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7300 Camino Tassajara
Pleasanton, CA

Subject: Creekside Memorial Park Cemetery Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) — Review of
Proposed Mitigation Measures

We herein offer changes to the proposed mitigation measures for the subject EIR. These changes to the
proposed mitigation measures are essential to determine and manage the significant and unavoidable
impacts on water resources caused by the proposed cemetery. We first summarize the key issues and
necessary changes and then provide specific language and rationale for the changes.

Summary

The subject FEIR concludes that the proposed Project will have the following significant and unavoidable
impacts to water resources.

e Depletion of groundwater supply and interference with recharge (Impact 3.9-3).

e Interference with pre-existing nearby wells (Impact 3.9-4).

e Cumulative impacts associated with the above two impacts (Impact 3.9-5).

In response to the public review comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Report, the Project
Sponsor developed and presented their “Enhanced Modified Plan Alternative.” The Enhanced Modified
Plan Alternative reduces Project water use in an attempt to alleviate “concern about the potential of the
Project to create a drawdown of the water table that directly affects nearby properties.”* Groundwater
monitoring and a phased groundwater supply development program are also proposed by the sponsor
as mitigation measures that address impacts to water resources. While data collection can identify and
guantify impacts to water resources, it does not mitigate those impacts unless it results in the initiation
of specific measures that reduce the impact to a level that is less than significant.

Five mitigation measures from the FEIR address potential impacts to existing groundwater users and
Tassajara Creek. We reviewed and edited these measures to ensure that they effectively identify and

! “Creekside Memorial Park Cemetery Final Environmental Impact Report,” page 2-50.
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mitigate significant and unavoidable Project impacts. We summarize below key concerns,

considerations and recommendations for the mitigation measures.

Hydrologic Monitoring

For Mitigation Measure 3.9-3b, a single monitoring well is insufficient to meet the monitoring
objectives. A minimum of three monitoring wells are required just to determine the direction and
hydraulic gradient of groundwater-flow.? To be effective, a substantially greater number of
monitoring wells (more than 3) are required to quantify the variability in pre-Project water levels
and groundwater storage changes beneath the site, and identify potential groundwater extraction
effects on the two groundwater seeps, the two stock ponds, the wetlands and riparian vegetation,
Tassajara Creek, and existing offsite wells.

Hydrologic monitoring must include data collection that measures on- and off-site pre- and post-
Project groundwater levels. This is necessary to document pre-project conditions and quantify
changes that occur as a result of project groundwater use. Pre-project conditions must be
established using no less than one-year of hydrologic data to document monthly recharge,
groundwater budget, groundwater-level, and Tassajara Creek flows. Monitoring must include
Tassajara Creek flows at a temporal frequency sufficient to support monthly recharge and
groundwater budget calculations for the property (data collected more frequently than once-a-
month). This includes quantifying changes in the volume of water that percolates from Tassajara
Creek into the ground (increased leakage from the creek into the ground) that may occur in
response to on-site groundwater use.

Monitoring must continue for at least ten (10) years after full build out of improvements and
landscaping, and confirm that the range of historical hydrologic year types are captured by the data
set and resulting water budget calculations.

Aquifer tests shall be conducted in all monitoring wells to provide estimated values of the water
transmitting (hydraulic conductivity) and storage properties of the aquifer. One aquifer test was
reportedly conducted in a well located adjacent to the proposed project property, but data from
additional wells are also required to account for natural heterogeneity (spatial variability) in
hydraulic conductivity and storage properties. This will be accomplished with constant-rate
pumping tests and data collected during both the pumping (drawdown) and recovery portions of the
tests. The instantaneous pumping rate and cumulative discharge shall be monitored continuously
throughout the tests with a meter and data logger. Similarly, water level changes in the pumped
well and on- and off-site monitoring wells shall be measured continuously with pressure transducers
and data loggers.? Periodic flow and discharge measurements for the two groundwater seeps and

% C.W. Fetter, “Applied Hydrogeology,” Prentice Hall, 2001, pg. 107.

3 During the aquifer tests a logarithmic recording interval shall be employed in the pumped well. At the beginning

of the drawdown and recovery periods, the recording interval shall be small and increase with time (for example,

at the beginning of the test the recording interval shall be once every second, and the interval shall increase

gradually to every minute and ultimately every five minutes). Periodic water level measurements using an electric

sounder or steel tape shall be used to verify the water levels recorded by the data loggers. A similar procedure

shall be followed during the recovery portion of the tests. Throughout the testing period, water levels shall be
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Tassajara Creek are needed at a frequency sufficient to quantify potential changes as a result of
groundwater extraction during the tests. The drawdown test period must be of sufficient length to
eliminate casing storage effects and cause significant (easily measured) drawdown in at least one
un-pumped monitoring well; significant drawdown measured in two or more un-pumped
monitoring wells is desirable.® The recovery period of the test must be sufficient to allow water
levels in the pumped wells to reach more than 95-percent of the pre-pumped level. The water-
transmitting and storage properties of the aquifer are needed to determine recommended set-back
distances for the potential future water-supply wells described in Mitigation Measure 3.9-4. These
estimated properties shall be incorporated into the groundwater-flow model required by Mitigation
Measures 3.0-3c, 3.9-3d, and 3.9-4 to help determine the monthly water budget and project
cemetery water-use effects on existing groundwater seeps, stock ponds, wetlands, riparian
vegetation, Tassajara Creek, and offsite water supply wells.

Determination of Available Groundwater

e For the project to beneficially use on-site groundwater resources, it must prevent significant long-
term impacts to existing groundwater users and the environment (for example, existing nearby well
owners and Tassajara Creek). Water levels measured in one off-site well (Ulrech well) showed a
decline of five (5) feet during 2010-2014, and confirmed that existing groundwater uses already
exceed the recharge conditions during the recent 5-year drought (See Attachment 1). Similarly, data
reported by DWR shows that Tassajara Creek flow is related to local rainfall totals, and the creek
ceases to flow at an annual rainfall total measured at the Livermore station of less than 6 inches
(See Attachment 2). The new extractions proposed by the project shall exacerbate groundwater
conditions, and our revisions to mitigation measure 3.9-3c describe criteria designed to reliably
determine groundwater availability to the Project.

- Specifically, the relationships between annual rainfall, recharge and water-level trends in
existing private wells must first be quantified under pre-Project conditions to adequately
determine changes in trends as a result of Project groundwater use. As stated in the
comments on the EIR, "recharge is not proportional to rainfall throughout the range of
annual rainfall amounts. In semiarid climates, groundwater recharge is threshold-
dependent: little recharge occurs until the seasonal soil moisture deficit in the root zone has
been replenished, after which additional rainfall percolates past the root zone and
generates recharge. In addition, annual rainfall is positively skewed (the average is heavily
influenced by high rainfall years that occur somewhat infrequently). The net result of these
two effects is that there is little or no rainfall recharge in most years having relatively low
rainfall, and substantially higher amounts of recharge in the few intervening wet years.”

measured in a background monitoring well. The background monitoring shall be inactive and representative of
static conditions throughout the testing period. The background well shall be of reasonably similar depth and
construction as the test and monitoring wells. The water levels in the background well shall not be influenced by
the test pumping.

*F.G. Driscoll, “Groundwater and Wells,” Second Edition, U.S. Filter/Johnson Screens, 1986, pp. 205-267.
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- Also, the relationships between rainfall recharge and Tassajara Creek flows must be
guantified to determine changes in downstream flows and their significance as a result of
Project groundwater use. There is no data that relates groundwater level declines near the
creek to changes in leakage of water from the creek and water flow in the creek. If the
groundwater table intersects the creek bottom and is hydraulically connected to water in
the creek, the lowering of groundwater levels by Project groundwater use will increase
leakage from the creek. Alternatively, if the groundwater table is located below the creek
bottom and it is indirectly connected to water in the creek, the creek is already losing water
at its maximum rate and cannot provide additional recharge in response to Project
groundwater use. Both groundwater- and surface-water data collection efforts at time
frequencies that capture significant storm events and seasonal effects are therefore needed
to identify and quantify these relationships between creek flow and groundwater.

e The groundwater monitoring and reporting program must include as one of its objectives data
collection to increase the reliability of the site water budget. This requires both groundwater- and
surface-water data collection efforts at time frequencies that capture significant storm events and
seasonal effects (data collected more frequently than once-a-month). Groundwater monitoring
and reporting must be initiated at least one-year prior to the start of project construction activities
to document monthly recharge, groundwater budget, groundwater-level, and Tassajara Creek flows
under pre-project conditions.

