a USGS

science for a changing world

In cooperation with the California State Water Resources Control Board
A product of the California Groundwater Ambient Monitoring and Assessment (GAMA) Program

Ground-Water Quality Data in the Coachella Valley Study Unit, 2007:
Results from the California GAMA Program

Data Series 373

=< Desert Hot
A “Springs

San Gorgonio Pass |
Banning Subbasin.
‘ ]

oMecca

guse



Cover Photographs:

Top: Wind farm, San Gorgonio Pass, California. Photograph taken by Dara Goldrath, U.S. Geological Survey (USGS).

Middle: Coachella Canal with citrus orchard in background, Coachella Valley, California. Photograph taken by Michael T. Wright, (USGS).
Bottom left: “Mr. Rex”, Cabazon, California. Photograph taken by Dara Goldrath, (USGS).

Bottom right: Irrigation well on Golf course used for sampling near Indio, California. Photograph taken by Timothy Mathany, (USGS).



Ground-Water Quality Data in the

Coachella Valley Study Unit, 2007:
Results from the California GAMA Program

By Dara A. Goldrath, Michael T. Wright, and Kenneth Belitz

Prepared in cooperation with the California State Water Resources Control Board

Data Series 373

U.S. Department of the Interior
U.S. Geological Survey



U.S. Department of the Interior
KEN SALAZAR, Secretary

U.S. Geological Survey
Suzette M. Kimball, Acting Director

U.S. Geological Survey, Reston, Virginia: 2009

For more information on the USGS—the Federal source for science about the Earth, its natural and living resources,
natural hazards, and the environment, visit http://www.usgs.gov or call 1-888-ASK-USGS

For an overview of USGS information products, including maps, imagery, and publications,
visit http://www.usgs.gov/pubprod

To order this and other USGS information products, visit http://store.usgs.gov

Any use of trade, product, or firm names is for descriptive purposes only and does not imply endorsement by the
U.S. Government.

Although this report is in the public domain, permission must be secured from the individual copyright owners to
reproduce any copyrighted materials contained within this report.

Suggested citation:

Goldrath, Dara A., Wright, Michael T., and Belitz, Kenneth, 2009, Ground-water quality data in the Coachella Valley
study unit, 2007: Results from the California GAMA Program: U.S. Geological Survey Data Series 373, 70 p.
Available at http://pubs.usgs.gov/ds/373



http://www.usgs.gov
http://www.usgs.gov/pubprod
http://store.usgs.gov
http://pubs.usgs.gov/ds/373

Contents
ADSTIACT oottt bbbttt s bt nas 1
INEFOAUCTION oottt 2
PUIPOSE ANA SCOPE vttt sttt enb st nennns 4
HydrogeologiC SEHING ..ottt sttt s st s s st ss s annsns 4
IVIBTNOAS ..ottt sttt 6
STUAY DBSIGN ..ottt 6
Sample Collection and ANAIYSIS ...t s st sss s ssnes 8
Data REPOIING...cuiuccciiecisceeetse sttt bbb st enae s s 8
QUATTEY ASSUIANCE...ueueeeereeeeeseiseessessesseseesesses st s sttt ses s st st s bbbt s s ssenes 8
Water QUATIEY RESUILS «...eueeeececeeeeeeeeeeetecte ettt sttt st se st snsansanen 8
Quality-Control-Sample RESUIS ..ot naes 9
Comparison ThrESNOIUS ...ttt s s 9
Ground-Water QUAlity Data........coceeuverieeeriesireiie ettt 10
FIEld PArameters ...ttt e 10
0rganic CONSHILUBNES ...ttt 10
Constituents of SPECIAl INTEIEST......c.cvviviecceeeeesee e 11
Inorganic Constituents
ISOLOPIC TFACETS ovuieiectecee ettt n et
Radioactive CONSTITUBNES.........oveeveeeceeececteceee ettt sttt st saen 12
MiCrobial INAICATOIS ...ttt 12
FUTUT WWOTK ettt bbb 12
B TV 2T V2P PP 12
ACKNOWIBAGMENES ..ottt b s s s s 13

References Cited
A 00 T=T o GO




Figures

Figure 1.

Figure 2.

Figure 3.

Map of the hydrogeologic provinces of California and the location of the
Coachella Valley Groundwater Ambient Monitoring and Assessment (GAMA)
STUAY UNTE 1ottt ettt 3

Map of the Coachella Valley Groundwater Ambient Monitoring and

Assessment (GAMA) study unit showing the California Department of Water
Resources defined groundwater subbasins within the study unit, locations

of major cities, roads, rivers, and faUltS.......cccoccereeecceeceeece e 5
Map of the Coachella Valley Groundwater Ambient Monitoring and

Assessment (GAMA) study unit showing the distribution of study area grid cells,

and the grid wells and understanding wells sampled..........ccverccncnsceseeseeeceenas 7

Tables

Table 1.

Table 2.

Table 3A.

Table 3B.

Table 3C.

Table 3D.

Table 3E.

Table 3F.

Table 3G.

Table 3H.

Table 3l.

Identification, sampling, and construction information for wells sampled for the
Coachella Valley Groundwater Ambient Monitoring and Assessment (GAMA)
study, California, February and March 2007 ..........cccvnererenrnmnenesnseneeeeeessessesesessesssssseens 19

Classes of chemical and microbial constituents and water-quality indicators

collected for the slow and intermediate well sampling schedules in the

Coachella Valley Groundwater Ambient Monitoring and Assessment (GAMA)

study, California, February and March, 2007...........cccoceeueeeriernernreeeseseeee st 20

Volatile organic compounds, primary uses or sources, comparative thresholds,
and reporting information for the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) National Water
Quality Laboratory schedule 2020............cceeinineineieeecinsiseiseeessese st ssssessessensas 21

Polar pesticides and pesticide degradates, primary uses or sources, comparative
thresholds, and reporting information for the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS)

National Water Quality Laboratory schedule 2060 ...........cocoereerererernereneeensesseneeeseensenenees 23
Pesticides and pesticide degradates, primary uses or sources, comparative
thresholds, and reporting information for the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS)

National Water Quality Laboratory schedule 2003 ............cccooeerrieeieecrseeeeeeseeee e 25
Pharmaceutical compounds, primary uses or sources, comparative thresholds,

and reporting information for the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) National Water
Quality Laboratory schedule 2080............ccc.eenriieiieieeeeinsireiseeessesesssss st ssssessessanss 27

Potential wastewater indicator compounds, primary uses or sources, comparative
thresholds, and reporting information for the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS)

National Water Quality Laboratory schedule 4433 ...........oorrrnennneneeneesseseeessessenenees 28
Constituents of special interest, primary uses or sources, comparative thresholds,

and reporting information for the Montgomery Watson-Harza Laboratory ..................... 30

Nutrients and dissolved organic carbon, comparative thresholds, and reporting
information for the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) National Water Quality

Laboratory schedule 2755 and lab code 2613 ... 30
Major and minor ions and trace elements, comparative thresholds, and reporting
information for the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) National Water Quality

Laboratory SChedule 1948 ...t eenen 31
Arsenic, chromium, and iron species, comparative thresholds, and reporting

information for the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) Trace Metal Laboratory,
BOUIAET, COlOIaT0 ..ottt 32



Tables—Continued

Table 3J.

Table 3K.

Table 3L.

Table 4.

Table 5.

Table 6.

Table 7.

Table 8.

Table 9.

Table 10.

Table 11.

Table 12.

Table 13.

Table 14.

Table 15.

Isotopic, tritium, and radioactive constituents, comparative thresholds, and

reporting information for 1aboratories. ... s 33
Noble gas constituents, comparison thresholds, and reporting information for
the Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory ... 34

Microbial constituents, comparison thresholds, and reporting information for
the U.S. Geological Survey Ohio Microbiology Laboratory parameter codes 90901,
90900, 99335, ANT 99332 ..ottt sttt aneae 34

Water-quality indicators in samples collected for the Coachella Valley
Ground-Water Ambient Monitoring and Assessment (GAMA) study, California,
February and March 2007 ...ttt sssssesaen 35

Volatile organic compounds (VOC) detected in ground-water samples collected
for the Coachella Valley Ground-Water Ambient Monitoring and Assessment
(GAMA) study, California, February and March 2007 ..........c.ccc.eeverurmerrerrserseriessiesesesssns 36

Pesticides and pesticide degradates detected in samples collected for the
Coachella Valley Ground-Water Ambient Monitoring and Assessment (GAMA)
study, California, February and March 2007 ..........cccovrrrrnrneneeeereneeeeeseesees e eseeseseens 37

Potential wastewater indicator compounds detected in samples collected for
the Coachella Valley Groundwater Ambient Monitoring and Assessment (GAMA)
study, California, February and March 2007 ..........c.ccvverreeneineiseeessssese s essssseens 38

Constituents of special interest (Perchlorate, and 1,2,3-Trichloropropane

[1,2,3-TCP]) detected in samples collected for the Coachella Valley Groundwater
Ambient Monitoring and Assessment (GAMA) study, California, February and

IMIAICH 2007 ...ttt et 39

Nutrients and dissolved organic carbon detected in samples collected for the
Coachella Valley Groundwater Ambient Monitoring and Assessment (GAMA)
study, California, February and March 2007 ..o eseeseseens 40

Major and minor ions and total dissolved solids detected in samples collected
for the Coachella Valley Groundwater Ambient Monitoring and Assessment
(GAMA) study, California, February and March 2007 ...........c.cceeeevervcreeeeeeieeere s 1M

Trace elements detected in ground-water samples collected for the Coachella
Valley Groundwater Ambient Monitoring and Assessment (GAMA) study,
California, February and March 2007 ..........c.covnieineinsineireeeesessiseseeessessssssesssssessessenss 43

Species of inorganic arsenic, iron, and chromium in samples collected for the
Coachella Valley Groundwater Ambient Monitoring and Assessment (GAMA)
study, California, February and March 2007 ..........ccovrrorenrneereeeereeneeeeeseeseeseeesseseeseseens 47

Stable isotopic ratios, tritium, uranium and carbon-14 activities in samples
collected for the Coachella Valley Groundwater Ambient Monitoring and
Assessment (GAMA) study, California, February and March 2007 ...........cccccververernernee. 43

Radioactive constituents detected in samples collected for the Coachella Valley
Groundwater Ambient Monitoring and Assessment (GAMA) study, California,

February t0 March 2007 ...ttt ses e 49
Microbial indicators detected in samples collected for the Coachella Valley

Groundwater Ambient Monitoring and Assessment (GAMA) study, California,
February and March 2007 ...ttt s 50



Vi

Appendix Tables

Table A1. Analytical methods used to determine organic, inorganic, and microbial
constituents by the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) National Water Quality

Laboratory (NWQL) and contract [aboratories. .......ccceceeeeeeeceecvreeeeeceeeeeeeee s

Table A2. Preferred analytical schedules for constituents appearing on multiple schedules
for samples collected for the Coachella Valley Groundwater Ambient Monitoring

and Assessment (GAMA) study, California, February and March 2007..............c...........

