DL L_RL | Type | Units | Qual Code

VINYL CHLORIDE 0.10 u 0.050 LOQ ug/L uJ Surr

EPA8260-SIM
9/2/2020 10:42:00
Sample ID:2036X00B221F Collected: AM Analysis Type:1RES Dilution: 1.00
Data
Lab Lab DL RL Review Reason
Analyte | Result | Qual | DL | Type | RL | Type | Units | Qual | Code
CHLOROFORM 0.20 J 0.25 { LOD 0.50 LOQ ug/L J RI
CARBON TETRACHLORIDE 0.49 J 0.25 | LOD 0.50 LOQ ug/L J RI
Sample ID:2036X0BW210F Collected:9/2/2020 7:55:00 AM Analysis Type:1RES Dilution: 1.00
Data

Lab Lab Review
An _ A | _Qual

Reason

CBON TETRACHLORIE

* denotes a non-reportable result
Project Name and Number: 21065 - Fort Ord Groundwater Monitoring

10/16/2020 1:23:01 PM ADR version 1.9.0.325 Page 6 of 9



Data Qualifier Summary
Lab Reporting Batch ID: FA78406, FA78445, FA78565, Laboratory: ACTO

EDD Filename: FA78406ACTO, FA78445ACTO, eQAPP Name: FtOrd_UFP_QAPP_Rev8
FA78565ACTO, FA78573ACTO

EPA8260-SIM

Sample ID:22036X0BW214F Collected:9/2/2020 8:48:00 AM Analysis Type:1RES Dilution: 1.00
Data
Lab Lab DL RL Review Reason
Analyte | Result | Qual | DL |Type| RL | Type | Units | Qual | Code
CARBON TETRACHLORIDE 0.33 J 0.25 | LOD 0.50 LOQ ug/L J RI
Trichloroethylene 0.37 J 025 | LOD | 050 | LOQ ug/L J RI

Sample ID:2036X0BW215D Collected:9/2/2020 8:50:00 AM Analysis Type:1RES Dilution: 1.00

Data
Lab Lab DL RL Review Reason
| _Result | Qual | DL |Type| RL | Type | Units | Qual | Code

ETRACHLORIDE 0.42 J 0.25 | LOD | 050 | LOQ ug/L J RI
Trichloroethylene 0.44 J 0.25 | LOD | 0.50 LOQ ug/L J RI

Sample ID:2036X0BW216F Collected:9/2/2020 9:05:00 AM Analysis Type:1RES Dilution: 1.00
Data
Lab Lab DL RL Review Reason
Analyte 1 Result | Qual | DL | Type| RL | Type | Units | Qual | Code

T

Sample ID:2036X0BW217F Collected:9/2/2020 9:20:00 AM Analysis Type:1RES Dilution: 1.00

Analyte e L RESUI | Qual | DL | Type | RL | Type | Units | Qual |  Code

CHLOROFORM 0.17 J 026 | LOD | 050 | LOQ ug/L

Sample ID:2036X0BW218D Collected:9/2/2020 9:22:00 AM Analysis Type:1RES Dilution: 1.00

Data
Review

CHLOROFORM

Sample ID:2036 X0BW219F Collected:9/2/2020 9:40:00 AM Analysis Type:1RES Dilution: 1.00
Data
Lab Review
_Result I

Analyte

CARBON TETRACHLORIDE

* denotes a non-reportable resuit ,
Project Name and Number: 21065 - Fort Ord Groundwater Monitoring

10/16/2020 1:23:01 PM ADR version 1.9.0.325 Page 7 of 9



Data Qualifier Summary

Lab Reporting Batch ID: FA78406, FA78445, FA78565, Laboratory: ACTO

EDD Filename: FA78406ACTO, FA78445ACTO, eQAPP Name: FtOrd_UFP_QAPP_Rev8

'EPA8260-SIM

9/2/2020 10:05:00
Sample ID:2036X0BW220F Collected: AM Analysis Type:1RES Dilution: 1.00