Determination of Impacts

The Project Sponsor proposes groundwater monitoring (hydrologic monitoring) and a phased
groundwater supply development program (determination of available groundwater) to eliminate
uncertainty in possible impacts from Project water use. This adaptive management approach is by
definition a learning process, and as information is accrued, the reliability of water use decisions is
improved.

The adaptive-management approach requires reliable data and appropriate hydrologic analyses,
including groundwater-flow modeling to synthesize the data and quantitatively project the on- and off-
site groundwater level and groundwater storage changes in response to site recharge, groundwater
extraction, and on-site water use. Because little is known about the site hydrogeology and
groundwater-surface water interactions, substantial data and analysis will be required to adequately
assess and predict effects on sensitive habitat and existing neighboring wells. Since there is insufficient
baseline data, defining baseline conditions for comparison with project conditions will rely on peer-
reviewed hydrologic analysis (e.g. modeling) based on sufficient data collection outlined herein.

The adaptive-management approach requires flexibility on the Project Sponsor’s part to reduce water
use when groundwater level declines impact existing ecosystems and groundwater users. Specifically,
Project groundwater use must be curtailed when extraction by Project wells result in groundwater level
declines that significantly reduce downstream flow in Tassajara Creek, seep discharge, or the health and
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vigor of wetland areas and riparian vegetation. Also, Project groundwater use must be curtailed or
existing groundwater users compensated when extraction by Project wells result in groundwater level
declines that expose existing well screens, decrease existing well yields, or increase the power
consumption of existing wells.

Mitigation of Impacts to Existing Groundwater Users

Measures are identified to compensate existing groundwater users for increased well operation power
costs, replace damaged wells, and restore yields by lowering pump intakes and deepening wells.
However, well logs recording observations of geologic conditions during well borehole construction
indicate geologic characteristics are similar throughout the area, and suggest that deepening of wells
will not likely restore existing well yields (see well logs in Attachment 3). Local drilling contractors
indicate that it is unknown whether water occurs at greater depth (see Attachment 4), and the Glass
(1981) report states that well yields are low throughout the valley regardless of the rock formation or
depth of the aquifer materials that are intersected by the well. The mitigation measures must therefore
also include reductions in project groundwater use and provisions for an alternative water supply as
additional measures to mitigate impacts to existing users.

Recommended Changes to Mitigation Measures

Groundwater monitoring and hydrologic data collection is an integral part of the mitigation measures,
and information is needed for conditions prior to Project implementation to establish pre-Project
conditions from which to compare and assess potential future impacts (for example, pre-Project static
water levels, well construction, and yield information for existing on- and off-site wells). Response
actions should be triggered by explicit thresholds (for example, a pre-determined incremental
drawdown increase, percent reduction in well yield, or percent increase in power consumption due to
greater pumping lifts as a result of Project groundwater use). Project Sponsor recommended actions to
mediate impacts include redistributed pumping among Project wells, additional water conservation, and
reduced Project pumping. In addition, mitigation measures require the Project Sponsor lower pump
intakes in wells, deepen wells, and replace low-yielding or damaged wells to restore pre-Project well
yields. Additionally, mitigation should provide an alternative water supply if the above measures fail to
mitigate Project impacts on pre-existing wells.

Five mitigation measures from the FEIR address potential impacts to existing groundwater users and
Tassajara Creek. We reviewed and edited these measures to ensure that they identify and mitigate
significant and unavoidable impacts from the Project as much as possible, although the impacts are
impossible to mitigate entirely. Inserted text is underlined, and text that is deleted is shown as strike-

through.

HydroFocus 50f 14 October 6, 2015



Mitigation Measure 3.9-3a

Mitigation Measure 3.9-3a is designed to reduce long-term water demand by the Project. One
component is eliminating the proposed lake (pg. 2-55), and it should be explicitly identified.
Additionally, the reduction of long-term water demand should be tied to hydrologic data collection and
analysis described in the other mitigation measures.

Mitigation Measure 3.9-3a: In coordination with Mitigation Measure 3.4-2d and 3.4-11a-d (Biological Resources),
and based on hydrologic data collection, analysis and modeling described in mitigation measures 3.9-3b, -3¢, -3d

and 3.9-4, reduce the long-term water demand by optimizing or eliminating Project activities to minimize overall

water use. These include but are not limited to the following:

e Decreasing the area and density of plants in the riparian corridor and oak/buckeye woodland

e Decreasing the area of the traditional cemetery landscaping

e Replacing cattle with goats as specified in Mitigation Measure 3.9-2d and installing water-saving plumbing
(e.g., ULF toilets)

e Decreasing the water requirements of the traditional cemetery landscaping through installation of low-water
use grass-and-plant species and through implementation of landscape water conservation best management
practices.

e Maximizing the recharge capability of re-built soils on graded areas, for example with soil amendments and
mulch, and maintaining the recharge capability with rangeland best management practices

* Increasing the recharge capability of the stormwater detention facilities, for example, delete impermeable liner
under vegetated swales.

e Eliminating the proposed lake.

Mitigation Measure 3.9-3b: Develop a monitoring well

Mitigation Measure 3.9-3b requires dedicated infrastructure to monitor site groundwater conditions. It
specifies installation of only one monitoring well prior to construction improvements or permits issued
for grading or construction. However, no objective for the monitoring well is provided, and its
relationship to the required groundwater monitoring and reporting program is not explained (Mitigation
Measure 3.9-3d).

A single monitoring well is insufficient to meet the monitoring objectives needed for this Project. For
example, a minimum of three monitoring wells are required just to determine the direction and gradient
of groundwater-flow.> To be effective, an even greater number of monitoring wells (more than 3) are
needed to quantify variability in pre-Project water levels and groundwater storage changes beneath the
site, and identify potential groundwater extraction effects on the two groundwater seeps, the two stock
ponds, the existing wetlands and riparian vegetation, and Tassajara Creek. The revisions below require
multiple monitoring wells, but also provide flexibility to determine their actual number and locations.
Multiple wells are required to adequately characterize subsurface conditions beneath the site and
quantify the effects of proposed mitigation measure 3.9-3a.

> C.W. Fetter, “Applied Hydrogeology,” Prentice Hall, 2001, pg. 107.
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Mitigation Measure 3.9-3b: Develop e-network of monitoring wells on Project site. The primary objective for site
monitoring wells is to measure pre-construction and Project related groundwater level trends beneath the site and

near Project pumping wells. Quantitative comparisons of these trends and Tassajara Creek flows (Mitigation

Measure 3.9-3d) quantify impacts of Project groundwater use. Prior to construction of improvements or issuance of

grading or construction permits, the Project Sponsor shall submit a plan for siting, design, installation and
development of e&monitoring wells sufficient in number to represent spatially varying site conditions and quantify

pre- and post-groundwater levels, flow directions, the relationships between groundwater that is up- and down-

gradient of Project pumping wells, and the hydraulic interaction between site groundwater and seeps, wetlands,

riparian vegetation and Tassajara Creek. These-is monitoring wells shall be installed on- and off-site as necessary to
meet these monitoring objectives, esfar-as-possible-downstream-and shall serve as & dedicated monitoring wells
forgroundwaterdevels. Aquifer tests shall be conducted on all monitoring wells to provide aquifer parameter
estimates to help determine recommended set-back distances for potential future water-supply wells that are

described in Mitigation Measure 3.9-4. A sufficient number of aquifer tests and collection of ancillary data (such as

review of well completion reports and determination of subsurface lithology during well installation) is necessary to

sufficiently characterize the spatial variability in aquifer conductive and storage properties. The dedicated

monitoring wells shall be sited, designed, constructed, and developed by the Project Sponsor’s hydrogeologist
(herein “Project Hydrogeologist”). The Project Hydrogeologist shall prepare monitoring protocols and procedures,
including frequency of monitoring, measurement methodology, and procedures for aquifer testing, data
management, reporting, and data quality assurance/quality control.

