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Figure 2.4.12-19 Well Location Plan for the TW-2320U Aquifer Pumping Test
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Figure 2.4.12-22 Grain Size Ternary Diagrams for VCS (Sheet 1 of 3)
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Figure 2.4.12-22 Grain Size Ternary Diagrams for VCS (Sheet 2 of 3)
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Figure 2.4.12-22 Grain Size Ternary Diagrams for VCS (Sheet 3 of 3)
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Borehole Permeameter Test Results - Shallow (5 ft)

%

Hydraulic Conductivity
cm/sec

4.73E-006

Cooling Basin

A 005
) 1E-008
4

1.88E-006

1E-006

I 1E-005

1.99E-006
2.7E-006
1E-008
| - \
0 5000 10000 15000 20000

Scale in feet

Figure 2.4.12-23 Borehole Permeameter Hydraulic Conductivity Contour Map
(Sheet 1 of 2)
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Borehole Permeameter Test Results - Deep (10 ft)
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Figure 2.4.12-23 Borehole Permeameter Hydraulic Conductivity Contour Map
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Figure 2.4.12-24 Trilinear Diagram of Hydrogeochemical Data
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Figure 2.4.12-25 Plan View of Model Grid
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Figure 2.4.12-29 Particle Tracking Results for Accident Scenario 1 in Layer 6
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