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1. Was data submitted for all of the MRP required sites? YES I x ] NO t l
Identifu sites not monitored and reoson why, if known:

Data was submitted for all surface-water, groundwater, and UPDES sites.

2. On what date does the MRP require a five-year resampling of baseline water data.
Renewal of thepermit is December 10,2004. The MRP commits to sampling
baseline water parameters one year prior to the renewal date.

Resampling due dalc l2ll0l04
Baseline was sampled in thp f*'Qgarter 2004.

\-ty'i't

3. Were all required parameters reported for each site? YEs[  ] NoIx ]

At Well GW-13, only depth to water was collected. GW-l3 has very slow recovery.
When initially pumped, the well produces less than a liter of water; barely enough to collect field
parameters since August 2000. When allowing a day to recover, the well still does not produce
any measurable water. GW- l3 is located in a non-essential water monitoring area since the
surface facilities no longer exist in the area. It is recommended that the site be removed from the
Water Monitoring Plan.

At Well GW- 17 andcw-3 the same condition existed during the 2nd quarter 2004. Not
enough water existed in the well to collect a sample. Only water depth was collected.



4. Were irregularities found in the data?
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YES[x ]  No [  ]

Throughout the site, the ground water elevations remain atvery low levels during the 2"d
quarter 2004.

No other irregularities were found in the 2nd quarter data.

5. Were DMR forms submitted for all required sites?

l "mon th ,  YES Ix ]  NOt l

2ndmon th ,  YES Ix ]  NOt l

3'd month, YE,S Ix ] NO t ]

Sites 003 through 008 had documentation for a site visits every month.

Were all required DMR parameters reported?

All sites were dry so no parameters were submitted

Were irregularities found in the DMR data?

A11 sites were dry so no parameters were submitted

YES I x  ] No[  ]

YESI  ] No Ix  ]

Based on your review, what further actions, if any, do you recommend?

No further action is necessary for the 2004 04-2 (2'o) Quarter Water Monitoring data.
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