Aquifer tests shall be conducted in all monitoring wells to provide estimated values of the water transmitting
(hydraulic conductivity) and storage properties of the aquifer. Constant-rate pumping tests shall be performed and
the data collected during both pumping (drawdown) and recovery portions of the test. The instantaneous pumping
rate and cumulative discharge shall be monitored continuously throughout the test with a meter and data logger.
Similarly, water level changes in the pumped well and on- and off-site monitoring wells shall be measured
continuously with pressure transducers and data loggers. During the aquifer tests a logarithmic recording interval
shall be employed in the pumped well. At the beginning of the drawdown and recovery periods, the recording
interval shall be small and increase with time (for example, at the beginning of the test the recording interval shall
be once every second, and the interval shall increase gradually to every minute and ultimately every five minutes).
Periodic water level measurements using an electric sounder or steel tape shall be used to verify the water levels
recorded by the data loggers. A similar procedure shall be followed during the recovery portion of the tests.
Throughout the testing period, water levels shall be measured in a background monitoring well. The background
monitoring shall be inactive and representative of static conditions throughout the testing period. The background
well shall be of reasonably similar depth and construction as the test and monitoring wells. The water levels in the
background well shall not be influenced by the test pumping. Periodic flow and discharge measurements for the
two groundwater seeps and Tassajara Creek are needed at a frequency sufficient to quantify potential changes as a
result of groundwater extraction during the test. Data shall be collected and analyzed for both the pumping
(drawdown) and recovery portions of the test. The drawdown test period must be of sufficient length to eliminate
casing storage effects and cause significant (easily measured) drawdown in at least one un-pumped monitoring
well; significant drawdown measured in two or more un-pumped monitoring wells is desirable. The recovery period
of the test must be sufficient to allow water levels in the pumped wells to reach more than 95-percent of the pre-

pumped level.

All siting, design, construction, development, testing, and monitoring protocols and procedures shall be subject to
peer review by a consulting hydrogeologist retained by the County (and paid for by the Project Sponsor), and
approved by the Contra Costa County Department of Conservation Community Development Division and
stakeholders in the basin.
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Mitigation Measure 3.9-3c

Mitigation Measure 3.9-c intends to adaptively determine “available groundwater” using a planned
phasing of well installation and operation. For the program to beneficially use on-site groundwater
resources, it must prevent significant long-term impacts to existing groundwater users and the
environment (for example, existing nearby well owners and Tassajara Creek). The revisions below
specify these additional criteria for determining groundwater availability to the Project. The
relationships between annual rainfall recharge and water-level trends in existing private wells must first
be quantified for a period no less than one-year under pre-Project conditions to adequately determine
future changes as a result of Project groundwater use. Furthermore, the relationships between rainfall
recharge and Tassajara Creek flows must be quantified to determine changes in downstream flows and
their significance as a result of Project groundwater use. This requires both groundwater- and surface-
water data collection efforts at time frequencies that capture significant storm events and seasonal
effects.

Mitigation Measure 3.9-3c: The groundwater supply for the Project is defined by “available groundwater,” which is

the rainfall recharge that occurs on the property. Prior to construction of improvements or issuance of construction

permits, the applicant shall submit a plan for a phased groundwater supply development program, which shall be
subject to final review and approval by the Contra Costa County Department of Conservation Community
Development Division. Leading up to the review and approval by the County, a program shall be developed and
supervised by the Project Hydrogeologist. That program shall be subject to peer review by a consulting
hydrogeologist retained by the County (and paid for by the Project Sponsor), and approved by the Contra Costa
County Department of Conservation and Community Development Division and stakeholders in the basin. The

phased groundwater supply development program shall guide well siting, design, and operation and shall provide
an updated estimate of the long-term “available groundwater” supply for on-site uses under average rainfall,

short-term extreme drought, and multi-year drought conditions. Development of weater “available groundwater” to

supply demands (e.g., landscaping) shall be contingent on demonstration of a reliable “available groundwater”
supply and insignificant water-level declines in pre-existing private wells and insignificant reductions of

downstream flows in Tassajara Creek as a result of groundwater use. The development program shall utilize

available hydrogeologic information gained from the groundwater monitoring and reporting program (Mitigation
Measure 3.9-3d), and from the site monitoring well network program (Mitigation Measure 3.9-3b) and shall apply
appropriate hydrologic analyses (e.g., groundwater modeling using publicly available and appropriate models that

meet professional standards) to guide groundwater supply development that allows beneficial use of on-site

groundwater resources_and prevents impacts to seeps, wetlands, riparian vegetation, Tassajara Creek, and off-site

groundwater resources-white-rainirrizing-long-term-rapacts.

Mitigation Measure 3.9-3d

Reliable estimates of groundwater available to the Project (defined by the Project Sponsor as rainfall
recharge that occurs on the property) require substantially improved estimates of on-site recharge. The
EIR states that groundwater recharge estimates are “probably accurate to one or two significant digits.”®

The groundwater monitoring and reporting program must therefore include as one of its objectives data

® Todd Engineers, “Creekside Memorial Park Cemetery: Hydrology, Drainage, and Water Quality,” July 2011.
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collection to increase the reliability of the site water budget. This requires both groundwater- and
surface-water data collection efforts at time frequencies that capture significant storm events and
seasonal effects. The ability to capture additional recharge is fundamental to the conclusion that
groundwater levels will decline initially and then stabilize or “equilibrate” at a new lower level (DEIR p.
3.9-29). Stable water levels can occur if pumping captures water from off-site groundwater,
groundwater that otherwise would discharge to seeps, wetlands, and riparian vegetation, or induces
greater percolation (leakage) from Tassajara Creek into the ground. The groundwater monitoring and
reporting program must therefore also include as an objective data collection to measure on- and off-
site pre- and post-Project groundwater levels.

Mitigation Measure 3.9-3d: Develop and implement a groundwater and creek flow monitoring and reporting
program that includes sufficient water-supply wells, erd-monitoring wells, and stream gauging sites to fully
characterize on- and off-site groundwater levels and Tassajara Creek flows prior to and during Project construction,
and during Project operations. The program shall provide etteast-guarterly measured ment-ef static water levels
and Tassajara Creek flows at a temporal frequency that is sufficient to support the calculation of the monthly

recharge and groundwater budget for the property and daily changes in Tassajara Creek flows (measurement of

static groundwater levels in wells at least monthly and continuous stream gauge monitoring of flow and stage in
Tassajara Creek)-in-selected-wells. This includes quantifying volumes of surface-water that flows in Tassajara Creek
and changes in the volumes of water that percolates (leaks) from Tassajara Creek and recharges groundwater in

response to on-site groundwater use by the Project. The monitoring program shall be developed and supervised by

the Project Hydrogeologist, and subject to peer review by a consulting hydrogeologist retained by the County (and

paid for by the Project Sponsor), and approved by the Contra Costa County Department of Conservation and
Community Development Division. The program shall be continued until full build out of improvements have
occurred (including all landscaping) and groundwater levels have stabilized for a minimum of at least tenfive (10)
years, or more, as recommended by the Project Hydrogeologist_and County’s retained consulting hydrogeologist.

The program shall specify water level measurement, stream gauging, data compilation, and reporting protocols
and procedures. Water quality sampling shallmeay be included (both groundwater and surface waters of Tassajara
Creek). Surface water quality sampling in Tassajara Creek shall include at least monthly measurement of water

temperature, dissolved oxygen, nutrients, and specific conductance. All on-site wells shall be surveyed and well

locations shall be mapped. A reconnaissance of existing Nneighboring wells rrey shall be completed and the wells

included in the monitoring network, contingent upon agreement with the well owner and; with the understanding

that monitoring information will be available to the public. OFer-en-site water-supply wells shall be equipped with

metering devices to measure and report monthly water use, and the meters shall be calibrated and maintained in

accordance with the manufacturer recommended procedures and schedule-menthly-pumping-ameuntsshall-be
measured. Brief-a-Annual reports shall be prepared and submitted to Contra Costa Environmental Health Services
and the Department of Conservation & Development by July 1° each year. Reports shall include an update of the

monthly recharge and groundwater budget for the property and a guantitative assessment of the relationships

between recharge, Project groundwater use, the groundwater budget, changes in spring and wetland conditions

and Tassajara Creek flows, and observed on-and off-site groundwater level changes, including an assessment of

seasonal and long-term trends. The report shall also present water demand estimates for Project activities and
model results that quantify the effects of the estimated demand on off-site water levels, springs and Tassajara
Creek, including the effects on off-site water levels, springs and Tassajara Creek in both short term and longer term

drought conditions. Short term drought conditions shall be deemed to be conditions equal to the lowest single

water year regional rainfall in recorded weather history. Long term drought conditions shall be deemed to be

conditions equal to the lowest consecutive five (5) year regional rainfall in recorded weather history. Yearly
reporting shall quide the implementation of Project activities based on estimated hydrologic effects. #H—Fhe-ﬁft-h—&‘;‘h}
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year-afterfu-build-out-of the-Profect-Site—the Each annual report shall provide a specific recommendation (with
justification) whether data and analysis generated as of the report date warrants fer changes to the Project
pumping schedule. In the tenth Oa-thefifth-year report, the Project Hydrogeologist shall provide a recommendation
on whether or not the monitoring program shall be continued, subject to peer review by the consulting
hydrogeologist retained by the County (and paid for by the Project Sponsor), and approved by the Contra Costa
County Department of Conservation and Community Development Division and stakeholders in the basin. The
monitoring program shall be coordinated with monitoring of aquatic habitats, including submittal of the
groundwater monitoring report to the biologist conducting the aquatic monitoring and to the Contra Costa County

Department of Conservation & Development. Final approval of the annual reports and for the proposed termination
date of reporting shall rest with the County Department of Conservation and Community Development Division.