Lab Lab DL RL
Analyte | ResUlt | Qual | DL | Type | RL | Type | Units moode
CHLOROFORM 0.20 J 025 | LoD | 050 | LOQ | wgt RI
Trichloroethylene 0.23 J 025 | LOD | 050 | LoQ | ug | RI

9/2/2020 10:54:00
Sample ID:2036 X0BW222F Collected: AM Analysis Type:1RES Dilution: 1.00

. Data
Lab Lab DL RL Review Reason
| Result | Qual | DL |Type| RL | Type | Units | Qual | Code

CARBON TETRACHLORIDE 0.17 J 0.25 | LOD | 0.50 LOQ ug/L J RI
CHLOROFORM 0.13 J 0.25 | LOD | 0.50 LOQ ug/L J RI

Reason

Analyte

Sample ID:2036X0BW229F Collected:9/2/2020 3:17:00 PM Analysis Type:1RES Dilution: 1.00

Data
Lab Lab DL RL Review Reason

Analyte _Result | Qual | DL |Type| RL |Type |Units| Qual | Code

Trichloroethylene 0.20 J 025 | LOD | 0.50 LOQ ug/L J RI

Sample ID:2036X0BW230F Collected:9/2/2020 3:40:00 PM Analysis Type:1RES Dilution: 1.00

Data
Lab Review

Analyte e ————— e st

Sample ID:22036X0BW231F Collected:9/2/2020 4:03:00 PM Analysis Type:1RES Dilution: 1.00

Data
Lab Lab DL RL Review Reason
___ _Result | Qual | DL | Type | RL | Type | Units | Qual | Code

CHLOROFORM 0.33 J 025 | LOD | 0.50 | LOQ ug/L J RI
Trichloroethylene 0.44 J 0.25 | LOD 0.50 LOQ ug/L J RI

Analyte

* denotes a non-reportable result
Project Name and Number: 21065 - Fort Ord Groundwater Monitoring

10/16/2020 1:23:01 PM ADR version 1.9.0.325 Page 8 of 9



Data Qualifier Summary

Lab Reporting Batch ID: FA78406, FA78445, FA78565, Laboratory: ACTO

EDD Filename: FA78406ACTO, FA78445ACTO, eQAPP Name: FtOrd_UFP_QAPP_Rev8
FA78565ACTO, FA78573ACTO

Reason Code Legend

Reason Code Description

Headspace Preservation

Mb Method Blank Contamination

Preservation Preservation

RI Reporting Limit Trace Value

Surr Surrogate/Tracer Recovery Lower Estimation
Surr Surrogate/Tracer Recovery Upper Estimation

* denotes a non-reportable result
Project Name and Number: 21065 - Fort Ord Groundwater Monitoring
10/16/2020 1:23:01 PM ADR version 1.9.0.325 Page 9of 9



Enclosure |
Stage 2B ADR Outliers

(Including Manual Review Outliers)



Quality Control
Outlier Reports

FA78406

(No Outliers)



LDC #:__49259A1b VALIDATION COMPLETENESS WORKSHEET Date:_/0// /20

SDG #:_FA78406 ADR Page:_ fof /
Laboratory: SGS North America, Inc. Reviewer: 7
2nd Reviewer:ﬂfz_

METHOD: GC/MS Volatiles (EPA SW 846 Method 8260B-SIM)

The samples listed below were reviewed for each of the following validation areas. Validation findings are noted in attached
validation findings worksheets.

Validation Area Comments
l. | Sample receipt/Technical holding times As A
1. GC/MS Instrument performance check A )
.| initial calibration/icv AN '/o pp £ |} 5: r* ey £ 2
IV. _| Continuing calibration oY ccV < 2 d
V. | Laboratory Blanks N
VI. | Field blanks N
VIl. | Surrogate spikes N
VIII. | Matrix spike/Matrix spike duplicates N
IX. | Laboratory control samples N
X. | Field duplicates ‘J
Xl. | Internal standards A
Xll. | Compound quantitation RL/LOQ/LODs N
Xill. | Target compound identification N
XIV. | System performance N
XV. | Overall assessment of data N
Note: A = Acceptable ND = No compounds detected D = Duplicate SB=Source blank
N = Not provided/applicable R = Rinsate TB = Trip blank OTHER:
SW = See worksheet FB = Field blank EB = Equipment blank
Client ID Lab ID Matrix Date
r 2036W0BWO088F FA78406-1 Water 08/31/20
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
[0
Notes:
v 249°)

