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Executive Summary

INTERA Incorporated (INTERA) conducted a desktop groundwater supply feasibility study in support of
the California Energy Commission (CEC) Opt-in Application for the Vaca Dixon Power Center Project
(Project), developed by Vaca Dixon BESS LLC and Arges BESS LLC (Applicant), located on an
approximately 10-acre agricultural parcel (Assessor's Parcel Number [APN] 0133-060-060) near
Interstate 80 and Kilkenny Road within the City of Vacaville in Solano County, California (Site). Key
findings are summarized below.

e Water demand during Project operation is minimal. The Project requires groundwater for
emergency fire suppression storage (estimated by the Applicant to be approximately 240,000
gallons per year, assuming the maximum use case of full tank refill twice annually) and
landscape irrigation (less than approximately 0.5 acre-feet per year [AFY]) for a combined
maximum total of 1.24 AFY —less than the 2 AFY threshold for de minimis water users under
California Water Code § 10721(e). Over the assumed 35-year Project lifetime, maximum total
groundwater use is estimated at 43.3 acre-feet (AF).

e A groundwater well is feasible. The Theis analytical model, applied with conservative local
aquifer parameters, simulates approximately 90.5 feet (ft) of drawdown at the well during peak-
demand events (250 gallons per minute [gpm] for 8 hours to refill fire suppression storage
tank([s]). A well screened at a depth of approximately 190-580 ft below ground surface (bgs)
into the Upper Tehama Formation is recommended to accommodate this drawdown and ensure
adequate pump submergence. Wells completed at this depth can yield up to 577 gpm, based on
nearby well completion report (WCR) data, which exceeds the 250 gpm peak demand.

e lLong-term drawdown at the proposed well is negligible. Theis simulations indicate
approximately 5.8 inches of drawdown at the proposed well after 35 years of continuous
pumping at the annualized average rate of 0.77 gpm.

e Long-term impact on neighboring wells is negligible. Under long-term pumping conditions (0.77
gpm continuously over 35 years), simulated drawdown at neighboring well locations within 0.5
miles ranges from 2.0 to 2.7 inches, which is below the 3-inch zone of influence threshold as
defined by this study.

e Short-term impacts of peak-demand events are localized and temporary. During short-term
peak demand events (250 gpm for 8 hours), simulated drawdown at neighboring well locations
ranges from 0.04 ft to 7.75 ft, with the largest drawdown occurring at the nearest well;
however, sufficient saturated thickness remains at all neighboring wells to prevent pumping
interference, and the aquifer is expected to recover rapidly following cessation of pumping.

e Groundwater quality is suitable for intended non-potable uses (fire suppression and landscape
irrigation). No evidence of groundwater contamination was identified within 0.5 miles of the
Site, and the zone of influence (defined as the 3-inch long-term drawdown contour) does not
reach any known contamination sites identified in regulatory database reviews.

e Subbasin-scale impacts are negligible. Total Project groundwater demand represents less than
0.03 percent of average annual Solano Subbasin extraction, and no significant impact to
subbasin groundwater resources is anticipated.
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1.0 Introduction

Vaca Dixon BESS LLC and Arges BESS LLC (Applicant) plan to construct the Vaca Dixon Power Center
Project (Project) on an approximately 10-acre agricultural parcel (Assessor's Parcel Number [APN] 0133-
060-060) located near Interstate 80 and Kilkenny Road within the City of Vacaville in Solano County,
California (Site). The Project consists of two battery energy storage system (BESS) facilities: the Vaca
Dixon BESS (57 MW / 57 MWh) and the Arges BESS (100 MW / 400 MWh). The Site is orchard land
(prunes) at the time of this study. Three billboards are located along the northwestern boundary of the
Site. The Site and surrounding properties are shown in Figures 1 and 2.

The Project may require an onsite groundwater supply well to meet the following non-potable
operational water demands: emergency fire suppression water storage (approximately 240,000 gallons
per year, assuming the maximum use case of full tank refill twice annually), landscape irrigation (a
maximum of approximately 0.5 acre-feet per year [AFY], applied April through October), and minimal
annual makeup and testing water. These demands correspond to a combined total of 1.24 AFY for an
annualized average pumping rate of approximately 0.77 gallons per minute (gpm), which is comparable
to a de minimis water use defined as extractions of less than 2 AFY™,

The Applicant is submitting a license application through the California Energy Commission’s (CEC) AB
205 Opt-in Application process for approval to construct and operate qualifying energy facilities. CEC
filing requirements include specific water supply and water quality information as outlined in Appendix
B, Information Requirements for an Application for Certification (AFC) or Small Power Plant Exemption
(SPPE)?. The Applicant contracted Rincon Consultants to conduct a desktop study to determine the
feasibility of constructing an on-site groundwater well for emergency fire suppression storage and
landscape irrigation (non-potable) needs in support of the CEC Opt-in Application. Rincon Consultants
subcontracted INTERA Incorporated (INTERA) to complete the requested Groundwater Feasibility Study
(report) based on INTERA’s expertise in this type of study.

1.1 Study Objectives

The objectives of this study are: 1) determine whether constructing an onsite groundwater well is
feasible and can meet the water demand for the specified 35-year Project duration; and 2) provide
information pertaining to the groundwater supply well to support CEC’s Opt-in Application review.

1.2  Study Methodology and Data Sources

The methodology and data sources for this study include the following:

e Collecting and reviewing available hydrogeological and environmental data and information
from various sources including U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) publications; California

! California Water Code § 10721(e) defines a person who extracts, for domestic purposes, two acre-feet or less of
groundwater per year.
2 Cal. Code Regs., tit. 20, div. 2, ch. 5, appendix B
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1.3

This rep

2.0

Department of Water Resources (DWR) well completion reports (WCRs) and groundwater
databases; basin plans from local water agencies; State of California GeoTracker and EnviroStor
environmental databases; and a Phase | Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) for the Site
prepared by TRC Environmental Corporation, Inc. (TRC, 2025), and findings from a geotechnical
investigation conducted at the Site (Lau, 2025);

Assessment of the groundwater supply including groundwater source aquifers, expected water
quality, potential sources of groundwater contamination, and expected well depth and pumping
capacity;

Estimating the magnitude of water level drawdown in existing nearby wells and the potential
mobilization of any groundwater contamination that may be caused by pumping from a new
groundwater well onsite, using Theis analytical solutions calibrated to local aquifer parameters
from regional scale groundwater models covering the Site and nearby WCRs; and

Reviewing the state and local regulatory and permitting requirements pertaining to water wells.

Report Organization
ort is organized into the following sections:

Section 1 - Introduction: provides the Project background and objectives of this report.
Section 2 — Groundwater Source Assessment: provides a discussion on geology, hydrogeology,
available groundwater aquifers, expected well production capacity, expected water quality for
the proposed well, and an analytical assessment of the potential influence of Project pumping
on nearby wells and groundwater resources.

Section 3 — Well Permitting and Construction Requirements: provides an overview of the
regulatory and permitting requirements for groundwater well construction and operation.
Section 4 — Conclusion and Recommendations: provides a conclusion on whether constructing a
groundwater well onsite is feasible and can meet the water demand for the specified 35-year
Project duration, and recommendations.

Section 5 — Limitations: provides a description of the study limitations.

Section 6 — References: provides a list of references cited in this study.

Groundwater Source Assessment

The Project is located within the Solano Subbasin of the Sacramento Valley Groundwater Basin. The
Solano Subbasin has been the focus of several comprehensive geologic, hydrogeologic, and hydrologic
studies undertaken by DWR, Solano County, the USGS, and the Solano Subbasin Groundwater
Sustainability Agency Collaborative. INTERA has utilized published literature and datasets from these
and other sources, including the Solano Subbasin Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP; LSCE Team,
2021) and the most recent Solano County and Solano Subbasin Groundwater Sustainability Annual
Report (LSCE, 2025), as well as geologic and water quality data from the GeoTracker and EnviroStor
databases for this feasibility study. Analytical groundwater methods (Theis analytical solutions) were

—
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applied using aquifer parameters derived from the Central Valley Hydrologic Model version 2 (CVHM2;
Faunt et al., 2024), the California Central Valley Groundwater-Surface Water Simulation Model Fine Grid
version 1.5 (C2VSim-FG v1.5; DWR, 2025), and local WCRs to assess the potential impacts of
groundwater pumping at the Site.

2.1 Geology and Hydrogeology

The Site overlies the Solano Subbasin of the Sacramento Valley Groundwater Basin, at a ground surface
elevation of approximately 85 feet (ft) above mean sea level (msl) (TRC, 2025). The Solano Subbasin
includes the southernmost portion of the Sacramento Valley Basin and extends into the northern
portion of the Delta. The subbasin is bounded by the Coast Range and Vaca Mountains to the west, the
Yolo Subbasin to the north and east (coinciding with Putah Creek along most of the northern edge and
approximately the Solano/Yolo County line to the east), and the Sacramento, North Mokelumne, and
San Joaquin Rivers to the south and east. The western boundary extends through a portion of Vacaville
and is defined by a hydrogeologic divide separating it from the Suisun-Fairfield Valley Groundwater
Basin. Subbasin topography is relatively flat, with ground surface elevations ranging from approximately
700 ft above msl in the northern and western areas abutting the Coast Range to approximately 20 ft
below msl in the southern Delta (LSCE Team, 2021).

The primary water-bearing formations within the Solano Subbasin are sedimentary continental deposits
of Pliocene to Holocene age that pinch out near the Coast Range to the west and thicken toward the
eastern margin of the subbasin, reaching thicknesses of over 3,000 ft. The subbasin is characterized by
two primary aquifer zones: 1) the Alluvial Aquifer and Upper Tehama zone, and 2) the Basal Tehama
zone (LSCE Team, 2021). Saline water-bearing sedimentary units underlie the freshwater-bearing
formations.

The Alluvial Aquifer / Upper Tehama zone is the shallower of the two primary aquifer zones, consisting
of the Quaternary Alluvium and the Upper Tehama Formation, which have similar hydrogeologic
characteristics and largely behave as a hydraulically connected aquifer zone (LSCE Team, 2021). The
Quaternary Alluvium consists of Pleistocene to Holocene alluvial and intertidal deposits ranging from
clays to gravels, and reaching thicknesses of several hundred feet. The underlying Upper Tehama
Formation consists of Pliocene to early Pleistocene nonmarine sedimentary deposits of poorly stratified,
laterally discontinuous sand-to-gravel beds interstratified with thicker fine-grained clay and silt beds,
and it supplies many shallow wells in the Subbasin. Generally, in the vicinity of the Site, the Quaternary
Alluvium is estimated to extend from the ground surface to approximately 40-100 ft below ground
surface (bgs), and the Upper Tehama zone is estimated to extend to approximately 580 ft bgs
(approximately -500 ft msl), based on interpretation of regional elevation contour maps from the Solano
Subbasin groundwater sustainability plan (GSP; LSCE Team, 2021, pp. 1217-1220).

Separating the Alluvial Aquifer and Upper Tehama zone from the deeper Basal Tehama zone is the
Middle Tehama, which is generally fine-grained with only thin sandy intervals of limited lateral extent.
Because of its fine-grained nature, the Middle Tehama functions as an aquitard in much of the Subbasin,
confining the underlying Basal Tehama zone and limiting vertical movement of water between the two
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primary aquifer zones (LSCE Team, 2021). Generally, in the vicinity of the Site, the Middle Tehama is
estimated to extend from approximately 580 to 1,380 ft bgs.

The Basal Tehama zone represents a notable source of groundwater supply in the Subbasin, particularly
for public water supply wells, and is generally found at great depth under confined conditions.
Generally, in the vicinity of the Site, the Basal Tehama zone is estimated to extend from approximately
1,380 to 1,980 ft bgs (LSCE Team, 2021, pp. 1217-1220). All formation depth estimates are approximate
and based on projections from regional contour maps.

Pumping rates in the Alluvial Aquifer and Upper Tehama zone across the Subbasin are highly variable,
ranging from less than 10 gpm in fine-grained portions of the aquifer to over 2,000 gpm in productive
sand and gravel intervals (LSCE Team, 2021, pp. 1133-1138). Transmissivity values in the zone are
similarly variable, ranging from less than 100 to greater than 40,000 gallons per day per foot (gpd/ft)
across the subbasin. Values in the western portion of the subbasin are generally lower, likely reflecting
the thinning of the Quaternary Alluvium and the greater prominence of finer-grained and more
consolidated materials within the Upper Tehama part of the aquifer zone. Transmissivity values in the
vicinity of the Site are estimated at less than 5,000 gpd/ft based on available well test data (LSCE Team,
2021, Figure 2-31, p. 1260), suggesting that groundwater production at the Site is likely toward the
lower end of the subbasin-wide range. Specific yield values for the Alluvial Aquifer and Upper Tehama
zone within the Solano Subbasin range from 0.063 to 0.102, with an overall average of 0.079
(Thomasson and others, 1960, as cited in LSCE Team, 2021, pp. 1138-1139). These specific yield values
are based on well data within the upper 200 ft bgs; storage data for the deeper portions of the Upper
Tehama Formation are not defined in the available GSP literature. Pumping rates in the underlying Basal
Tehama zone are more consistently high, ranging from approximately 470 to 2,230 gpm, with
transmissivity values in the range of 20,000 to 40,000 gpd/ft near the Site (LSCE Team, 2021, Figure 2-
32, pp. 1261).

Prevailing groundwater flow directions within the Alluvial Aquifer and Upper Tehama zone tend to be
from west/northwest to east/southeast toward the Sacramento River and Delta and are expected to be
representative of conditions at the Site. In the deeper, confined Basal Tehama zone, groundwater
gradients near the Site indicate flow generally to the southwest toward downtown Vacaville, largely
reflecting the concentration of historical Basal Tehama pumping in that area (LSCE, 2025, pp. 108-111).

Overall, long-term groundwater level trends in the Solano Subbasin are stable, with localized declines in
the northwestern part of the Subbasin. Groundwater levels decline during drought periods and recover
during and after wet periods, with seasonal fluctuations driven by cyclic annual pumping for urban and
agricultural uses. The subbasin has experienced a prolonged drier-than-average period since about
2000, with notable dry and critical years from 2020 through 2022, although many wells exhibited
recovery in response to wet years in 2017, 2019, and 2023 (LSCE, 2025). Two groundwater level
monitoring sites are located within 0.5 miles of the Site: PG&E well 383996N1219208W001, located less
than 700 ft to the north (total completed depth of 150 ft bgs), and 06 NO1E06D001M, located
approximately 1,700 ft to the northeast (total completed depth of 90 ft bgs). Both wells exhibit minimal
seasonal variation (less than 5 ft) since 2009, with depth to groundwater ranging from 22.8 to 27.4 ft bgs
at the PG&E well and from 7.6 to 10.7 ft bgs at 06NO1E06D001M (DWR Sustainable Groundwater
Management Act [SGMA] Data Viewer).
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Groundwater storage in the Alluvial Aquifer and Upper Tehama zone fluctuates with climatic conditions,
ranging from a decrease of approximately 117,000 AF during dry year 2019-2020 to an increase of
approximately 47,000 AF during wet year 2022-2023, with a modest decrease of approximately 32,000
AF estimated for 2023-2024 (LSCE, 2025). Changes in Basal Tehama zone storage are substantially
smaller given its confined conditions, with annual fluctuations generally less than 100 AF (LSCE, 2025).

2.2 Analytical Groundwater Impact Assessment

The CEC Application filing requirements for water resources development (Appendix B, (g)(14)(E)(ii))
require the Applicant to estimate the drawdown (pumping interference) on neighboring wells within 0.5
miles of the proposed pumping well, any effect on the migration of groundwater contaminants, and the
likelihood of any change in existing physical or chemical conditions of groundwater. The Theis analytical
groundwater flow solution was used to assess the extent of pumping effects and meet this filing
requirement.

The Theis Non-Equilibrium Flow Equations (Theis, 1935; Kruseman and de Ridder, 1994) are as follows:

_Q
s = mW(u)

rs
Uu=—
4Tt

—-X

W(u)=J:oerx

where
s = predicted drawdown (ft)
Q = average pumping rate (ft3/day)
T = transmissivity (ft?/day)
t = time (days)
r = distance from pumping well (ft)
S = coefficient of storage (dimensionless)
W(u) = Theis well function
u = dimensionless time-distance parameter

The Theis equations describe transient groundwater flow to a pumping well in a homogeneous, isotropic
confined aquifer and provide a conservative, well-established analytical basis for estimating drawdown
as a function of pumping rate, aquifer transmissivity, coefficient of storage, distance, and time.

Transmissivity and coefficient of storage values for use in the Theis model were evaluated from two
sources: local WCR data from wells within 0.5 miles of the Site (described below in Section 2.4, Table 2)
and regional-scale numerical groundwater models.

—
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Four WCRs within 0.5 miles of the Site reported pump test data sufficient to estimate transmissivity.
Two wells screened at 100 ft bgs or less — WCR1962-000517 (perforated 20-100 ft bgs) and WCR1966-
000117 (perforated 40-100 ft bgs), likely completed in the shallow Alluvial Aquifer — reported yields of
8 and 30 gpm and transmissivity values of 640 and 1,200 gpd/ft, respectively. Two deeper wells —
WCR1950-000015 (perforated 78-570 ft bgs) and WCR1960-000769 (perforated 224-512 ft bgs), likely
screened in the Upper Tehama Formation — reported yields between 417 and 577 gpm and
transmissivity values ranging from 4,600 to 6,600 gpd/ft. As discussed below in Section 2.4, the
proposed well must be screened in the Upper Tehama Formation (which extends approximately
between 100 and 580 ft bgs) to meet the 250 gpm peak demand required for fire suppression tank refill;
accordingly, transmissivity values from the two shallow wells are not representative of the target aquifer
zone.

Model layers corresponding to the Upper Tehama Formation yielded transmissivity values of
approximately 22,200 gpd/ft for C2VSim-FG v1.5 (Layer 1, representing from the ground surface to
418.6 ft bgs) and approximately 55,870 gpd/ft for CVHM2 (Layers 5 and 9, representing 150-500 ft bgs;
Layers 6, 7, and 8 are not active in this portion of the model domain). Taken together, the available
transmissivity data from these regional models and WCR data indicate considerable variability across the
study area, ranging from 4,600 to 55,870 gpd/ft.

To ensure a conservative analysis, the smallest transmissivity value for the Upper Tehama (4,600 gpd/ft,
observed at WCR1950-000015; Table 2) was selected for the analytical model. Using the minimum
transmissivity value is the most conservative assumption because lower transmissivity produces a larger
computed zone of influence, thereby providing an upper-bound estimate of pumping impacts on
neighboring wells.

Because the proposed well is expected to be screened in the Upper Tehama Formation at depths
greater than 100 ft bgs, and the Upper Tehama is characterized by poorly stratified, laterally
discontinuous sand-to-gravel beds interstratified with thicker fine-grained clay and silt beds, semi-
confined aquifer conditions are anticipated. Specific yield values reported in the regional GSP (LSCE
Team, 2021), which are derived from shallow well data (less than 200 ft bgs), may therefore
overestimate the coefficient of storage for a well completed in the Upper Tehama Formation.
Accordingly, coefficients of storage were estimated from the regional models by multiplying model-layer
specific storage by the representative layer thickness, yielding coefficients of storage of 2.237 x 10*
(CVHM2, Layers 5 and 9) and 5.987 x 107 (C2VSim-FG v1.5, Layer 1). The smaller CVHM2 value was
selected, as lower coefficient of storage produces greater computed drawdown and is therefore the
more conservative choice. The selected value of 2.237 x 10* is considerably below the specific yield
range of 0.063 to 0.102 reported for the Alluvial Aquifer and Upper Tehama zone (Thomasson et al.,
1960, as cited in LSCE Team, 2021), further supporting its use as a conservative estimate.