Mitigation Measure 3.9-4

All operating wells within a groundwater basin contribute to a lowering of water levels (drawdown) at
other well locations. The overlap of drawdown among two or more wells is the “well interference,” and
is significant if it results in a loss of well yield, substantially increases pumping costs due to the greater
distance the pump must “lift” the water to reach land surface, exposes the well screen making it more
susceptible to physical damage by corrosion and collapse, or ultimately causes the well to go dry.

Mitigation Measure 3.9-4 is intended to address potential interferences between pre-existing off-site
wells and the new Project wells and groundwater use proposed by the Project. However, as written it
addressed only the locating and monitoring of proposed Project production wells. Text must be included
to ensure all potential well interference effects are considered, and that the measures include potential
compensation to already existing groundwater users to mitigate for increased power costs, lowering
pump intakes in the wells, or replacing wells that have been physically damaged.” The mitigation
measures must also include provisions that require reduced Project pumping or providing an alternative
water supply should these measures fail to mitigate the impact. These considerations have been
included in the revisions below. Additionally, the measure has been modified to maintain flexibility in
well set-back distances and ensure that they are determined from measured site-specific conditions.

Mitigation Measure 3.9-4: Develop and implement a vertical production well drilling and testing program. The
drilling and testing program shall be developed and supervised by the Project Hydrogeologist. The program shall
include siting and design, aquifer testing, and water sampling and analysis of all rew-production wells planned for
installation during everthe-two-years-ef Project development, construction, and operations. That program shall be

7 In general, younger (shallower) sedimentary rocks are more permeable than older (deeper) rocks. Existing water-
supply wells typically already extract water from both the surficial alluvial deposits and the underlying sedimentary
rock, which characteristically yield only small quantities of water. However, well logs indicate geologic
characteristics are similar throughout the area, and suggest that deepening of wells will not likely restore existing
well yields. Local drilling contractors indicate that it is unknown whether water occurs at greater depth, and the
Glass (1981) report states that well yields are low throughout the valley regardless of the rock formation or depth
of the aquifer materials that are intersected by the well. The efficacy of well-deepening to replace water supplies
is therefore speculative, and its effectiveness uncertain, but well-deepening is included as one potential mitigation
option to the Project Sponsor. If well deepening is implemented and fails to mitigate impacts to existing
groundwater users, the Project Sponsor will be required to implement an alternative measure which can include
the cessation of pumping or providing an alternative water supply.
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subject to peer reviewed by as consultingindependent hydrogeologist hired retained by the County (and paid for by
the Project Sponsor), and approved by the Contra Costa County Department of Conservation and Community
Development Division and stakeholders in the basin. Pumping tests shall include menitering-efthe collecting data in
monitoring wells (Mitigation Measure 3.9-3b) and a minimum of three ne/ghbor/ng wells-within100feet-of the test
wetl with permission of the well owner. & wProduction wells

shallewd be located away (set-back) etHee—st—l—Qijeet—from other existing wells, the property lines, and
environmentally sensitive areas (such as Tassajara Creek and wetlands) to minimize drawdown impacts of

pumping. The set-back distance shall be determined by the Project Hydrogeologist based on aquifer tests

conducted on the monitoring wells installed in Mitigation Measure 3.9-3b and groundwater flow modeling, but in

all cases the set-back distance shall not be less than 100 feet. The aquatic biologist shall inspect potential well

locations and advise on the set-back distance and potential impacts to any aquatic habitats. Well yields may be

expected to range between 3 and 30 gpm. Well construction would include a minimum of 6-inch diameter well
casing (PVC or Steel) with properly designed perforations (The 6-inch casing shall provide additional water storage).

Each test and production well shall be fully documented in a Well Report that shall be submitted to Contra Costa
County Environmental Health Services and Contra Costa County Department of Conservation and Development. The
Well Reports shall evaluate the potential influences of Project pumping on static water levels in ea-existing

neighboring wells. These analyses shall include evaluation of short-term pumping (drawdown) impacts and long-
term impacts of groundwater pumping (groundwater storage depletion and well interference), including dry season

and drought conditions. Short term drought conditions shall be deemed to be conditions equal to the lowest single

water year regional rainfall in recorded weather history. Long term drought conditions shall be deemed to be

conditions equal to the lowest consecutive five (5) year regional rainfall in recorded weather history. Potential

impacts include increased power costs due to greater pumping lifts, a reduction in well yield, and possible physical

damage to the well due to exposure of submerged well screens. The significance of potential impacts shall be

assessed consistent with Appendix G (i.e., the production rate of pre-existing nearby wells would drop to a level
which would harm or interfere with retsuppert-existing land uses or planned uses for which permits have been

granted), and shall be determined using explicit thresholds identified in the Well Report. The drawdown caused

solely by Project pumping should not expose the well screen. Similarly, the drawdown due solely by Project pumping

should not cause well yields to decrease by more than 10 percent, or increase the power costs for well operation by

more than 10 percent. Since there is insufficient baseline data, the baseline for thresholds shall be determined from

measured conditions adjusted to represent a rainfall year equal to long-term average rainfall. The adjustments

shall be based on a peer- and stakeholder-reviewed hydrologic analysis (e.g., modeling). Potential mitigation for

measured well interferences may include compensation to the private well-owners for increased power costs,

lowering the pumps in the wells, deepening or replacing the wells, or curtailment of Project pumping and

groundwater use should these actions fail to mitigate the impact. The Well Report shall be subject to peer review by

a consulting hydrogeologist retained by the County (and paid for by the Project Sponsor) and review by the Contra

Costa County Department of Conservation and Community Development Division, and stakeholders in the basin,

which may require additional technical analysis, monitoring well or pump testing if the findings of the report are
not sufficiently conclusive.
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Sincerely,

John Fio

Principal Hydrologist

Steven Deverel, Ph.D., P.G.
Principal Hydrologist

Attachments:
1. Ulrech well water level measurements (1 page).
2. Relationship between Tassajara Creek flow and local rainfall (2 pages).
3. Well logs (19 pages).
4. Letters from local well-drillers (2 pages).

HydroFocus 12 of 14 October 6, 2015



Definitions

Note: definitions for terms used in this letter are set forth below.

Aquifer: a rock unit or sediment bed that yields usable quantities of water to a well, spring, or creek.

Hydraulic Conductivity: a property of an aquifer that determines the rate the aquifer can transmit water.

It is sometimes referred to as “aquifer conductivity.”
Aquifer Storage: the volume of water stored in an aquifer.

Aquifer Test: A controlled test used to estimate the water transmitting and storage properties of an
aquifer. Frequently it entails pumping a well at a constant rate for a period ranging from several hours to
several days and measuring the water level changes in the pumped well and in observation wells located
variable distances from the pumped well. The water levels are measured during the pumping period as
the depth to water increases (water levels decline), and after the pump is turned off during the recovery
period when the depth to water decreases (water levels rise). The rate and magnitude of water level
change is analyzed to estimate aquifer conductivity (hydraulic conductivity) and storage in the vicinity of
the pumped well and observation wells.

Drawdown: The difference between the groundwater level at any time and the position at which the
water level would have been if groundwater had not been extracted.

Groundwater Budget: Quantitative volumetric description of the balance between principal water

inflow and outflow components of a defined aquifer volume.