L:\Ahtna\Fort Ord\OUCTP\49259A1bW.wpd 1



Quality Control
Outlier Reports

FA'78445



Surrogate Outlier Report

Lab Reporting Batch ID: FA78445
EDD Filename: FA78445ACTO

Laboratory: ACTO

¢QAPP Name: FtOrd_UFP_QAPP_Rev8

Sample ID Sample % Recovery Affected

(Analysis Type) |  Surrogate Recovery | Limits Compounds Flag
(Zfég\g)OBWOM F |1,2-DICHLOROETHANE-D4 119 81.00-118.00 All Target Analytes J+ (all detects)
(210;2\4\;OBW092F 1,2-DICHLOROETHANE-D4 119 81.00-118.00 All Target Analytes J+(all detects)
(21032\;03W093D 1,2-DICHLOROETHANE-D4 120 81.00-118.00 All Target Analytes J+(all detects)
(Zf;g\g)OBWOQSF 1,2-DICHLOROETHANE-D4 121 81.00-118.00 All Target Analytes J+(all detects)
(21032)8(;)BW1 90F 1,2-DICHLOROETHANE-D4 121 81.00-118.00 All Target Analytes J+(all detects)
(21032)8(;)BW1 97F 1,2-DICHLOROETHANE-D4 120 81.00-118.00 All Target Analytes J+(all detects)
(2332)3(;)8W1 98F 1,2-DICHLOROETHANE-D4 122 81.00-118.00 All Target Analytes J+(all detects)
(21032)8(())BW1 99D |1,2-DICHLOROETHANE-D4 122 81.00-118.00 All Target Analytes J+(all detects)
2036X0BW200F 1,2-DICHLOROETHANE-D4 122 81.00-118.00 All Target Analytes
(1RES) J+(all detects)
2036X0BW201F 1,2-DICHLOROETHANE-D4 123 81.00-118.00 All Target Analytes |
(1RES) J+(all detects)
2036X0BW202F 1,2-DICHLOROETHANE-D4 124 81.00-118.00 All Target Analytes
(1RES) J+(all detects)
2036X0BW203F 1,2-DICHLOROETHANE-D4 124 81.00-118.00 All Target Analytes J
(1RES) +(all detects)
2036X0BW204F 1,2-DICHLOROETHANE-D4 125 81.00-118.00 All Target Analytes
(1RES) J+(all detects)
2036X0BW205F 1,2-DICHLOROETHANE-D4 125 81.00-118.00 All Target Analytes
(1RES) J+(all detects)
2036X0BW206F 1,2-DICHLOROETHANE-D4 126 81.00-118.00 All Target Analytes
(1RES) J+(all detects)
2036X0BW207F 1,2-DICHLOROETHANE-D4 126 81.00-118.00 All Target Analytes
(1RES) J+(all detects)
2036X0BW208C 1,2-DICHLOROETHANE-D4 127 81.00-118.00 All Target Analytes
(1RES) J+(all detects)
2036X0BW209A  |1,2-DICHLOROETHANE-D4 127 81.00-118.00 All Target Analytes
(1RES) J+(all detects)
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Reporting Limit Outliers