The Project is expected to require approximately 0.5 AFY of groundwater for landscape irrigation and
approximately 240,000 gallons per year for emergency fire suppression storage, assuming a maximum
use case of two full-tank refills annually. Combined, these demands total a maximum of approximately
1.24 AFY, yielding a continuous annualized pumping rate of approximately 0.77 gpm applied at a
theoretical well located at the centroid of the Site.

—
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Two pumping scenarios were evaluated using the Theis analytical model. The long-term scenario
evaluates drawdown over the full 35-year expected operational lifetime of the Project at the annualized
average pumping rate of 0.77 gpm. The short-term scenario evaluates peak demand conditions
associated with fire suppression tank refill events, in which 120,000 gallons is extracted at 250 gpm over
eight hours.

For both scenarios, drawdown at the proposed well is estimated at a radial distance of 1 ft from the well
center, as the Theis equation predicts infinite drawdown at r = 0. Drawdown at neighboring well
locations is calculated at the mapped distance from the proposed well location (assumed at the parcel
centroid) to each known well within 0.5 miles of the Site.

The long-term analysis is conservative for two reasons: first, actual pumping will occur only during the
irrigation season (April through October), allowing for aquifer recovery during the remaining months;
and second, the Theis equation assumes no recharge to the aquifer, whereas in reality the aquifer
receives recharge from precipitation, agricultural irrigation recharge from adjacent and nearby orchards,
and lateral inflow that would limit long-term drawdown accumulation. The short-term analysis is
similarly conservative, as the selected transmissivity of 4,600 gpd/ft represents values observed in
nearby Upper Tehama wells, and the selected coefficient of storage of 2.237 x 10 is considerably below
values reported for the broader aquifer zone, resulting in a larger and more extensive computed cone of
depression than would likely occur in practice.

The zone of influence of the proposed well is defined in this study as the area experiencing 3 inches
(0.25 ft) or more of simulated drawdown — the threshold beyond which sustained hydraulic gradients
toward the well could potentially influence groundwater contaminant migration. The effect of the
proposed pumping on groundwater contaminant migration and existing physical and chemical
groundwater conditions is discussed in Section 2.5: Expected Groundwater Quality. Drawdown was
calculated at the locations of all known wells within 0.5 miles of the Site, and results are presented in
Section 2.6: Potential Impact of Proposed Well on Groundwater Resources.

2.3 Groundwater Wells in the Vicinity

Water well information from the DWR well completion reports database was reviewed to identify water
wells in the vicinity of the Site. Wells were included in the analysis only if they met the following criteria:
(1) a well completion report PDF was available, (2) the report indicated a new well installation,
modification, or repair (records for wells being destroyed were excluded), and (3) the well location was
legibly documented in the report. Twenty-four water wells within 0.5 miles of the Site met these
criteria. Water Code section 13752 was amended in June 2015 to allow public access to water well
completion reports. Geologic information and well construction data from the well completion reports
were used to characterize local aquifer conditions and calculate transmissivity values for use in the
analytical groundwater model. A list of nearby water wells and their reported construction details are
provided in Table 1, and the locations of these wells are shown in Figure 3. Copies of the well
completion reports are provided in Appendix A.
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Table 1. Nearby Wells - Construction Details

Perforated

Casin
Interval, g

Diameter

(in.)

Distance/Direction

Location .
from Site

Well Type

Top/Bottom

(ft bgs)

WCR1963- 35-85 5 100 ft north of 450 ft E of Site Domestic
000051 Mills Rd, 2 mile
east of Ellsworth
Rd, Section 1 T6N
R1W
WCR1950- 78-570 12 1000 ft south of 800 ft NE of Site Industrial
000015 north section
line, 1650 ft west
of east section
line, Section 1
T6N R1W
WCR1978- 100-160 8 225 ft east of 1000 ft W of Site Irrigation
000906 Mills Lane, 300 ft
north of
Ellsworth Rd,
Section 1 T6N
R1W
WCR1950- 29-99 6 1480 ft south, 0.25 mi NE of Site Domestic
000639 733 ft west of NE
corner, Section 1
T6N R1W
WCR1964- 40-80 7 50 ft west of 0.25 mi W of Site Domestic
000286 Mills Rd, 500 ft
north of
Ellsworth Rd,
Section 1 T6N
R1W
WCR1962- 20-40, 60- 6 Mills Ln/Hwy 80 0.25 mi W of Site Domestic
000517 100
WCR1964- 41-81 6 200 ft west of 0.25 mi W of Site Domestic
000285 Mills Rd, 500 ft
north of
Ellsworth Rd,
Section 1 T6N
R1W
WCR1948- - 12 1800 ft north, 0.25 mi SW of Site Unknown
000177 4050 ft west of
SE corner,
o
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Perforated

Casin
Interval, g

. Distance/Direction
Diameter

Location .
from Site

Top/Bottom

Well Type

(ft bgs) (in.)
Section 1 T6N
R1W
WCR1982- - 6 150 ft west of 0.25 mi W of Site Domestic
001432 Mills Lane, 1000
ft north of
Ellsworth Rd
WCR1960- 224-512 12 NW % of SW %, 0.25 mi W of Site Industrial
000769 Section 1, T6N
R1W (center)
WCR1985- 55-100 5 200 ft east of 0.25 mi NW of Site Domestic
001451 Mills Lane, 1600
ft north of
Ellsworth Rd
WCR1988- - 5 1800 ft north of 0.5 mi NW of Site Domestic
003389 Ellsworth Rd, 100
ft east of Mills
Lane
WCR1988- 70-100 5 2050 ft west of 0.5 mi E of Site Domestic
003410 Byrnes Rd, 250 ft
south of Kilkenny
Rd, Section 6 T6N
R1E
WCR1982- - 6 1800 ft north of 0.5 mi NW of Site Domestic
001419 Ellsworth Rd, 125
ft west of Mills
Rd, Section 1 T6N
R1W
WCR0036794 120-140 5 1320 ft north of 0.5 mi SW of Site Domestic
Walnut Rd, 150 ft
west of Willow
Rd, Section 1 T6N
R1W
WCR1956- 32-64 6 75 ft north, 1000 0.5 mi SE of Site Domestic
000314 ft west of SE
corner, Section 1
T6N R1W
WCR1981- - 5 75 ft east of 0.5 mi W of Site Domestic
002321 Leisure Town Rd,
400 ft north of
Ellsworth Rd
‘/“e

INTERA




VACA DIXON
POWER CENTER

Power Center Project

Groundwater Feasibility Study: Vaca Dixon

Perforated

Casin
Interval, g

Diameter

Top/Bottom
(ft bgs) (in.)

Location

Distance/Direction

from Site

Well Type

WCR1957- 41-105 8 500 ft east, 500 ft | 0.5 mi SW of Site Domestic
000466 north of SW
corner of Section
1, T6EN R1W
WCR1971- 100-160 5 3400 ft north of 0.5 mi W of Site Domestic
000471 Hwy 80, 80 ft
east of Leisure
Town Rd, Section
1T6N R1W
WCR1946- - 12 4700 ft north, 0.5 mi NE of Site Unknown
000079 4600 ft west of
SE corner,
Section 6 T6N
R1E
WCR1987- - 5 80 ft east of 0.5 mi W of Site Domestic
007603 Leisure Town Rd,
1200 ft north of
Ellsworth Rd,
Section 1 T6N
R1W
WCR1969- 55-95 6 40 ft east of 0.5 mi W of Site Domestic
000051 Leisure Town Rd,
% mile north of
Ellsworth Rd,
Section 1 TN
R1W
WCR1966- 40-100 6 Box 795 Walnut 0.5 mi SW of Site Domestic
000117 Rd
WCR1998- 40-100 5 1320 ft east of 0.5 mi S of Site Domestic
003732 Willow Rd, 320 ft
north of Walnut
Rd

Data source: DWR well completion reports
Distances measured from the property line closest to Site.

ft bgs = feet below ground surface; ft = feet; mi = mile
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2.4 Expected Groundwater Production

This section provides a discussion on the expected well production capacity of a Site water well. Well
pumping data from water wells located in the vicinity of the Site are provided in Table 2 below.

Table 2. Nearby Wells - Pumping Data

Perforated Static . Calculated
Pumping Test oee Calculated
Well ID DAL Water Drawdown Pumping SpeCIflc Transmissivity
Top/Bottom | Level (ft) Rate (gpm) Capacity (2pd/ft)
(ft bgs) (ft bgs) (gpm/ft)
WCR1963- 35-85 26 - - - -
000051
WCR1950- 78-570 35 200 460 2.3 4,600
000015
WCR1978- 100-160 - - - - -
000906
WCR1950- 29-99 28 - - - -
000639
WCR1964- 40-80 24 - - - -
000286
WCR1962- 20-40, 60- 15* 25 8 0.32 640
000517 100
WCR1964- 41-81 24 - - - -
000285
WCR1948- - - - - - -
000177
WCR1982- - - - - - -
001432
WCR1960- 224-512 75 147 and 417 and 2.8and 3.3 5,600 and 6,600
000769 177 577
WCR1985- 55-100 - - - - -
001451
WCR1988- - - - - - -
003389
WCR1988- 70-100 - - - - -
003410
WCR1982- - - - - - -
001419
WCR0036794 120-140 - - - - -
WCR1956- 32-64 29 - - - -
000314
WCR1981- - - - - - -
002321
o

INTER

11



G W Groundwater Fea§ibility Study: Vaca Dixon
A= PowerCenterProject

Perforated Static . Calculated
Pumping Test oge Calculated
Interval Water . Specific . ..
Drawdown Pumping . Transmissivity
Top/Bottom | Level (ft) Rate (gpm) Capacity (gpd/ft)
(ft bgs) (ft bgs) (gpm/ft)

WCR1957- 41-105 37 - - - -
000466

WCR1971- 100-160 - - - - -
000471

WCR1946- - - - - - -
000079

WCR1987- - - - - - -
007603

WCR1969- 55-95 18 - - - -
000051

WCR1966- 40-100 17 50 30 0.6 1200
000117

WCR1998- 40-100 - - - - -
003732

Data source: DWR well completion reports

* = Estimated based on nearby well data

- =no information

ft bgs = feet below ground surface; gpm = gallons per minute; gpd/ft = gallons per day per foot

Transmissivity (T) = 2000 x (Q/Sw); where Q = pumping rate (gpm); Sw = drawdown in pumping well (ft). [Driscoll, F.G. (1986)]

Of the 24 well completion reports reviewed, 11 included static depth to water information. Ten of these
wells recorded static water levels ranging from 15 to 37 ft bgs. These observations are consistent with
the geotechnical investigation conducted at the Site, which encountered groundwater at depths of 14 to
26 ft bgs (Lau, 2025). The remaining well, WCR1960-000769, screened entirely within the deeper portion
of the Upper Tehama Formation (224-512 ft bgs), reported a static water level of 75 ft bgs. The deeper
static water level observed in this well, relative to wells completed at least partly in the overlying Alluvial
Aquifer and shallower Upper Tehama zone, suggests that interbedded fine-grained materials may be
causing some degree of vertical hydraulic separation within the deeper portion (greater than 200 ft bgs)
of the Upper Tehama Formation. This is consistent with the poorly stratified, laterally discontinuous
nature of the Upper Tehama sediments and further supports the expectation of semi-confined aquifer
conditions at the Site.

Of the 24 well completion reports reviewed, 4 included pump test data (Table 2). Wells completed to
shallow depths (less than approximately 100 ft bgs) yielded 8 to 30 gpm at drawdowns of 25 to 50 ft,
with calculated transmissivity values of 640 to 1,200 gpd/ft. These wells are likely screened within the
Quaternary Alluvium, estimated to extend to approximately 40—100 ft bgs in the vicinity of the Site. The
two deeper wells, perforated between approximately 78 and 570 ft bgs and likely screened across the
Upper Tehama Formation which extends approximately 100 to 580 ft bgs in the vicinity of the Site,
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yielded 417 to 577 gpm and drawdowns of 147 to 200 ft, with transmissivity values ranging from 4,600
to 6,600 gpd/ft. Because the Project requires a peak pumping rate of 250 gpm for up to eight hours to
refill on-site fire suppression storage tanks, and shallow wells in the vicinity yield only 8 to 30 gpm based
on local WCR data, a groundwater well completed within the Upper Tehama Formation is required to
meet Project water needs.

To evaluate the minimum well depth required to ensure adequate pump submergence during peak
demand events, a short-term scenario was simulated in which 120,000 gallons is extracted continuously
at 250 gpm for eight hours to refill on-site fire suppression storage tanks. The Theis analytical model
(described in Section 2.2) simulates 90.5 feet of drawdown at the proposed well at the end of this
pumping period. Based on the production capacity of nearby Upper Tehama wells and the need to
accommodate this drawdown, a total completed well depth of approximately 580 ft bgs is
recommended. This depth corresponds to the approximate extent of the Upper Tehama Formation in
the vicinity of the Site, and represents a conservative (upper-bound) depth that is comparable to the
perforated intervals of nearby wells capable of meeting the Project's peak production requirements, per
WCR data. This analysis is conservative with respect to simulated aquifer parameters, as the
transmissivity value used (4,600 gpd/ft) represents the lower-bound of values observed in nearby Upper
Tehama wells — with regional model estimates suggesting values several times greater — and the
coefficient of storage value used (2.237 x 10#) is considerably below values reported for the broader
aquifer zone.

The top of the well screen should be set deep enough to remain saturated and provide adequate pump
submergence under peak pumping conditions. Considering that static water levels in the deeper Upper
Tehama Formation may be as deep as 75 ft bgs based on local WCR data, the estimated water level
during a peak pumping event would be approximately 166 ft bgs (75 ft bgs static water level plus 90.5 ft
of drawdown). Consistent with standard water well design practice, the pump intake is typically set
above the top of the screen — approximately 10 ft above the top of screen, with a minimum of 10 ft of
submergence above the pump intake (Driscoll, 1986; Glotfelty, 2021). Setting the pump directly adjacent
to the screen can result in pump bowl or screen abrasion, or cause formation sand to be produced
because of the high entrance velocities of the pumped groundwater (Glotfelty, 2021). Where
hydrogeologic or structural conditions require the pump to be set within the screened interval, a blank
section of casing (a "pump gallery," typically 10 to 40 ft long) can be installed to provide a non-
perforated location for the pump intake and limit sand invasion (Glotfelty, 2021). To satisfy these
conditions, the top of the screen should be set at approximately 190 ft bgs, yielding a recommended
screened interval of approximately 190 to 580 ft bgs. Seasonal and hydroclimatic fluctuations in
groundwater levels are not expected to materially affect the recommended screen interval, as nearby
monitoring wells exhibit minimal seasonal variation (less than 5 ft; Section 2.1). Final screen placement,
total completed depth, and pump setting should be confirmed using site-specific data collected during
well drilling and development, including a visual boring log and borehole geophysical logs.

2.5 Expected Groundwater Quality

This section discusses the expected quality of groundwater produced from a potential on-site water
well. Available regulatory environmental databases were reviewed to assess off-site sources that may
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impact groundwater quality at the Site, and local groundwater conditions. The results of the review are
summarized below. The location of nearby sources identified on GeoTracker and EnviroStor are shown
in Figure 4. The location of groundwater ambient monitoring and assessment (GAMA) program locations
and DWR Water Data Library locations are shown in Figure 5.

GeoTracker Environmental Database, State Water Resources Control Board

e Aclosed underground storage tank (UST) site was identified approximately 0.4 miles southwest
of the Project. Potential contaminants of concern include diesel and waste
oil/motor/hydraulic/lubricating oil. Remediation began in December 2005, with verification
monitoring the following year, and the case was closed in April 2008. Given the distance from
the Site, the cross-gradient-to-slightly-downgradient position relative to the prevailing
groundwater flow direction, and the closed regulatory status, this site is unlikely to have
impacted groundwater quality at the Site.

e Aland disposal site owned by Gibson Canyon Creek Waste Water Disposal is located
approximately 0.6 miles northwest (upgradient) of the Project. The site was closed in 2009, with
continued monitoring, and no contaminants of concern were identified. Given the absence of
listed contaminants, this site is not expected to affect groundwater quality at the Site.

o Aclosed UST site associated with a corroded gasoline tank owned by BP is located
approximately 0.8 miles southwest of the Site (817 Leisure Town Road). Remediation began
September 2002 and the case was closed October 2022. Given the distance, cross-gradient
position, and closed regulatory status, this site is not expected to have impacted groundwater
quality at the Site.

o All other GeoTracker sites are located more than one mile from the Site.
EnviroStor Environmental Database, Department of Toxic Substances Control

o No release sites were identified within 0.5 miles of the Project. The closest EnviroStor site is
located approximately 0.6 miles west (upgradient) of the Project at North Village Elementary
School; however, no contaminants of concern were identified at this site. All other EnviroStor
sites are located more than one mile from the Site.

GAMA Program, State Water Resources Control Board

e Three GAMA monitoring locations are situated within 0.5 miles of the Site and are assumed to
be representative of local groundwater quality conditions (locations shown in Figure 5).

e Available monitoring data from water year 2015 through present were analyzed using mean and
maximum observed values for constituents identified in the Solano Subbasin GSP as primary
constituents of concern: arsenic, chloride, boron, hexavalent chromium (Cr6), nitrate as nitrogen
(NOs-N), and total dissolved solids (TDS). Results are summarized in Table 3.

e Of the constituents evaluated, only nitrate has exceeded the maximum contaminant level (MCL)
in recent years. Arsenic has been observed at levels approaching the MCL at one monitoring

—
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location (CA4800801_001_001), warranting attention, though it has not exceeded the standard
in recent years at these local monitoring sites.

e These results are largely consistent with groundwater quality maps presented in the most
recent Solano Subbasin Groundwater Sustainability Annual Report (LSCE, 2025, pp. 121-132),
with the exception of Cr6, which appears lower in concentration at these monitoring locations
than suggested by regional reporting.

e Boron data are not available for these monitoring locations; however, regional reporting
indicates that boron concentrations are not expected to be elevated in the vicinity of the Site
(LSCE, 2025, Figure 11a, pp. 123).

Water Data Library, Department of Water Resources

e Water quality records exist for three wells located within one mile of the Project (locations
shown in Figure 5). Available data consist of general chemistry parameters (major ions, pH, and
specific conductance) collected from the 1970s through the 1990s. Reported values appear to
be at background levels, with no constituents of concern identified.

The review of available water quality data and nearby known contamination sources suggest the
groundwater quality is sufficient to meet the non-potable needs of the Project.

Table 3. Summary of Expected Water Quality

CA4800826_00

‘ CA4800801_00 | CA4800801_00

. .. 2_002 5_005
Analyte Units Criteria
Avg Max Avg Max Avg Max
Arsenic /L 10 3.5 7.2 4.2 5.6 1.7 2
He (Primary MCL) ’ ’ ’ ’ ’
250
hlori L - - . . - -
Chloride mg/ (secondary McL) 8.6 8.6
Chromium 10
! L A .32 . A 1.2 1.
Hexavalent (Cr6) ue/ (Primary MCL) 0.14 0.3 0.064 0.13 3
. 10
Nitrate as N mg/L (Primary MCL) 10.1 17 15 8.4 2.7 3.3
Total Dissolved 1,000
L ’ - - 1 1 - -
Solids me/ (Secondary MCL) 80 80

Data Source: Groundwater Ambient Monitoring and Assessment (GAMA) Program

ug/L = microgram per liter; MCL = maximum contaminant level; mg/L = milligram per liter

2.6 Potential Impact of Proposed Well on Groundwater Resources

This section provides an evaluation of the potential impact the proposed Site pumping well may have on
surrounding water wells, groundwater quality, and groundwater aquifers.
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2.6.1 Potential Impact on Surrounding Water Wells

A pumping well in close proximity to another well will likely cause interference drawdown if the wells
are pumping from the same source aquifer. The potential effect of the proposed Site pumping well on
surrounding water wells was evaluated using the Theis analytical groundwater flow equation, as
described in Section 2.2. The pumping scenario results are summarized in Tables 4 and 5 below, and
Figures 6 through 8.