Groundwater Flow Model: Typically refers to computer models of the groundwater system used to

quantify groundwater-flow and project changes in groundwater-flow and storage resulting from a
change in hydrologic conditions.

Heterogeneity (Spatial Variability): In heterogeneous formations, hydraulic properties vary spatially (the

distribution of hydraulic properties is variable). For example, the water transmitting property of the
aquifer is distributed due to variable aquifer thickness, sediment types and grain-size distribution,
porosity, and degree of sediment cementation.

Hydraulic Gradient: A measure of the potential for fluid flow. In groundwater investigations, it is

calculated as the difference in the water level elevation at two locations divided by their distance of
separation.

Leakage: The water within a lake, river, or creek that percolates into the subsurface and contributes to
groundwater recharge.

Pumping Test: Test conducted on well pumps to determine well efficiency and yield, but also can refer
to what is more appropriately referred to as an “Aquifer Test.” (See explanation above.)
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Rainfall Recharge: The fraction of total rainfall that infiltrates land surface and percolates downward

past plant roots and is intercepted by the groundwater table.

Static Water Level: Water level in a well that has not been pumped for a period of time sufficient for

recharge to restore the water level in the well and recover near to its pre-pumped position.

Temporal Frequency: The number of repetitions of a process, for example rainfall events or water level

measurements, which occur in a specified unit of time.

Well Completion Report: Drawings and written specifications that document a completed well. It may

include, but is not limited to, well casing material and diameter, total boring and casing depth, well
casing perforated intervals, construction method and materials, well acceptance test results (well yield
test), a description of the drill cuttings documenting the geologic materials encountered with depth in
constructing the well borehole, and geophysical logs.

Well Yield: The sustainable pumping rate of a well during a specified length of time (commonly around 8
hours) and is determined by the aquifer characteristics, well construction, and pump design and
condition.
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ATTACHMENT 1

Email from Jon Ulrech, 7101 Camino Tassajara, to Bill Newman on September 10, 2014

Bill here is the data | have for the capped well.

Well has never been pumped, or used, and is capped at the west boundary of the property, at 7101
Camino Tassajara Rd.

Well casing dia. = 8.0 in.
Well Total Depth approx. ~ 88.5 ft. +/-

7/16/2010 Depth-to-water from ground level = 18.06 ft.
6/12/2012 Depth-to-water from ground level = 19.60 ft.
3/27/2014 Depth-to-water from ground level = 20.30 ft.
9/9/2014 Depth-to-water from ground level = 23.06 ft.

In 4 years this well has dropped approx. 5 ft. of the static water level. not being pumped.
in 2 years this well has dropped approx. 3.46 ft. of the static water level.
| the last 6 months this well has dropped approx. 2.76 ft.
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FIGURE 22
From: DWR, 1974, "Evaluation of Ground Water
Resources: Livermore and Sunol Valleys," Bulletin
118-2.
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Table 1. Annual Surface Water
Discharge, Tassajara Creek

Water _Annual Livermore
Year DISCIEITE; Rainfall, in
AFY '
1915 3764 19.51
1916 9054 20.86
1917 994 10.18
1918 184 14.41
1921 1943 13.33
1922 1905 14
1923 1195 14.42
1924 0 5.21
1925 892 14.56
1926 186 11.51
1927 1851 13.35
1928 872 12.8
1929 47 10.09
1930 23 11.02
1979 1238 13.59
1980 2325 17.56
1981 1622 10.3
1982 8670 24.38
1983 16863 31.98
Average 2823 14.90

ATTACHMENT 2

From: Todd Engineers, 2011, "Creekside
Memorial Park Cemetery: Hydrology, Drainage,
and Water Quality."
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ATTACHMENT 3

STATE OF CALIFORNIA — CALIFORNIA NATURAL RESOURCES AGENCY EDMUND G. BROWN JR., Governor

DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES
NORTH CENTRAL REGION OFFICE

3500 INDUSTRIAL BOULEVARD

WEST SACRAMENTO, CA 95691

July 1, 2014

Mr. Bill Newman

P.O. Box 2330

San Ramon, CA 94583
Dear Mr. Newman:

In response to your request, enclosed are copies of the Well Completion Reports for the wells at the
following location:

7101 Camino Tassajara, Pleasanton, CA.

If you have any questions, please contact Oleg Yakimov at (916) 376-9612 or fax
(916) 376-9676.

Sincerely,

(M}QW Frpe,

Dean R. Crippen, P.E., Chief
Groundwater Supply Assessment and
Special Studies Section

Enclosures
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ATTACHMENT 3

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

ORIGINAL THE RESOURCES AGENCY Do not f{” in

! . DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES
File with DWR WATER WELL DRILLERS REPORT No. 291596
.Qeﬁee ofIntentNo. . State Well No.
Local Permit No. or Date __7/24/89 TASS A JARA Other Well No. DRSO G
(1) OWNER: Name MR. JOE A BROWN, JR, (12) WELL LOG: Total depth 220 _ ft. Completed depth ft
Address ;igi SE}%§O g:SSAJARA 54568 fromft.  to  ft. Formation (Describe by color, character, size or material)
City — ure 0 — 15 Brown clay -
(2) LOCATION OF WELL (See instructioris): 15 - 20 Sand & gravel cemented in
County ...CC Owner's Well Number - gray clay
Well address if different from above 20 = 70 Gray clay sandy
Township Range Section 70 - 90 __Sandy blue gray clay
Distance from cities, roads, railroads, fences, ete. 90 -105 Dark gray ghale

105 ~220 Silty blue deagsdlay
220 =275 Siltydlue graed gray clay
275 =365 Gray clRON

(3) TYPE OF WORK: - O\
New Well XX D g O - ANN v
Reconstruction ju] = /) \\
Reconditioning 0 < ABRILL lET)VWIMV) 3/4 DRAG
Horizontal Well m] A— N GD
Destruction i;l (Describe \\_ hd kd\\/
SEE ATTACHED MAP deshuctipn malerials and pro- \\\\ (\\\ & N
cedures in Item 12) N \W ‘\\_)) Py \)n
(4) PROPOSED USECACT V- (0 ANV
Domestic N N\S))] A\
[rrigation v N\ AMUN D
. Industrial O 28NS </

.l Test Well S (I ~ ~

Muric DRI
() IR

Otker

WELL LOCATION SKETCH (é%ibe) ~_ N - (/\\)
. S )
() EQUIPMENT: GRAVIY, RACK: Z

Rotary ] Reverse [] \l‘g i (\w /\\6’3

Ryt — o Y
Other (3 Buck rom /o -
t P;&)J 2 —E D

Cable (O Air X
(e)
{7) CASING INSTALLED: (8) F TIONG =/ —
Typ%gi \c;} morsizeof)?{ok -

Steel [ Plastic 3

o
From T ig | Gage or ~ t -
ft f iﬁ Wall ol Size -
N TS -
Q\\\\\B})\) Z
(9) WELL SEAL: : =
Was surface sanitary seal provided? Yes [0 No [0 1f yes, todepth e ft. -
Were strata sealed against pollution? Yes L] No (O  Joterval____  ft -
Method of sealing Work started 7/24 1089 Completed___1 /24 1989
(10) WATER LEVELS: WELL DRILLER’S STATEMENT:
Dep.t?ofhrstwatef,iiknown ke This well was drilled undex my jurisdiction and this report is true to the
Standing level after wefl complett it | best of my knowledge
(11) WELL TESTS: Signed
Was well test made? Yes 0 No( tfyesbywhom® .. . ell DXller)
Type of test Pump (3 Bailer (3 Airlift NAME GLENN MART SON, INC.
Depth to water at start of test ft Atend of test ft {Persan, flrm, o carporation) {Typed or printed)
Discharge gal/min after hours Water Address l§18 Loveridge Rd.
Chemical analysis made? Yes (3 No £ I yes, by whom® City — Pittsburg, CA z1p 94563
Was electric bog made Yes (1 No [ if yes attach copy to this report LicenseNo. DL0952 _ Date of this report
DWR 188 (REV. 12-861 IF ADDITIONAL SPACE IS NEEDED, USE NEXT CONSECUTIVELY NUMBERED FORM % osass
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ATTACHMENT 3
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ATTACHMENT 3

- IS

¢ T

L. . . STATE OF GALIFORNIA
ORIGINAL THE RESOURCES AGENGY Do not fill in
File with DWR DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

WATER WELL DRILLERS REPORT No. 27380148

.mice ofintentNo, State Well No,
Local Permit No. or Date —_A&L TASSATARA Other Well .\‘am