Table A3. Constituents detected in field blanks collected for the Coachella Valley
Groundwater Ambient Monitoring and Assessment (GAMA) study, California,

February and March 2007 ...ttt es s saees

Table A4. Quality-control summary for replicate analyses of constituents detected in
samples collected for the Coachella Valley Groundwater Ambient Monitoring and

Assessment (GAMA) study, California, February and March 2007 ..........cccocoververrrnnee.

Table A5A. Quality-control summary for matrix-spike recoveries of volatile organic
compounds (VOCs) in samples collected for the Coachella Valley Groundwater
Ambient Monitoring and Assessment (GAMA\) study, California, February and

T od 1 120 T

Table A5B. Quality-control summary for matrix-spike recoveries of pesticides and pesticide
degradates from schedules 2060 in samples collected for the Coachella Valley
Groundwater Ambient Monitoring and Assessment (GAMA) study, California,

February and March 2007...........ocorerereeeeeseteeee e ses et sese s

Table A5C. Quality-control summary for matrix-spike recoveries of pesticides and pesticide
degradates from schedule 2003 in samples collected for the Coachella Valley
Groundwater Ambient Monitoring and Assessment (GAMA) study, California,

February to March 2007 ..ottt naes

Table A5D. Quality-control summary for matrix-spike recoveries of pharmaceutical
compounds in samples collected for the Coachella Valley Groundwater
Ambient Monitoring and Assessment (GAMA) study, California, February and

= To] 1 120 T

Table A5E. Quality-control summary for matrix-spike recoveries of potential wastewater-
indicator compounds in samples collected for the Coachella Valley Groundwater
Ambient Monitoring and Assessment (GAMA) study, California, February and

=T o] 0 S

Table A6. Quality-control summary for surrogate recoveries of volatile organic compounds,
pesticides and pesticide degradates, pharmaceutical compounds, potential
wastewater-indicator compounds, and constituents of special interest in samples
collected for the Coachella Valley Groundwater Ambient Monitoring and

Assessment (GAMA) study, California, February and March 2007 ...........ccccocververrrnnne.



Abbreviations and Acronyms

AB
AL-US
CAS
COA Study Unit
CSuU

E
GAMA
GPS
HAL-US
HCI
HPLC
LRL

LSD
LT-MDL
MCL-CA
MCL-US
MDL
MIMS
MRL
MU

N

na

nc

NL-CA
NWIS
PCFF-GAMA
ac

RPD

RSD
RSD5-US
SMCL-CA
SMCL-US
SSMDC
DS

TT-US

Vv

Assembly Bill (through the California State Assembly)
action level (USEPA, see “Organizations”)

Chemical Abstracts Service (American Chemical Society)
Coachella Valley study unit

combined standard uncertainty

estimated or having a higher degree of uncertainty
Groundwater Ambient Monitoring and Assessment program
Global Positioning System

Lifetime Health Advisory Level (USEPA)

hydrochloric acid

high-performance liquid chromatography

laboratory reporting level

land-surface datum

long-term method detection level

maximum contaminant level (CDPH, see “Organizations”)
maximum contaminant level (USEPA)

method detection limit

Membrane Inlet Mass Spectrometry

minimum reporting level

method uncertainty

Normal (1-gram-equivalent per liter of solution)

not available

not collected

not detected

California notification level (CDPH)

National Water Information System (USGS, see “Organizations”)
personal computer field forms program designed for GAMA sampling
quality control

relative percent difference

relative standard deviation

risk-specific dose at 10-5 (USEPA)

secondary maximum contaminant level (CDPH)
secondary maximum contaminant level (USEPA)
sample-specific minimum detectable concentration

total dissolved solids

Treatment Technique (USEPA)

analyte detected in sample and an associated blank; thus, data are not

included in ground-water quality assessment

vii



viii

Abbreviations and Acronyms—Continued

Organizations

CDPH California Department of Public Health

CDWR California Department of Water Resources

LLNL Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory

MWH Montgomery Watson-Harza laboratory

NAWQA National Water Quality Assessment (USGS)
NWQL National Water Quality Laboratory (USGS)
SWRCB State Water Resources Control Board (California)
TML National Research Program Trace Metal Laboratory (USGS)
USEPA U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

USGS U. S. Geological Survey

UWCD United Water Conservation District

Selected Chemical Names

CaCO0,
CFC
C0,2
DOC

HC
HCO,-
MTBE
NDMA
PCE
1,2,3-TCP
DS
THV
voc

calcium carbonate
chlorofluorocarbon
carbonate

dissolved organic carbon
hydrochloric acid
bicarbonate

methyl fert-butyl ether
N-nitrosodimethylamine
tetrachloroethene
1,2,3-trichloropropane
total dissolved solids
trihalomethane

volatile organic compound



Abbreviations and Acronyms—Continued

Units of Measure

cm3STP/g  cubic centimeters at standard temperature and pressure (0 degrees Celsius
and 1 atmosphere of pressure per gram of water)

S'E delta notation, the ratio of a heavier isotope of an element (E) to the more
common lighter isotope of that element, relative to a standard reference,
expressed as per mil

ft foot (feet)

in. inch

kg kilogram

L liter

mg milligram

mg/L milligrams per liter (parts per million)
mi mile

mL milliliter

ug/L micrograms per liter (parts per billion)
uL microliter

um micrometer

uS/cm microsiemens per centimeter
pCi/L picocurie per liter

per mil parts per thousand

pmc percent modern carbon

TU tritium unit

> greater than

< less than

°C degrees Celsius

°F degrees Fahrenheit
Notes

Temperature in degrees Celsius (°C) may be converted to degrees Fahrenheit (°F) as follows:
°F=(1.8x°C) +32
Temperature in degrees Fahrenheit (°F) may be converted to degrees Celsius (°C) as follows:
°C=(°F-32)/1.8

Vertical coordinate information is referenced to the North American Vertical Datum of 1988
(NAVD 88).

Horizontal coordinate information is referenced to the North American Datum of 1983 (NAD 83).

Specific conductance is given in microsiemens per centimeter at 25 degrees Celsius (pS/cm at
25°C).

Concentrations of chemical constituents in water are given either in milligrams per liter (mg/L)
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This page intentionally left blank.



Ground-Water Quality Data in the Coachella Valley Study
Unit, 2007: Results from the California GAMA Program

By Dara A. Goldrath, Michael T. Wright, and Kenneth Belitz

Abstract

Ground-water quality in the approximately 820 square-
mile Coachella Valley Study Unit (COA) was investigated
during February and March 2007 as part of the Priority
Basin Project of the Groundwater Ambient Monitoring and
Assessment (GAMA) Program. The GAMA Priority Basin
Project was developed in response to the Groundwater Quality
Monitoring Act of 2001, and is being conducted by the U.S.
Geological Survey (USGS) in cooperation with the California
State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB).

The study was designed to provide a spatially unbiased
assessment of raw ground water used for public-water supplies
within the Coachella Valley, and to facilitate statistically
consistent comparisons of ground-water quality throughout
California. Samples were collected from 35 wells in Riverside
County. Nineteen of the wells were selected using a spatially
distributed, randomized grid-based method to provide
statistical representation of the study unit (grid wells). Sixteen
additional wells were sampled to evaluate changes in water
chemistry along selected ground-water flow paths, to examine
land use effects on ground-water quality, and to collect water-
quality data in areas where little exists. These wells were
referred to as “understanding wells.”

The ground-water samples were analyzed for a large
number of organic constituents (volatile organic compounds
[VOC], pesticides and pesticide degradates, pharmaceutical
compounds, and potential wastewater-indicator
compounds), constituents of special interest (perchlorate
and 1,2,3-trichloropropane [1,2,3-TCP]), naturally occurring
inorganic constituents (nutrients, major and minor ions,
and trace elements), radioactive constituents, and microbial
indicators. Naturally occurring isotopes (uranium, tritium,
carbon-14, and stable isotopes of hydrogen, oxygen, and
boron), and dissolved noble gases (the last in collaboration
with Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory) also were
measured to help identify the source and age of the sampled
ground water.

A quality-control sample (blank, replicate, or matrix
spike) was collected at approximately one quarter of the wells,
and the results for these samples were used to evaluate the
quality of the data for the ground-water samples. Assessment
of the quality-control information resulted in V-coding less
than 0.1 percent of the data collected.

This study did not attempt to evaluate the quality of water
delivered to consumers; after withdrawal from the ground,
water typically is treated, disinfected, and (or) blended with
other waters to maintain acceptable water quality. Regulatory
thresholds apply to treated water that is supplied to the
consumer, not to raw ground water. However, to provide
some context for the results, concentrations of constituents
measured in the raw ground water were compared with
health-based thresholds established by the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) and the California Department
of Public Health (CDPH) and thresholds established for
aesthetic purposes (secondary maximum contaminant levels,
SMCL-CA) by CDPH.

Most constituents detected in ground-water samples
were at concentrations below drinking-water thresholds.
\olatile organic compounds, pesticides, and pesticide
degradates were detected in less than one-third of the grid
well samples collected. All VOC and pesticide concentrations
measured were below health-based thresholds. Potential
waste-water indicators were detected in less than half of
the wells sampled, and no detections were above health-
based thresholds. Perchlorate was detected in seven grid
wells; concentrations from two wells were above the CDPH
maximum contaminant level (MCL-CA). Most detections
of trace elements in samples collected from COA Study
Unit wells were below water-quality thresholds. Exceptions
include five samples of arsenic that were above the USEPA
maximum contaminant level (MCL-US), two detections
of boron above the CDPH notification level (NL-CA), and
two detections of molybdenum and strontium above USEPA
maximum contaminant levels (HAL-US). Concentrations
of nitrite plus nitrate as nitrogen in two understanding well
samples were above the USEPA maximum contaminant
level (MCL-US). Activities of radon-222 in samples from
seven wells were above the proposed MCL-US of 300 pCi/L;
however, no samples had an activity above the proposed
alternative MCL-US of 4,000 pCi/L. Most samples collected
in the COA Study Unit had concentrations of major ions and
total dissolved solids below the non-enforceable thresholds set
for aesthetic purposes. Major ions detected at concentrations
above the SMCL-CA thresholds included chloride, fluoride,
sulfate, manganese, and total dissolved solids.
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Introduction

Ground water comprises nearly half of the water used

for public-supply in California (Hutson and others, 2004).