Table 4. Analytically Simulated Long-Term Groundwater Drawdown at the Proposed Well and Nearby Wells
Simulated Max Drawdown at Max Drawdown at

D(u:t::)n mzwzﬁ?hne:)t Closest Neighboring Farthest Neighboring
y Well (inches) Well (inches)

Pumping Rate
(gpm)

0.77 35 5.8 2.7 2.0

Notes: Drawdown values represent conditions after 35 years of continuous pumping at the annualized average rate of 0.77 gpm. The Theis
analytical model assumes no aquifer recharge, representing a conservative upper-bound estimate of long-term drawdown. gpm = gallons per
minute; in = inches.

The long-term analytical simulation (Table 4) assumed continuous pumping at 0.77 gpm at a theoretical
well located at the centroid of the Site over the 35-year Project lifetime. The results indicate that
simulated drawdown at all well locations within 0.5 miles of the Site ranges from 2.0 to 2.7 inches, with
the greatest drawdown occurring at the closest well location (Figure 6). Notably, all simulated
drawdown values at neighboring well locations fall below the 3-inch zone of influence threshold defined
in Section 2.2, indicating that no existing wells within 0.5 miles of the Site are expected to be
meaningfully affected by the proposed pumping. Drawdown at the proposed well itself is simulated at
approximately 5.8 inches after 35 years, which is negligible relative to the available water columnina
well screened at the recommended depth of 190 to 580 ft bgs within the Upper Tehama Formation.

Table 5. Analytically Simulated Peak-Pumping Groundwater Drawdown at the Proposed Well and Nearby
Wells

Simulated . Max Drawdown at Max Drawdown at

Duration Drawdown at . . . .

e Well (ft) Closest Neighboring Farthest Neighboring
Well (ft) Well (ft)

Pumping Rate
(gpm)

250 8 90.5 7.75 0.04

Notes: Drawdown values represent conditions after 8 hours of continuous pumping at the peak pumping rate of 250 gpm. The Theis analytical
model was applied using conservative transmissivity and coefficient of storage values, thus representing an upper-bound estimate of short-
term drawdown. gpm = gallons per minute; ft = feet.

Under the short-term peak demand scenario (250 gpm for 8 hours), simulated drawdown at neighboring
wells ranges from 7.75 ft at the nearest well to 0.04 ft at the farthest well, with drawdown falling below
1 ft at distances greater than approximately 2,100 ft (Table 5, Figure 7). The nearest well, WCR1963-
000051 (perforated 35-85 ft bgs, static water level 26 ft bgs), experiences the greatest simulated short-
term drawdown at 7.75 ft. Even with this drawdown, the expected water level at WCR1963-000051
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during the peak pumping event would be approximately 34 ft bgs — leaving approximately 50 ft of
saturated aquifer within the screen interval and well above the bottom of the well screen at 85 ft bgs.
Pumping interference at this well is therefore not anticipated. The next four closest wells experience
simulated drawdowns of 1.4 to 3.4 ft. Even at the shallowest of these wells (WCR1964-000286), the
simulated water level during the peak pumping event is estimated to remain more than 50 ft above the
bottom of the well screen, indicating sufficient saturated thickness to avoid pumping interference. The
remaining 19 wells within 0.5 miles experience less than 1.1 ft of simulated drawdown, decreasing to
0.04 ft at the farthest well.

Despite the more pronounced short-term drawdown at nearby wells, these drawdown effects are
expected to be temporary: given the semi-confined conditions anticipated in the Upper Tehama
Formation, rapid aquifer pressure recovery is expected following cessation of pumping. As discussed in
Section 2.4, drawdown at the proposed well itself is simulated at approximately 90.5 ft during the peak
pumping event, which remains within the available water column for a well screened at the
recommended depth of 190 to 580 ft bgs.

The results of these analytical scenarios indicate that long-term pumping at an annualized average rate
of 0.77 gpm over 35 years produces negligible drawdown at all neighboring well locations, with all
simulated values falling below the 3-inch zone-of-influence threshold defined in this study. Short-term
drawdown during peak demand events is more pronounced but spatially limited and temporary, with
rapid pressure recovery expected given the semi-confined nature of the Upper Tehama Formation.
Meaningful impacts to neighboring wells are not anticipated under either scenario. As a precaution, the
onsite geologist should conduct aquifer zone testing during drilling and evaluate well screen placement.
Completing the well with a screen spanning a depth of approximately 190 to 580 ft bgs within the Upper
Tehama Formation is expected to yield sufficient production to meet peak Project demands while
minimizing drawdown impacts on neighboring wells.

2.6.2 Potential Impact on Groundwater Quality

As indicated in Section 2.5, Expected Groundwater Quality, no active groundwater contamination sites
were identified within 0.5 miles of the Project, and all identified GeoTracker and EnviroStor sites in the
broader area are either closed or present no identified contaminants of concern.

As an additional evaluation, the zone of influence of the proposed pumping well — defined in this study
as the area experiencing 3 inches or more of simulated drawdown after 35 years of continuous pumping
— was compared against the locations of known contamination sites identified in the regulatory
database review. As shown in Figure 8, the zone of influence extends approximately 415 ft (0.08 mile)
from the proposed well location, barely extending beyond the Project parcel boundary. All known
GeoTracker and EnviroStor sites are located well outside this radius, with the nearest site approximately
0.4 miles from the Project. The proposed pumping is therefore not expected to mobilize or redirect
groundwater contaminants toward the Project well or any neighboring receptors.

Based on the results of the groundwater quality data review and the limited extent of the simulated
zone of influence, the risk of groundwater pumping from the Site negatively impacting groundwater
guality at the Site or at neighboring wells is considered negligible.
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2.6.3 Potential Impact on Groundwater Aquifers

The average annual volume of groundwater extraction in the Solano Subbasin is estimated to be
approximately 180,000 AFY, and the sustainable yield for the Solano Subbasin is estimated at
approximately 190,000 AFY (LSCE Team, 2021). Sustainable yield is defined as the rate at which
groundwater can be pumped without compromising the quality or quantity of the water or causing
unacceptable environmental or economic consequences. Long-term groundwater level trends in the
Solano Subbasin are stable, and groundwater levels are not expected to decline under current
management conditions (LSCE Team, 2021). Groundwater storage in the Alluvial Aquifer and Upper
Tehama zone fluctuates with climatic conditions but has not exhibited a long-term declining trend,
ranging from a decrease of approximately 117,000 AF during dry year 2019-2020 to an increase of
approximately 47,000 AF during wet year 2022—-2023 (LSCE, 2025).

The total groundwater demand associated with this Project over its 35-year operational lifetime —
including landscape irrigation (0.5 AFY), emergency fire suppression storage (approximately 240,000
gallons per year, assuming the maximum use case of full tank refill twice annually), and minimal annual
makeup and testing water— is approximately 43.3 AF. This represents less than 0.03 percent of the
Solano Subbasin's average annual groundwater extraction and is negligible relative to even the largest
observed annual storage fluctuations. The potential impact of the Project on groundwater aquifers in
the Solano Subbasin is therefore considered negligible.

3.0 Well Permitting and Construction Requirements

This section provides a preliminary outline of activities associated with permitting and constructing a
water well on the Site.

3.1  Well Siting

Drilling and completing a water well requires sufficient space for a drilling rig and associated equipment,
typically a minimum area of approximately 100 ft by 100 ft. Well siting must also comply with setback
requirements established by the Solano County Department of Resource Management to protect
groundwater quality from potential contamination sources. Solano County Department of Resource
Management requires a minimum setback of 25 ft from property lines, streams, ditches, and drainage
courses; 50 ft from sewer lines; and 100 ft from septic tanks, disposal fields, deep trenches, animal
enclosures, and hazardous materials tanks.

The 10-acre Site is currently used for agricultural land with three billboards on the Site. Therefore, it is
assumed that the well can be placed at a location where it is accessible by drilling rig and equipment and
that meets the setback requirements.

3.2 Well Construction Permit

A well construction permit must be obtained from the Solano County Department of Resource
Management, Environmental Health Division, prior to well drilling, pursuant to the California Well
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Standards (Bulletins 74-81 and 74-90) and Solano County Code, Chapter 13.10. The well permit
application requires specific information on the well design including well location, planned completion
depth, casing and sealing materials, and screened intervals, as well as a plot plan identifying potential
contamination sources in the vicinity of the proposed well. Required minimum setback distances vary by
feature: 25 ft from property lines (in unsewered areas), streams, ditches, and drainage canals; 50 ft from
sewer lines; and 100 ft from septic tanks, leachfields, subsurface leaching systems, animal or fowl
enclosures, and underground storage tanks containing hazardous substances (Solano County Code,
Chapter 13.10-14).

No recognized environmental conditions (REC) were identified on the Site in the Phase | ESA (TRC, 2025),
and there are no known encumbrances that would prevent meeting the minimum setback distance
requirements at this time. The well drilling permit application should be completed by the Project
geologist, as it requires technical information regarding well design. The permit application fee is
$779.00 (as of May 2026; H&S Code §101325). Upon completion of the well, the driller is required to
furnish a signed well log to the Environmental Health Division program manager within 30 days,
pursuant to California Water Code Section 13751 (Solano County Code, Chapter 13.10-14(g)).

3.3 NPDES Discharge Permit

Waste groundwater will be generated during well construction, development, and pump testing
activities and will require disposal. The volume of waste groundwater will depend on the final well
design and pump test duration, which are not yet determined; however, it is expected to be on the
order of tens of thousands of gallons. The Site encompasses approximately 10 acres, which is expected
to provide sufficient land area to spread discharged water for percolation or irrigation without allowing
runoff to reach drainage ditches or surface water bodies. Under this assumption, a National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit would not be required. If discharge to a drainage ditch or
surface water body is nonetheless necessary, a Notice of Intent must be submitted to the Central Valley
Regional Water Quality Control Board for coverage under a general NPDES permit prior to any such
discharge.

3.4 Drilling Waste Management

During drilling and well construction, soil cuttings and drilling mud will be generated. Solid wastes and
drilling fluids will be contained onsite and transported to an appropriate disposal facility upon
completion of drilling activities. Prior to disposal, the Project geologist should confirm the receiving
facility's waste acceptance requirements, which may include characterization of drill cuttings.

4.0 Conclusion and Recommendations

This analytical groundwater supply feasibility study was completed to support the Applicant's water
supply planning and CEC AB 205 Opt-in Application filing requirements for the Vaca Dixon Power Center
Project, located in the City of Vacaville, California. The Project may require groundwater for non-potable
operational needs, including landscape irrigation (approximately 0.5 AFY), emergency fire suppression
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storage (approximately 240,000 gallons per year, assuming the maximum use case of full tank refill twice
annually), and minimal annual makeup and testing water, for a total Project lifetime demand of
approximately 43.3 AF.

The purposes of the study were to: 1) determine whether constructing an onsite groundwater well is
feasible and capable of meeting Project water demand; and 2) obtain information to support the CEC AB
205 Opt-in Application filing requirements for water resources development.

4.1 Conclusions

e Agroundwater well is feasible and capable of meeting Project water demands. Nearby WCR
data indicate that shallow wells yield only 8 to 30 gpm, insufficient to meet the peak demand of
250 gpm required to refill fire suppression storage tanks; however, deeper wells completed in
the Upper Tehama Formation have produced 417 to 577 gpm. A well screened at approximately
190-580 ft bgs is recommended to meet peak demand and accommodate simulated drawdowns
of up to 90.5 ft during peak pumping events.

e Long-term drawdown at the proposed well is negligible. Theis analytical simulations indicate
approximately 5.8 inches of drawdown at the proposed well after 35 years of continuous
pumping at the annualized average rate of 0.77 gpm.

e Impacts to neighboring wells are negligible under both short- and long-term scenarios. Long-
term simulated drawdown at neighboring well locations ranges from 2.0 to 2.7 inches, below
the 3-inch zone of influence threshold. Short-term drawdown during peak demand events is
more pronounced, ranging from 0.04 to 7.75 ft, but is temporary and spatially limited; sufficient
saturated thickness remains at all neighboring wells to prevent pumping interference, and rapid
pressure recovery is expected given the semi-confined nature of the Upper Tehama Formation.

e Groundwater quality is suitable for the intended non-potable uses of fire suppression and
landscape irrigation. No evidence of groundwater contamination was identified within 0.5 miles
of the Site. The long-term zone of influence extends approximately 415 ft from the proposed
well location and does not reach any known GeoTracker or EnviroStor contamination sites. The
risk that proposed pumping would mobilize or redirect groundwater contaminants toward the
Site or neighboring receptors is considered negligible.

e Subbasin-scale impacts are negligible. The total Project groundwater demand of 43.3 AF over
the 35-year Project lifetime represents less than 0.03 percent of average annual Solano
Subbasin extraction (approximately 180,000 AFY), and no significant impact to subbasin
groundwater resources is anticipated.

e The Site encompasses approximately 10 acres, which is expected to provide ample space for
drilling rig access and equipment setup, well siting in compliance with Solano County setback
requirements, and onsite disposal of waste groundwater generated during well construction and
testing without the need for an NPDES permit.
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4.2 Recommendations

e The proposed well should be screened at approximately 190-580 ft bgs within the Upper
Tehama Formation; however, the Project geologist should conduct aquifer zone testing during
drilling to confirm the optimal screen and submersible pump intake placement. Transmissivity,
sustainable pumping rate, and static water level should also be confirmed during well drilling
and development, as the feasibility-level aquifer parameters used in this study are based on
nearby WCR data and regional models.

e A well construction permit must be obtained from the Solano County Department of Resource
Management, Environmental Health Division, prior to well drilling. No REC were identified on
the Site, and no known encumbrances would prevent compliance with minimum setback
requirements. The well drilling permit application should be completed by the Project geologist.

e Upon completion of the well, the driller must furnish a signed well log to the Environmental
Health Division program manager within 30 days pursuant to California Water Code Section
13751.

e During drilling and well construction, soil cuttings and drilling mud will be generated. Solid
wastes and drilling fluids will be contained onsite and transported to an appropriate disposal
facility upon completion of drilling activities. Prior to disposal, the Project geologist should
confirm the receiving facility's waste acceptance requirements, which may include
characterization of drill cuttings.

5.0 Limitations

This report was prepared by INTERA in support of the CEC Opt-in Application process for the Vaca Dixon
Power Center Project, located in Solano County, California. This desktop study was conducted to
evaluate the feasibility of constructing an onsite groundwater well to meet emergency fire suppression
storage and non-potable landscape irrigation water needs. This report was prepared based in part on
information from outside sources and information in the public domain. INTERA makes no warranty as
to the accuracy or completeness of information or statements made by others contained in this report,
nor are any other warranties or guarantees, express or implied, included or intended with respect to
information from outside sources or conclusions substantially based on such information. This report
has been prepared in accordance with current generally accepted practices and standards consistent
with the level of care and skill exercised under similar circumstances by professional consultants
performing the same or similar services. Since the information forming the basis for this report is subject
to professional interpretation, differing conclusions could be reached. None of the work performed
hereunder shall constitute or be represented as a legal opinion of any kind or nature but shall be a
representation of findings of fact from records examined.

The Theis analytical groundwater flow equation carries several simplifying assumptions that are
acknowledged as limitations of this analysis: the aquifer is assumed to be infinite in areal extent,
homogeneous, isotropic, and of uniform saturated thickness; the pumping well is assumed to fully
penetrate the aquifer; flow is assumed to be horizontal and radial; and no natural recharge to the
aquifer is simulated during the forecast period. Additionally, the Theis equation was originally developed
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for confined aquifers; its application to the semi-confined aquifer at this Site introduces a degree of
approximation. However, given the small Project water demand (0.77 gpm annualized average) and the
minimal simulated drawdowns relative to the available saturated thickness, the error introduced by
these assumptions is negligible. The assumption of no recharge is conservative, as the shallow aquifer is
expected to receive recharge from precipitation, deep percolation from agricultural irrigation, and
lateral inflow, meaning actual long-term drawdown is likely to be less than simulated. For a project of
this scale, the Theis analytical solution is the appropriate tool and provides a technically defensible,
conservative estimate of groundwater impacts.
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[ Central Delta Water Agency GSA [ Reclamation District No. 501 GSA
[ city of Antioch GSA [ Sacramento County GSA - Solano
[ City of Vacaville GSA [ Solano Irrigation District GSA
[ County of Contra Costa GSA [ Solano Subbasin GSA
[ County of Sacramento GSA - South American [ Yolo Subbasin GSA
[ County of San Joaquin GSA - Eastern San Joaquin 1 = Solano Subbasin
1 Reclamation District No. 349 GSA I Parcel 0133-060-060
Figure 1. Location of the Site (Parcel 0133-060-060, red outline) within the Solano Subbasin, showing the

boundaries of Groundwater Sustainability Agency (GSA) jurisdictions. The Solano Subbasin
boundary is shown by the bold black line.
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City of Vacaville GSA
Solano Irrigation District GSA
I Parcel 0133-060-060

Figure 2. Close-up view of the Site (Parcel 0133-060-060, red) situated within the City of Vacaville GSA,
adjacent to the Solano Irrigation District GSA boundary.
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Locations of well completion reports (WCRs) within half a mile of the Site (APN 0133-060-060,
red). WCR numbers are annotated for each well location (magenta circles).
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| Project parcel boundary

| EnviroStor
.+ | 48020003
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Pl T L

GeoTracker (cyan squares) and EnviroStor (green diamonds) sites in the vicinity of the Site. One
GeoTracker site (T0609523558), a closed underground storage tank contamination site located
approximately 0.4 miles southwest of the Project, falls within a 0.5-mile buffer from Site parcel
boundary (shown in blue), with additional GeoTracker and EnviroStor sites identified nearby.
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Figure 5. GAMA (pink circles) and Water Data Library (WDL, cyan circles) groundwater monitoring sites
nearby the Site (Parcel 0133-060-060, red). GAMA and WDL site identifiers are annotated for each
location. The 0.5-mile buffer from the Site parcel boundary is shown in blue.

—

£

INTERA 29



rIp

R T Groundwater Feasibility Study: Vaca

A=l DixonPower Center Project Figures

WCR-location drawdown at t = 35 years
Q= 0.77 gpm continuous, T = 4,600 gpd/ft, S = 2.237 x 10

[ Parcel 0133-060-060
*  Pumping well
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Figure 6. Predicted drawdown (inches) at nearby well locations after 35 years of continuous pumping at 0.77

gpm from the Site (Parcel 0133-060-060, red). The pumping well location is shown by the black
star. Circle colors indicate predicted drawdown magnitude, ranging from yellow (approximately 2
inches drawdown) to dark red (approximately 2.7 inches drawdown).
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WCR-location drawdown at end of 8-hr pulse
Q = 250 gpm for 8 hours, T = 4,600 gpd/ft, S = 2.237 x 10™*

[ Parcel 0133-060-060
*  Pumping well
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Figure 7. Predicted drawdown (feet) at nearby well locations after 8 hours of continuous pumping at the peak
demand rate of 250 gpm from the Site (Parcel 0133-060-060, red). The pumping well location is
shown by the black star. Circle colors indicate predicted drawdown magnitude, ranging from yellow
(less than 1 ft drawdown) to dark red (more than 7 ft drawdown).
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Predicted drawdown contour at t = 35 years
Q =0.77 gpm continuous, T = 4,600 gpd/ft, S = 2.237 x 10™*

Parcel 0133-060-060
Included WCRs
Nearby GeoTracker sites
Nearby EnviroStor sites
Pumping well
- >=3inch drawdown - radius ~ 415 ft (0.08 mi)

Figure 8. Predicted drawdown contour after 35 years of continuous pumping at 0.77 gpm from the Site
(Parcel 0133-060-060, red). The orange shaded area indicates the zone of predicted drawdown
greater than or equal to 3 inches, extending approximately 415 ft (0.08 miles) from the simulated
pumping well (black star). Nearby well completion reports (pink circles), GeoTracker sites (cyan
squares), and EnviroStor sites (green diamonds) are shown for reference.
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WA"’"’ER ‘WELL DR.ILLERS REPORT

{Sections 7076, 7077, 7078, Water Code)

—
§\ DEPARTMENT QF PUBLIC WORKS  aw— 2|, SHEE‘{ 48-375 '
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: Other Other... e
Owne
Name - (4) Type of work (check):
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308 s o» 332 n Gravel -
312 » w372 » _Yellow Clay R T
vy » » 305 ” Gravel T EUR UrnibiaL e
Fi5 n o AgE » Ciay & Gravel - Hard

385 » o L1l » Yellow Clay

If additional space is required, continue on DWR Form No. 246—Supplement, and attach to respective report copies.