(1) OWNER:  Name _Mr, b }s.’a;;_a.ge Breuner, Jr, (12) WELL LOG: Total depth ft. Completed depth it
Address 7101 Camino Tassajara Road fromft  to  ft. Formation (Describe by color, character, stze or material)
City Pleasanton, Ca ztp _94566 - 3
(2) LOCATION OF WELL (See instructions): had
County __Contra Costa Owner's Well Number 0- 8 Dark Brown clay
Well address if different from above 8- 12 Sand & gravel
Township Range Section 12 ~ 20 Sand & gravel with blue sray clay
Distance from cities, roads, railroads, fences, ete. _01d Brown Ranch 20 - 30 Sandy veldwwish prav clay & coarse
= 248
30~ 55 Sileggray claf
55 -~ 60 Gray i ray
(3) TYPE OF WORK: - &lay
New Well XK Deepening O 60 -200 \B\l\ue HMV clay
Reconstruction [m] -0 \>
Reconditioning a (A\\ &
Horizontal Well 0 a~ P <
Destruction [ (Describe -~ \_ A #4 . \G-\\/ 8
dcﬁlmcﬁ_onxmaterlal.s andpro- | TN AN\ &/ ~
ures in Item 12) \\ﬁx/ 10 fm\ﬁ) clay> \3] )N
(4) PROPOSED USp - 3 T c el
Domestic 30 — o 7 1%
Irrigation N a \-\\)
Industrial [m] /(')\: \O (/\ &
Test Wel IR N
Munieij D\ \\\ 7 />\ "IR® HOLES"
rreddoles  BO) N XD
WELL LOCATION SKETCH < ibe) o~ IS N
(5) EQUIPMENT, Gm%cx: (_\% Q,& </ DRILLED WITH 6 3/4" DRAG BIT
Rotary XX Reverse [ No Q PN\
Cable (3 Air 0O etyof bore é N AN\
Other 0 mud { Trom NN -
N % N\~ -
(7) CASING INSTALLED: (8) P TI =/ -
w0 D Wb D ”mm“z?g\ok -
From Dia | Gageor Skt =
fr. i ﬁﬁ Wall o size —
N PN -
A\ MY -
N -
(9) WELL SEAL: —
Was surface sanitury seal provided® Yes (] No [] 1f yes, to depth ft. -
Were strata sealed against pollution®  Yes []  No 0O Interval fe ~ #1694 28 4/ a8
Method of sealing Work started—_ys =722 19 Completed =g a 1900
(10) WATER LEVELS; WELL DRILLER'S'STATEMENT: !
Depth of first water, if known fu . cedin :
Standing level after wel y N g‘g:saffw”lllyf:; gﬁgeq;l ;:;irelg jurisdiction and this report ts true 1o the
(11) WELL TESTS: Signed
Was well test made? Yes [0 No [ If yes, by whom? —_— 8! {(Well Drille;
‘Zm'paoﬂest Pump (O Bailer (] Airlift [ NAME __Glenn Martell & Son. Inc
Poepth to water at start of tast fu Atend of test fu (Person, firm, or corporation) (Typed or printed)
Discharge gal/min after hours Water temp Address 1818 Ioveri dge Raad
Chemical analysis made? Yes (3 No [3J Xf yes, by whom? City P ff‘n%zagjé(‘n zip jﬁz
Was electric log made Yes [ No [0 Ifyes attach copy to this report LicenseNo. . = "77"  __ _ Dateof this report 7/1
oWR 188 REV. 12.86) IF ADDITIONAL SPACE IS NEEDED, USE NEXT CONSECUTIVELY NUMBERED FORM 5 56385
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ATTACHMENT 3

- STATE OF CALIFORNIA
ORIGINAL THE RESOURCES AGENCY Do not fill in
File with DWR DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

, WATER WELL DRILLERS REPORT No. 273802
‘oﬂce of Intent No. h State Well No.

Local Permit No. or Date _ £& =035 TASSATALA Other Well No.m

(1) OWNER: Name Mr, Wallace Breuner, Jr. {12) WELL LOG: Total depth ft. Completed depth ft.

Address 101 Camino TassaJara Road from ft. to  ft Formation (Describe by color, character, size or materlal)
City Pleasanton, Ca zip 94566 2

(2) LOCATION OF WELL (See instructions):
County ___Contra Gosta  Owner's Well Number 10 Brown clay

Well address if different from above 30 Gray clay

Township Range Section 120  Some small gravel & sand streaks
Distance from cities, roads, railroads, fences, ete 01d_Brown Ranch 140 Gray clay\

N\

N

N
AN

(3) TYPE OF WORK:
New WellXX] Deep
Reconstruction
Reconditioning
Horizontal Well

Destruction [J  (Describe
destruction materials and pro-
cedures in Item 12)

(4) PROPOSED USH /‘

Domestic

Irrigation

. Industrial
Test Well

Munici

Osher ‘%
WELL LOCATION SKETCH
(5) EQUIPMENT: % \g’§
Rotary XX Revere (] N 911£ %

Cable O Air O iaetehpof bore
Other J mud
VN

{T) CASING INS‘HLLED (8) P
Steel [J Plastic D ’I‘yp&{f o

From T “bi . | Gage or
i;’\ V\gall

ft f
0 125N 200 25

QL
SRV

\\>\)
(9) WELL SEAL:
Was surface sanitary seal provided? Ye.é@ No [ Ifyes, todepth 25 . n
Were strata sealed against pollution? Yes [J No XK Interval . ft
Method of sealing __Cement_grout Work started 6727 1988  Completed___6/30____1088_
(10) WATER LEVELS: WELL DRILLER’S STATEMENT:

Depth of fsst water, [f knowm f This well was drilled under m
Standing level after well let ft. | best of my knowledg i

(11) WELL TESTS: "
Was well test made? Yes X No O lfys.béwhmu?_d[iﬂ_&L..“ Signed

S———
Type of test Pump [J Bailer Air it & NAME Glenn Martell & Son , Inc,
‘)epth to water at start of test ft. Atend of test f (Person, firm, or corporation) (Typed or printed)
Discharg 8  gal/winafter 1 hours Water temperature Address ___l§_L§_LM1¢ge_RQﬁ@
Chemical svalysismade? Yes (1 Mo tyesbywhomt . [City s /1 .
Waselectriclogmade  Yes [J Mo []  If yes, attach copy to this report LicenseNo. ______910952 ____ pate of this report _7/15/88
IF ADDITIONAL SPACE IS NEEDED, USE NEXT CONSECUTIVELY NUMBERED FORM

DWR 188 (REV. 12-86) 86 94355
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ATTACHMENT 3

-

* - STATE OF CALIFORNIA
ORIGINAL THE RESOURCES AGENGY Do not fill in
File with DWR DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

WATER WELIL DRILLERS REPORT No. 273803
.otice‘of IntentNo State Well No.

Local Permit No. or Date M TASSATARA Other Well No.m

(1) OWNER: Name —Mr. Wallace Breunmer, Jr. | (12) WELL LOG: Total depth .LOQ. ft. Gompleted depth 77 _ ft
Address 7101 Camipo Tassajara Road fromft  to  ft Formation (Describe by color, character, size or material)
City Pleasanton, Ca 71 94566 | . - 43 - =

{2) LOCATION OF WELL (See instructions): -
County —_Contra Costa  Owner’s Well Number 0- 6 Dark Brown clay
Well address if different from above 6 - 20 Light eray sand y-Clay
Townsbip Range Section 20 = 30 some small gravel
Distance from cities, roads, railroads, fences, ete. .Qld-Brown-Ranch—1 — =
: 55 =70 Slow drill?
thick®aing

70 "100 Light\Red% clay & shale

\ ¢~

(3) TYPE OF WORK:
New Well @XT‘ P
Reconstruction
Reconditioning
Horizontal Well

Destruction [ (Describe
destruction materials and pro-
cedures in Jtem 12)

(4) PROPOSED USE /
Domestic
Irrigation

Industrial
. Test Well

Muniei

ler %
WELL LOCATION SKETCH B(égsgbel
(5) EQUIPMENT: w P
Rotary XX Reverse [J \% .
Cable [ Adr 0 Q of bore 8 é&
g ( o

Otber [ mudBuck
N

{7) CASING INSTALLED:

steel (O rhﬁgpi \@J /PR i  of R
F o | G
e | R | [T AR
O 177 N/ AN T .
S

(9) WELL SEAL:

Was surface sanitary seal provided? vek® No 1 K yes, todepth_z..rl._.__h

Were strata sealed against pollstion?  Yes (] No KK tnterval

Method of sealiog cement grout Work started 6/30 1988 Completed_____7/7 __19_88

(10) WATER LEVELS: WELL DRILLER’S STATEMENT:

Depth of first water, if known ;

Standing level after well compl

(11) WELL TESTS: . : \

Was well de? Yes & No [0  Iyesbywhom? deiller i DrNer)
‘rggffgm Pume; %IX Ralier tﬁ“ o Arlift i CA) Glenn Marte lc & e‘on, Inc .

pth to water at start of test fr. Atendoftest . T 18 lgumu firm, or corporation) (T or printed)
Discharge _ 4 __ galjminafter — 1 hours Water temperature Address L

Chemical analysis made? Yes [ No 1f yes, by whom? City P:.tta“f:u; 25 Co ZIp 94565
Was electric log made Yes [ No If yes, attach copy to this report License No. 510052 Date of this report 3ot

{F ADDITIONAL SPACE iS5 NEEDED, USE NEXT CONSECUTIVELY NUMBERED FORM

This well was dﬂ!Ied unde

FE578%

DWR 188 (REV. 12.86) 86 96355
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ATTACHMENT 3

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

ORIGINAL THE RESOURCES AGENCY Do not fill in
File with DWR DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

WATER WELL DRILLERS REPORT No. 273804
.oucc of Intent No. State Well No.
Local Permit No. or Dm7 TACCAIARS Other Well No.m

(1) OWNER: Name _Mr., Wallace Breuner, Jr (12) WELL LOG: Total depth 100 fi. Completed depth 85 _ .
Address —-—mLQMLM—IaE%‘ara Road from ft. to  ft. Formation {Describe by color, character, size or material)
City Pleasanton, Ca zip 94566 | _ 4 g

(2) LOCATION OF WELL (See instructions): =

County ___Contra Costa  Owner's Well Number 0- BI:OWD clay

Well address if different from above nght brown clay

Township Range Section 12— Gray clay

Distance from cities, roads, railroads, fences, ete. 01d_Brown Ranch 35— Sand & grasel

Gray clay \\v/\
N

(8) TYPE OF WORK:

New Well X{ Deepening [
Reconstruction (]
Reconditioning [
Horizootal Well [}

Destruction [J  {Deseribe
destruction materials and pro-
cedures in Item 12)

(4) PROPOSED USH /‘
Domestic

Irrigation

. Industrial
' Test Well

Munici

Opker %
WELL LOCATION SKETCH
{3) EQUIPMENT: GRA' CK: w
Rotary X Reverse Q
cable (0 pud &x XX etehgt bore 8

Other [J Bucke rom
FanN

{7) CASING INSTALLED: (8) PER b@ \
R TN e mwﬁ%
F 6 (D d
e | R | T K
0 | 85 N5 30" LGRS T 032
Q\\\\)“

(9) WELL SEAL:

Was surface sanitary seal provided? YesXX No (J If yes, todeyth_.zs.'_h
Were strata sealed against pollution®  Yes [ Xo [(AX interval

Method of sealing —_CEment groug Work started____7J12 19 BB Completed__7/13_.__19.88
(10) WATER LEVELS: WELL DRILLER'S STATEMENT:

Depth of first water, if known
Standing level after wll compl 15 &?D?wngyum drllIed under m}{ Jurisd
(11) WELL TESTS: Signed p :
Was well test made? YesYX No (O  tyes bywhom? _driller . Priller) ~
.T)‘,;;aoflw Pump OJ Bailer (J Aslift iy NAME Glenn Martell & Son, Inc.

h to water at start of test ft Atend of test t {Persan, firm, or corporation) {Typed o printed)
Discharge 10 gal/min after wmrl hours Water Address 1818 Loveri dgp Road
Chemical analysis made? Yes (J Na% 1f yes, by whom? City Pittsburg, Ca ZIP 94565
Waselectriclogmade  Yes [ No 1f yes, attach copy to this report License No. 220992~ pate of this report ___7/15/88

DWR 188 (REV. 12-86) IF ADDITIONAL SPACE 1S NEEDED, USE NEXT CONSECUTIVELY NUMBERED FORM 86 96358
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ATTACHMENT 3

STATE OF CALIFORNIA — CALIFORNIA NATURAL RESOURCES AGENCY EDMUND G. BROWN JR., Governar

DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES
NORTH CENTRAL REGION OFFICE

3500 INDUSTRIAL BOULEVARD

WEST SACRAMENTO, CA 95691

June 17,2014

Mr. Bill Newman

Post Office Box 2330

San Ramon, California 94583
Dear Mr. Newman:

In response to your request, enclosed is a copy of the Well Completion Report for the
well at the following location:

7200 Camino Tassa Jara, Pleasanton, California.
Well Completion Report #07-013.

If you need additional information or have any questions, please contact Oleg Yakimov
at (916) 376-9612 or fax (916) 376-9676.

Sincerely,

N\ Qap

Dean R. Crippen, P.E., Chief
Groundwater Supply Assessment
And Special Studies Section

forepc

Enclosure
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ATTACHMENT 3

. s - o seE 7 .
ORIGINAL 7 _ " STATE OF CALIFORNIA Smeer1  07-013
Q " Fife' Or:ginal; Duplizate and Triplicate with the DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
"+AKUSION OF WATER RESOURCES:

.o soxaors | DIVISION OF WATER RESOURC 02S01E 16GO1 M

SACRAM.ENTO 5, CALIFORNIA // = Notw In
’ WATER WELL DRILLERS REPORT _ Saaee Well No. &

(Sections 7076, 7077, 7078, Water Code)

m ;\)““"' Acme Drilling Servj ce(R.A.Fones) ) gmpose;dmorum (check): (3) Eqmpmnt.used
ame._. omestic  [] Municipal [ (check):
Addees 852 Canliig%anglst- , Irrigation (%9 Industrial [ Rotary [J
Domestic and Test well [ Cable X
License No. Classfication. " Trrigation ] . Dug well ]
g Other. : Other.

Owner: .
M. P. §ilva
Name:.. = o qor a3 . (4) Type of work (check):
Addre ‘ngsa—j @taﬁo’ +Livermore, Calif, New well [j Reconditioning of well 7]

Deepening existing well [}

Well log: .10
- Total depth of well 5 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 Gr&md Surface of material, structure (loose, packed, cemented, soft, hard, brittle).

1 £, . __Brown losm
12 Yeliow clay, water dripping
§Z gray clay, drillimg water

—55 - Gray clay
P Sand, water, hard blue clay

(0 » Blue clay
Y Blue clay
90 ; Blue clay

If additional space is requi;red, continue on DWR Form No. 246—Sﬁpplcmcnt, and attach to respective report copies.

(6) Casmg left in well:

LENGTH DIAMETER - SINGLE. DOUBLE, WELDED, LBS. PER FOOT OR SEATING BELOW
INCHES OTHER GAGE OF CASING GROUND SURFACE, FT.

4 e ‘ -

Type and size of.shoe or well ring-———.Welded joinis—(x Yes [J No
Steel .

