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C Appendix

During each visit to the Oneida phytoremediation site during 2004, discrete water
level measurements were taken at every available piezometer and monitoring well.
These measurements were converted to water table elevations and digitized using
AutoCAD Land Development. The result yielded groundwater contours and water table
profiles for each site visit. These contours and profiles were observed and compared to
make judgments regarding the impact of the phytoremediation system on the aquifer and
to spatially understand the depth to groundwater from the land surface along a given

profile.
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Figure C 1 Groundwater contours, March 6, 2004.
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Figure C 2 Groundwater contours, April 24, 2004.
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Figure C 3 Groundwater contours, May 24, 2004
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Figure C 4 Groundwater contours, June 14, 2004.
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Figure C 5 Groundwater contours, July 6, 2004.

130



P-1a LEGEND

_16 Pine Creek J———
Piezometer =]
Monitoring Well o

Trench = ——————

o
P-18

7
Groundwater Contours / [
August 9, 2004
Phytoremediation Site
Oneida, Tennessee //
oMW-2
9, 50 100

SCALE IN FEET
WCIVII & Environmental Englneering p_22
Graduate Program @

Blacksburg, Virginia

Q MW—1

Figure C 6 Groundwater contours, August 9, 2004.

131



P-le LEGEND

Pine Creek =y
Piezometer o
Monitoring Well o]

Trench = ——————-

Groundwater Contours
September 3, 2004

Phytoremediation Site
Oneida, Tennessee

0 50 100
SCALE IN FEET

Civll & Environmental Englneering
Graduate Program
Blacksburg, Virginia

O Mw-1

Figure C 7 Groundwater contours, September 3, 2004.
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Figure C 8 Groundwater contours, October 8, 2004.
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Figure C 9 Water table plan and profile, March 6, 2004.
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Figure C 10 Water table plan and profile, April 24, 2004.
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Figure C 11 Water table plan and profile, May 24, 2004.

136




e Ogy
Oy
pP-3 ¥
(s}
[} o o
0 o +) o)
ol OOOP—Z (nest)g &£ P
o. [ © O o &~ (=)
% %q a P-7 & o P-8
[ Ty S oo Q o)
{ el o o
s} o of o
Q OO ) o3 OO
o o o &£ o
= -~ o o] ) [o] (o]
@ G, © © & &) & L
_ Q) 9] o) o] =]
P i A 20 o & P o L &L s
W—6 o P~ d € s L o
\= 0 (=) o O
OO & D o 2 [e) O[
of o S~E%5g O
& o o = o P—%°
. o o) 2B ©
L o o d *656%
o} o =}
o o o
0 30 60 P 2
P o < e ol
I = o° & L © e
= A . o}
SCALE IN FEET
1438 1438
Surfoce
143g [Land Surface | BE— e
1434 T = — 1434
1432 o = 1432
Woter Ton)
1430 1430
1428 1428
‘__"'—I—.-__
1426 P35  — 1426
G
1424 1424
14232 1422
1420 1420
o+50 1+00 1450 2400 2450

Ivil & Environmental Englneering

v’ ‘g?&“::,‘&?%?r’gﬁa Water Table Plan & Profile June 14, 2004

Figure C 12 Water table plan and profile, June 14, 2004.
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Figure C 13 Water table plan and profile, July 6, 2004.
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Figure C 14 Water table plan and profile, August 9, 2004.
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Figure C 15 Water table plan and profile, September 3, 2004.
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Figure C 16 Water table plan and profile, October 8, 2004.
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Figure C 17 Water table profile comparison: March 6™ versus April 24" versus May 24™.
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Figure C 19 Water table profile comparison: April 24" versus September 3.
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Figure C 21 Water table profile comparison: June 16™ versus July 6™ versus August 9™
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Figure C 22 Water table profile comparison: June 14" versus September 3™.
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Figure C 23 Water table profile comparison, September 3™ versus October 3.
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