(6) Casing left in well:

SEATING BELOW

LENGTH DIAMETER SINGLE, DOUBLE, WELDED, LBS. PER FOOT QR
FT. INCHES OTHER QAGE OF CASING GROUND SURFACE, FT.
_.570 12 Welded 3/16_sage 570
) o _oh‘ed [ and_Co. d od -
e P Well b -

il LY S —

Type and sizg of shoe or well ring..........Welded joints—F| Yes [] No

P.W.R.'FOoRM No. 246

REGIONAL WATER POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD COPY

23971 3-3G 40M QUIN SPO
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. ' ' + ' _ L
(File ﬁ'righ‘ wapu. . nd Triplisgfe with the . . . 5 SutpgﬁN'é 2235

« DIVISION OF WATER RESOURI.'ES h ! o .
’ ,f 0. Box 1078
BZACRAMENTO 5, CALIFORNIA

ATER WELL DRILLERS REPORT Do Not Fill In Lo

State Well No. G/ {1 L
{Scctions 7076, 7077, 7078, Water Code) are e o f" 'é /'F“ a

8\ Other Well Now . €.
/ ? Region CS .....

(3) Well log (continved):

Total depth of WelL-....QQ. ........ fr.  Give details of formations penetrated, such as silt, peat, muck, sand, gravel, clay, shale, sand-
stone, hardpan, rock. Include size of gravel (diameter} and sand (fine, medium, coarse), ¢olor
Depth From Ground Surface of material, structure {loose, packed, cemented, soft, hard, bricele).
B . oo BR2_ fn Gravel - Loose
B ___L-f [ A L T2t i J n1.&.y. — Hard
Lk Loose :
K a8y | )
he Clay \,
483 _» - 508  » - Gravel ‘ _ o
508  » »__ 517 .7 Yellow Clay : - B
b1 owow 522 ¢ Gravel - loose _ .
542 wow  B5L s Yellow Clay o k
o551 m o562 Gravel — Tooge ' -
562  » w580  » Clay ~ Hard
580 = » 600 » - Yellow Clay
P11 ] »
» 3 »” ‘\ﬂ’,
£ 1 ix -
T T} 35(
i EEN ] " . ” /»‘ “*.-a..ﬁ ) et
Iy 3y EH ' : / P -Q O‘-;‘:‘w"’h-. N '!h‘
[T i i ]I‘ OQQ : ':’ 'ﬁf J? I _;"‘*-s-.__\ ‘ B} X -
FTENE Y] » “""‘-g.t*ﬁu ) f'.}‘i ‘uf_ 4 }-\"’“*-\ ¢
. :: —e T, /
»ooan » = .;"I -
» » ¥ qq’-’-‘« T
” - o — ' s ’“‘{ B OFEIGIAL ij%;: Dok

If additional space is required continue on DWR Form No. 246—Supplement, and attach to respective report copies.

D.W.R. ForM NO. 246 SUPPLEMENT REGIONAL WATER POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD COPY | ' 23924 350 20M QUIN SFO

rif.



ORIGINAL | ' s S _ L]L?“" =2 75

w-File Eﬁg’M,ﬁuphcqfe and Jripticate with the . :
DIVISION OF WATER RESQURCES . , C iy SHEET 2

. Q. BOX 1075
SACRAMENTO 5, CALIFORNIA

‘ WATER WELL DRILLERS REPORT | DoNethilllIn . .
: {Sections 7076, 7077, 7078, Water Code) / ?8 O:her \;’eﬂ ;}0"'7 e a; -4'
- Region K-S

(7) Perforations: :
Type of perforzn:m;g used Siotted

Perforated 7 fr. o280 . _ft, Hole size. 3/ 16 _ No. of holes_-.'%’__?é__ggéngﬁllﬁex‘s

»» 23_6 ' ’ - » ay 220 o 33 ” r - i ” »” b4 I
3> o 306 ¥ » -_--.3211’ 3 »” n - EE] a1 » e e
” . 370 » ::_“‘_3 ._8.&.,.-*.._.‘1___-,_,___. TR T D L
3 c l{.{)l‘, 2 FT) ...._-lig_.g«u-..._"«-,ﬁ-._._.---- 3 3 23 - __—_-‘%--_’_‘7‘"”__”“_—“": 3 3y
R - 1{‘32{. * = Tl 3 ,“___[:ESZ 3% » I B 33 s ”»
EH . 470 o o» _«"5‘2‘&‘_”““'“”“"'““ 2 3 L A
Ft 5 52 om» WW-S-ZQ_,----...--..—-..A»,‘_.", 2 » i3S e »  m u- e
{8) Water levels: (9) Well pumping test: .
Depth at which water - , Date of test:Z/:;:i_._.‘,--By whom BeBe Tubdopft. .
first encountered ll‘l* ) fe, Depth to water when test started. ... 5 . ft.
Depth to water ) ' ' G.P.M. at beginning of test : 60 —
before perforating S ft. Drawdown from standing level 200 ft.
Depth to water G.P.M. at completion of test_...
) after perforating ft, Drawdown at completion of test - 200 , fe.
[ 1 Note any change in water level while dnllmg Length of time tested Ll Hrg. e e erae
. - Temperature of water. .
- Was gas present in water? { | Yes & No
(10) General: . -
Was well gravel packed? .. ¥ 82 Size of rock-;illizvliy-3411*..-_4-W....~Thickness, of pack (YA s VO -

Was a surface sanitary seal provided?...... e
Were any stratz sealed againse pollution? {T] Yes 9 No I yes, atrach detailed descnptlon

Strata sealed — - - g{{ {)ﬂ, E '\{:,Ugggﬁ@_

£

Was analysis made of water? '5_'_] Yes {1 No If yes, attach copy. . S / s
Was electric log made of well? [& Yes {J No If yes, attach copy. o Lo -“ 5’*" ; S
If well abandoned, was it p]uggcd and sealed?‘ N —_— : o L TEE ;‘"N —
Method of plugging and sealing : e ot e e - 2 \é-’zj " }f Wy oo
. T : s
(11) Location: (12) Time of work: T, coe ;'f
- North Section NG o areee L- Work started date®/27_ Completed date. 7, / 8h e
: Township? 411‘111’8. { Date of this teport...... /] ,! 50
“‘ A i y Range oo _“\_,_Q_‘ , _
it o ;.?/ Base & Meridian ... AV WELL DRILLER’S STATEMENT:
?'ﬁi“"'” lé i / ~ Shogrlocation of well in Sec- - This well wag drilled under my juridiction and this
\ /] \53 idn, thus (X) report Is trie to e besi‘ df m*y knomlea’ ga am{ behef
' nces to section lines from MGG, Rt
}{03}(- £ wqfll N or 8. FACIETY [SwenEp] A '._‘_LL_‘
X and E o vy\_,i&iﬂ_fz It 7 j" i
y " Show locdtion of nearest By..2l¥ > - /ﬂﬁé‘/ ________________ -
known well, thus (O) License Nafﬁ""}:g?fx Clﬁsnﬁmtlonb-_ﬁ? S

7, Distance to nearest known
I R T Dated... . 7/X0/50. ., 195Q.

D.W.R. ForMm NO. 246 REGIONAL WATER POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD= COPY 23972 2.50 401 3UIN SPO

TR
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s AT,
. :
Usgz;c %Zgl " GEOLOGICAL sunv:f RIOR Now__4/350 30 _ _“‘;*-F ;—;
WATER RESCURCES BRANCH Other Nos N = ‘:
WELL LOG L
State_ paldfpmmin  County  aajone Subarea Y 9 NI
Ome __
Location ': 3 about J.Y miLes no:f-un gavy ui -avavasl®
1800 £4, W, . L,080 £, Y, of 88 esrror of s@, 1
Orillsd by R, Olapk Address
nte ohs . - Casing diam< 109 Iand—surf. albe. g},

3

Source of data

(Fnter type of well, perforations, vield, a.nd: drawdovn at end of log)

Thick- '
Correlation Material ness | epth
a . (feet) (feet) :
and_and alsy . 33 LY.
3 LTCTTN 1 &
FoRe EAr o - o
23 vy § ?52

&3
3
«
&
T
%‘-"

Sand ond-eley 18 £0—]
Sraval é £4
Send-andeley 10 L amm
il EPPOMN o) h Lrd o
oy v Lo ] o o
Iight svaval. fivg 1 g9
Blue eloy and worge aond - boprd ; 11 - 110
fniekgrnd . 10 | 120

Glay Lo 160

Record by Y Date . - p T Shwet_ . of




PO | F 48378

SACRAMENTO H, CALIFORNIA

; | : ‘Do Not Fill I}z e
., WATER WELL DRILLERS REPORT | e WOl Ro-? "’f/'fj" ------- i g;{ii.

(Sections 7076, 7077, 7078, Water Code) / Reginn

ORMINAL . & STATE OF, GALIFORNIA T e,

File Original, Caplicate and Triplicate with the DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS ™ L ﬂ’\ 4_

HDI‘"SIDH OF WATER RESQURCES . . L T A .

< = DIVISION OF WATER RESOURCES | (n I 4 P
.f

(1) Driller: 1/)/ /y {(2) Proposed use or uses (check): (3) Equipment used
Nome_. Ll J»*"W’waw"’ Domestic :BL Municipal [} {check):
Address. -_ﬂ][:g:_ _.,_-___.-__f j“f e LB T Trrigation [ ] Industrial [J  Rotary [

s .-myﬁ“ o ,: ....... é‘_.a.,.‘g:f} ( Domestic and Test well .[_] . Cable 5

= N
License No.2& CiT'fr}/".,‘;'.7./._.__A___Classxﬁmfmn ! e '7 Irrigation [] ‘ Dug well [
Other. S Other ...
Owner
Name._. 4} Type of work (check):
Address New well ‘5 Reconditioning of ‘well [}
Deepening existing well [}
’ .
(5) Well log: ?{ ,
Total depthof well_. 4. f ft.  Give details of formations penetrated, such as silt, peat, muck, sand, gravel, clay, shale, sand-
stone, hardpan, rock. Include size of gravel (diameter) and sand (fine, medium, coarse}, color
Depth From Ground Surface of material, structure (loose, packed, cemented, soft, hard, britcle).
O fe ... 7 ft, m(( : vff Zﬁ?..a's’:,.w’g.ﬂ
-.“_._______:’y/‘«-_ - ] Q ] » ?_/,{‘41 - e e {‘“‘ _;/ -4, ’,f

23
3 »” £y

. P4 _
/ 0 »o ,iz,. 0 L 'ﬁf‘gi) D/’sz/?: : i*i*:f’t i ,v-rf PR /xw/'
. —— »» Y t‘} . f -
,:»?-% (j (L ,:2-«, :’( » ,:’f;f i?‘ﬁ,d 2L ?f f:,—‘ :* f o

Lo »» - ‘ - - M,;fr ™ i A
o - = 7 7 ¥ .
3 e e R » PR '/ "7/3// 2 Y ey o e gane”
PR T I T ] » ;/ o " 2 -
e e o T e 7
AN ¢ BT AENY S S AP N

B - S ey AL USE ONET
T e e Rt E i T

e P =
= — g ; SN B
--..i ..--_.(:7 . »ow )j / » ."":LJ’ L R 1‘ o ‘f ‘:7-1"'0 J“{ j M ::hh""‘»‘
o 2] ,;’. s "-‘\:""-{‘ i ‘ﬁ“‘! .Z‘ﬂ'{ 7 e T N
g g : = e e T LTI
7 »on j y » BV Lo St BN R
EP T - ”» 4 _ ) _é:-’p -t \‘h““’-,_:‘ "‘d{;:};‘ f!‘ i: )
- ry - " - * m - T
\.-! C) el {/ / » .—‘Z‘;!?‘-'ﬁ“‘d L ,‘rz‘J vE R e "cf:'-’_('! T Vi <2 {
7 g [ = = e T
N » on . » ] a ’/ Y ./? “} x - “‘}“‘\. '—ff -
7 = 7 e + 7 ; B T i P2 i
‘(:/ / » 3 J [{7 » 44/ /f"‘l 2. ‘ S ?) ﬁ?,-,.(’i" ,aﬂ/*f‘ugﬂi;:! s -v,__r.fL'(‘:,.“f [~ f“ Pr v H Cow - e
4 » 3> » / f o - i - -
— [ - . .
i : q freers ; By R
. ; é o 7 » ,’? "/,U,;“; £ iy F e
g [Tt 7 4 3 = - T K4
" 1> L2 v
. If additional space is required, continue on a DWR Form No, 246—Supplement, and attach to respe.gl;uggg_, gpo:]t'gr(;i() M -
t LT b 3
) ; . TRLT %3‘ RO
(6) Casing left in well: Ll id!-i‘i‘ MBLEH 0T L NI
LENGTH DIAMETER . SINGLE, BOUBLE, WELDED, LBS. FER FOOT OR " {144 SEATING BELOW
INCHES [ 5 OT?;;R |GAGE OF CASING § é @Bott)ﬁp §Ljag;_kc:£. FT.
e .ﬁ:)_._ ,(, R AT, ) AN };, &

e . . 7 L 1 E:;::MM g..ﬁ.-{r-ﬁ-_w

Type and size of shoe or well rmg_-_,_---___ Welded Jomts—gl Yes [ Nc)

= f;? /!n?'/:,ﬂh ) x _"('.:fr'
P.W.R. Form No. 245 REGIONAL WATER POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD COPY : 21571 2.5 o SUIN 5P
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QRIG NALr

File Origmal, Puplicate and Tnpllcale with the : e - - %[ SHEET 5 7 g

*DIVISLON OF WMER RESOURCES
+~P, 0. BOX 1079 ? “ 3
SACRAMENTO 5, GALIFORNIA 4: % ‘ ”

e

WATER WELL DRILLERS REPORT

(Sections 7076, 7077,7078, Wnter Cude)

Other Well No

Regi0n.---._...._.-“’_.-,_w..:f’.-.—,...--.__....m“_ '

(7) Perforations: ::5“ ; i Vi o
Type of petforator used .. terte: 4 ¢'£ ﬂ{-*} f«f{f o ""Vﬂn‘) .
Perforated S ft. to ,V g9 e St Hole sxzreﬁ . w,,,fg.fé::m_..___No. of holes f (5? Jazg F .
» 4 »oam t U nom 7Y / }' 4
2 - T ”—-*--T‘--——--“‘---*‘-"—- T ”» »n T—t“"_“‘# T ﬂm-‘:h‘ oo T
' EL) ) » !5 T 3 » 33 ST 3 1y k2] - )
3% o » o - P » a Y I ”
» - » > 23 32 w T ‘ ----- n ” b2l
ey - - [T 2T T 23 33 ” ) ) PTRY ITS ) N
TS . ITRETY ) - ey ar ¥ ) . ITEEET] ”w
3 . 3 s o ) - ET R ar e ’ 3 » h )
: e 4
(8) Water levels: . (9) Well pumping test:
Depth at which water ) ,f Date of test-..iooe By Whom o e Ty
first encountered e ft, Depth to water when test started .2 o e R, 3 1
_ Depth to water e L G.P.M. at beginning of test .. et et
" before perforating i ft. Drawdown from standing level o ~ft.
Depth to water T e G.P.M. at completion of test . % : e
after perforating...._. - ft. Drawdown at completion of test oo S 1
.— Note any chan ?‘n watet level while drilling Length of time tested P —
A ; . Temperatute of water

Ca e
o s
. 9/7 Con Was gas present in water?- | Yes {7TN0

| (10)

‘Generalys f}/ , - . o :
Was well gravel packed? . W Size of }ock ............ - ._..-.‘N_,;.-,A--_._-__Thickness aof pack

Was a surface sanitacy seal provided?... vf”{*fa‘ﬁ e S ——
Were any strata sealed against pollutmnaf ) Yes Ei]' No If yes, attach detailed descnpmon : -
Strata sealed e e A e e
Was analysis made of water? {1 Yes [ No If yes, attach copy , . o »._5-_ "o EER
Was electric log made of well? [} Yes {Z] l' No If yes, attach copy. R {* S
If well abandoned, was it plugged and sealed? I e eSO L
A —— . o .
Method of plugging and sealing... A £ , A-nq.i-lf"_fi;ﬁ'ﬁ' f’f‘fﬁ”lf_‘,‘il\ HSL ( L? e /
‘_’_f% eg [ G
(11) Location: WD EFQ‘ - (12) 'I'nne of work: N __
Noxth RSectioil Ng, /~ ................... " Work started date j .f;i__{__Completed date &# -_:fff j__f?
. Townshi !p t) F A} . Date of this reports o A2 s 3=
; Range..- ._WWM Py - , = ‘
Base & Meridian’ ¢34 £} WELL DRILLER’S STATEMENT: ™' _
Show location of well in Sec- . This well was drilled under my jurisdiction and this
tion, thus () ~ report is true to the best of my knowledge and belief.

Distances to section lirtes fmm
well, N or S. 72 240 4.5 [Swenen] -
andEar W 780 fo, &

Show location of nearest
known well, thus (O)

Distance to nearest known

i - e
well L 28 . ft. Datedw_.k%gf‘;ffm. vﬁ":’; , 19-51@
. ! A

W, , 3
A& et e

Welf Dritier e

A4

1 MILE

]

D.W.R. ForM NO. 246 . REGIONAIL WATER POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD COPY 23972 3.50 0% JUIY SE0



ORIGINAL
Filo with Dﬂ’.ﬂ

4t

e

MD] wol 2 LGEATTON 10T

AEAGD CIECEED

WATER WELL DRILLERS fEPORT 25 W% Do Not Fill In
(Sections 7072, 7080, 7031, 7082, Water Code) .
o
THE RESOURCES AGENCY OF CALIFORNIA N' 16620
DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES State Well No / / T iy
: Other Well No.2¥S 7 ¢ ki

i

1y AYWTATED .

1) WELL LOG:

lToﬂl depth “ g_F\ fr. Depth of completed well 96 fe.
Formation: Describe by color, charscter, size of material, and struciure

le 0 fe. to() Sotl . !B fe.
(2) LOCATION OF WELL: 5 ho Glay
County Solano Qwnec’s number, if any iLQ ) ' 61!, Sandv Gl a.v
Township, Range, and Section T . 6N.\j:{s_ 9 VJ_ Se el . 6]! 77 Kx:ﬁmllle 01 Bv
Discance from cities, roads, railroads, eec. J.LO F’t N Bast of TLelsurs - ?7 Q2 blus Sand

town Bd. 4mile North of Flsworth Rd. 92 95 Hard blue Glay

(3) TYPE OF WORK (check):
New Well Deepening [] Reconditioning ] Destroying []
If destruction, describe material and procedure in ltem 11.

(4) PROPOSED USE (check): (5) EQUIPMENT:
Domestic [X] Industrial [7] Municipal [ Rotary O
Izrigation [] Test Well [] Other [[] | Cable

Other 1

(6) CASING INSTALLED:

STEEL:

SINGLE DOURBLE [7] .

OTHER: If gravel packed

Gage Diameter
From To or of From < To
. fr. fe. Diam. Wall Bore fr. fr.
‘ 0 lobt 6 /15
Size of shoe or well ring: 2 '}{-Ln . Size of gravel:

Deascribe joint “r;:}'}‘p'ri ]T"i O"h T VJPT d ad

(7) PERFORATIONS OR SCREEN:
Type of perforation or name of screen ey s h cith

Perf. Rows =
From To per per Size U"“‘LMHULNTAT T ('\m
fr. fr. row ft. inox in. S HANED Dol fan el o
5o Q5 |0 Perf|per Ft. 5/32x5" T

Hi_DETIRIAL LISE_fiser 7

P ETRY |

(8) CONSTRUCTION:

Was a surface sanitary seal provided? Yes (X No [ To what depth  2() ft.