To assess the quality of ground water in aquifers used

for drinking-water supply and to establish a program for
monitoring trends in ground-water quality, the State Water
Resources Control Board (SWRCB), in collaboration with
the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) and Lawrence Livermore
National Laboratory (LLNL), implemented the Groundwater
Ambient Monitoring and Assessment (GAMA) Program
(http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/gama). The GAMA Program
consists of three projects: Priority Basin Project, conducted
by the USGS (http://ca.water.usgs.gov/gama/); Voluntary
Domestic Well Assessment, conducted by the SWRCB; and
Special Studies, conducted by LLNL.

The SWRCB initiated the GAMA Priority Basin Project
in response to the Ground-Water Quality Monitoring Act of
2001 (Sections 10780-10782.3 of the California Water Code,
Assembly Bill 599). AB 599 is a public mandate to assess and
monitor the quality of ground water used as public supply for
municipalities in California. The project is a comprehensive
assessment of Statewide ground-water quality designed to help
better understand and identify risks to ground-water resources
and to increase the availability of information about ground-
water quality to the public. As part of the AB 599 process,
the USGS, in collaboration with the SWRCB, developed the
monitoring plan for the project (Belitz and others, 2003; State
Water Resources Control Board, 2003). Key aspects of the
project are inter-agency collaboration, and cooperation with
local water agencies and well owners. Local participation in
the project is entirely voluntary.

The GAMA Priority Basin Project is unique to California
because the data are derived from the analyses of over three
hundred chemical constituents using analytical methods
capable of detecting very small concentrations, analyses
that are not normally available. A broader understanding
of ground-water composition will be especially useful for
providing an early indication of changes in water quality,
and for identifying the natural and human factors affecting
water quality. Additionally, the GAMA Priority Basin Project
will analyze a broader suite of constituents than required
by the California Department of Public Health (CDPH).
Understanding the occurrence and distribution of these
constituents is important for the long-term management and
protection of ground-water resources.

The range of hydrologic, geologic, and climatic
conditions that exists in California must be considered
when assessing ground-water quality. Belitz, and others
(2003) partitioned the state into 10 hydrogeologic provinces,
each with distinctive hydrologic, geologic, and climatic
characteristics; representative regions in all 10 provinces
were included in the project design (fig. 1). Eighty percent of
California’s approximately 16,000 public-supply wells are in
ground-water basins within these hydrologic provinces. These
ground-water basins, defined by the California Department
of Water Resources (CDWR), generally consist of relatively
permeable, unconsolidated deposits of alluvial or volcanic
origin (California Department of Water Resources, 2003).
Ground-water basins were prioritized for sampling according
to the number of public-supply wells in the basin, with
secondary consideration given to municipal ground-water use,
agricultural pumping, the number of leaking underground fuel
tanks, and pesticide applications within the basins (Belitz,
and others, 2003). In addition, some ground-water basins, or
groups of adjacent similar basins with relatively few public-
supply wells, were assigned high priority status so that all
hydrogeologic provinces would be represented in the subset
of basins sampled. The 116 priority basins were grouped into
35 study units. Some areas not in the defined ground-water
basins were included in several of the study units to represent
the 20 percent of public-supply wells not located in the
ground-water basins. The Coachella Valley GAMA Study Unit
(hereinafter referred to as the COA Study Unit) contains four
ground-water subbasins. The COA Study Unit was considered
high priority for sampling in order to adequately represent the
Desert hydrogeologic province (Belitz, and others, 2003).

Three types of water-quality assessments are being
made using the data collected in each study unit: (1) Status:
assessing the current quality of the ground-water resource,
(2) Trends: detection of changes in ground-water quality and
(3) Understanding: identification of the natural and human
factors affecting ground-water quality (Kulongoski and Belitz,
2004). This report is one of a series of reports presenting
water-quality data collected in each study unit (Wright and
others, 2005; Bennett and others, 2006; Kulongoski and
others, 2006; Kulongoski and Belitz, 2007; Dawson and
others, 2008). Subsequent reports will present the status,
trends, and understanding assessments of water-quality in the
study units.
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Purpose and Scope

The purposes of this report are (1) to describe the study
design, including the hydrogeologic setting of the COA
Study Unit, (2) to detail the sampling and analytical methods,
and quality assurance methods used during the study, (3) to
present the results of quality-control tests, and (4) to present
the analytical results for ground-water samples collected in
the COA. Ground-water samples were analyzed for organic,
inorganic, and microbial constituents, field parameters, and
chemical tracers. The chemical and microbial data presented
in this report were evaluated by comparing them with state
and federal drinking water regulatory and other health-based
standards that are applied to treated drinking water. Regulatory
thresholds considered for this report are those established
by the United States Environmental Protection Agency
(USEPA) and the CDPH. The data presented in this report are
intended to characterize the quality of untreated ground-water
resources within the study unit, not the treated drinking water
delivered to consumers by water purveyors. Discussion of
the factors that influence the distribution and occurrence of
the constituents detected in ground-water samples will be the
subject of subsequent publications.

Hydrogeologic Setting

Knowledge of the hydrogeologic setting is important
in the design of a ground-water-quality investigation. The
Coachella Valley, approximately 820 square-miles, is located
within the Desert Hydrogeologic Province (fig. 1) and extends
from near the city of Banning to the northwestern shore of
the Salton Sea (fig. 2). The COA Study Unit is positioned
almost entirely in Riverside County, but sections extend
into San Bernardino, San Diego, and Imperial Counties. The
Coachella Valley is the northern expression of the Salton
Trough, a landward extension of the Gulf of California. The
Salton Trough formed in the late Cenozoic and is part of the
tectonically active San Andreas Fault system (Loeltz and
others, 1975). The San Bernardino Mountains, the Little San
Bernardino Mountains, and the Mecca Hills form the north
and the eastern boundaries of the valley and are composed of
pre-Tertiary plutonic and metamorphic rocks. The San Jacinto
and Santa Rosa Mountains bound the valley to the west and
are composed of folded Tertiary sediments underlain by pre-
Tertiary shist (Mendenhall, 1909). The Salton Sea occupies the
Coachella Valley at its southern end.

The Coachella Valley has a desert climate; the mean
total annual precipitation is less than five inches, on the
valley floor (National Climate Data Center, 2005a or b).

The mountainous areas bordering the valley to the north and
west receive as much as forty inches of precipitation a year.
Temperatures range from 120°F in the summer on the valley
floor to below freezing during the winter in the surrounding
mountains (Reichard and Meadows, 1992); the average annual
temperature is 67.5°F (National Climate Data Center, 2005a
or b). Topographic relief in the area ranges from more than
10,000 feet above sea level in the surrounding mountains to
200 feet below sea level near the Salton Sea.

Ground-water recharge in the Coachella Valley comes
from several sources including (1) precipitation on the
valley floor, (2) stream-flow infiltration from the runoff of
precipitation that falls on the surrounding mountains; this
runoff is transported and flows to the valley floor by way of
several ephemeral rivers and creeks, including the Whitewater
and San Gorgonio Rivers and Mission Creek, (3) engineered
recharge using Colorado River and local surface water via
recharge ponds in the Indio and the Mission Creek ground-
water subbasins, and (4) percolation of irrigation water in the
agricultural areas of the southern Coachella Valley. Ground-
water is discharged primarily through ground-water pumping.

The Coachella Valley ground-water basin has been
hydrogeologically divided by the San Andreas Fault into four
ground-water subbasins defined by structural boundaries:
the San Gorgonio Pass subbasin, the Indio subbasin, the
Mission Creek subbasin, and the Desert Hot Springs subbasin
(California’s Groundwater Bulletin 118, 2003).

The San Gorgonio Pass subbasin, 60 square miles in
area, lies in the north-western limb of the Coachella Valley,
bounded by the San Bernardino Mountains to the north
and the San Jacinto Mountains to the south. Water-bearing
formations include Holocene and Pleistocene age alluvium
and the Pliocene to Pleistocene age San Timoteo Formation
(California Department of Water Resources, 2007d).

The Indio subbasin, 525 square-miles in area, lies in the
western side of the Coachella Valley. It is bounded by the San
Jacinto Mountains on the west, the Santa Rosa Mountains
on the southwest and the Salton Sea on the south, and the
Banning Fault and the Indio Hills on the northeast. Water
bearing formations in this subbasin include late Pleistocene
and Holocene alluvial deposits (California Department of
Water Resources, 2007a).

The Mission Creek subbasin, 76 square-miles in area, lies
in the northern part of the Coachella Valley and is bounded
by the San Bernardino Mountains on the west, the Banning
fault on the southwest, the Indio Hills on the southeast, and
the Mission Creek fault on the northeast. Water bearing
formations include late Pleistocene Ocotillo Conglomerate
and Holocene alluvial fan and terrace deposits (California
Department of Water Resources, 2007b).
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The Desert Hot Springs subbasin, 158 square-miles in
area, lies in the northern and eastern parts of the Coachella
Valley and is bounded on the northeast by the relatively
nonpermeable Little San Bernardino Mountains and on the
southwest by the semipermeable rocks of the Indio Hills
and the Banning and Mission Creek faults. Water-bearing
formations include late Pleistocene and Holocene alluvial
fan deposits of the Ocotillo Conglomerate that underlie the
Dillon Road Piedmont Slope. The slope is being actively
deposited by weathering forces upon the Little San Bernardino
Mountains. Hot thermal waters are near active fault areas,
such as the Mission Creek fault (California Department of
Water Resource, 2007c¢).

Methods

Methods used for the GAMA program were selected
to achieve the following objectives: (1) design a sampling
plan suitable for statistical analysis, (2) collect samples in
a consistent manner, (3) analyze samples using proven and
reliable laboratory methods, (4) assure the quality of the
ground-water data, and (5) maintain data securely and provide
relevant documentation. The Appendix to this report contains
detailed descriptions of the sample collection protocols and
analytical methods, the quality-assurance methods, and the
results of analyses of quality-control samples.

Study Design

The wells selected for sampling in this study reflect
the combination of two well selection strategies. Nineteen
wells were selected using a randomized grid-based method
(Scott, 1990) in order to provide a statistically unbiased,
spatially-distributed assessment of the quality of ground-
water resources used for public drinking water supply. Sixteen
additional wells were selected to aid in the understanding of
specific ground-water-quality issues in the COA Study Unit.

