APPENDIX A

Project Location Maps

UIC Permit ROUIC-CA1-FY19-1R



* A Northern\California
RowerrAgency:

— Site Boundary

R Site Location

A Y

FL & —-‘

5 e

Northern Calilfornia Power Agency

LEC/STIG-CT-2

Lodi California

12745 N. Thornton Road

Lodi Ca, 95242

PA Figure 1
Site Location

Revision Date: 12/28/2020




LEC 2

ac‘{'gup Well Future
. ;g-__j .

/

[EC1 A Y
Existing " W ‘-};.-.la
.

) \-\ \ ,\ % .\ X .\ \.\ \ ,\ \ ;\ {Northern|Califc nia 3

RowerfAge. oy

Google

PA,

Northern Calilfornia Power Agency
LEC/STIG-CT-2 Lodi California
12745 N. Thornton Road

Lodi California 94501

Figure 2
Well Location Map
Revision Date: 1/14/2021




APPENDIX B

Well Schematics

UIC Permit ROUIC-CA1-FY19-1R



odi 5TIG-1 Injection Well

R

aniherm O alifornis Power Agrmcy
WT AP TION STHEI WELL OOMPLETION IMALRAM
Elevation 8.51° RETUAL FROFET
MLLD LEASI
WELL #
" REB TOWL
HEH SURFALCE PIPE I T AR WATIE [MPFTH
Sl 10 3047 40,56 W55 STAC ARNLLAR TLUID
: j&fjl”'
DIRECTHINAL DATA
WA ANGLE Ve |THEU 20%E
|3 HOLE TYFE
B : \E""" e bt e R
SURFACE BEQUIPMESNT
TREE
iiﬂ'ﬁﬂ-f_‘ﬁl" SLEL & THRD
TOP TREE FLANGE
TURING 5P FLARGE
| 41725, 10,58, J-55, 77 Jis TUBENG FETAIL
St a1 3342 I3 or LS
SIFE & 1
WEMHT (X
PACKER CRADNE 155
| Baker Model AL-2, Large Bore Lok-Set DEPTIE ETH
Retrievable Pacher [ THREAD
Set ot 3342 WEW.LISED
BiIN. LDVs
FRODUCTION ASSEMBLY DETARL
| Diskance Betwoon Packer and Liner = 15 DEPTH | LGTH | .. | LD DESCRIPTION
Bowi Fowd [T (LTS
[ 3343 4.5 | 4052 |Tubmg Sirww
|- LINER T FEET) 70 | eA% [Caseg
5= 158, K-55 5TAC EEE [ 50 441 |Liner
Sl 0l 3350 - 445
FERFORATIONS
+- Distance Between Liner and Casing = 207" 4 Jet BI0" helen
[T} Faii] L
43 4244 [
|- CASING 1347 LRET 31
T=. 20, K-55 STAC 4296 4300 10
Set at J660" 4512 4320 1]
4530 [iEE] a5
[ Hil 2
- Distance Between Casing and GPA = 495 12 4507 75
455 4458 [0
LR A58 [l
Total Net Perfs m
GRAVEL PACK
L Top of Gravel Pack Packer = 4155
- ————————————— =
GRAVEL PACK ASSEMBLY
DEPTH | LGTH [ oD | LD,
= Feet s | aerias
2 4" x & 158" 0D 415 4507 1908 | 2978 |Grwwel pack somen limer
Tulul inside 5 Liner
E St ol 4155 - 4567
[~ Perforations (120° phasing) 4234 - 4573
Sea Detail
-~ Bettom of Screen Assembly - 43857 P e e
CASING DETAIL
TPE SIEE | WO | GRADE] THRD, BEPTH
+— Sand Fill Sorface WA | 403 | kA% | ST&L ol
Tasing o 08 | K% | STl Rl
L Top af Float Collar = 4599 [F [ 13 | k-3F | ST&C AEAR - A
Quiginal Tedal Depth (Casing Shoe)- 4645 Poeparai By W Col Ciar [
A -, !l i Famchald Thaas My T, ML
Compleied:  June b, 19903 ok o

" RS b
COMMENTS: (1) Depths are based on HLS open hole logs dated 5/2/93 and 5783,

{2) Al details from the June 6, 1993 casing diagram atiached to permit CA1091003 were incorporated in this updated versien.