Were any strata sealed against pollution? Yes [1  No {X If yes, note depth of strata

From ft. to fr.

From f1. to fr, Work stasted ?) 27 19 6C) Cnmp]eted }[ -1 12 6Q

Method of sealing

(9) WATER LEVELS:

WELL DRILLER’S STATEMEN’I'

This well was drilled under my jurisdiction and tbts report is frue fo the best
of my kuowledge and belief.

Depth ac which wacer was first found, if known 22 ft. -

Standing Fevel before perforating, if known fe. NAME H‘ O L Aroogas e

Standing level ‘after perforacing and developing 1 8 ft., (Pexson, ficm, or corporatian) (Ty})eizor printed)

(10) WELL TESTS: _ ‘ Addwss R, 2 Box 3215
B pump test made? Yes [ No B3¢ If yes, by whom? Vacaville €a11 ‘f"' .

qéld: .gal.fmin. with e, drawdown after hrs. [SieNED] }{,@, T Aﬁf(fﬂ P

Temperature of water Was 4 chemical analysis made? Yes [lx  No [Hr ’ o = (Well Driller) .
Was electric log made of well? Yes [] Nn‘. i If yes, attach copy License No. 10988,_!_ Dated -Tul}?‘ l 19_61_

DWR 188 (REV. 5-65)

i

SKETCH LOCATION OF WELL ON REVERSE SIDE

i

=63gt-9x0 j0-65 som TRIF D A osp



WELL LOCATION SKETCH

A. Location of well in sectionized areas.

{ NORTH BOUNDARY OF SECTION
% B ] T
! i
i
| |
N Vo
72 |
NW; % NE %
e . v S _
7T H—
é TS\' - f[ l a ~
} .~ ”-:“: lt :
d |
¥ L I
N ) 3 I
NEA S l
- 1 3
\%\“ I I
N : |
\‘ I
| SW % SE 1
| DR e o ok Lo _
| !
3 | l
] I |
N |
) [ |
| !
i [
1% MILE 12 MILE

Sketch roads, railroads, streams, or other features as necessary.

NORTH

WEST

., SOUTH ,

A

EAST

B. Location of well in areas not sectionized.

Sketch roads, railroads, streams, or. other features as necessary.

Indicate distances.

% MILE

-

Y2 MILE

620

-

P

MR

PY o iR

Township é A!

L

, N/S
Range DA E/W
S;ec—tion ’Nr)* I
| !
IR R Ny &o8h
£

caounos %

y3ivi 20

‘1410



P . - e

P | - “. LOCATION NOT CHECKED
4 ORIGINAL »a WATER WELL DRILLERS REPORT" | Do Not Fill In
Fife Original, Duplicate and Triplicate wiih the, . (Sections 7076, 7077, 7078, Water Code) B NG 3 6 2 4 5
REGIONAL WATER POL{)._UTION . ' : ) State Well N
STATE OF CALIFORNIA : e
CONTROL BOARD
Ir.ls}:li abpropriale tumber) No . . ’ C 7ﬁ'g Other 'Well No. _‘(A// AL Al [._.,.mm
) OWNE~ |.(11) WELL LoG: |
Name : Totat depth 61!_ C e Depth of completed well - 61!'« fr.
Address . Formationy Desctibe by colir, cheracier, sixe of matertal, and sbractuse, . .
\ﬂ fe. f%- . gurfacs - )
— Iu 12 " sand : )
(2) LOCATION OF WELL: 12 ~_36 clay : '
‘' County SOLANGC Owner*s number, if any— }é— — 50 %ﬂé—“‘j:—th.—g—@m@—ﬁ%
RED.osmNo.  ROUte # 2 on Walnubt Ave, —{woter—at 360
SEC., 1 T-bN,  R-1W 50— b elay—
{5 feet North and 1000 feet Wes’o_ of P, T
the Se ctlon lines : M " : - -
{3)" TYPE OF “WORK (cbeck) . 1 - . oA D T e
New well g] - Deepening [} Reconditioning [N} Abandon 8] ) - . WOV
1f abandonnient, de:r:nbe material and procedure in Iem 1L . " o " .
(4) PROPOSED USE (ckeck): (5) EQUIPMENT- R
Domestic Industrial [ Municipal [} Rotiry | : S
. e Cable . .
Texigation [7] Test Well [7] Other f:l Dug Well il —
(6) CASING INS’I'ALLED If gravel packed | — — :
SINGLE E DOUBLE‘. = l Gage Diameter from w | - ’ “‘ l
From 4.uw fe. Dizm. Y;:ll of Borg - L ) fr.
s e —— - e —— A
V L - - e, - N G 0 a ! g ﬁw“:-:ﬁ:}%;“‘-‘::&h-‘r\ i}
Type and size of shoe or well ring dXB/I n SPB&EI&&“QTEEL ] ' ) EE?O -{53 o 9 1"“? i :_l._I __T I 4 L IF
Describe joint ARG V}[ELDED - M‘,* i__w. VT L'{ater CQC?F} R ’f —
: s “ - v Mﬂwﬁ’
(?) PERFORATIONS:' R - —
Type of perforato™ used AGETYLENE TORG_H ' o " : “
Size o parforations 5 »_im, length, by 3_’,&] 6_ " fn. ‘ Ta “
From fr, tor fr, - Perf, per row Rows per fr. | © \u I
c 32 Ol 10 Pérf. per oot " L .
(8) CONSTRUCTION: . " ' : " — " raR R R {;E‘E %H!:g
Was a surface sanitary seal provideds i) Yu [} Mo To what depth 20 ft. - = P - - L B ICER Y I fr
Ware any strata sealed againic pollution? fj. Yﬁ}{% No  If yer, note depth of strata = .. -
From ' fe. to £, E ki =S “
- ‘ “ “ ] ‘ ) “ ) o — -
Method of Seﬂ]lﬂg . - . : ~ b Work starwed JUNE 20 1w 56. Complered . JUNE 20 1 l’;é
(92) WATER LEVELS: ‘ o " WELL DRILLER’S STATEMENT: '
) ) . . . V. This well way drilled wider my jurisdiction and this veport is true fo tl;: best of
Deprh ar which water wat finst found £ 6 .. i | “my bnowledge and bEllef-
. tandiong level before perforating - ’ fr, NAME o0 KROSAA .
nding level after parforating Sﬁﬁ.ﬂ& o ntk 720 . fr. {Person, firm, or curppratiu‘n)‘ {Tybed or jbrwled}
‘ . = st Address ROUTE 2 BOX 1070
(10) WELL TESTS: . , |  VACAVILLE; GALIF.
Was a pump tese made? [ Yes ij{Nu I yes, by whém? ’ : 1 W
Yield: . gal./min, with fr, draw down afver hrs. [SlGNBD] g & / Well Driter "
Temperatuze of water , W31 2 ehemical analysis made? [ Yes B No 4 License No.le-gBBl]a wwwww — Dated-----t@-—-mmﬂ'g 0., 19”5‘?‘-.
Was eleceric log made of well} [J ;ﬁﬁo o . . 95689 3-54 10M “'-'"N__® sPe ) - DWR Fopm No, 248 (REV. 3.34}



L

ORIGINAL
File Original, Duplicale and Triplicate with the
REGIONAL WATER POLLUTION

CONTROL BOAKD No.__ 5

. sert appropriate unmber )
< { ! )

WATER WELL DRILLERS REPORT

{Sechonl 2076, 7077, 7078, Wacer Code)

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

LGEATION MOT CHECKED

D¢ Not Fill In

N? 48407

State Well No. -
& 7
& ﬁff{%;':y > ’;

?5.77 Other Well No,

(11) WELL LOG:

Nam | Total depth léq Fr. Depth of complated welt 10 ':; fr.
Adde Formationt Descyibe by crgr, characler, size of materdad, and tiructure,
I fr. to fr. Sul’face
— i \_' 16 i 28 " ,. Cla.y )
(2) LOCATION OF WELL: = . 28 -~ v 30 ¢ ' dry sand (waber@ 30T)
Quwner's numbss; if dpp—, - 36 " LLB " Saﬂdy C:I_Ely Yoo
cowmsy S OLANO aer's omber i ity - : - . :
, . — 7 .43 . L7 gravel
R. F. D. or Street No. HT ﬂ'B’,i_}'AV ,l. % . . LL"? - n 53 - - 01 oy :
S3H - -1 B&M—ME o Y TR S
ACTION X 1 T-ON, ‘? L 4-53 - > 66 sand and gravel
e e g : - 66 70 yellow clay
" : o 29 " 95 " Dblue clay
:' 95 " 100 blue sand
(3) TYPE OF WORK ({check): . 100 131 blue c¢lay
New well [ Deepening [1 Reconditioning [] “Abandos O] |37 0. " 1 6'1. yellow olav
1f abapdonment, describe material and procedurginItem 11, - ) "
(4) PROPOSED USE (check): (5) EQUIPMENT:
Domestic Industrial [} Municipal [ Ro;Try _ M :
Irrigation [} Test Well {7 Other [ g:g Sl % .
' TN
(6) CASING INSTALLED: | If gravel packed j’ ST
SINGLE [{} pousLE [} Gage| from “ - 7 %o \:\
From g 1. Diam. W’)all of 1?9” _ft' i j"\_wﬁ'(? -fn:{? & N .
; — N TR I
. 7 - — \ £5 2\. ‘{?. »
— : <Ll
R < G’n‘: Viif
Type 2nd size of shoe or well ringax’%'/l6 1] PR 'Piﬁﬂqg sl'.gt]'l'ﬁ:‘ﬁ}'r! " "“Q‘g"-.:f/
Describe jeint ARC L‘IF}T'T)ED
(7) PERFORATIONS: _ | -
Type of perforator used ACETYLENE PORCGH N w
.Size of perforations . 3/16 in., length, by E,' in.
From ft. tn fr. Perf. per row Rows per ft. a+ \
93 105 *  BPERF “wert fook " = )
L - 69 -~ 8 PERF bér fook L “
(8) CONSTRUCTION: - .
Was‘z surface sanitary seal provided? [PYes [1 No ‘To what depth ft. e ‘_-_r__! {“ Jl U3t Gi\ﬁ:ﬂ
Were any strata sealed against pollution? [J Yes JE! No If yes, note depeh of stzata .. T o0E vl R )
From fe, to fe. "
G ~ g T
Method Of Sealing Work srarted S ant 1 019 R'? Complated"ﬂ—‘"q'nﬁ 7 7.—_2 19 E:T
I e T -
. WELL DRILLER’S STATEMENT:
(9) WATER LEVELS: ] This well was dvilled under my jurisdiction aud this repork is frue to the best of
Depth at which water was first found %6 fr. ey knowledge and belief.
oding level before perforating fr. NAME .0 KROSSA
ng level after pecforating Q"? ft, : (Person, firm, tit’tmpcrztluu} {Tybed or prinfed)
i — : . ~ | Address ROUTE # 2 BOX 1070
(10) WELL TESTS: | VAGAVILL}:, CALIF,
Was a pump test made? [ :Yes EX No If yes, by whomi ] EStanEn]... ]/ . ’ﬂ/ li/f} o ’/ ‘,,-5' 7 yf” ) F,
Yield: geh.fmin, with £t, draw dawn after . hra ) . s Wl Well Driller to JUNE 30 ‘%‘
Temperature of water ' Was a chemical analysis made? [ Yes }tl No. . N Li'ccme'No ______ log&al{_‘ I Datcdﬂ — mm
’ 95089354 gay q"“‘@SFO Lt . ' BWR FORM No 246 (REV. 354:

War eleceric Jog mide of well? [ Yes O No




¥
i

PRI

oRiGINAL
File wnlh, DWE SRR B SRt 21

- J N N e Wt :
" — a4, i .-
\‘n -JGC LLa Lasire X2

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
THE RESOURCES AGENCY

DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

-
=

WATER WELL DRILLERS REPORT

Do Not Fill In

N? 55341

State Well NO.AA%ML
Other Well Nn6 7 /W'/

] dp Lo

A )
/ ,? ﬁi‘rﬁilw

Sy Y et )R

(1 (11) WELL LOG:
/ 2
?I_a Total depth /’_6"9 g fr. Depth of completed well /‘j-?,z. {t.
7
Ad Formation: Describe by color, chavacter, size of material, and structure
— —1 .
_ {@ ya / ﬂ fr. to ? fe.
(2) LOCATION OF WELL: J C e ¥
County 's\’(j /(1 ¥l 0 Owner's number, if any ’Sg\ MA'lf YQ (‘,k 9’ »2 é
Towmbiv, Rangessnd seccion 7 (o Y 0 IV 2 ST o/, e/ thw Cla Il 4.2
Distance from cities, roads, r:]lrmds etc. ? 2 os jv2 A/¢g-7b HV LUEG /."; Y c‘/ [A ,2_ o (il
M%wmbwt Bo..T 7 lmjue Qlay ) Ll A
(3) TYPE OF WORK (check): sawd [ 776 0.0 /1 ¢
New Well [ Deepening [ Reconditioning [] Destroying ] fé’,//(? w g ,3,1 Y/ / 4’-/ . : YRR
If destruction, deseribe matevial and procedure in Item 11. /_5 awn d pd) 2= Fevedt A ) J 2= .2
(4) PROPOSED USE (check): (5) EQUIPMENT: | ¢./4 o~ LR Y R ket
Domestic [R Industrial [] Municipal [7] Rotary = /_ :
Irrigation 7] Test Well [ Other [} Cable ]
Qther 1
(6) CASING INSTALLED:
STEEL: OTHER: : If gravel packed
SINGLE [] DOUBLE [] dfﬁzﬁn
Gage Diameter
From To or of From To
fr. fr. Diam. Wall Bere ft. ft.
o A A sl 9 | 20 | /594
.\f Size of shoe or well ring: A-)'/” g Size of gravel: /%!d - .,)C_ /;-(L, r
Detcribe foint {,. ﬂ//ﬁ)ﬁ -.-/@}0 e
(7) PERFORATIONS OR SCREEN:
Type of perioration ve name of screen
Perf. Rows
From To pexr per . Size ’\ (D
fr. fr. row fe. in. x in. n«\nﬂed a“d L.,O P | T \'-EU"‘\
joo | jr0 | /o W P

(8) CONSTRUCTION:

W as 2 sucface sanitary seal pravided? Yes a{ No ] To what depth 2 o ft.
Were any strata sealed against pollution? Yes (] No 'Ex 1f yes, nate depth of straca
From fr.co 1 Te fr.
% e a
From " ft, to .- Work starced ’7[2_ :? 13 7/ » Completed ‘7/ﬂ?‘£ 18 ‘7 /
#

n..'

ft.
Method nfse;lmg M :: G, 8 m e. “ 'T-

(9) WATER LEVELS:

Depth ar which warter was firse fuund if known

] of my kuowledge and beli
L.

Standing level hefurc perfontmgf if known

fr. NAME

WELL DRILLER’S STATEMENT:
This well was drilled 1 VA Kburm ctwn am! this refort is true fo the best

ING CO.,

Rt. 1 Box 4452

Standing level afier perfumcmé'and developing

(10) WELi;*TESTS‘

£x,
Address //3 / 7

(P:M{ﬂgmiwai‘mni?s@ﬁéﬂ or printed}

/
W//V/Z// /

7
as pump :esl: tzde? Yes [ oo No M_ If yes, by whem? W/ l/
i ng.fmlﬂr:th fr. drawdown after hrs. [SIGNED] /A /;@M? £

< 1lmperature of water Was 3 chemiea

| analysis madet Yes [} No E’

If yes, attach copy License No.

Was efectric log made of well?  Yes ) No M
¥

DWR 188 (REV. 9.68}

SKETCH LOCATION OF WELL ON REVERSE SIDE

=27 (Wl Drilter}

Dt z/zé w7/
Ao

TN T e
Vo L j i B .. ¥ H ﬁii‘%

- . boEe TR -
Hale: toia Lon. 1U732

25179-930 9-68 50M TRIF Ap Osp




{ WELL LOCATION SKETCH - = 3 i,[ /
i
e
. 7 NORTH BOUNDARY OF SECTION
) } .
| ; |
> 1
¢ |
;
L [ : H
Nw:m NE:’/A u
MR ——— S e E
:‘-—‘3 {- i =N /“ ;
E’b ; I :7:‘ &’ x’f//;
S C I Township N/S
~ T AR Ny
. ] i Range : - E/W
\-"'E ] | RN
‘i } [ : Section No. /
L )R | |
" £ r; % I I
o swly SE %4 u
N ] S e~ S =
- | i 5“
A | ‘ ! X
-~ !f: 3 ;’r o=t i
AN Fyl T+
4 L I
e | ! _& -
4 I IE i
1, 1

¥ 7 MILE 1% MILE

A, Location of well in sectionized areas.
Sketch roads, railroads, streams, or other features as necessary.

NORTH
WEST EAST
—
3
- =
= 0 g
G Py o
th
-t 3O
&=
z &%
m>
SOUTH = I
; : -y = )
B. Location of well in areas not sectionized. :l <
4

Sketch roads, railroads, streams, or other features as necessary.
Indicate distances.

A

A



EE -
ORIGINAL,
File Original, Duplicate and Tnpllcaie wiih the
REGIONAL WATE,R POL‘LUTION

Y
CONTROL BOARD No. 5

serd apprapriate number)

(Sections 107657077,
f

WATER WELL DRILLERS REPORT

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

LOCATION NOT GHECKED]
Do Not Fill In
N9 60861
State Well No

¢ 6 Other Well No.. 2 V/l"‘g' il (

‘9078 Water Code)

— —

Nan

(1) WELL LOG:

| Total depth %534 fr. Depth of completed well 524 ir.
Add # Formationi Describe b}‘ color, chargéter, size of material, and structure,
- ' o BL e S0il and clay mixed
6BY 92 .7 _Blue Clay

(2) LOCATION OF WELL: i:7 137 " Blué gandy clay
County SO 1&2‘1& ‘Owner's number, if any— e 139 tu&m,_sﬂw&?
REDarswerto Iy bhe Northwest 1/4 6f the 144 ¥~ Olay
Sauthwest 1/4 of Sectiom 1, Township _;5:&__15:&_",3%&1;» britile
6 Worth, Rengs 1 West, M. U. B. & H and 7 " Clay
véing west from residentisl section of -3;22 §§:§ - gaggglzmtt;e ——

ibetation, Sfs il i T fandy 2%y
Su‘gsta:ﬁlq_xéz State Highway gq Northeast T897 931 - Sand and i‘me T
5P PG WO (check): %Y 261 " Clay
New well & Deepening [ Reconditioning ] Abandon [ 26‘1 - 265 San d:[ Enit-ﬁle‘ Sﬁme fine
If abandonment, describe material and procedure inItem 11. = gra*ve*l .
(4) PROPOSED USE (chechk): (5) EQUIPMENT: 7712150 295 Fla}y ’
Domestic [] Industrial Municipal [] Rotary 395 33 Sandy c:v‘l}r-ﬁv
Trrigation [] Test Well {7] Other [ ]g:llgl%%ll % W
(6) CASING INSTALLED: If gravel packed :
SINGLE If] DOUBLE [] | G — crom o
From " . to S Diam. 'ﬁvoa“ of Bore T fr.

0 - 96 B4" I7% | 29" 0 - U6 -

B T
5V524 " G54 -

I

PQiﬁt . Size of gravel: ﬁa‘éﬁ ing 3
pecrite oine GO L1T, Welded in Sereen,rerun i
—gme—rtring-ofecasings ST ESTroen—
{7) PERFORATIONS: ~

Type and size of shoe or well rir;é

Type of perforator used g We s
Size of perforations 5/ 52“’ in., length, by 'tli’“t in.
Fﬂ)inzadh, ta 200 it. 5 Porf, per row 16 Kuws.perft
~ 360 - 268 3 16
331 534 5 16 "
356~ 368 3 16
416 420 RN T M
(2),: g@gS’rnﬁagION 16 Ground level.