To select an unbiased, spatially distributed network of
wells, the locations of wells listed in the statewide databases
maintained by the CDPH and USGS were plotted on a
regional map. A grid of 20 equal-area cells (about 40 mi?
each) was then drawn over the COA Study Unit, with the
objective to sample at least one public-supply well per grid
cell (fig. 3). Wells in 18 of the 20 grid cells were sampled.
Two grid cells had either no wells or no permission to sample
wells in that cell. If a grid cell contained more than one
public-supply well, each well was randomly assigned a rank.
The highest ranking well that met basic sampling criteria (for
example, capability of the well to pump for several hours and

availability of well-construction information) and for which
permission to sample could be obtained was then sampled.

If a grid cell did not contain accessible public-supply wells,
domestic and irrigation wells were considered for sampling.

In this way, one well was selected for 18 of the 20 qualifying
grid cells to provide a spatially distributed, randomized
monitoring network for the study unit. Wells sampled as part
of the randomized grid-cell network are hereinafter referred
to as “grid wells.” Grid wells in the COA Study Unit were
numbered in the order of sample collection and assigned the
prefix “COA” (fig. 1). One well, COA-10, is located next to
the boundary of two grid-cells and is considered to have water
quality representative of both cells (fig. 3). With this additional
cell coverage, 19 of the 20 grid cells are considered to be
represented in the grid cell network.

Sixteen additional wells (fig. 3) were sampled to evaluate
changes in water chemistry along selected ground-water flow
paths, to examine land use effects on ground-water quality,
and to collect water-quality data in areas where little exists.
Wells sampled as part of these studies were not included in
the statistical characterization of water quality in the COA
Study Unit because they were not randomly selected. These
additional (nonrandomized) wells are collectively referred
to as understanding wells in this report and have the prefix
“COAU.”

Table 1 provides the GAMA alphanumeric identification
number for each well, along with the sampling schedule, well
type, date sampled and well-construction information. Well
locations were verified using GPS, 1:24,000 scale USGS
topographic maps, comparison with existing well information
in USGS and CDPH databases, and information provided by
well owners.

The wells in the COA Study Unit were sampled using
a tiered analytical approach. All wells were sampled for a
standard set of constituents, including VOCs, pesticides and
pesticide degradates, pharmaceutical compounds, perchlorate,
uranium, stable isotopes of hydrogen and oxygen of water,
tritium, nutrients, hexavalent chromium, major ions, and
trace elements. This standard set of constituents was termed
the “intermediate” schedule (table 2). Wells sampled for
additional constituents are termed the *“slow” schedule and
include all of the constituents on the intermediate schedule
plus mercury, wastewater indicator compounds, 1,2,3 TCP,
radium, gross/alpha beta, radon, dissolved organic carbon, and
microbial constituents (table 2). Intermediate and slow refer to
the time required to sample the well for all the analytes on the
associated schedule. Generally, one slow or two intermediate
schedules could be sampled in one day. In the COA, 24 wells
were sampled using the intermediate schedule and 11 wells
were sampled using the slow schedule (table 1). Other GAMA
study units use a “fast” schedule, which involved collecting
fewer constituents.
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Sample Collection and Analysis

Samples were collected in accordance with the protocols
established by the USGS National Water Quality Assessment
(NAWQA) program (Koterba and others, 1995) and the USGS
National Field Manual (U.S. Geological Survey, variously
dated). These sampling protocols ensure that a representative
sample of ground water is collected at each site, and that the
samples are collected and handled in a way that minimizes the
potential for contamination of samples. The methods used for
sample collection are described in the Sample Collection and
Analysis section of the Appendix.

Tables 3A-L (see back of report) list the compounds
analyzed in each constituent class. Ground-water samples
were analyzed for 85 VOCs (table 3A), 58 polar pesticides
and pesticide degradates (table 3B), 62 pesticides and
pesticide degradates (table 3C), 14 pharmaceutical compounds
(table 3D), 69 wastewater-indicator compounds (table 3E),

2 constituents of special interest (table 3F), 6 nutrients and
dissolved organic carbon (table 3G), 10 major and minor ions
and total dissolved solids and 25 trace elements (table 3H),
arsenic, iron, and chromium species (table 3I), stable isotopes
of hydrogen and oxygen of water, 9 radioactive constituents,
including tritium and carbon-14 (table 3J), noble gases

(table 3K), and 4 microbial constituents (table 3L). The
methods used for sample analysis are described in the Sample
Collection and Analysis section of the Appendix.

Data Reporting

The methods and conventions used for reporting the data
are described in the Data Reporting section of the Appendix.
Twenty-two constituents analyzed in this study were measured
by more than one method at the USGS National Water Quality
Laboratory (NWQL). For these constituents, only the results
from the preferred method are reported. The preferred-
method selection is described in the Constituents on Multiple
Analytical Schedules section of the Appendix. Arsenic, iron,
and chromium concentrations, and uranium activities were
measured by more than one laboratory; both sets of results are
reported.

Quality Assurance

The quality-assurance methods used for this study
followed the protocols used by the USGS NAWQA program
(Koterba and others, 1995), and are described in the USGS
National Field Manual (U.S. Geological Survey, variously
dated). The quality assurance method followed by the NWQL,
the primary laboratory used to analyze samples for this study,
is described by Maloney (2005) and Pirkey and Glodt (1998).
Quality-control (QC) samples collected in the COA Study
Unit included source-solution blanks, field blanks, replicates,
and matrix and surrogate spikes. QC samples were collected

to evaluate possible bias and variability of water-quality data
that may have resulted from sample collection, processing,
storage, transportation, and (or) laboratory analysis. A quality-
control sample was collected at approximately one quarter

of the wells, and the results for these samples were used to
evaluate the quality of the results of sampling and analysis for
the ground-water samples. Assessment of the quality-control
information resulted in V-coding less than 0.1 percent of the
data collected. The quality-assurance method is described in
the Quality-Assurance method of the Appendix.

Water Quality Results

Results from analyses of raw (untreated) ground-water
samples from the COA Study Unit are given in tables 4
through 15. Ground-water samples were analyzed for up
to 370 constituents, and 278 of those constituents were not
detected in any of the samples (tables 3A-L). The results
tables present only the constituents that were detected, and
list only samples that had at least one constituent detected.
The tables summarizing detections of constituents analyzed
using USGS NWQL schedules 2020, 2060, 2003 and 4433
(tables 3A-C, E) include the number of wells at which each
analyte was detected, the frequency at which it was detected,
and the total number of constituents detected at each well.
Results from understanding wells were excluded from these
calculations to avoid statistically over-representing the areas
near these wells.

Table 4 includes water-quality indicators measured in
the field and at the NWQL, and tables 5 through 15 present
the results of ground-water analyses organized by compound
classes:

« Organic Constituents
+ VOCs (table 5)
+ Pesticides and pesticide degradates (table 6)
« Potential wastewater-indicator compounds (table 7)

Constituents of special interest (table 8)

« Inorganic constituents
 Nutrients and dissolved organic carbon (table 9)
+ Major and minor ions (table 10)
 Trace elements (table 11)
 Arsenic, iron, and chromium species (table 12)

Isotopic tracers

 Stable isotopes and tritium and carbon-14 activities
(table 13)

Radioactive constituents (table 14)
Microbial indicators (table 15)



Pharmaceutical compounds have no summary table
because the only compound detected was acetaminophen and
the detected concentration is reported in the Ground-Water

Quality Data section.

Quality-Control-Sample Results

Results of quality-control analyses (blanks, replicates,
matrix spikes, and surrogates) were used to evaluate the
quality of the data for the ground-water samples. Matrix-
spike recoveries for most organic constituents were below
acceptable limits, which may indicate that these constituents
might not have been detected in some samples if they were
present at very low concentrations. The quality-control results
are described in the Quality-Control-Sample Results section in

the Appendix.

Comparison Thresholds

Concentrations of constituents detected in ground-
water samples were compared with CDPH and USEPA
drinking-water health-based and aesthetically-based
thresholds (California Department of Public Health 2007a;
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 2006). The chemical
and microbial data presented in this report characterize the
quality of the untreated ground-water resources within the
COA Study Unit, and are not intended to represent the treated
drinking water delivered to consumers by water purveyors.
The chemical and microbial composition of treated drinking
water may differ from untreated ground water because treated
drinking water may be disinfected, filtered, mixed with other
waters, and exposed to the atmosphere before being delivered
to consumers.

The following thresholds were used for comparisons:

¢ MCL- Maximum Contaminant Level. Legally
enforceable standards that apply to public-water
systems and protect public health by limiting the levels
of contaminants in drinking water. MCLs established
by the USEPA are the minimum standards with which
states are required to comply, and individual states
may choose to set more stringent standards. CDPH
has established MCLs for additional constituents not
regulated by the USEPA and lowered the threshold
concentration for constituents with MCLs established
by the USEPA. In this report, a threshold set by the
USEPA and adopted by CDPH is labeled “MCL-US”,
and one set by CDPH that is more stringent than the
MCL-US is labeled “MCL-CA”. CDPH is notified
when constituents are detected at concentrations
exceeding MCL-US or MCL-CA thresholds in samples
collected for the GAMA Priority Basin Project.

Water Quality Results 9

» AL —Action Level. Legally enforceable standards that

apply to public water systems and protect public health
by limiting the levels of copper and lead in drinking
water. Detection concentrations of copper or lead
above thresholds trigger requirements for mandatory
water treatment to reduce the corrosiveness of water

to water pipes. The action levels established by the
USEPA and CDPH are the same, thus the thresholds
are labeled “AL-US” in this report.

« TT - Treatment Technique. Legally enforceable

standards that apply to public-water systems and
protect public health by limiting the levels of microbial
constituents in drinking water. Detections of microbial
constituents above thresholds trigger requirements

for mandatory additional disinfection during water
treatment. The action levels established by the USEPA
and CDPH are the same, thus the thresholds are labeled
“TT-US” in this report.

¢ SMCL - Secondary Maximum Contaminant Level.

Non-enforceable standards applied to constituents that
affect the aesthetic qualities of drinking water, such as
taste, odor, and color, or technical qualities of drinking
water, such as scaling and staining. Both the USEPA
and the CDPH define SMCLs, but unlike MCLs,
SMCLs established by CDPH are not required to be
at least as stringent as those established by USEPA.
SMCLs established by CDPH are used in this report
(SMCL-CA) for all constituents that have SMCL-CA
values. The SMCL-US is used for pH because no
SMCL-CA has been defined.