Laboratory: ACTO
eQAPP Name: FtOrd_UFP_QAPP_Rev8

Lab Reporting Batch ID: FA78445
EDD Filename: FA78445ACTO

Lab Reporting)| RL
SamplelD Analyte Qual | Resuit Limit Type | Units Flag
2036WO0BWO091F 1 ,g-DICHLOROETHENE (TOTAL) J 0.15 0.50 LOQ ug/L J (all detects)
Trichloroethylene J 0.47 0.50 LOQ ug/L
2036WOBWO092F Trichloroethylene J 0.12 0.50 LOQ ug/L J (all detects)
2036W0BWO093D Trichloroethylene J 0.12 0.50 LoQ ug/L J (all detects)
2036WO0BWO095F CARBON TETRACHLORIDE J 0.13 0.50 LOQ ug/L J (all detects)
I =) Dl | e e | e
2036X0BW191F CHLOROFORM J 0.46 0.50 LOQ ug/L J (all detects)
2036X0BW193F CARBON TETRACHLORIDE J 0.33 0.50 LOQ ug/L J (all detects)
2036X0BW195F CHLOROFORM J 0.22 B 0.50 LOQ ug/L J (all detects)
2036X0BW196F CARBON TETRACHLORIDE J 0.22 0.50 LOQ ug/L J (all detects)
2036X0BW200F CHLOROFORM J 0.18 0.50 LOQ ug/L J (all detects)
2036X0BW202F CHLOROFORM J 0.34 0.50 LOQ ug/L J (all detects)
2036X0BW204F gﬁﬁggg;ggﬁACHLORlDE j g ‘}g 828 Il:gg ug/L J (all detects)
. . ug/L
2036X0BW205F CARBON TETRACHLORIDE J 0.12 0.50 LoQ | ug/L J (all detects)
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Field Duplicate RPD Report

L.ab Reporting Batch ID: FA78445 Laboratory: ACTO
EDD F me: FA78445ACTO eQAPP Name: FtOrd_UFP_QAPP_Rev8
od: EPAS8260-S/

ix: AQ

ilena

Concentration (ug/L)

Sample | eQAPP
2036WOBW093D RPD RPD Fiag

0.12 T o

Analyte v 2036WO0BW092F

Trichloroethylene 0.12 No Qualifiers Applied
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LDC #:__49259B1b VALIDATION COMPLETENESS WORKSHEET Date:_[0 ‘{Z‘)

SDG #:__FA78445 ADR Page: | of L
Laboratory: SGS North America, Inc. Reviewer: Ko
2nd Reviewer:ﬁ

METHOD: GC/MS Volatiles (EPA SW 846 Method 8260B-SIM)

The samples listed below were reviewed for each of the following validation areas. Validation findings are noted in attached
validation findings worksheets.

Validation Area Comments
. Sample receipt/Technical holding times A /A
Il.__| GC/MS Instrument performance check AN .
lit._| Initial calibration/ICV ' LN ﬂ/o wo £ 15 (¥ \eN £ 20
IV. | Continuing calibration e)/\ddﬂ\_o\ D ! cX £ wl Q)
V. Laboratory Blanks N
VI. | Field blanks N
VII._| Surrogate spikes N
VIlI. | Matrix spike/Matrix spike duplicates N
IX. | Laboratory control samples N
X. | Field duplicates }J
XI. | Internal standards A
Xll. | Compound quantitation RL/LOQ/LODs N
Xlll. | Target compound identification N
XIV. | System performance N
XV. | Overall assessment of data N
Note: A = Acceptable ND = No compounds detected D = Duplicate SB=Source blank
N = Not provided/applicable R = Rinsate TB = Trip blank OTHER:
SW = See worksheet FB = Field blank EB = Equipment blank
Client ID Lab ID Matrix Date
1V| 2036X0BW190F FA78445-1 Water 09/01/20
2 2036X0BW191F FA78445-2 Water 09/01/20
3 2036X0BW192F FA78445-3 Water 09/01/20
4 2036X0BW193F FA78445-4 Water 09/01/20
5 2036X0BW194F FA78445-5 Water 09/01/20
6 2036X0BW195F FA78445-6 Water 09/01/20
7 2036X0BW196F FA78445-7 Water 09/01/20
8 2036X0BW197F FA78445-8 Water 09/01/20
9 2036X0BW198F FA78445-9 Water 09/01/20
10 | 2036X0BW199D FA78445-10 Water 09/01/20
11¥| 2036X0BW200F FA78445-11 Water 09/01/20
12’} 2036X0BW201F FA78445-12 Water 09/01/20
13 | 2036X0BW202F FA78445-13 Water 09/01/20
14 W 2036x0BW203F FA78445-14 Water 09/01/20

L:\Ahtna\Fort Ord\OUCTP\49259B1bW.wpd 1



LDC #:__49259B1b VA