B Yo [} No To whar depth tG gﬁ fto fz.

Were any strata sealed against potlution? {3 Yer [T No If yes, note depth of strara

Was a surface sanitary seal provided?

From fx. to ft. 3 I}h‘;“b‘.{ﬁ
" " " A_ \:‘\‘ - “W

Method of Sealing Jement \ (‘_,00 1 ko

aﬂ‘P *

(9) WATER LEVELS: Q\o‘f‘ \\ P l@ u &

Depth at which water was first found wg\;’?}‘ 15?1’!

) canding [evel before perforating B"gi llng l e Vel ?5“-

ing level after pecforating i L ?Sft.

10) WELL TESTS:

Was a pump test made? J Yer [J No If yus, by whom? W.?‘Vfi 19 Oﬂ&gﬂ]

Yield:Qwer She el‘ﬁmiu. with hrs,

%

 fr, draw down after

Was a chemical analysis made? [ Yes m Na

Temperature of water

0 y : " . "la‘ts_ e:"(:‘ \'{b \'v\
égg " 55358-. Sty NN
bl o = M ,A

progpe R ,

O 637 Sondy 61z T
—63% 648 BTittle Y et
645 704 . ClEy
A% 706 ine grav.

706 X u.a:y
_'_{:r:_': =0 - Sandy brittls:
83L 7 Clay {over sheeb}”
t960 Co ued Se'p. 8 19 6{)

anks:i ted Aug ﬁ'
WELL DR%LER’S S’I‘ATEE[MEE 24 (Ia,st,, day pumped

This well was drilled nnder my ;umdxdton and this T report is frue to Fbe best of

e dalman & Aulmem FOR OFFICIAL USE LY,

{Person, Hrm, or cotporation)

1309 Wes

Address

bb%?f&ﬂ'b
puea L0 to
Dated, (74 30/” BY inmel 19 o

I%IGNB

. -
License No

09870 )

Was electsic log made of well? J Yes [0 No

97026 6-57 50M QUIN A\ sro DWR 188 (REV, 3.54) '

Ay



- < ;-}‘fi ..
Log of Well Continuedi S : ) o N

. 831 ft to 834 ft Brii&le ’
C 834 ¢ 891 ¥~ Clay
891 " 897 " _ bandy elay
897 % ‘923 ¥ a1
923 % - 928 * -  Sandy- clay
928 © - 954 ~? - Gla;ir‘;-
' ~_' r

: Suitaable guides were wdded to- outside of casing at 160

5
:d

' ft. intewals as ver qontract.

_)1.

__“Yield of Well *as per F.g.&E check
251.4 f‘l: Total Head . B77 GPM Draw elown from level 6l.4 ft

221,65 % ¢ -t 4lp " " 31.65
) :u= oo B
Stg.nding_*level; af ter short shutdown of pump 190 ft.
: . . ' ’
"I—- f‘
¢
- o _'
L]
5 .
‘\“t
Y 3 -
SEAY Y
% v .
) : - we 3%
Ty .. X .'
s Rl ]
- - mgeena 5
'1\ N i \‘.
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o L peNO O] = LOCATION NOT G i

ORIGINAL WATER WELL DRILLERS REPgRT Do Not Fill I
Fila Original, Duplicate and Triplicate with the . (Sections 7078, 7077, 7078, Water Code) N 0 6 9 8 0 8
REGIONAL WATER POLLUTION : State Well No

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

J‘
Coﬂfﬁfﬂ}'m‘},o”fn{}ﬁ) No 5 . J/Jfg’/7 Other Well No A Al / / Ll

; OWNER: (11) WELL LOG:

m Total depth ft. Depth of compléted well 8 t‘; fr.
A dd: Formation: Describe by color, cheracker, size of material, and siryciure,

— {_._ 0 tw»n 20 & Sypface

— _ . =————|_ 20 ° 35 " SANDY Clay :
(2) LOCATION OF WELL: ' 35 37 © Gravel
County SO"I ano Owner’s number, if any-— Ej{ - é7 ~ %?26? Clay
R, F, D. or Street No. apg 1 T.éN.R.'L:_W 67 7T Sang

100 7, NORTH OF MILTS ROAD '?'i 81 - SANDY Glav

1 MILE FAST OF ELSWORTH ROAD T AT T e elaf} '

(3) TYPE OF WORK (check): .
New well & Deepening [ Reconditioning [ Abandon [

1f abandonment, describe material and procedure in Itenr 11, .

(4) PROPOSED USE (check): {3) EQUIPMENT: N v
Domestic Industrial [ Municipal [ Rotary | . ..
Terigation [} Test Well [} Other ol Cable

rrigation Dug Well D " “
(6) CASING INSTALLED: Tf gravel pacled : - —
SINGLE ﬁx: pouBLE D nge Dz;metar from 10 b "
From f. w0 " Diam, Wa]i of Bore it fr, - .

-0 - 86 6 %/8 0. De|. N “ : -
.188 Wall - , " T . .

Type and size of shoe or well ring -%-Xz%‘ SPRING’“&TWT:
Beseribe joint ARC . W‘F{:’Ln‘m}‘)

(7) PERFORATIONS: ' : -
Tyeeof perforato-wsed 4 1y p""ﬂ“[ ene Toreh " " %qm
Size o perforations 5’ in., length, by ?'ﬁ] 6 . i, “ w / K o\(‘,' (7\‘\%“
From {t, ta fr. Perf, per row Raws per fts n " \.\ o i":’ {F &\
. o o N £ _a o omowm " " w -
T e mm e e | Nt
" 65 © 85 "6 PERE PUR I, ‘ - - NN
* . . w4 oo a -. o .
\ -{" ;;V P e,
o [P " - T B
\\_\3‘3{\4 d ‘;@’M
e " s N
1 . * <
(8) CONSTRUCTION: . - - » \\f’sqg /’?
Was a surface sanjtary seal provided? %Ye: 3 Ne To whac depth ft. - " i 7
: : *wap rygeeearsy e AR
" Were any strata sealed againse pollution? 3 Yes ﬁ Mo If yes, note depth of strata ., a3y Wl s Ual WY
From fr. 1o fe. e
Method of Sealing ) . ' ' Work started 1 . Compled 15
. o WELL DRILLER'S STATEMENT:
A EVELS: . Lot
(9) WATER LEVE ST This well was drilled under my jurisdiction and this report is true o tbe best of
Depth a which water was first found 3 f; s s fr, my knowledge and belief.
Etan}iing Yevel before pecforating ) o i fr. NAME i 0. I{ROSSA
1z level afree perfozating 26 . ft. i {Person, Arm, or corperation) {Typed or printed)
Address RE o2 BOX 1070 Vacaville
¢) WELL TESTS: : _ Calif.
Wf‘zs = pump tesr made? [ Yes :EN? If yes, by whem? ) [SionED].. % @_{W" -
Yield: gal./min, with fr. draw down afeer hrs. Well Drifler
Temperature of water Was 2 chemical analysis made? [ Yes 2K No License No. logsah. . Dated J'U.lBT 1 , 19 63

Was electric log made of well? [} Yes & No : PN
57624 6-87 BOM QUIN [\ seo DWR 188 (REV. 3.:84)



ORIGINAL
Fite Ougma] Duplicate and Triplicafe with the

REGIONAL WATER POLLUTION

CONTROL BOARD No__ 2 .

WA’I’ER WELL DRILLERS REPORT

{Sections 7078, 7077, 7078, Water Cade}

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

LOCATION T,
N? 69822

Staté Well Ne.—.

ﬂg 5/ Othes Well No. é,;u’ L1 -{Z{ =

£ appropriate number)
T

(11) WELL LOG: : .
Ao fr.

Name Total depch 8 2 fe. Depth of campleted well
Add!‘i Formation: Deseribe by color, character; sisé of material, and siruciure,
0 o 50 & U1d 32"me1]
—_ 50 70 asandy eclay N
(2) LOCATION OF WELL: 70 79 ' g'!”a‘V'el
Couaty Sn'l Ay Owner's number, if any— Wa'i 1 _g_f‘[ .,29_ 81 - bl?lp 01 ay
R. F. D. or §ureec No. v -
SBe,l T.6.N, R,1W, =
200 PL, Wist Of Mills Road C_
! ‘ h-Road —
(3) TYPE OF WORK (chsck): . .
New well ] Deepening :_@ Reconditliuning . Abandeon [
If abandonment, describe material and procedure it Iem 11. "
{4) PROPOSED USE (ebech): (3) EQUIPMENT:
Domestic Industrial [} Municipal [] é{ogcltry {1 —
e able [
Irrigation [] Test Well [J Other !:] Dug Well ]
(6) CASING INSTALLED: If gravel packed -
SINGLE {3} DOUBLE [] - Gage ]')hmem from " "
From  t.cw fr, - Diam. ‘Woalil of Bore fe., fe. «
e O " 82 . 6 5[8 the " w » i
i O.D' -188 W’all " "
Type and size of shoe or well ring 2 "Sf}f Pz &i grBe.H aal
Describe joint A}? Cas W el de d “
" d ; Ny ¥
(7) PERFORATIONS: : - FOR QFEICIAL HISE OMLY
‘Type of perforato= used A—C—@j:'-v1 ATLo t(‘)'l“l“h —~ i
- of F==N
S:ze of perforatﬁon: in,, length, by 3[/1;; ig_: i w / "‘\
From ft, 1o fe. Perf, per row Rows per ft. - u/ a@i =
" 1 4
hi - 81 6 _Perf, por BT, T Q@EM;
- . o ” ﬂ'\"-*:»,_‘d ‘
4 - " " ‘ - =y
W
(8) CONSTRUCTION: , .
Was 2 surface sanitary seal provided? %Yea ] Mo To whae depth fr. \" ;
Were any strata sealed against potlution? [ Yeo g Na If yes, note depth of strata N
From fr. 1o £t. -
Method of Sealing ! Wori( starced 'Rffn—»% 27 19 6b_ ,  Completed maf-ﬁ: 2 5 19 6 !E
. WELL DRILLERS STATEMENT
() WATER LEVELS: This well was dritled under my jurisdiction and this report is frue 3o ﬁbz best of
Depth at which water was first found . | my knowledge and belief.
Se ndin‘g level befory pecforating fr. NAME H,0, Kvogga
'z level after perfqracing p}; tofe (Person, Az, or corperation) {Typed or primted)
b3 Address RT 2 BOK 1070
(10) WELL TESTS: Vacaville Califs
Was 2 pump tesc made? [} Yos Cﬁé‘h If yes, by whem?
Yield: g2l./min, with fr. draw down after hrs. [SIGNED]"—W A /5’ ﬁ%

Temperature of warer

Was 3 chemical analysis made? ] Tes

- [ENe

Was electric Jog made of well? F] Yes ﬁNo

License No....lﬂg.&B).l_.._...H.h,,...f. Dated... Jlul'y AL - 1962.-11

87025 6-87 5aM QUIN A spo ¢ DWR 188 (REV. 2.0



-~

‘O'R]GINAL
File Original, Duplicate and Triplicafe with the
REGIONAL WATER POLLUTION

CONTROL BOARD Ny,

WATER WELL DRILLERS REPORT

{Sections 2076, 7077, 7078, Warer Code)

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

CATION NOT C}‘%REE&
Do Not Fill In

'N¢ 69823

State Well No.

/;}d é é Other Well No r’:: As / [h “F’}i =

¥ appropriate mumber)
(‘m"ﬂ“ -

Name

(11) WELL LOG:
81 fr.

Total depth Diepth of complered well 81 ] fr.

Addres

Formation: Deseribe by color, charactery size of material, and siruciure.

{} fr.t '-28 fr old 8"‘!‘1’911

(2) LOCATION OF WELL:
SOT.ANO

Conary Owner’s number, if any—

WET.T#2
R. F, I}, or Strect Mo,

SEC, 1L T. 6N. RE R 1W, - =

38 - k5 sand )
5 71 Sandy clay

71 - 78 - gsand

78~ 80 - blue Clay

5Q FT, WEST OF MILLS ROAD 4

500 _FT. NORTH OF BLSWORTH ROAD

(3) TYPE OF WORK (check):
New well [ Deepening 1) ‘Reconditioing [
If abandonment, describe material and praceduve in Item 11.

Abandon [

(4) PROPOSED USE (check): (5) EQUIPMENT:

Domestic ] Industrial [ Municipal [ | Rott):lary T
Irrigation [} Test Well ] Other F_'] gig%ﬁell 0
(§) CASING INSTALLED: If gravel packed
SINGLE@ pousLe Gag Diameter from to “
Fme ft. o fr. _ Diam. W,]] of Bore fe. fe,
8T 6 5/8 0, b, ———

. O e
‘ 4188 wall

«w T e "

ZEXE SPRING SIERL

Type and size of shoe or well ning

ARC, ﬁﬂelded

Deseeibe joint

(7) PERFORATIONS:
Acetvlene Torch

Type of perforator used

Size . perforations l'_'; in,, lengeh, by Q,./ 1_6 in,
me fr. te fe. Pecf, per row Rows per ft.
© Lo - 80 6_PERF.FER FT. .

i o o N [T R

& LET woowow

(8) CONSTRUCTION:

Was 2 surface sanitary sead provided? DO Yo [ Ne To whae depth fe.

Were any strata sealed againat pollution? [ Yes ﬁ No If yes, note depeh of strata

From fr, to £t

T

Merhod of Sealing

Work started Mﬂ_‘n o1 A
ik B IS L

(9) WATER LEVELS:

Depeh at which water was ficer found : fr.

fe

WELL DRILLER’'S STATEMENT:
This-well was drilled ander my jurisdiction and £bis repor? is frue fo the best of
my knowledge and belief.

NAME 7., 0,KROSSA

Sraading level beforg perforating .
- ‘ng level after perforating Vg 2)! fr.
2 |
-

(10) WELL TESTS:

Was 2 pump test made? [ Yer [E.No If yey, by whom?

{Typed or printed)

{Person, fizm, or corperation}

Address RT,E BOX 1070

VACAVILIE CATIF,

Yield: gal./min, with

fr, draw down after hrs.

Temperature of water Was & chemical anzlysis made? [J Yes %’No

Was electric log made of well} [ Yer RND

[S1eNED] % @/jébé";"

License No. 10 98 8}‘!‘

57025 4-57 oM quIN A sro

Weil Driller
Dated

july -« 1963,

DWR 1 o Al




QBN O F |
WATER WELL DRILLERS REPORT

{Sections 7076, 7077, 7078, Water Code)

ORIGINAL
File Original, Dupticale and Triplicate with the
REGIONAL WATER POLLUTION

STATE OF‘ CALIFORNIA

LOCATIO HOT CHECHED
Do Not Fill In

N? 76521

State Well No

36’6)’ Other Well No /JV‘/V.,- - ‘ F

NTROL BOARD No.h_g__.
. ¥ appropriate number)
‘J ow?

Name

Address

(11} WELL LOG:

(2) LOCATION OF WELL:
Solano

County Owser’s numbe, if any—

R. F, D. or Screet No.

County Rd. 621 A, Box 439

Ses Diagram, Ttem Ll.

Touldepth 108 - f Depth of complesed well 100 .
Formation: Deseribe by r(o!or, character, size of watericl, and strusture.
fu. ta fr.
g z Top Sell
2 12 Clay
12 90 Send & Clay
20 1085 Blue Shale

(3) TYPE OF WORK (check):

New well {2E Decpening £]
1f abandonment, deseribe matertal and procedure in Iem 11,

Reconditioning {4 Abandon [

(4) PROPOSED USE (check): r(5)"EQUIPMENT:
Domestic Industrizl [] Municipal [} Rol:t,:itry N o
Irrigation [7] Test Well [] Other = "{] gigewen g
(6) CASING INSTALLED: If gravel packed
SINGLEE] DOUBLEG Gage Draneter from te |
From fr. to Diam. 251 | of Bore fr, ft.

fr.
' 0" 100 6“ 12!  TNonsa " "

Type znd size of shoe or well ring Size of gravels

Deseribe joint

Butt Welded

(7) PERFORATIONS:

Type of perforator used Aceyt le 161‘16

Size o perforations [+ ity lﬂlgth by 1/ 4 : in.

From ft. tn fr. Porf. per row Rows per fr.
20 40 80 "5 -
60 100 80 "B

(8) CONSTRUCTION: —© P® provided by

ner.
Was 2 surface sanitary seal pravided? [ Yes [] No To what depth ft.

YWere any strata sealed against pollution? [ Yes IxNu 1 yes, note depth of strata

From {t. to ft.

w i . i

Method of Sealing

Completed

Sepb. v 68

Wock starced * 6

6 Sopt.

(9) WATER LEVELS:, o ) )
‘75 fe.

Depth ar which water was first found’
i 70 : :
ing level before pecforating g fr.
70 fe,

hng level after perforating

0) WELL TESTS: Tegted by Bailing,

Was 2 pump test made? [T Yes [ No If yes, by whom?

WELL DRILLER'S STATEMENT:

This well was drilled under my jurisdiction and this ceport is true to the besl of
my knowledge and belief.

nayposhler-Grogson Well Drillihg Service

§ Typed or printed)
Addre$3-55 4

Verson, firm, of Corporation)

reen Jgland Rd.

Yield: 8 25 20 brt,

,gal./min‘ with fr. deaw down after

Temperature of water Was 2 chemical analysis made? [ Yes @ENG

Was eleceric Jog made of well? [T Yes @No

Yallgip /[le {lifopnia
i et
License No....\ 8155 Dated 0 Sept » s 19..63_

87028 6.57 EoM quin A spo DWR 188 (REV. 3.534)



ORIGINAL

_ _File with

DWR

T

DEPARTMENT OF WATER 'RESOURCES

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
THE RESOQURCES AGENCY

Do not fill in

No. 086634

ﬁ

Mun%\

N ‘f Intent No.__ 176669 WATER WELIL DRILLERS REPORT State el Mo
WP rmit No. or Dato Other Well No SGMO{(30] d
( 1) O (12) WELL LOG: Total dep!h_l_zko_ft. Depth of completed well.]_@.l_ft.
Address. from ft. to ft. Formation (Describe by color, charaeter, size or miatexial)
Gty 0 ~2 gsoil
(2) LOCATION OF WELL (See instructions): 2 -4 clay
County Solano Owner’s Well Number. 14 19 graved & sand
Well address if diffexrent from above, 19 ~ 80 _hard v
Township___ T, 6 Range. R 3 19 Section 1 80 ~125 blue ¢ i\a\y&
Distance from cities, roads, railroads, fences, ete.__ 1 120 ft . Narth of 125 ~-134 e san
Walnut Road, 150 ff. West of Willok 134 ~140 _bIaNglay
Road. - LN
4 £rl i -
kg (3) TYPE OF WORK: 2 Ny
S 7;}’ New WellXX Deepening {1 ™ o
b el o~ .
LS A A sy S P ; Reconstruction I ] —\\ <</)
) - b oL Reconditioning 3 m - W @ \\?
< Horizontal Well 1 T“;\:{\}\ ~ NS
Poan 0, Doee | N W) &)
procedures in Item = 4
Ea) (4) PROPOSED WSE? NN XY 7
[ Domestic g? '&\ N4 7Ny \\
Trrigatien ‘Q\__ N> i\\)(f\\ N
Tndustrial N N <Q)—\\\\7 V\\\_/
‘ Te\t Well INNNE £ .
Stod %\\\\ ) - \ N ©
0

WELL EOCATION SKETCH

Other

{5} EQUIPMENT:

(8} GRA\?F\ PACK:
No 7] 5i.