« NL — Notification Level. Health-based notification

levels established by CDPH for some of the
constituents in drinking water that lack MCLs
(NL-CA). If a constituent is detected above its
NL-CA, State law requires timely notification of
local governing bodies and recommends consumer
notification.

» HAL - Lifetime Health Advisory Level. The

maximum concentration of a constituent in drinking
water which is not expected to cause any adverse
carcinogenic effects for a lifetime of exposure. HALS
are established by the USEPA (HAL-US) and are
calculated assuming 2 liters (2.1 quarts) of water

per day are consumed over a 70-year lifetime by a
70-kilogram (154-pound) adult and that 20 percent of a
person’s exposure comes from drinking water.
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» RSD5 - Risk-Specific Dose. The concentration of
a constituent in drinking water corresponding to an
excess estimated lifetime cancer risk of 1 in 100,000.
RSDS5 is an acronym for risk-specific dose at 1075,
RSD5s are calculated by dividing the 104 cancer
risk concentration established by the USEPA by ten
(RSD5-US).

For constituents having an MCL, detection
concentrations in ground-water samples were compared to the
MCL-US or the MCL-CA. If a constituent has an SMCL, its
concentration was compared to the SMCL-CA. For chloride,
sulfate, specific conductance, and total dissolved solids, CDPH
defines a “recommended” and an “upper” SMCL-CA; detected
concentrations of these constituents in ground-water samples
were compared with both levels. The SMCL-US for these
constituents corresponds to the recommended SMCL-CA.
Detected concentrations of constituents that lack an MCL or
SMCL were compared to the NL-CA. Detected concentrations
of constituents that lack an MCL, SMCL, or NL-CA were
compared with the HAL-US. Detected concentrations of
constituents that lack an MCL, SMCL, NL-CA, or HAL-CA
were compared with the RSD5-US. Note that the result
of this hierarchy of selecting comparison thresholds for
constituents that have multiple types of established thresholds
may not be a threshold that has the lowest concentration.

The comparison thresholds used in this report are listed in
tables 3A-L for all constituents analyzed and in tables 4-15
for constituents detected in ground-water samples from

the COA. Not all constituents analyzed for this study have
established thresholds. Constituents detected at concentrations
above established thresholds are marked with asterisks in the
associated results table.

Ground-Water Quality Data

Field Parameters

Field and laboratory measurements of pH, specific
conductance, alkalinity, and field measurements of turbidity,
dissolved oxygen, and water temperature are presented in
table 4. Dissolved oxygen and alkalinity are used as indicators
of natural processes that control water chemistry. Specific
conductance is the unit electrical conductivity of the water and
is proportional to the amount of total dissolved solids (TDS)
in the water. The pH value indicates the acidity or basicity
of the water. Specific conductance measured in the field
and in the laboratory samples was above the recommended
SMCL-CA for six grid wells, three of which were above the
upper threshold. Two grid wells had field pH values above the
SMCL-US. Laboratory pH values may be higher than field pH
values because the pH of ground water often increases when
exposed to the atmosphere (see Appendix).

Organic Constituents

\olatile organic compounds (VOCs) are in paints,
solvents, fuels, fuel additives, refrigerants, fumigants, and
disinfected water, and are characterized by their tendency to
evaporate. VOCs generally persist longer in ground water than
in surface water because ground water is isolated from the
atmosphere. All concentrations of VOCs detected in samples
from the COA Study Unit were below health-based thresholds.
Concentrations ranged from less than one one-hundredth to
less than one one-thousandth of the threshold values (table 5).
At least one VOC was detected in 21 percent of the grid wells
sampled. The only VOC detected in more than 10 percent
of the grid wells was trichloromethane, also known as
chloroform. Trichloromethane, a byproduct of drinking-water
disinfection, tetrachloroethene (PCE), a solvent used for dry
cleaning, and bromodichloromethane, another byproduct of
disinfection, were detected in more than 10 percent of the
understanding wells. Toluene was detected in 10 samples, but
these detections were V-coded because toluene was detected
in blanks also. VV-coded values were not used in calculating
summary statistics, and are preceded by a V in table 5.

Pesticides include herbicides, insecticides, and
fungicides. Pesticides are used to control weeds, insects, fungi,
and other pests in agricultural, urban, and suburban settings.
All detections of pesticides in samples from the COA Study
Unit were at concentrations below health-based thresholds;
all were less than one one-hundredth of the threshold values
(table 6). There were 15 detections of pesticides and pesticide
degradates in grid wells and 13 detections in understanding
wells. At least one compound was detected in 32 percent of
the grid wells sampled. Compounds detected in more than
10 percent of the wells were the herbicides atrazine and
simazine, and the atrazine degradate deethylatrazine (CIAT).
These three compounds are among the most commonly
detected pesticides and pesticide degradates in ground water in
the Nation (Gilliom and others, 2006).

Potential wastewater-indicator compounds were collected
at wells sampled on a slow schedule (table 3E). Compounds
include a wide variety of constituents, compounds analyzed
for included caffeine, pyrene (a component of coal, tar and
asphalt), and menthol (cigarettes, cough drops, liniment,
mouthwash). All detections of potential wastewater-indicator
compounds were below health-based thresholds. Phenol was
detected at 29 percent of grid wells (table 7). Eleven potential
wastewater-indicator compounds were detected in grid wells,
and at least one potential wastewater-indicator compound was
detected in 57 percent of the grid wells.

Acetaminophen, a pharmaceutical compound, was
detected in one understanding well, COAU-03, at an estimated
laboratory value of 0.02 pg/L. Acetaminophen is a known
analgesic commonly found in many over-the-counter pain
relievers.



Constituents of Special Interest

Perchlorate and 1,2,3-TCP are constituents of special
interest in California because they recently have been found to
be widely distributed in water supplies (California Department
of Public Health, 2007b). Perchlorate was detected in 7 grid
wells and 5 understanding wells in the COA,; 2 of the grid
wells contained concentrations above the MCL-CA (table 8).
1,2,3-TCP was not detected in any samples.

Inorganic Constituents

Unlike the organic constituents and the constituents
of special interest, most of the inorganic constituents
are naturally present in ground water, although their
concentrations may be influenced by human activities.

Nitrogen, phosphorus, and dissolved organic carbon
present in ground water can affect biological activity in
aquifers and in surface water bodies that receive ground-water
discharge. Nitrogen may be present in the form of ammonia,
nitrite, or nitrate depending on the oxidation-reduction state of
the ground water. High concentrations of nitrate can adversely
affect human health, particularly the health of infants. All
concentrations of nitrate, nitrite, and ammonia measured in
samples from the COA Study Unit were below health-based
thresholds except nitrite plus nitrate as nitrogen concentrations
from two understanding wells (table 9). Concentrations of
phosphorus and dissolved organic carbon were also low.

The major-ion composition, total dissolved solids
(TDS) content, and levels of certain trace elements in ground
water can affect the aesthetic properties of water, such as
taste, color, and odor, and the technical properties, such as
scaling and staining. Although there are no adverse health
effects associated with these properties, they may reduce
consumer satisfaction with the water or may have economic
impacts. CDPH has established non-enforceable thresholds
(SMCL-CA) that are based on aesthetic or technical properties
rather than health-based concerns for the major ions chloride
and sulfate, TDS, and several trace elements.

Samples for the analysis of major and minor ions and
total dissolved solids (TDS) were collected at 35 wells in the
COA Study Unit (table 10). The concentrations of chloride
in all the COA Study Unit wells, except one, were below the
recommended SMCL-CAs. Fluoride concentrations in five
samples were above the SMCL-CAs. Sulfate concentrations
in seven samples were above the SMCL-CAs recommended
threshold, and one above the upper threshold (table 10). TDS
concentrations in nine samples were above the recommended
SMCL-CA, and one sample was above the upper SMCL-CA.
Samples for the analysis of trace elements were collected at 35
wells in the COA Study Unit (table 11). Iron and manganese
are trace elements whose concentrations are affected by the
oxidation-reduction state of the ground water. Precipitation
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of minerals containing iron or manganese may stain surfaces
orange, brown, or black. Concentrations of manganese in all
but one sample were below the SMCL-CA. All concentrations
of iron were below the SMCL-CA.

Seventeen of the 23 trace elements analyzed in this study
have health-based thresholds. Mercury was the only trace
element not detected in at least one sample. Detections of trace
elements in all samples from the COA Study Unit were below
health-based thresholds, except five samples with arsenic
concentrations above the MCL-US, two samples with boron
above the NL-CA, two samples with molybdenum above the
HAL-US, and two samples with strontium above the HAL-US
(table 11).

Arsenic, iron, and chromium occur in different species
depending on the oxidation-reduction state of the ground
water. The oxidized and reduced species have different
solubilities in ground water and may have different effects
on human health. The relative proportions of the oxidized
and reduced species of each element can be used to aid in
interpretation the oxidation—reduction state of the aquifer.
Concentrations of total arsenic, iron, and chromium, and the
concentrations of either the reduced or the oxidized species
of each element are reported on table 12. The concentration
of the other species can be calculated by difference. The
concentrations of arsenic, iron, and chromium reported on
table 12 may be different than those reported on table 11
because different analytical methods were used (see
Appendix). The concentrations reported on table 11 are
considered to be more accurate.

Isotopic Tracers

The isotopic ratios of oxygen and hydrogen of water,
tritium, and carbon-14 activities may be used as tracers of
hydrologic processes. The isotopic ratios of oxygen and
hydrogen of water (table 13) aid in the interpretation of
ground-water recharge location. These stable isotopic ratios
reflect the altitude, latitude, and temperature of precipitation,
and the extent of evaporation of recharge water.

Tritium activities, carbon-14 activities, and helium
isotopic ratios provide information about the age (time
since recharge) of the ground-water. Tritium is a short-lived
radioactive isotope of hydrogen that is incorporated into the
water molecule. Tritium is produced in the atmosphere by the
interaction of cosmic-ray produced neutrons with nitrogen-14
(Craig and Lal, 1961), by atmospheric nuclear explosions,
and by the operation of nuclear reactors. Carbon-14
(table 13) is a radioactive isotope of carbon. Low levels of
carbon-14 are continuously produced by interaction of cosmic
radiation with the Earth’s atmosphere, and incorporated
into atmospheric carbon dioxide. When carbon dioxide
dissolved in precipitation, surface water, and ground water
is exposed to the atmosphere, it enters the hydrologic cycle.
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Because carbon-14 decays with a half-life of approximately
5,700 years, low activities of carbon-14 relative to modern
values generally indicate presence of ground water that is
several thousand years old.