AZCOM '

NCPA STIG-LEC Facility

Lodi California

Well Completion Diagram

STIG-1

Exhibit
M-2




LEC No. 1 NCPA
COMMENTS ECURPMENT DESCRIFTION WELL COMPLETION DIAGRAM
ACTUAL
A b 317 NG (AT FILLLY M
WILL # LEC % |
Growad M, & & |
[ ¥ _
LOCATION  See. 24 T 3N, R SE. MDE&EM
BIRECTHINAL DATA
MAX ANGL o THRL Fonan 0
[ 0] THLE TYPE Siraighi
"\—— i3-088, 54 %a, 433 STAC B Location  Wherfcal
o
SUMFACE BOUIFMEST
TREE &" BN
SWANLCAF SIET & THRD Brd L) i chrvad
TONF TREE FLANCE 5" ik
TURPNG SPOCL FLANGE [T ]
TG BETAIL
I or LS 55 or Bim of Taper
EED [
[WLIGHIT 1w
GEALE IFCRI40
DEFTH 413
u,-_" 1358 Caning & 628 Vam Aee
e E Lecd
o 12-1id" Hole COATING e
- b SRS Nora
[Min_ L3 4. 767"
— B, 338, 23 LTAC
q_;
[1 ] LI LENGTIE DLESLRIFEHEN
i} b T
[ NS ALIr 50720, 17, M0, 63
:- E 3 i S Maker 54+ | Pas kaw
= 1. Tubdng. 3-1/2°, 170, 220180, Viam Aca & 55" [ Lipet Esbension
Teraia Sirgnth=iacd. BH0w 5 581" ¥ Bakot Model § Shdmg Slecve
Blorids | 3840 gl i 5 84" 1" Blakes £oal o
Colapis=8 170 paig . 5 85~ |t ower Exionson
B LE Blask 5-1
[= [ Miank 3-173, 179, J2CR 140
[ 5§ Chering wewl sub
4] L ke
3 Bakar SC-1 Packid [+
Top i 4135 K
4. Uppor Exbareson 14
=
5. GG St o,
& Soul Bore E.
1%
7. Lower Extension 2
Top of graved 21
M\uaqi B Buark 3177, 178, 220180, Vam A 23
13
CASING IHCTALL
a and | WHRIT | GGRADHE | THED LLPTH
s iie A 0. Al
TH =5 32 LTk o . HT
T-T8" hole B850 Caming F 4,225 i B4 148 L) LTl F - 4218
N -read 1o 17T o] %12 17e 20140 Fll 204 e
]
— ] F
b S41F @ 14" doy L5000 B 3170 peesvaET WG WTAD BorsEn (87 DD []
B 55 welded ks 5-172°, J3CR 140 1]
|
J
Injection Zone (4,225’ to 4,500’) X
1
7]
10, O-ing dal sl \
1. Circ Shos & Centralizer Peeparcd By Sacead lrsen Diate Dokt B D010
Upsistied By Diste
| 13, Toksl depih a1 4300, Prinited oa
PETD AS00 L A TVD  flomplood
T -l-=!ﬂ:" ] g WD il