/Q\@
zefﬁ\;é

Rotary X Beverse L[]
Cable [ Air 0 N\ J"Ditadeter of bore fr'\\\\\) X
Other [J Bucket [J \}a\el{e om____ A0 \%_]__4_(1,7&.\ NN V-
(7) CASING INSTALLED: (8VPERFORATT \ \ N
Steel OO Plastic [ Congreth[3 Type of per r. r{n ortsize of scree -
¥ To,—~| Dia. | Cagih % -
& | & ¢ in, | Wall | \ > 1 i Pl s‘z -
0 1405 N\B/16" ] 120> 14&<\1§}/§5{L -
\_\)-/ A“‘\%}\ -
QA W -

(9) WELL SEAL:

AN

Was surface sanitary seal provided? Yes K No {1 If yes, to depth_A__ft. -

Were strata sealed against pollution? Yes [] No X Imterval _____  ft. -

Method of sealing. cement grout Work staxted__LO=20 19 80 Completed___1 0 =21 19.80
(10) WATER LEVELS: WELL DRILLER'S STATEMENT:

Depth of first water, if known fi. This well was drilled under my jurisdigtion and this report is true to the best of my
Standing level after well completion ___ft. | knewledge and belief.

(11} WELL TESTS:

Was well tes
Type of test

t made?

Yes 1
Pump O

No K} If yes, by whom?

Bailer []

Dlepth to water at start of test__ ft.

. ge
| il fma]ysts made? Yes £J
Vas electric log made? Yes [}

qnl/mm after.

~hours

No X1 If yes, by whoro?
No X1 If yes, attach copy to this report

Air Jife [}
At end of test____ ft
Water tempexature.

B Gay

License No.

SIGNED.
(\Vell Dn]]er)
NAME VACA DRILLING COMPANY
(Perstm, firm, or corporation} {Typed or printed}
Address, 5815 Cherry Glen Road
City. Vacawville Calif. Zip_ 95688

98441 Pate of this report 10-22-80

DWR 188 (REV. 7.76)

IF ADDITIONAL SPACE IS NEEDED. USE NEXT CONSECUTIVELY NUMBERED FORM



ORIGINAL

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Do not fill in

THE RESOURCES AGENCY,

File with DWR

LT = \?f Intent Ne. 1"!‘9019
A Pyermit No. or Date

fmow

DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES
WATER WELL DRILLERS REPORT

- No. 100921
SmteWL}INoé’M)luj }F%
_ Other Well NOZJUIILU"L

(12) WELL LOG: Total depth_j,:ﬁﬁo_ft Depth of completed well 160 fe.
Address, frem ft. to ft. Formation {Describe by dolor, character, size or material)
City. 0 - 3 SOil
QOCATI 1L . . . 2 - 65 Clay

O Tapo Ll (See fmtructions): e 65 - 80 Sandy Clay
Well address if different from above, : 80 - 110 l Bl@a:\*glay
Township. » Range. RO l“y Sectior 1 11.0 - ‘116 N Blue \b:&ﬂd
Distance from citiu;s, roads, railroads, fences, etc _ 116 - 145 _&\\\Blue Gia‘f

145 - 148  \¥ellow Clay

148 - 155 Boown §_nd

155 - 160\

(3) TYPE OF WORK:

New Well &l Deepening [}

(4) PROPOSED

Recunstruction [ ] -
Reconditioning (] A\\ = i (C—\?—\V
Horizontal Well. R E \:@}\V\\\ - (\Q\ @)
| Boion 0 e L NS NN Q)
procedures in Item TN £ \W

Domestic ‘ ss,, / ‘ A _\l\;\"y @ Y\
Irr{gatfnn/\\ b 4} ,_\\\ A\) : 5\\/ A\ ¥
Industrial \O 1. &&})m-:\\?( ) \\
Tt Well ct Q\\\\}L S
5*3?\ @\\\9) - 2NN
ﬁ Municip? E\< S ¢ /:"/
WELL LOCATION SKETCH S \/pOther A O CANERVY
(5) EQUIPMENT: (8) GRAVILSPACK: {%} K
Rotary Reverse [} %?} N% sze ((\\\‘\W
Cable O Air [ <:\155'ra ter of hore. @\))—-
Other [ Bucket cked~f om \_16_0__[}“ \‘\\\ v~
(7) CASING INSTALLFD (8) PERFORAFION s\' N
Steel [} Plastic E %\ Type of pcr@bg &ue of wcree —
rom | Torfoie [ P B /,&5 -
0 160NN 7 | 1007 | 126 [T/ HKa" -
N 140 | 160N -
ALY -
(9) WELL SEAL: —
Was surface sanitary seal provided? Yes X No [ If yes, to depth;ZQ_Jt. —
Were stratz sealed against pollution? Yes [ NOESJ Interan__ﬁ__;ft. — . .
Method of sealing Cement Grout - Woark staﬂed_m._lgz&_ Complefcd_{llaﬂ_ulg_lz&_
(10) WATER LEVELS: ‘ WELL DRILLER'S SFTATEMENT:
Depth of first water, if known ft This well was drilled under my jurisdigtion and ihis report is true fo the best of my
Standing level after well completion. e, | knowledge end. beIJefm
(11) WELL TESTS: Stexen s
Was well test made? Yes (7 No [ If yes, by whomf__________ W ‘ \; {Weit Df’ﬂel‘)
Type of test Pump 3 Bailer [} Air h&g—. "AAME
Depth to water at start of test___ft At end of test_______ Bt {Person, firm, “%“R&ﬂ"ﬁﬁfﬁ.m édb
Discharge. galfmin after hours Water temperature Address. 4352 CHERRY GLEN RD
No4f] If-yes, by whom? CIW‘ o VAC"&\”LL

al analysis made? Yes [J

Whs electric log made? Yes [ No B If yes, attach copy to this report

Lp =14
i Llcense’ Noj_MDate of this 'ePOMM

DWR 188 (REV. 7-76)

IF ADDITIONAL SPACE IS NEEDED. USE, NEXT CONSECUTIVELY NUMBERED FORM



ORIGINAL ) STATE OF CALIFORNIA ’ Do not fill in
- THE RESOURCES AGENCY

File with DWR DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES No. 14370 o
. ‘)E Intent No. 1182:[:!' !‘ WATER WELL DRILLERS REP ORT Stata Well No.
ermit No. or Date - Other Well Nngéi iu a! é{,j Qé ¢~
(1) (12) WELL LOG: Total dept}‘;le't. Depth of com;lsleted we&ﬂ:
: Addn from ft. to ft Fonnation (Déscn’be by color, character, size or material)
City. - 0 = 3- - SOLL,
. (2) LOCATION OF WELL (See instructions): 3 — 8 CLAY
County___S0lano Owner's Well Numher. 8 I K SATID
Well address if different from above 12 - 25 (LAY \\
’I'nwnship_‘r.!_6_! H. Rﬂ-mqe R L3 IY. Section, l 95 - 311- SAND \W

Distance from cities, roads, milroads, fences, ete.

Mills BN. 1600 Ft. North Elsvworth

gl - 56 GEAY L
- 6k GRAVA»SAND

R 5]
=

- 106%\ BLUEY SANDY CLAY

Reconstruction
Reconditioning

% Hoxizontal Well
a4
=

G069

procedures in Item

%}Vtﬂ“t'?” iw\,ﬂf"

PR | # (4) PROPOSED

Domestic

Irrigation /»\\\
Industrial )

(3} TYPE OF WORK:

New Well {§ Deepening £ |

0

=IPANN

3|

Destrucuon 1 (Bescribe
destruction wmaterials n}]}s}

N,
- (S

%

‘ N
/9 \ 7y \< A
WELL LOCATION SKETCH  “\}Other N i B
(8) EQUIPMENT: {6} GRAV%I}’ ACK: ‘/‘\\?\35 <w§ ~
Rotary E[ Reverse [ {g é Siz%_‘ @\\({—\()
Cable O3 Ar 0O k\'n ¢ of bore__ 2 57 Y
Other [ Bucket %}}I\ &Lﬁﬁﬁ_l_;g\\‘;\\?; =
{7} CASING INSTALLED: ( (3)‘PEBF0RAT1’6 s\ \};\Q\‘V -
Steel {1 Plastie O Co q*:r{:\a\ Type of perf@‘t}rki\b’me of screen('/(-"\ [~ —~
From To ~—~}Dia. G\ke»ar Tre n:g;\\\\@ To <\S\fo§> -
ft. ft. Q\}lq; Wall f‘g\%\;\ ft. /:: Sl;é -
0 10T-h5% 3/16 15 VST ol N 1~F -
R 96 o \‘,\\?}:\; ~, -
R, W -
(9) WELL SEAL: " -
Was surface sanitary seal provided? Yes = No [ If yes, to dept 4] t. -
Were strata sealed against pollution? Yes [} No OO Interval [t -
Method of sealing e o 2 é’*"f” ey o f Work started_ﬁ-j____l% Comp]eted__é/f? 19 8
rd

{10) WATER LEVELS:
Depth of fitst water, if known

ft.

Standing level after well completion,

- £t

WELL DRITLER'S STATEMENT:

This well was drilled under my jurisdiction and this report is true to the best of my
kitotwledge and belief.

* (11) WELL TESTS:

SiGNED. ,{qﬂ (22 (/;A & st &/4 .

Was well test made? Yes 1 No [0 If yes, by whom? {Well DU@')
Type of test Pump ] Bailer ] Alr Tift [] NAMEWG co.,
Depth to water at start of test _  ft. At end of test Mt § .. | v+, o Pers -hj , fi or corporation} (Typed or printed)
’ | Address :R'm -y ‘LEN _RD.
City vanavwm' A 705688

Disgharge___ __ gal/min after . hours Water temperahue.
{ Al analysis made? Yes [ No 1 If ves, by whom?

v electric log made? Yes [} No [] If yes, attach copy to this report

(5]

Licensa N¢ 011&1’ [.110 #2979%e of this repoxt (/J// /ﬁ't"

DWR 188 (REV.7-78) IF ADDITIONAL SPACE 1S NEEDED. USE NEXT CONSECUTIVELY NUMBERED FORM



»

ORIGINAL STATE OF CALIFORNIA Do not ﬁll in
THE RESOURCES AGENCY

File with DWR DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES : No. 2294189
 vglo of Intent No 178710 WATER WELL DRILLERS REPORT State Well No
- ormit No. ar Date . Other Well Ne@QABMO [ 1IO )5
(1 (12 ) WELL LOG' Total depthl—mft. Depth of completed well 1 4 1 ft.
Ade from ft. to ft. Formation {Describe by color, charactexr, size or material)
cit 0 - 2 S0IL
2 - 13 CLAY
(2) LOCATION OF WELL (See instructions):
Cuunty“_s._QL_Ablo Owner’s Well Number. 13 - 16 SA’NP‘? & GRAVEL
Well mldress, if different from above, 1 6 - 30 C’:LAY.\%\\
Township T rdeo "V Range K J W Section_/ 30 .. 36 SAND G JENE GRAVEL
Distance from cities, roads, railroads, , etc 7 5 FT. EAST OF 3 6 - 5 0 \‘?SE\LLOW CLAY
LIESURE TOWN RD. 400FT., WORTH OF 50 - 90 E’Qﬁ% GLAY
ELLSWORTH RD. - 90 - 1@Q BLYE SAND & FINE GRAVEL
: 100 - 125\\ YELLCOW CLAY
(3) TYPE OF WORK: 1 25/?' 130 "\> SAND
New We}l}él Deepening- [} 1 30’&:\ 140 C L%Y
Reconstmetion O - \\ {;’Q\v
-& Reconditioning [m] A\\ - ~ G g \\*f
[ Horizontal Well [m| \:i%‘};‘\ - ) (\Q\ @)
3 i ; D
: Doimction 0, sbesenibe | N\ ) (&
q H" procedures in Item 12, S, - /;\\ o }
N7 u (4) P;{OPOSED\}QQ B - \\w A D)
N o Diomestic }é: f ~ = \ ﬂ \\
a % Irrignﬁnn@ 0 /’\‘i A\) j\:\v (Q)\) =
s 2 wa Industrial ™ b O . K‘*’O,E\W *\\\\}w
s ENsworH i%d Téae Well INNONE ~ .
- S;CXX (\ﬁ\ N - N
b N4 S
7 | Municip! O S - N
WELL LOCATION SKETCH S/} Other N D Y
(3) EQUIPMENT: (6) GRAVEL-PACK: X e
Rotary EI Reverse [ {f \Y;\ES & Nf}é Size%@* ({Q‘\\E—ﬁ
Cable O FXP I AN ﬁgzngtg: of hore o™ (SN —
Other [ Bucket [1 };\ékgd\ﬁom 2>0 oy 140 NN
(7) CASING INSTALLED:(7 (8)Y“PERFORATIONS: % N -
Steel [T Plastic % Céﬁg :;'\D\ Type of perf??;\t;:og onxze of xcreen:(ﬁ}_ =4 -
‘ oot o e 7 Sy -
Eror To, Dia. Gageod{r Frin \) To Stap
B, Et((s D, | Wall fg‘.‘é\:i\\\}\\ £t % <Qs19§> Z
o [1ao0nh50I3/16] 80 | 100y Ni/8x6 -
i 120 | %0V -
(‘(“&?\\T\\}\/ -
(9) WELL SEAL: o -
Was surface sanitary seal provided? Yes ¥ No [] ¥f yes, to depth.___ 20} ft.. -
Were strata sealed against %/:I)llution'? Yes No O Interval . [t -
Method of sealing, CEMENT GRUUT Work sterted..f 07 19_82 % Completed /L — 2 7 1981
{10} WATER LEVELS: WELL DRILLER'S STATEMENT:
Depth of first water, if known ft. | This well was drilled under my jurisdiction and this veport is true te the best of my
Standing level after well completion. &, | krowledge and bellef.
(11) WELL TESTS: SIGNED. /ﬂl . ‘ﬂﬂj} oYY
Was well test made? Yes [ No X1 If yes, by whom?. {Well Driller)
Type of test Pump O3 Bailer [] Air lift [ NAME_VACA DRITLI INE OO
Depth to water at statt of test__.._ft. At end of test . it 5 815 (EeﬁﬁnRﬁEQl of gampationd (Typed or printed)
Discharge_________gal/min after . houwrs Water temperature__ | Address
I analysis made? Yes [} Nu&] If ves, by whom? City., VA,'CAVILLE > CALIF. —Zip. 9 5 688
i electric log’ made? Yes [} NoX] If yes, attach copy to this report License No. €c-57 39799 5 Tate of this report. 4-28-81

DWR 188 (R&V. 7-78) IF ADDITIONAL SPACE IS NEEDED. USE NEXT CONSECUTIVELY NUMBERED FORM



ORIGINAL

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

‘Do not fill in

THE RESOURCES AGENCY

File with DWR

o of Intent No 179634
ermnit No. or Date.

DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES
WATER WELL DRILLERS REPORT

No. 229490

State Well No.

Other Well No. (74 éﬁjﬁj /ddﬂ /C.

(1) { (12) WELL LOG: ot depth__6.0_ft. Depth of comploted well_6.1 _s.'
Adds from ft, to ft. FormdHon {Describe by color, character, size or material)
City. 0 - 8 SANDY SOTIL
(2) LOCATION OF WELL (See instructions): § - 18 CLAY
County. SOTLANO Owner’s Well Number. 18 = 22 ~ SAND
Well address if different from above. 22 . 35 CLA\Y\\
Township. T ﬁ N Range R1W Section__L 35 - 39 SAND \\’-/;}
Distance from cities, roads, railroads, fences, ete 1800FT. NORTH OF 39 - 438 &:;&LAY v
ELLSWORTH RD. 125FT, WEST OF MILLS RD. 48 - 53 SERAVEL & SAND
f 53 - GA_ CLAY
_ ~
AN
123 ‘ (3) TYPE OF WORK: P Oy
pA ] / New Well j Deepening [ [N .
‘ A 1 Recenstruction ] - - \\ Q(‘/}
\‘2 Reconditioning 0 g\\ w (@'__ v
g ;—: / Horizontal Well 0 \.‘\3;\;\\ AQ}\‘—(.\‘))
NEET Ponior Buree - L NS0 N\ G\
i procedures in Item } < - o {? o “.9
s wiaxlh_Kd (4) PROPOSED E;? G A )
/ Domestw ng? . —\\\\\\ N (-‘(.'\\ \‘\’\
Terigation [j, '\\‘\ \“\} ?\\) fx‘\ >
Industrial (\% a QQ:}L\ W i \t}\u
e ést Well /, | ;\\\\\y- S ,
" sm\ %x N - 2 NAY
ﬁ Municip %\'\ "ﬂ:‘:\\\Q :ﬁty _
WELL LOCATION SKETCH "\ Other (6}\ ol —x""\—-—R\W
(5) EQUIPMENT: {8) GRAVEDPACK: ﬂ;{%}}. & - =
Rotary m Reverse [J K ® No F] Si? B (/&\\\j{)
Cable {1 Ar O C:: ~mk ar of horo i Vo R
Other [ Bucket e ?“em vom___20) \’ 60 fs \‘\\\ >
(7) CASING INSTALLED.C (a)"i’nnronm’i’o‘hgs \\\: & -
Steel [} Plastic 5 o‘:;\t)’é\ Type of perf“i%thn or:‘ize of sc:ee{ﬁ\ [/ -
oy r\“:> ~ .
A T N - '
0 I hEth | 3 40 ffn Rl /“éx6 -
N AN -
Q\&:“‘ﬁ\\ b -
_(9) WELL SEAL: NS =

Whas surface sanitary seal provided? YesX]

No [J If yes, to depth___2 () ¥t

‘Were strata sealed against pollution? Yes}( No [0 Imterval . _ ft.

Method of sealing  QEMEN® gRpoye .|

Work stasted__+—=28&4 19 82 1982

Completed. h—=2h

(10) WATER LEVELS:

Depth of first water, if known ft.

ft

Standing level after well completion,

WELL DRILLER'S STATEMENT:

Thizs well was drilled under my jurisdiction and this report is true to the best of my
knowledge and belief.

/f? f,#,m_u"

{11} WELL TESTS: SIGNED.

Was well test made? Yes {1  Nokl If yes, by whom? ( Well Driller}

Type of test Pump O Bailer [} Air lift [ NAME__VACA_DRILLING_CO

Depth to water at start of test_______ ft At end of test ... ft ~ (Person, finm, or corporation) {(Typed or printed)
Address 5815 CHERRY GLEN RD

Discharge gal/min after.___~ __ howrs Water temperature______ |

tal apalysis made? Yes [ No B If yez, by whom?