Tritium is the only isotopic tracer that has a health-based
threshold. All measured tritium activities in samples from the
COA Study Unit wells were less than one one-hundredth of
the MCL-CA (table 13).

Radioactive Constituents

Radioactivity is the release of energy or energetic
particles during changes in the structure of the nucleus of an
atom. Most of the radioactivity in ground water comes from
decay of naturally-occurring isotopes of uranium and thorium
in minerals in the sediments or fractured rocks that comprise
the aquifer matrix. Uranium and thorium decay in a series of
steps, eventually forming stable isotopes of lead. Radium-226,
radium-228, and radon-222 are radioactive isotopes formed
during the uranium and thorium decay series. In each step in
the decay series, one radioactive element turns into a different
radioactive element by emitting an alpha particle or a beta
particle from its nucleus. For example, radium-226 emits an
alpha particle and becomes radon-222. Radium-228 emits
a beta particle to form actinium-228. The alpha and beta
particles emitted during radioactive decay are hazardous to
human health because these energetic particles may damage
cells. Radiation damage to cell DNA may increase the risk of
getting cancer.

Activity is often used instead of concentration for
reporting the presence of radioactive constituents. Activity of
radioactive constituents in ground water is measured in units
of picocuries per liter (pCi/L); one picocurie approximately
equals two atoms decaying per minute. The number of atoms
decaying is equal to the number of alpha or beta particles
emitted.

All thirty-five wells sampled in Coachella were analyzed
for uranium activities, and all reported activities were less than
half of the regulatory threshold (table 13). The eleven slow-
schedule samples analyzed for all radioactive constituents had
activities of radium and of gross alpha/beta emitter detections
less than established health-based standards. Activities of
radon-222 in samples from seven wells were above the
proposed MCL-US of 300 pCi/L (table 14); however, no
samples had an activity above the proposed alternative
MCL-US of 4,000 pCi/L. The alternative MCL-US will apply
if the State or local water agency has an approved multimedia
mitigation program to address radon in indoor air (U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, 1999a).

Microbial Indicators

Water is disinfected during drinking-water treatment to
prevent diseases that may be spread by water-borne microbial
constituents derived from human or animal wastes. The

specific viruses and bacteria responsible for diseases generally
are not measured because routine analytical methods are not
available. Measurements are made of more easily analyzed
microbial constituents that serve as indicators of the presence
of human or animal waste in water. Drinking water purveyors
respond to detections of microbial indicators by applying
additional disinfectants to the water.

Eleven samples were analyzed for microbial indicators.
No samples contained the viral indicators F-specific
and somatic coliphage and none contained the bacterial
indicator Escherichia coli (E. coli). The bacterial indicator
total coliforms was detected at a low level in one grid well
(table 15). The threshold for total coliforms is based on
recurring detections, thus the detection reported here does not
necessarily exceed the MCL-US.

Future Work

Subsequent reports will be focused on assessment of
the data presented in this report using a variety of statistical,
qualitative, and quantitative approaches to evaluate the
natural and human factors affecting ground-water quality.
Water-quality data contained in the CDPH and USGS NWIS
databases and water-quality data available from other State
and local water agencies will be compiled, evaluated, and used
to complement the data presented in this report.

Summary

Ground-water quality in the approximately 820 square-
mile Coachella Valley was investigated in February and
March 2007 as part of the Priority Basin Project of the
Ground-Water Ambient Monitoring and Assessment (GAMA)
Program. The project is a comprehensive assessment of
statewide ground-water quality designed to identify and
characterize risks to ground-water resources and to increase
the amount of information available about ground-water
quality to the public. The COA Study Unit was the sixteenth
study unit sampled as part of the project.

Thirty-five ground-water samples were analyzed for a
combination of VOCs, pesticides and pesticide degradates,
pharmaceutical compounds, potential wastewater-indicator
compounds, nutrients, major and minor ions, trace elements,
radioactive constituents, and microbial indicators. Naturally
occurring isotopes (stable-isotopic ratios of hydrogen, oxygen,
and carbon, and activities of tritium, carbon-14, and dissolved
noble gases) were measured to provide a data set that will be
used to help assess the source and age of the sampled ground
water. A quality-control sample (blank, replicate, or matrix
spike) was collected at approximately a quarter of the wells to
evaluate the quality of the results from the analysis of ground-
water samples.



This study did not attempt to evaluate the quality of water
delivered to consumers; after withdrawal from the ground,
water typically is treated, disinfected, and blended with other
waters to maintain acceptable water quality. Regulatory
thresholds apply to treated water that is served to the
consumer, not to raw ground water. However, to provide some
context for the results, concentrations of constituents measured
in the raw ground water were compared with health-based
thresholds established by the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (USEPA) and California Department of Public Health
(CDPH).

Concentrations of VOCs were detected in 4 samples from
grid wells and pesticides were detected in 6 samples from
grid wells. All detections were less than one one-hundredth
of health-based threshold concentrations. Potential waste-
water indicators were detected in 4 grid well samples at
levels below health-based thresholds. The pharmaceutical
acetaminophen was detected in one sample in the COA study
unit, but at a very low level. Perchlorate was detected in two
grid wells at concentrations above the MCL-CA threshold.
Two understanding wells contained concentrations of nitrite as
nitrogen above established health-based thresholds. Chloride,
fluoride, sulfate, manganese, and total dissolved solids were
detected above the aesthetic thresholds in several samples.
Several samples had concentrations of the trace elements
arsenic, boron, molybdenum, and strontium above health-
based thresholds. All activities of the radioactive constituents
uranium and gross alpha/beta were below established
thresholds, but radon-222 was detected in four grid wells and
three understanding wells at activities above both the proposed
and the alternative maximum contaminant levels (MCL-US).
The field parameters specific conductance and pH were
detected above maximum contaminant levels (SMCL-CA
and SMCL-US). Future work will include assessment of the
data presented in this report, using a variety of statistical,
qualitative, and quantitative approaches to help determine
the influences of natural and human factors on ground-water
quality.
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Table 1. Identification, sampling, and construction information for wells sampled for the Coachella Valley Groundwater Ambient
Monitoring and Assessment (GAMA) study, California, February and March 2007.

[Sampling schedules are described in table 2. Land surface datum (LSD) is a datum plane that is approximately at land surface at each well. The elevation of
the LSD is described in feet above the North American Vertical Datum 1988 (NAVD 88). Abbreviations: COA, Coachella Valley study unit grid well; COAU,
Coachella Valley study unit understanding well. ft, foot; na, not available]

Sampling information Construction information
GAMA well T B
identification . Elevation of LSD Well type Well depth op . otton_1
No. Date Sampling (ft above (ft below perforation perforation
schedule NAVD 88) LSD) (ft below (ft below
LSD) LSD)
Grid wells
COA-01 02-27-07 Slow 1,993 Production 1,200 900 1,200
COA-02 02-28-07 Slow -211 Production na 230 480
COA-03 02-28-07 Slow 147 Production na na na
COA-04 03-01-07 Intermediate 79 Production 1,070 500 1,060
COA-05 03-05-07 Intermediate 237.23 Production 1,090 710 1,090
COA-06 03-05-07 Intermediate 52.20 Production 654 203 654
COA-07 03-06-07 Intermediate 2 Production 240 na na
COA-08 03-06-07 Slow -16 Production 342 258 342
COA-09 03-07-07 Slow 392 Production na na na
COA-10 03-08-07 Intermediate 106 Production na na na
COA-11 03-08-07 Intermediate -110 Production na na na
COA-12 03-08-07 Intermediate -173 Production 525 445 525
COA-13 03-12-07 Intermediate 1,953 Production 890 510 870
COA-14 03-12-07 Intermediate 232 Production 820 420 820
COA-15 03-14-07 Slow 872 Production 400 180 380
COA-16 03-15-07 Slow 477 Production 650 300 650
COA-17 03-15-07 Intermediate 2,475 Production na na na
COA-18 03-19-07 Intermediate 43 Production 790 280 790
COA-19 03-29-07 Intermediate 1,063 Production na na na
Understanding wells
COAU-01 02-26-07 Slow 2,218 Production 96 12 43
COAU-02 02-27-07 Intermediate 382 Production 600 288 600
COAU-03 03-01-07 Slow 332 Production na na na
COAU-04 03-06-07 Intermediate 2 Production 400 280 400
COAU-05 03-07-07 Slow 1,175 Production 909 306 906
COAU-06 03-13-07 Slow 2,297.83 Production 1,130 580 1,110
COAU-07 03-13-07 Intermediate 1,353 Production 553 225 553
COAU-08 03-14-07 Intermediate 499.42 Production 730 476 726
COAU-09 03-19-07 Intermediate 183 Production na na na
COAU-10 03-20-07 Intermediate 1,016 Production 1,070 410 1,050
COAU-11 03-20-07 Intermediate 589 Production 400 220 400
COAU-12 04-11-01 Intermediate 4,469.99 Production 160 55 155
COAU-13 03-26-07 Intermediate 171 Production na na na
COAU-14 03-27-07 Intermediate 62 Production 550 330 530
COAU-15 03-28-07 Intermediate 344 Production 700 400 700

COAU-16 03-28-07 Intermediate -3 Production na na na
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Table 2. Classes of chemical and microbial constituents and water-quality indicators collected
for the slow and intermediate well sampling schedules in the Coachella Valley Groundwater
Ambient Monitoring and Assessment (AMA) study, California, February and March, 2007.

Analyte list Sampling schedule

Analyte classes
table Slow Intermediate

Water-quality indicators

Dissolved oxygen, temperature, specific conductance X
pH, alkalinity X X
Turbidity X
Organic constituents
\olatile organic compounds 3A X X
Polar pesticides and pesticide degredates 3B X X
Pesticides and pesticide degredates 3C X X
Pharmaceutical compounds 3D X X
Dissolved organic carbon 3G X
Wastewater-indicator compounds 3E X
Constituents of special interest
Perchlorate 3F X X
1,2,3-Trichloropropane 3F X
Inorganic constituents
Nutrients 3G X X
Major and minor ions and trace elements including mercury 3H X
Major and minor ions and trace elements without mercury X
Avrsenic, chromium, and iron abundances and speciation 3l X X
Isotopes
Stable isotopes of hydrogen and oxygen of water 3] X X
Stable isotopes of carbon and carbon-14 abundance 3] X X
Uranium isotopes 3J X X
Radioactivity and noble gases
Tritium 3J X X
Radium isotopes 3J X
Radon-222 3] X
Gross alpha and beta radiation 3] X
Noble gases 3K X X
Microbial constituents
Bacterial indicators 3L X
Viral indicators 3L X
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Table 3A. Volatile organic compounds, primary uses or sources, comparative thresholds, and reporting information for the U.S.

