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Vieniterng Well-DefiRitien
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' The State of Callfornla deflnes the term
N onltorlng well’ in the Water Quality Control
.—ﬂ ct, Division 7, Chapter 10, Article 2, Section
2 13712 as:

“Any artificial excavation by any method for
~ the purpose of monitoring fluctuations in
—~groundwater levels, quality of underground

waters, or the concentration of
contaminants in underground waters.
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Vinitering Wells, the Good the Bad, andiss
- uieslUagly,
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> Deatafps |ne the horlzontal and vertlcal extent of contaminants
'rer! USHFs or other hazardous substance releases.

- _mlne direction off groundwater flow and thus
C or LAmNant- movement.

= _':j:re

____,EP{aorIy contracted or abandoned MW'’s can serve as a conduit
= oI surface contaminants, further degrading the groundwater.

~ Udly
e Abandoned MW'’s can pose safety hazards for humans and

animalis.

e Contaminants can enter receptors via MW’s and cause
explosive conditions




sery maintainedsVioniteidng\VVells

am——

PR “"""Notice the perimeter seals and
SErsnns secure covers




T

Surface water
accumulation




)

ilerRgAVENS
Trash and other debri

.__.c.,,.....__:...

=
©
=
=

aintaine
Imeter seal

in perime

Cracks




Jpe—
_ Performance Vieasure
QY ERIterng Well Destruction: Projecty@INWDP) 2005
— Statistics

- "i’l\/lonitoring Wells installed int San; Diego
( Bty 23,000 since 1986

= Jotal Moenitering Wells destroyed 6,000

-':_‘.'.‘-_-El—l— =
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--'3‘;; Total Monitoring Wells that remain 17,000
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C ¢ se thAree :)eneﬁ(:lal use basins In
ﬁbted population centers

- Fé: Iithe number of MW'’s in those basins

::.; elect three baselines and reduce those
= eIIs Py 25% each Fiscal Year

pm—




Well Destruction Project 2005
905.41 - Ramona Sub Area
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*’tr £ Ramoena
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ChAT B SluikrBiasin

- #Permits #\Wells
: J-—AIR SPARGING 1 1

~ = BORING 24 127
DESTRUCTION 11 26
DUAL-PHASE EXTRACTION 2 12

HYDROPUNCH 2

TEMPORARY WELL POINT
VAPOR WELL
TOTAL:




Basin 910.20 - Otay Valley Hydrologic Area

= Otay.\Valley,
Sulb Basin

T -

# Permits

AIR-SPARGING 1
BORING 64
CONE PENETROMETER 1
DESTRUCTION 30
GROUNDWATER EXTRACTION 1
HYDROPUNCH 1

OTHER 4
PIEZOMETER 1
VAPOR WELL 12
TOTAL:




Missiion
Sub Basin

BORING
DESTRUCTION

OTHER

TEMPORARY WELL POINT
UNKOWN

VAPOR WELL

TOTAL:
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B Effective July dst, 2005

- 60\4 S three peneficial’ use basins
A5G selected! are sensitive aquifers
= : IS supply present and future drinking

-;-v ater supplies
— SIWDP will consist of two phases
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VieItering Well Destruction Project(@WIWDP) 2005
—— Objectiverand Goal

(g —

Phigse |
T IW’s installed in the 1980’s

- lot associated with a SAM site
Most likely in disrepair and abandoned

=3 . Greatest threat to groundwater
m——— J—5 Analyze Quarterly

a—l"'"m_
= —

= = 6. 25 9% reduction each Fiscal Year

s _-.

¢ Phase Il

1. Monitoring wells associated with SAM sites

2. Focus on MW'’s with existing closed SAM sites

3. MW’s with open SAM sites are closed when cleanup
IS completed

4. Commence after completion of Phase |
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. PerformanceiVeasure
s VEHIenng \Well Destruction Project (VAM/IDP)F2005%
= Baselimes Phase |
DASHBOARD

Reduce MW's at non-SAM sites by 25% each FY

Baseline
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(VienItering Well Destruction Projecty@VVDP) 2005
= Deliverables

eSS U atalaSET Created to measure pProgress for the
= three sub basins

.
Fife Edit Tview Iwnsert Formar Records Toale window Help
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MONITORING WELL PROGRAM

Abandoned Well Project
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QY EnRIterng Well Destiuction: Project@INWDP) 2005
' Deliverables...cont

SesioMoasinwWillMoertracked:
e database IS shared so there is no duplication
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ABANDONED MONITORING WELL PROJECT — RAMONA AREA

P | Well Permit #:  [MON-101558

Helated Case: ARCD 1783
1015 MAIN 5T R OMNA 920852120
Pemitted Installed  Field ] | Step 1 -Were the number of wels installed for the SAM caze equal ta those destrayed?
Maritoring 'w/ell s [ [ | T Step 2 -Verify permit and wel lags and update "Installed" field in table to the left
Boring o | ™ Step 3-Based or the well permit recards, are wells associsted with this permit st existing oreste?
“apor el 0 l_ I_ List related wel destruction permits: |
Extraction YWel o l_ I_ I_ Step 4 - Review of pemiit information - completed date.
Destruction o l_ I— I— Step 5 - Site inspection date, Update the "Field" field in the table ta the left.
Air Sparge Well 0 l— I— |— Step 6 - Inspection repart date.
Inclinometer/E stensiometer 0 l— I_ I— Step 7 - Deadline for respose to inspection report.
Reconstruction o l_ I_ Step 8 - Past due letter sent
Cone Potentiometer ] l_ I— Step 9 Date we received written response
Total # of Wells 3 l— I Step10- Was iniisl responss complete? [f 'yes'’ go to Step 15 below,
‘wiell Destruction o l— I— Step 11 - Diate of Follow-up lether
I Step 12 - Deadline for Follow-up response.
AR T I— Step 13 - Past due letter sent
el == I— Step 14 - Date we received wiitten response.
e AT I_D [ | Step 15 - Owner has indicated they intend to use the well(=). if “'ves" go to Step 154, If "'no'’’ go to Step 158
) Step 184 - Date of a complete maintenance permit application submitted. (End of Process)
bmkeiaitichniebriel I_U I— Step 158 - Date of a complete destiuction permit application submitted. (End of Process]

I Step 1B - Well destruction report submitted.

Step 17 - Date of office conference.

Step 18 - Date of enforcement action initiated.

Il

Record: M| I 1 v [wiles]oF 114
|Farm Yiew ol ] ] T el e [ ]

s | Pl e B EO 0 F&aa || Bl B d[@ | =]ty oecwnenn > [ SME D= 9464M
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Deliwverables...cont
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SNEIEE adjustment effectlve July 2003 reguires new.
ViVAStallation permit holders tor pay an annual
eitenance fee. This encourages the destruction of the
vvrv When the site Is cleaned up

— VIS installed before 2004 were permitted once for
| -:T ?Canstructlon no annual maintenance fee was required

= -'_ == SAM Project Manager will not issue”’No Further Action”
letters for SAM sites unless MW destruction permit
application is received

® Quarterly review of reduction goal will be conducted
e SAM staff to spend approximately 4 hours each week
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