Gy VACAVILLE, CALIF. 4095688

VA electric log made?  Yes [J No K1 ¥ ves, attach copy to this report

License No.3.97.995 Date of this report =26 =82

DWR 188 {REV. 7.76)

IF ADDITIONAL SPACE IS NEEDED, USE NEXT CONSECUTIVELY NUMBERED FORM



ORIGINAL

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Do not fill in

THE RESOURCES AGENCY

File with DWR
179678

m Intent No.
ermit No. or Date,

WATER WELL D

DEFPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

No. 231934

State Well No

Other Well No. Oé UQ/L&?O/F

RILLERS REPORT

(]_) (12) WELL LOG:. Total depth 12 0. fe. Drepth of completed well_l 2. ._fl t.
Addie from ft. to ft. Formation (Describe by color, character, size or material)
City._. 0 - 3 SO0TL
(2) LOCATION OF WELL (Sec instructions): ) 3_ - 75 CLAY
County. SOTANO Owner's Well Number 15 = 105 B LUnEj CLAY
Well address if tliiiferent from above : N 105~ 112 BLI}E‘\\S AND
Township. T6N Ranpe E‘ 1 W Section 1 ) 112 - 120 B LUE\\(}D&Y
Distance from cities, toads, tailroads, fences, ete._1 2OQFT . WEST OF - gb\ ~
MILLS LN. 1000FT. NORTH OF ELLSWORTH RI - NN
R AN Ny
- RN
(3) TYPE OF WORK: 2 NS
New Well X1 Deepening 3 %1\ R
Reconstruction (W] R \\ (\g/)
Reconditioning 0}, &\ - hd (@ \\M
Horizontal Well a “?;g‘;»:\ - SN e
Dowmeton D, esesbe | N NN\ )
procedures in Item 1 N . ~ 7 ~ “/9;
. (4) PROPOSED USEY N AN T
Domesfic \m{f -—\:\f\ N fd \\\~
Irrigation \F\{h E\r - \\\( RV f\\'\"::\ o
Industrfal %ﬁ\’ W] . \’S.}l-‘\z\tx ‘\'\‘:\'-.‘.‘./
) Test Welk NS In| Q\‘;”;\\ \l}\.}!_ e -
.‘ St;)é\\ _afj‘?\\w} - s \&\:{{\ ~
/0| Muateia(y of, ~ =
WELL LOCATION SKETCH % sbOthor Ay O > NV
{3) EQUIPMENT: (8) anv‘tLﬁpACK \i\\, & -
Rotary A&J Reverse 3 | \é:i Kl Noi S:zeg_%— \/f*}\\\\fw
Cable [} Air [M] \‘»;leia\\ﬂl{z{ of bore. K \«4 pu AR S
Other [1° Bucket O \?\;&?‘ect-»fmmmzor___mtn,_ Sl Ny =
{7} CASING INSTALLED:, (S)VPEBFOBA'PﬁJNS SN
SN oy N
Steel ] Plastic K Co‘hz?ete Ds,. Type of perfggé{on or'size of screeu{é;“ = -
Y o -
Tom | To i | G fséx\gs-f’ PSS -
Q 12l s 100> ] 1200 R /8xs -
\::‘.Jj B} -’\QR\\.\:\S;\XZ ' -
QAN W -
(9) WELL SEAL: Ny -
Was surface sanitary seal provided? Yes XJ No [ If yes, to depth__z_e._ft. -
Were strata sealed against pollution? Yes X1 No ] Interval it -
Method of sealing_ CEMENT  GROILT Work started_ 1 0—=8— 19 82 Completed__1 071 19 82
{10) WATER LEVELS: WELY, DRILLER’S STATEMENT:
Depth of first water, if known . | This well was dnHed under my jurisdiction and this report is true to the best of my
Standing level after well completion, g, | knowledzge and belief.
(11) WELL TESTS:- SIGNED J ﬁ ( Bl el Q,LJ
Was well test made? Yes [} No [} 1If yes, by whom?. {Well Driligh}
Type of test Pump 3 Bailer O Air Jift O NAME VACA DRILLING CO.
Depth to water at start of test __ ft At end of test______ ft {Person, firn:, or corporation)} {Typed or printed)
D" argo, gal/min after. _hours Water temperature, Address 5 815 CHERRY GLEN RD.
:’l analysis made? Yes O3 No K} If yes, by whom? City VACAVILLE + CA. Zip,,_‘,g_ﬁ_ﬁ_s_&,__
. } a5 electric log made? Yes {J No Tt If yes, attach copy to this report License No 38799 5 Date of this report 10-5-82

DWER 188 (RuV. 7-76)

*

IF ADDITIONAL SPACE IS NEEDEDR. USE NEXT CONSECUTIVELY NUMBERED FORM



STATE OF CALIFORNIA

ORIGINAL ) THE RESOURCES AGENCY Do not fill in
ile with DWR DEPARTMENT QF WATER RESOURCES
Q WATER WELL DRILLERS REPORT NO, 2 5 06 5 2
btice of Intent No. _ 2441.903 : ' State Well No. )
Local Permit No.orDate . | . Other Well No. f?éﬁlf 22%/( 2% C.
(1) OV wl (12) WELL: LOG: Totl depthloo ft. Completed depth 100 ft.
Address. -l fromft. to  ft Formation (Describe by color, character, size or material)
City ___ 4 0 — 2 Soll
(2) LOCATION OF WELL (See instructions): 2 - 25 Clay
County Solano Owner's Well Number 25 - 22 Sand & Gravel
Well address if different from above 22 - 55 Clay
Township T.6N Range _R,1W Section 1 55 - 58 Sand
Distance from cities, roads, railroads, fences, etc. 58 = L Clay
1800 Ft, North of Ellsworth ~ 1 Sapd
100 Ft, East of Mills Lane 8l - 100 /\\%E]_ue Clay
(3) TYPE OF WORK: il A N
feort New Well £ Deepening 5 i - \\. Vv
) X Reconstruction 0 - \>
([\ Reconditioning O '(i\& 2
5 Horizontal Well £l ey \\ F\\Vta 2
e Destruction []  {Describe = (\\— hdl ’ [\_, N
Y o destruction materials and pro- & :‘}\\\ (\\\ Q_)) —~
_E Q cedures in Jtem 12) \\w \\)) /') \}‘}
I ~ (4) PROPOSED USE: é NV (5 PAA\4
’ =~ Domestic A7 EENNS) PRANS
Irrigation \d / [N \\ (\\52,\ o
’ ) Industrial 3] I /(‘\‘\_\ (,\ <J
o, Test .V\:’ell 3| N Q\‘O_) v N2
MunkiQ AN WS
S D INZAEPAS

Etlsweeth £d % | PR
WELL LOCATION SKETCH (é 01;‘361 \\> —\(’Cé\)\v/

{3) EQUIPMENT: GRA&E CK: \§ /‘2 oy
Rotary Reverse [} g\\ ‘% g\){ /:&\\(7/\

Cable [} Air N} T{'\mete of bore f;\\\\\\)\"f
Other (O Bucke Q\ \) C"‘c?\\\)} :

{\ E
{7} CASING INSTALLED: (8) PER TIh N _
Steel [ P;a \b{\;re:) )] Typ%\f wvmorsm&of{} 3
F 6 (Dia. | G o \/ﬁ -
R R A AN A -

6 IO 7 % ASIO 178! -
" SN u -

(9) WELL SEAL: ~
Was surface sanitary seal provided? Yes B No IJ ifyes to deptll_ZQ___ft. —

Were strata sealed against pollution?  Yes [0 No XKl  Interval it -
Method of sealing .G €flent Grout Waork started B 101088 Completed—Em1D——19-88-
(10) WATER LEVELS: - WELL DRILLER’S STATEMENT:
Pepth of first water, if k ft.
epth of first water, 1 kown h This well was drilled~under my furisdiction and this report is true to the
Standing level after well completion i | best of my knowleflge aind beligf.
(11) WELL TESTS: Signed j -
! gne
well test made? Yes [1 NoXl  Tiyes by whom? {Well Driller) /
of test Pump [ Bailer [ Airlift ] - NAME VACH DELLING SO
pth to water at start of test ft. Atendoftest — ft 5815 dﬁﬁﬁé%ﬁmﬂﬁﬁﬁ) (Typed or printed)
" Discharge . gal/min after hours Water temperature Address = &
Chemicalanalysismade?  Yes 1 NoE}  If yes, by whom? City Z1p
Was electric log made Yes [1  NoXl  Ifl yes, attach capy to this report License No. _ 984141 ] ,/ A 97995 Date of this report

DWR 188 (REV. 12-26) IF ADDITIONAL SPACE IS NEEDED, USE NEXT CONSECUTIVELY NUMBERED FORM P



ORIGINAL
File with DWR

N
-_rotice of Intent No.

’
;

205807

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

THE RESOURCES AGENCY

Do not fill in

DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

WATER WELL DRILLERS REPORT

Loca] Permit No. or Date

No. 298916

State Well No.

Other Well No. I AMOTLCAT E

(1) OWNER: Nua ' (12) WELL LOG: Total depth ft. Completed depth ft.
Address fromft.  to  ft. Formation (Describe by eolor, character, size or material)
City 0~ 3 s0i1
{2) LOCATION OF WELL (See mstructlons) 3 - 30 hard clay & sand
County Solano Owner’s Well Number 30 — 65 cla 74
Well address if different from above 65 — 110 blue clay
Towniship 6N Range 1w Section L 116 = 115 sand
Distance from cities, roads, railroads, fences, etc. 115 - 142 hrown €] Y.
80 ft. east of lLeisure Town Road 142 - 150 sand &\f‘-“ip@s grave]l
1200 ft. north of Ellsworth Road 150 — 160  brbwn cln
— \\b‘
ﬁg (8) TYPE OF WORK; = A, N
Y; [ New Well @ Deepening O — \\ v
— ’ Reconstruction [} - \\\>
Y & Reconditioning O '{Ax {>/
@: g Horizontal Well (] A ;\\\/ f‘\\\ a/\
E’ +Destruction [ (Describe i\\_ & kG-\
4 destruction materials and pro- | S WA <\\\ &) ~
A Fllewacth aad cedwesinllem 1) - [TTRISS7 T T N\) 5 S,
N (4) PROPOSED USE% L~ v = AR
N Domestic rd A _ \\)) f\\/ \ <)
| 5 PN A 1
‘ :! Test Well [} Q\@)\w V\\\\)
. 3 2 s
- Municigg] O \\\\A\ N /’)\\ A
Opfer Oy~ RIS
WELL LOCATION SKETCH é}e@e) NS N/
(5) EQUIPMENT: +* {)\cmv I\gx S\§ L </
Rotary B3 Reverse [ No (g LQ\ /‘\\“\([
Cable [ Air O % ete of hore {/\ f;\\«\\\})
Other [ Bucke q\ \JWd from 73_2_0_ R{)l_ﬁ_o_(‘; \\}) —
{7} CASING INSTALLED: r\\’ {8} PERFORATIO \;y =
Steel L P]as,tigsk i3 X‘?\i}rete ):l Typg\f @%vm or size uf(sc.? _
From T.é\( “Dig, Gage or ot o i\ O\I‘gt -
ft. f iﬁx Wall A\ ij‘:’\ size —
0 [161~57[3716 | 110 482807 1/8" -
PVC | 140 Q%‘g)@ -
{9) WELL SEAL: —
Wassurface savitary seal provided? Yes §  No [ If yes, o depth ___ZL__.. fe. -
Were strala sealed against pollution?  Yes [1 No [J  Interval fr. Z
Methed of sealing Cement grout Work started— 1 0=5__19.87 Completed__1 05 1987
(10) WATER LEVELS: WELL DRILLER’S STATEMENT:
Depth of first wate, if known f This well was drilled under my jurisdiction and this veport is true to the
Standing leve] after well completion it | Best of my kndwledge and belief.
(11) WELL TESTS: | spned A0 : Convess N
Was well test made? Yes 1 No [ if yes, by whom? . {Well Dfilter)
Ty pe of test Pump [] Bailer [1 Aiclift O NAME Vaca Dri ]_linq .
erthto water at start of test ft. At end of test ft. dd fai s gc]a—r‘sz :-Yn_n‘ ;:r c;iglozt:n) (gy’ie:';;printed}
Discharge al/min after hours Water temperature Address
Chemicil analysis ma;gle?f Yes [} Ne E]  If yes, by whom? ” City Vacaville,” ¢+ CA 7P 95688

Was electric log made Yes [1 No [

1f yes, attach copy to this report

LicenseNo. 98441 /397995 _ Dateof thisreport .1 0=5=87

DWR 188 (REV. 12-86)

IF ADDITIOMAL SPACE IS NEEDEDR, USE NEXT CONSECUTIVELY NUMBERED FORM

B& 946355



ORIGINAL STATE OF CALIFORNIA DWR _USE OWLY — DO NOT TPtk N '
File with DWR WELL COMPLETION REPORT |[0ilaiNIQU (WO 1] § 1 v | |
P‘lge 1 of Rafer to Insfrlwﬁan Pamphlet STATE WELL NO./STATION NO.
Owner’s Well No.__B 05077 700519 l S I H:“ o~ i ID
Date Work Began .1 0/07/98  Ended___1 0/07/98 l LATITUDE LONGITUDE |
Local Permit Agenoy Solano County Environmental Mgt. S O O A A N O O O
APN/THSIOTHER
Permit No. wW-98-39 Permit ate 1 0/05/98 S
GEOLOGIC LOG “WELL OWNER
ORIENTATION (¥.} 2% VERTICAL __ HORIZONTAL ___ ANGLE ___ (seecieyy | Nam
DRILLING ;
SETTERG wETHop __Rotary pLup _Mud _ | Mail
SURFACE ' DESCRIPTION _
P, Describe material, grain size, color, ete, | oy : . VELL L .
0 . 2 ¢ Soil | Address 1320 Ft. raat oW ¥ow ra.
2 113 1 Clay " |ciy_>__-320 Ft. North of Walnut Rd.
T T - 6? -
13 17 Sand . -County - Solario,
17 40 ! Clay . N __} APN Book 133 Page 160 _ parcel 16
40 ! 48 ! Sand & Fine. Gravel N e Township _ 6N Range W Section
48 T 60 : Brown-Clay = -~ " "~ ¢ “Latitude L t NORTH  Longitude o SEcWEST
NS T DEG. MM, SEC. DEG. :
60 100 + Blue ClaV_ X - LOCATION SKETCH ACTIVITY (2) —
: i . N NORTH A NEW WELL
: ; MODIFICATION/REPAIR
: : NS — Degpen
T T —— Cther {Spacyy)
: f — = .
! d e . DESTROY {Describe
T T ® Procedures and Malerlals
| ! - Under "GECLOGIC LOG"
' ! g PLANNED USES ()
N WATER SUPPLY
: : — 1 3 20 ft N Bomestic — Public
{ : = "__: > K | —— iigation indusinat
. . % = ﬁ l% MONITORING .
1 i o TEST WELL ___
B | m CATHODIC PROTECTION
' : : HEAT EXCHANGE ___
' ! Walnut Rd. DIRECT PUSH
r : INJECTION ___
, ! VAPOR EXTHACTION
' 1 SPARGING
] T
: ! Hthestrate or Describe Dlsmrzce of Well from, Roads, Buildings, HEMEDIAT,EON -
¥ 1 Fonces, Ricers, ete, and attach 4 mrt ise additional Eaper i OTHER (SPECIFY) —
T T necessery. PLEASE BE ACCURA 'E & COMPLET!
13 I
; : WATER LEVEL & YIELD OF COMPLETED WELL
' T DEPTH TO FIRST WATER _______ (Fi} BELOW SURFACE
. : DEPTH OF STATIC
; T WATERLEVEL___  {(Ft) & DATE MEASURED
! ! ESTIMATED YIELD * _________ (GPM} & TEST TYPE
TOTAL DEPTH OF BORING _100  tFeer) TEST LENGTH (Hrs) TOTAL DRAWDOWN_________(F1)
TOTAL DEPTH OF COMPLETED WELL {Feet) * May not be vepreseniative of & well’s long-term yicld,
DEPTH ORE CASENG (8) DEPTH ANNULAR MATERTAL
FROM SURFACE | Tiore [ TYPE(Z) FROM SURFACE TYPE
DIA. =] ow INTERNAL | GAUGE SLOT SIZE CE- | BEN-
(Inches) ; Heggs M%T.:'ffé@"’ DIAMETER| OR WALL IF ANY MENT |TONITE] FrL FILTER PAGK
Fl.. to Ft 8|83 {nohes) | THICKNESS {Inches) .l R b e b e (TYPE/SIZE)
0 o 40 | 10" [ X F-480 5" 3 0 + 3 | X
T 3 ]
40 1 60 10" X F-480 5" 5" .032 3 .+ 25 X
60 80 10" | X F-480 5" 2" 25+ 100 Birdseye
80 100 10" X F-480 5" +" .032 : Gravel
I '
) i

ATTACHMENTS ()

— Geologic Log

. Wall Construction Diagram
— Geophysical Lag{s)

___ ScilWater Chemical Analyses
— Other

ATTACH ADDITIONAL INFORMATION, IF IT EXISTS.

NAME

CERTIFICATION STATEMENT

1, the undersigned, certify that this report’is complete and aceurate to thé best of my knowledge and belief.

VACA DRILLING 0./ Del Crew Jr.

(PERSON, FIRM, OR CORPORATION) (TYPED OR PRINFED) ]
P. Q. Box 759 Vacaville

ADORESS

Signed

(H13

a—

WELL DRILLER/AUTHORIZED REPRESENTARIVE ATE SIGNED

CA__ .,9pH36
JJ"HP' )

STAIE

C-57 LICENSE NUMBER-

DWR 188 REV. 1107 IF ADDITIONAL® SPACE IS NEEDED, USE NEXT CONSECUTIVELY NUMBERED FORM



Do Not Fill In

. ORIGINAL WATER WELL DRILLERS REPORT
. File Original, Duplicate and Triplicate with the {Seétions 7076, 7077, 7078, Water Code) ' NO 11 7 7 3 9
1 REGIONAL “WATER POLLUTION i " State Well No

CONTROL BOARD No.__ O

THE RESOURCES AGENCY OF CALIFORNIA/ (S ot wel Nodl / / [uf =t o=

. posert eppropriste number)
‘j OWNER: . . 7 .

(2) LOCATION OF WELL:
CComty 3 olano

Qwner's number, if any—

R. F. D. or Street No,

Route 2, Box 795

Walnut Rd. (no #)

(3) TYPE OF WORK (check):

New well X Deepening [] Reconditioning [ Abandon [ B
If abandonmient, describe material and procedure in Item 11. !
(4) PROPOSED USE (check): (5) EQUIPMENT:
. Domestic | Industrial [ Municipal [ { . golt;ir Y v
" able 1
Irrigation [] Test Well 7] Other O Dug Well  [J
(6) CASING INSTALLED: = If gravel packed
. i .
SINGLE'E DOUBLE ] G:ﬁ‘ Diamecer from to
From g " fr. Diam. wall | _of Bore ) ft. fe.
~ O 100, 6" 1. |-8" 2
‘ < . . -« None
Type and size of shoe or well ring " Size of gravel:
Describe joint Bltt Weald

(11) WELL LOG:

(7) PERFORATIONS:

Type of perforator used Aceyt 191‘19

‘Size of perforations 6 v in., length, by 1/4 in,
From fr. to ft. Peorf. per tow Rows per ft. |}
1 40 1068 -20.‘ " R

(8} CONSTRUCTION: By Owner
Was a surface sanitary seal provided? [ Yes [} No To whar depth -ft.

Wese any strata sealed against pollution? [ Yes E No If yet, note depth of straca

From ft. to fr,

'y e

Method of Sealing

(9) "WATER LEVELS:

. oA )

Depth at which water was first found 28 50 & 55 “' e gy,
Standing level before perforating 17 ft.
ing level after perforating 1'7 ) -

”

(10) WELL TESTS: Tested by bailing

Was 2 pump test made? L] Yes [ No  If yes, by whom?

....,,...J

N

Drillers

Yield: 50 gal./min. with 50 fe, draw down afrer 2

' s,

Temperature of warer Wiz 3 chemical analysis made? [ Yer J00 No

4

P AN R C“" f“\‘
UK OFEICIRC USe—

W:nr.k surted A1 5T 20 v 686, Cmp]iféﬂ%’ﬂﬁ‘é{ﬂfst 811986

WELL DRILLER'S STATEMENT:

\ ', Thisiwel} wyas drilled under my jurisdiction and this réport is true fo the best of
my kﬂowlidge and belief.

NAMEDoshier—Gregson Well Drilling Sorv.
tiog, (Typed or prmtrd'}

Address 5365 ﬁ‘mﬁgﬂvaTreao Highw ay

IViEVedle ioy Falir,
{Sreween) \) /f ‘)/\/ C// .ﬁ/i)

ST el Dritler
208155 1 Drill

Llcense No

Was electric Jog made of wellz [ Yes &1 No

Dated__ﬁ Q.pt—.-lS—-— -+ 19, _6.6._

87645 g-63 25m quin @D A spo

Total depth 105 v ft. Depth of completed well -~ 100 fr.
Formation: Describe by color, characier, yize of material, and structure.
fr. 10 fe, : .
0. 2 Brown Soil |
B 10 Brown Clay
10~ 58 Sendy Olay .
— 53 70 _I%. Frowa Clay
70 « 98 Gray Clay
98 -« 105 It. Brown Clay
. CONFIDENTAL TG
" Viater Code Sec. 70850

—. DWR 188, (REV. 3.54) _ ... |
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