Geological Survey (USGS) National Water Quality Laboratory schedule 2020.

[The five-digit USGS parameter code is used to uniquely identify a specific constituent or property. This report contains CAS Registry Numbers®, which
is a Registered Trademark of the American Chemical Society. CAS recommends the verification of the CAS Registry Numbers through CAS Client
Services®M. Threshold type: Maximum contaminant level thresholds are listed as MCL-US when the MCL-US and MCL-CA are identical, and as MCL-CA
when the MCL-CA is lower than the MCL-US or no MCL-US exists. HAL-US, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Lifetime Health Advisory; MCL-CA,
California Department of Public Health maximum contaminant level; MCL-US, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency maximum contaminant level; NL-CA,
California Department of Public Health notification level; RSD5-US, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency risk specific dose at a risk factor of 10, Other
abbreviations: CAS, Chemical Abstract Service; LRL, laboratory reporting level; THM, trihalomethane; D, detected in ground-water samples (table 5); na, not
available; pg/L, micrograms per liter; —, not detected]

. Primary use USGS CAS LRL Threshold Threshold .
Constituent of source parameter number (na/L) type value Detection
code ha P (na/L)
Acetone Solvent 81552 67-64-1 6 na na -
Acrylonitrile Organic synthesis 34215 107-13-1 0.4 RSD5-US 0.6 -
Benzene Gasoline hydrocarbon 34030 71-43-2 0.016 MCL-CA 1 -
Bromobenzene Solvent 81555 108-86-1 0.02 na na -
Bromochloromethane Fire retardant 77297 74-97-5 0.06 HAL-US 90 -
Bromodichloromethane Disinfection by-product 32101 75-27-4 0.04 MCL-US? 80 D
(THM)
Bromoform (Tribromomethane) Disinfection by-product 32104 75-25-2 0.08 MCL-US? 80 -
(THM)
2-Butanone (MEK, Methyl ethyl Solvent 81595 78-93-3 1.6 HAL-US 4,000 -
ketone)
n-Butylbenzene Gasoline hydrocarbon 77342 104-51-8 0.14 NL-CA 260 -
sec-Butylbenzene Gasoline hydrocarbon 77350 135-98-8 0.04 NL-CA 260 -
tert-Butylbenzene Gasoline hydrocarbon 77353 98-06-6 0.08 NL-CA 260 -
Carbon disulfide Organic synthesis 77041 75-15-0 0.06 NL-CA 160 -
Carbon tetrachloride Solvent 32102 56-23-5 0.08 MCL-CA 0.5 -
(Tetrachloromethane)
Chlorobenzene Solvent 34301 108-90-7 0.02 MCL-CA 70 -
Chloroethane Solvent 34311 75-00-3 0.1 na na -
Chloroform (Trichloromethane) Disinfection by-product 32106 67-66-3 0.04 MCL-US! 80 D
(THM)
Chloromethane Refrigerant/organic synthesis 34418 74-87-3 0.1 HAL-US 30 -
3-Chloro-1-propene Organic synthesis 78109 107-05-1 0.08 na na -
2-Chlorotoluene Solvent 77275 95-49-8 0.04 NL-CA 140 -
4-Chlorotoluene Solvent 77277 106-43-4 0.04 NL-CA 140 -
Dibromochloromethane Disinfection by-product 32105 124-48-1 0.12 MCL-Us! 80 -
(THM)
1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane Fumigant 82625 96-12-8 0.5 MCL-US 0.2 -
(DBCP)
1,2-Dibromoethane (EDB) Fumigant 77651 106-93-4 0.04 MCL-US 0.05 -
Dibromomethane Solvent 30217 74-95-3 0.004 na na -
1,2-Dichlorobenzene Solvent 34536 95-50-1 0.04 MCL-US 600 -
1,3-Dichlorobenzene Solvent 34566 541-73-1 0.04 HAL-US 600 -
1,4-Dichlorobenzene Fumigant 34571 106-46-7 0.04 MCL-CA 5 -
trans-1,4-Dichloro-2-butene Organic synthesis 73547 110-57-6 0.6 na na -
Dichlorodifluoromethane (CFC-12)  Refrigerant 34668 75-71-8 0.14 NL-CA 1,000 -
1,1-Dichloroethane Solvent 34496 75-34-3 0.06 MCL-CA 5 D
1,2-Dichloroethane Solvent 32103 107-06-2 0.1 MCL-CA 0.5 -
1,1-Dichloroethene Organic synthesis 34501 75-35-4 0.02 MCL-CA 6 -
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene Solvent 77093 156-59-2 0.02 MCL-CA 6 -
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene Solvent 34546 156-60-5 0.018 MCL-CA 10 -
Dichloromethane (Methylene Solvent 34423 75-09-2 0.04 MCL-US 5 -
chloride)
1,2-Dichloropropane Fumigant 34541 78-87-5 0.02 MCL-US 5 -
1,3-Dichloropropane Fumigant 77173 142-28-9 0.06 na na -
2,2-Dichloropropane Fumigant 77170 594-20-7 0.06 na na -
1,1-Dichloropropene Organic synthesis 77168 563-58-6 0.04 na na -
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene Fumigant 34704 10061-01-5 0.06 RSD5-US? 4 -
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene Fumigant 34699 10061-02-6 0.1 RSD5-US? 4 -
Diethyl ether Solvent 81576 60-29-7 0.08 na na -
Diisopropyl ether (DIPE) Gasoline oxygenate 81577 108-20-3 0.06 na na -
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Table 3A. Volatile organic compounds, primary uses or sources, comparative thresholds, and reporting information for the U.S.
Geological Survey (USGS) National Water Quality Laboratory schedule 2020.—Continued

[The five-digit USGS parameter code is used to uniquely identify a specific constituent or property. This report contains CAS Registry Numbers®, which

is a Registered Trademark of the American Chemical Society. CAS recommends the verification of the CAS Registry Numbers through CAS Client
Services®™. Threshold type: Maximum contaminant level thresholds are listed as MCL-US when the MCL-US and MCL-CA are identical, and as MCL-CA
when the MCL-CA is lower than the MCL-US or no MCL-US exists. HAL-US, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Lifetime Health Advisory; MCL-CA,
California Department of Public Health maximum contaminant level; MCL-US, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency maximum contaminant level; NL-CA,
California Department of Public Health notification level; RSD5-US, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency risk specific dose at a risk factor of 10, Other
abbreviations: CAS, Chemical Abstract Service; LRL, laboratory reporting level; THM, trihalomethane; D, detected in ground-water samples (table 5); na, not
available; pg/L, micrograms per liter; —, not detected]

: Primary use USGS CAS LRL  Threshold 'nreshold .
Constituent oF source parameter number (na/L) type value Detection
code Ha P (ng/L)

Ethylbenzene Gasoline hydrocarbon 34371 100-41-4 0.02 MCL-CA 300 -
Ethyl tert-butyl ether (ETBE) Gasoline oxygenate 50004 637-92-3 0.04 DLR 3 -
Ethyl methacrylate Organic synthesis 73570 97-63-2 0.14 na na -
1-Ethyl-2-methylbenzene (o-Ethyl Gasoline hydrocarbon 77220 611-14-3 0.04 na na -

toluene)
Hexachlorobutadiene Organic synthesis 39702 87-68-3 0.1 RSD5-US 9 -
Hexachloroethane Solvent 34396 67-72-1 0.14 HAL-US 1 -
2-Hexanone (n-Butyl methyl ketone) Solvent 77103 591-78-6 0.4 na na -
Isopropylbenzene (Cumene) Gasoline hydrocarbon 77223 98-82-8 0.04 NL-CA 770 -
4-Isopropyl-1-methylbenzene Gasoline hydrocarbon 77356 99-87-6 0.08 na na -
Methyl acrylate Organic synthesis 49991 96-33-3 0.4 na na -
Methyl acrylonitrile Organic synthesis 81593 126-98-7 0.40 na na -
Methyl bromide (Bromomethane) Fumigant 34413 74-83-9 0.4 HAL-US 10 -
Methyl tert-butyl ether (MTBE) Gasoline oxygenate 78032 1634-04-4 0.10 MCL-CA 13 -
Methyl iodide (lodomethane) Organic synthesis 77424 74-88-4 0.4 na na -
Methyl isobutyl ketone (MIBK) Solvent 78133 108-10-1 0.2 NL-CA 120 -
Methyl methacrylate Organic synthesis 81597 80-62-6 0.20 na na -
Methyl tert-pentyl ether (tert-Amyl  Gasoline oxygenate 50005 994-05-8 0.04 na na -

methyl ether, TAME)
Naphthalene Gasoline hydrocarbon 34696 91-20-3 0.4 NL-CA 17 -
n-Propylbenzene Solvent 77224 103-65-1 0.04 NL-CA 260 -
Styrene Gasoline hydrocarbon 77128 100-42-5 0.04 MCL-US 100 -
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane Solvent 77562 630-20-6 0.04 HAL-US 70 -
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane Solvent 34516 79-34-5 0.1 MCL-CA 1 -
Tetrachloroethene (PCE) Solvent 34475 127-18-4 0.04 MCL-US 5 D
Tetrahydrofuran Solvent 81607 109-99-9 1.0 na na -
1,2,3,4-Tetramethylbenzene Gasoline hydrocarbon 49999 488-23-3 0.14 na na -
1,2,3,5-Tetramethylbenzene Gasoline hydrocarbon 50000 527-53-7 0.12 na na -
Toluene Gasoline hydrocarbon 34010 108-88-3 0.018 MCL-CA 150 D
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene Organic synthesis 77613 87-61-6 0.12 na na -
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene Solvent 34551 120-82-1 0.12 MCL-CA 5 -
1,1,1-Trichloroethane Solvent 34506 71-55-6 0.04 MCL-CA 200 -
1,1,2-Trichloroethane Solvent 34511 79-00-5 0.04 MCL-CA 5 -
Trichloroethene (TCE) Solvent 39180 79-01-6 0.02 MCL-US 5 D
Trichlorofluoromethane (CFC-11) Refrigerant 34488 75-69-4 0.08 MCL-CA 150 -
1,2,3-Trichloropropane (1,2,3-TCP)  Solvent/organic synthesis 77443 96-18-4 0.12 NL-CA 0.005 -
1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-trifluoroethane ~ Refrigerant 77652 76-13-1 0.04 MCL-CA 1,200 -

(CFC-113)
1,2,3-Trimethylbenzene Gasoline hydrocarbon 77221 526-73-8 0.08 na na -
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene Gasoline hydrocarbon 77222 95-63-6 0.04 NL-CA 330 -
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene Organic synthesis 77226 108-67-8 0.04 NL-CA 330 -
Vinyl bromide (Bromoethene) Fire retardant 50002 593-60-2 0.12 na na -
Vinyl chloride (Chloroethene) Organic synthesis 39175 75-01-4 0.08 MCL-CA 0.5 -
m- and p-Xylene Gasoline hydrocarbon 85795  108-38-3/106-42-3 0.08 MCL-CA 31,750 -
0-Xylene Gasoline hydrocarbon 77135 95-47-6 0.04 MCL-CA 31,750 -

1The MCL-US, and MCL-CA thresholds for trihalomethanes are the sum of chloroform, bromoform, bromodichloromethane, and dibromochloromethane.