" 0.W.R. FoRM No. 246 " REGIONAL WATER POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD COPY 23571°3.50 403 SUIN 3RO
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ATTACHMENT 3

ORIGINAL - ) » - 3

File Ocijinal, Izuplicalsjnd Tri‘pmm with the ' sS€€ Dw {’Z 4-29 SHEET 2 07 0‘3
DIVISION oF WATER RESOURCES ’

';Rf’:ﬁiﬁgl?s, CALIFORNIA 025 04E 16 &G04 M

WATER WELL DRILLERS REPORT gD Not FillIn
». P. Silva (Sections 7076, 7077, 7078, Water Code) /’/g Other Well N:_ZJ.“_ _______________
- - - - Reginn A
(7) Perforations:
Type of perforator used___T@TCh :
Perforated . ft. to - ft. Holesize . 1/8 x 4 . No. of holes_g..p ST
» 46 » »end of perf, » » v ___ . o g‘f ______ ‘t'

» Starter 7 »Blank

. (8) Water levels: - (9) Well pumping test:
! . ai
Depth at which water 42 . Date of test By whom Bailer
first encountered fe. Depth to water when test started fr.
Depth to water G.P.M. at beginning of test
before perforating. SN 3 A " Drawdown from standing level fr.
Depth to water G.P.M. ar completion of test. .LLLUUzgaL . Per hr.
after perforating. fr. Drawdown at completion of test 2 fr.
Note any change in water level while drilling Length of time tested
Temperature of water
Was gas present in water? {] Yes E%’\lo

( 10) General;

Was well gravel packed? L §ié->sof rock Thickness of pack
Was a surface sanitary seal provided? <
‘Were any strata sealed against pollution? |f] Yes [1 No If yes, attach detailed description.
Strata sealed__- e e e e e e e e e e e e e een
‘Was analysis made of water? ] Yes ‘j No If yes, attach copy. iFOR OFFIC]AL USE ONL‘_{J
Was electric log made of well? [[] Yes No If yes, attach copy. -
- If well abandoned, was it plugged and sealed? S
"Method of plugging and sealing S ——— S

(11) Location: (12) Time of work: 10-17-50 10-35-50
North Section Now—20___ ... Work started date_...._..... —Completed date.
Township 25 Date of this report... . L1l=l=50 . __ -
Range LE '
Base & Mcridian_m ...... - WELL DRILLER’S STATEMENT:
. Show location of well in Sec- This well was drilled under my jurisdiction and this
X tion, thus {X) report is true to the f my kngpledge and belief.
] Distances to section lines from ﬁ
; well, N or S —ft. [SieNep] .. = a

i andEor W fr. el Drifler
' Show location of nearest By.
’ i known well, thus (O)

Di X License No Classification
1 MILE 1stance to nearest nown

. X well .. ft, : Dated.o coeeee e e+, M9
Tassajara R4., Livermore--3 miles north of Highway 50

D.W.R. Form No. 246 REGIONAL WATER POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD COPY 23972 3.%0 40% qUIN sPO

[HydroFocus Attachment 3 14 of 19 October 6, 2015



JFio
Text Box
HydroFocus Attachment 3                 14 of 19                           October 6, 2015


ATTACHMENT 3

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 25/1E‘]6G1
THE RESOURCES AGENCY OF CALIFORNIA Stote No, .2/ - — P

DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

WELL DATA BRANCH

Rose Silva State N 28/1E-16G1

Owner Z00 Camino Tassajara Road ‘ee Mo g -
Addraxs J Other No, SEE KEMERIK &
Ten Livermore, California USGS 374546121520101

ont
Add'ﬂ!x
Type of Well: -Hydrograph [} Key [ Index [] Semiannual []
Location: County i Basin No.
U.S.G.S. Quad. VN Quad. No.

Yi Y Section 16 . Twp. 25 , Rge. 1E %ose & Meridian

About 1.7 miles north of Alameda-Contra Costa Count¥ line in wooden pumphouse
in walnut orchard at 7200 Lawrence Road.

Description

Reference Point description top of casing
<=
which is __M__ﬁ.«:s?;; lond surfoce. Ground Elevation 560 f
Reference Point Elev. i(i___h. Determined from ___LOPO _map
Well: Use Domestic and stock Condition Depth 105 #
Casing, size 10 in., perforations
steel

Meosurements By: DWR [ ] USGS [[] USBR [] County [J . Dist. [] Water Dist. [J Cons. Dist. [
Chief Aquifer: Name Depth to Top Ag. —_—  Depthto Bot. Aq.
Type of Material Perm. Rating Thickness
Gravel Pocked? Yes [ Noe [ Depth 1o Top Gr. Depth to Bot. Gr.
Supp. Agquifer Depth to Top Aq. _  Depthto Bot. Aq.
Driller b

Date drilled ___10/25/50 Log, filed yes open (1) confidential (2)
Equipment: Pump, type maoke
Serial No. .o~ Size of discharge pipe——____in. | Water Analysis: Min. (1) 1. San. (2) H.M. (3)
Power, Kind Moke Water Levels availobles Yes (1) No
H.oP. __  Motor Serial No. Period of Record: Begin End
Elec. Meter No. . Tronsformer No, _________ Collecting Agency: .
Yield G.P.M. Pumping lovel ft. | Prod. Rec. (1) Pump Test (2) Yield (3)

SKETCH REMARKS
7 . s
200 T 20‘& G Q§ 1. Major ions 4/6/81 by USGS
) Y 2. Water levels by USGS
g
N 3 1721781 21.3%

Barn $ 476781 29.9 recently pumped
g 876781 57.8 recently pumped
=
o ORIG #ALEY SHowN ON_LEG Ax
2 28/1E-20HM | .
by 7
<
V]

sto -~
Vi~
Ca')’\“& re— CDJ""Y
— - téo‘
- Ko
-
—
Recorded by: R. Glass
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ATTACHMENT 4

WATER TECH SYSTEMS

A Pump, Machinery, Electrical, and Plumbing Contractor Since 1983

P.O. Box 446 San Ramon CA 94583
Phone (925) 820-6875 Fax (925) 743-1304
Email: officewatertech@gmail.com

From Chris Hamburger
Regarding: Cemetery Project
August 1, 2014

We have gone over the questions and | have answered as best as | can.
Answer to question #1.

The typical average yield of wells in this area would be :as a worse case scenario %2 gpm to 2.5 gpm.
Answer to question #2.

| have only my experience in this area to tell you that over the last several years, with no rain, there
has been a significant drop in the water levels in the local wells. Most people around here do truck some water
and a good amount of people truck all water for their homes.
Answer to question #3

Once a well has been dug, it can not be made deeper. Any well driller will tell you, that there is no
guarantee that any, let alone adequate , water will be found after drilling. It is a crap shoot at best. There is little
to no landscaping in this area. The reason for it is, at best , people in the Tassajara Valley have only enough
water for household use and animals. Evin with that said, 50 % of the people truck water full time or
occasionally.

Answer to question a.

The average depth of wells in this area are 100' to 150" deep.
Answer to question b.

Yes, there can be water a deeper depths. There is no guarantee.
Answer to question c.

We are not well drillers and can not answer the question as to cost of drilling a well.
Answer to question d.

We are not well drillers and can not answer the question as to cost of completing a well.
Answer to question e.

A new well would have to be drilled.
Answer to question f.

Unknown, we don't deal in water treatment.

Biography:  In the well pump business since 1985 , | have attended continuing education classes at
conventions twice a year. | have my pump, machinery, electrical and plumbing license. | am a certified pump
installer. Wells have been my full time business for many years. We are on the list of recommended well
contractors with the SRV fire dept. in dealing with Rural Water Fire systems. We are also on the recommended
list with Contra Costa County Environmental Health, who regulates the permits on new wells.

Sincerely,

R

Chris Hamburger

Certified Pump Installer NGWA Member License No. 838650
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ATTACHMENT 4

Responses from Chuck Moore of Pacific Coast Well & Pump, Inc., from an email sent on
August 29, 2014.

1.

What is the typical average yield of wells in the Tassajara Valley area?
I can only speak about the one's we service. Roughly 5GPM

What is the typical variation in yield of wells in the area (summer versus winter, or dry
years versus wet years, or current day versus the past)?
1to 3 GPM

In the EIR for the proposed Creekside Memorial Park cemetery, one of the remedies
suggested for neighbors if their wells run dry is that the cemetery would pay for
“deepening the wells.” Please comment on the following (the more detail the better but
whatever you have would be welcome):

What is the average depth of wells (new or existing) in this area?

the ones we work with are 300 to 400 feet

Is there water at deeper depths than this average?
| wish | knew

How much does it cost per foot to drill for water at these lower depths?
50.00 to 75.00 per ft.

How much does it cost to complete a well at these lower depths?

In practice, can an existing well be deepened, or would a new well have to be drilled?
New well

Does the water quality get worse at lower depths (i.e. are there higher concentrations of
boron, fluorides, chloride, nitrates, etc.?)
not that we are aware of

Please also provide a brief personal biography explaining your background and
experience.
“We are a small family owned and operated business. We started out drilling wells and pump

installs, but over the last 15 years we have been able to expand our services. We now provide
pump install and repairs, water storage tank sales and installation and we also install new septic
fields and tanks. If you have any questions please feel free to contact us.” (from
www.pacificcoastwell.com)

LIC #810579: A-General Engineering, C-57 Well Drilling

Chuck Moore

Pacific Coast Well & Pump, Inc.
925-798-8875

510-918-5940
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