2The RSD5 threshold for 1,3-dichloropropene is the sum of its isomers (cis and trans).

3The MCL value is the sum of all three xylene compounds.
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Table 3B. Polar pesticides and pesticide degradates, primary uses or sources, comparative thresholds, and reporting information for
the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) National Water Quality Laboratory schedule 2060.

[The five-digit USGS parameter code is used to uniquely identify a specific constituent or property. This report contains CAS Registry Numbers®, which

is a Registered Trademark of the American Chemical Society. CAS recommends the verification of the CAS Registry Numbers through CAS Client
Services®™. Threshold type: Maximum contaminant level thresholds are listed as MCL-US when the MCL-US and MCL-CA are identical, and as MCL-CA
when the MCL-CA is lower than the MCL-US or no MCL-US exists. HAL-US, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Lifetime Health Advisory; MCL-CA,
California Department of Public Health maximum contaminant level; MCL-US, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency maximum contaminant level. Other
abbreviations: CAS, Chemical Abstract Service; LRL, laboratory reporting level; D, detected in ground-water samples (table 6); na, not available; pg/L,
micrograms per liter; —, not detected]

. Primary use USGS CAS LRL  Threshold 'Mreshold .
Constituent or source parameter number (ng/L) type value Detection
code (na/L)

Acifluorfen Herbicide 49315  50594-66-6 0.06 na na -
Aldicarb Insecticide 49312 116-06-3 0.04 MCL-US 4 -
Aldicarb sulfone Degradate 49313 1646-88-4 0.08 MCL-US 3 -
Aldicarb sulfoxide Degradate 49314 1646-87-3 0.04 MCL-US 3 -
Atrazine Herbicide 39632 1912-24-9 0.04 MCL-CA 1 D
Bendiocarb Insecticide 50299  22781-23-3 0.04 na na -
Benomyl Fungicide 50300  17804-35-2 0.02 na na -
Bensulfuron-methyl Herbicide 61693  83055-99-6 0.06 na na -
Bentazon Herbicide 38711  25057-89-0 0.02 MCL-CA 18 -
Bromacil Herbicide 04029 314-40-9 0.04 HAL-US 70 -
Bromoxynil Herbicide 49311 1689-84-5 0.12 na na -
Caffeine Stimulant 50305 58-08-2 0.04 na na -
Carbaryl Herbicide 49310 63-25-2 0.02 HAL-US 700 -
Carbofuran Herbicide 49309 1563-66-2 0.06 MCL-CA 18 -
Chloramben methyl ester Herbicide 61188 7286-84-2 0.1 na na -
Chlorimuron-ethyl Herbicide 50306  90982-32-4 0.08 na na -
2-Chloro-4-isopropylamino-6- Degradate 04040 6190-65-4 0.02 na na D

amino-s-triazine (Deethylatrazine,

CIAT)
2-Choro-6-ethylamino-4-amino- Degradate 04038 1007-28-9 0.08 na na D

s-triazine (Deisopropylatrazine,

CEAT)
3-(4-Chlorophenyl)-1-methyl urea Degradate 61692 5352-88-5 0.06 na na -
Clopyralid Herbicide 49305 1702-17-6 0.06 na na -
Cycloate Herbicide 04031 1134-23-2 0.06 na na -
2,4-D plus 2,4-D methyl ester Herbicide 66496 - 0.02 MCL-US 70 -
2,4-DB (4-(2,4-Dichlorophenoxy) Herbicide 38746 94-82-6 0.02 na na -

butyric acid)
DCPA (Dacthal) monoacid Degradate 49304 887-54-7 0.02 na na -
Dicamba Herbicide 38442 1918-00-9 0.08 HAL-US 4,000 -
Dichlorprop Herbicide 49302 120-36-5 0.04 na na -
Dinoseb Herbicide 49301 88-85-7 0.04 MCL-CA 7 -
Diphenamid Herbicide 04033 957-51-7 0.04 HAL-US 200 -
Diuron Herbicide 49300 330-54-1 0.04 HAL-US 10 D
Fenuron Herbicide 49297 101-42-8 0.04 na na -
Flumetsulam Herbicide 61694  98967-40-9 0.06 na na -
Fluometuron Herbicide 38811 2164-17-2 0.04 HAL-US 90 -
2-Hydroxy-4-isopropylamino- Degradate 50355 2163-68-0 0.08 na na -

6-ethylamino-s-triazine

(Hydroxyatrazine)
3-Hydroxy carbofuran Degradate 49308  16655-82-6 0.02 na na -
Imazaquin Herbicide 50356  81335-37-7 0.04 na na -
Imazethapyr Herbicide 50407  81335-77-5 0.04 na na -
Imidacloprid Insecticide 61695 138261-41-3  0.06 na na -
Linuron Herbicide 38478 330-55-2 0.04 na na -
MCPA (2-Methyl-4- Herbicide 38482 94-74-6 0.06 HAL-US 30 -

chlorophenoxyacetic acid)
MCPB (4-(2-Methyl-4- Herbicide 38487 94-81-5 0.2 na na -

chlorophenoxy) butyric acid)
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Table 3B. Polar pesticides and pesticide degradates, primary uses or sources, comparative thresholds, and reporting information for
the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) National Water Quality Laboratory schedule 2060.—Continued

[The five-digit USGS parameter code is used to uniquely identify a specific constituent or property. This report contains CAS Registry Numbers®, which

is a Registered Trademark of the American Chemical Society. CAS recommends the verification of the CAS Registry Numbers through CAS Client
Services®™. Threshold type: Maximum contaminant level thresholds are listed as MCL-US when the MCL-US and MCL-CA are identical, and as MCL-CA
when the MCL-CA is lower than the MCL-US or no MCL-US exists. HAL-US, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Lifetime Health Advisory; MCL-CA,
California Department of Public Health maximum contaminant level; MCL-US, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency maximum contaminant level. Other
abbreviations: CAS, Chemical Abstract Service; LRL, laboratory reporting level; D, detected in ground-water samples (table 6); na, not available; pg/L,
micrograms per liter; —, not detected]

. Primary use USGS CAS LRL  Threshold 'nreshold .
Constituent oF source parameter number (/L) type value Detection
code Ha P (pg/L)
Metalaxyl Fungicide 50359  57837-19-1 0.04 na na -
Methiocarb Insecticide 38501 2032-65-7 0.04 na na -
Methomyl Insecticide 49296  16752-77-5 0.06 HAL-US 200 -
Metsulfuron methyl Herbicide 61697  74223-64-6 0.14 na na -
Neburon Herbicide 49294 555-37-3 0.02 na na -
Nicosulfuron Herbicide 50364 111991-09-4 0.1 na na -
Norflurazon Herbicide 49293  27314-13-2 0.04 na na -
Oryzalin Herbicide 49292  19044-88-3 0.04 na na -
Oxamyl Insecticide 38866  23135-22-0 0.04 MCL-CA 50 -
Picloram Herbicide 49291 06607 0.12 MCL-US 500 -
Propham Herbicide 49236 122-42-9 0.06 HAL-US 100 -
Propiconazole Fungicide 50471  60207-90-1 0.06 na na -
Propoxur Insecticide 38538 114-26-1 0.04 HAL-US 3 -
Siduron Herbicide 38548 1982-49-6 0.04 na na -
Sulfometuron methyl Herbicide 50337  74222-97-2 0.06 na na -
Tebuthiuron Herbicide 82670  34014-18-1 0.016 HAL-US 500 -
Terbacil Herbicide 04032 5902-51-2 0.04 HAL-US 90 -

Triclopyr Herbicide 49235  55335-06-3 0.04 na na -
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Pesticides and pesticide degradates, primary uses or sources, comparative thresholds, and reporting information for the

[The five-digit USGS parameter code is used to uniquely identify a specific constituent or property. This report contains CAS Registry Numbers®, which is a

SM

Registered Trademark of the American Chemical Society. CAS recommends the verification of the CAS Registry Numbers through CAS Client Services™".
Threshold type: Maximum contaminant level thresholds are listed as MCL-US when the MCL-US and MCL-CA are identical, and as MCL-CA when the
MCL-CA is lower than the MCL-US or no MCL-US exists. HAL-US, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Lifetime Health Advisory; MCL-CA, California
Department of Public Health maximum contaminant level; MCL-US, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency maximum contaminant level; RSD5-US, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency risk specific dose at a risk factor of 10, Other abbreviations: CAS, Chemical Abstract Service; LRL, laboratory reporting
level; D, detected in ground-water samples (table 6); na, not available; pg/L, micrograms per liter; —, not detected]

. Primary use USGS CAS LRL  Threshold 'nreshold .
Constituent or source parameter number (ng/L) type value Detection
code (na/L)

Acetochlor Herbicide 49260 34256-82-1  0.006 na na

Alachlor Herbicide 46342 15972-60-8  0.005 MCL-US 2 -
Atrazine Herbicide 39632 1912-24-9 0.007 MCL-CA 1 D
Azinphos-methyl Insecticide 82686 86-50-0 0.08 na na -
Azinphos-methyl-oxon Insecticide degradate 61635 961-22-8 0.042 na na -
Benfluralin Herbicide 82673 1861-40-1 0.01 na na -
Carbaryl Insecticide 82680 63-25-2 0.06 RSD5-US 400 -
2-Chloro-2,6-diethylacetanilide Herbicide degradate 61618 6967-29-9 0.0065 na na -
4-Chloro-2-methylphenol Herbicide