AZCOM

NCPA STIG-LEC Facility
Lodi California

Well Completion Diagram
LEC-1

Exhibit
M-3




Feet bkb
0

— 40 feet L 1 RS Conductor Casing
200 —| i N 20-inch outer diameter 53 Ib.
—_ i
¥
400 — | )
—] 630 feet ] r“&-" Surfac_e Casing _
600 —— F 13-3/8-inch outer diameter 54.5 Ib. J55 STC
800 —— 'y .
1000 — 8 i .
—] - - Estimated Base of USDW at 1,115 feet KB
120077 gt l W
1400 —— Non Marine -; :
— Sediments. o o
1600 —— 1
— I "é—— Intermediate Casing String
1800 — ] 8-5/8-inch outer diameter 32 Ib. J-55 LTC
2000 —— ] i
2200 — B i ; i
— = Cement Grout (Intermediate String Casings Fully
2400 & ' Cemented to Land Surface)
— 5§ .
2600 —— i
2800 - :’ Injection Tubing String
3000 —— 3 5 Y2 inch outer diameter 17 Ib. 22 CR30 TC
| Markley =
3200 __| Formation }1
4
3400 | i Annular Fluid
3600 —— )
—1 Nortonville
3800 —— ]
4000 = Domengine 5
- Injection 3
4200 — Hjorizon 4,225 feet —r*I{ 5-1/2-inch Premium wire-wrap screen (6” OD)
4400 —— -.{..._ 316L Stainless Steel welded to 5-1/2”, 22CR140
— 4,500 fest m‘;'E from 4,215 to 4,500 feet; Gravel Pack 20/40 sand
- , ee
4600 __ Capay Fm.
4800 —
5000 —
5200 —
5400 ——
NCPA Well Construction Schematic

A=COM

Lodi, California

Proposed Injection Well LEC-2

Exhibit
M-4




APPENDIX C

EPA Reporting Forms
UIC Permit ROUIC-CA1-FY19-1R



EPA Reporting Forms List

Form 7520-7: Application to Transfer Permit
Form 7520-8: Quarterly Injection Well Monitoring Report

Form 7520-19: Well Rework Record, Plugging and Abandonment Plan, or Plugging and
Abandonment Affidavit

These forms are available for downloading at:

https://www.epa.gov/uic/underground-injection-control-reporting-forms-owners-or-operators
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION 9
RADIOACTIVE TRACER SURVEY (RTS) GUIDELINES

Introduction:
The intent of this guideline document is to provide general guidance to owners and operators of

Class I non-hazardous underground injection wells for performing radioactive tracer surveys
(RTS) used as a means of testing and measuring the external mechanical integrity of these wells
as defined in 40 CFR Part 146.8(a)(2). These guidelines are general in nature and individual
well conditions may require deviations from these procedures. All proposed plans and any
deviations from these guidelines to conduct radioactive tracer surveys must be approved in
advance by the EPA Region 9 Drinking Water Protection Section.

Basic Guidelines:
Prior to commencing performance of the RTS, the operator must have available onsite the
following:

- EPA approved plan for conducting the RTS

- Reference Gamma Ray (GR) or Open Hole logs and complete well construction details

The logging company must provide a drawing of their tool configuration with tool diameter, tool
length, spacing between detectors, ejector location, casing collar log (CCL), a sketch of the well
to be tested construction details and equipment details as part of the logging record.

Tool must include dual GR detectors spaced below the ejector port, centralized with a bow
spring centralizer (or motorized centralizer) and be run in conjunction with a CCL.

GR logs are usually run at approximately 60 ft /min. at a time constant of 1 second or 30 ft/min.
at a time constant of 2 seconds. Indicate the logging speed and time constant on the logging
record. The log scale should preferably correspond with that of the Reference lithology logs that
are made available for onsite correlation.

The radioisotope typically utilized for tracer surveys in injection wells is sodium iodine 131 with
a half-life of 8.05 days. It is important that the isotope be completely soluble with the injectate
fluid.



Example Procedure:

Indicate the beginning and ending clock times on each log pass. Indicate the volume of water
injected between log passes. Indicate the volume and concentration of each slug of tracer
material and the depth and location of each slug. Where possible, the tracer survey should be
conducted utilizing the facility’s permitted injectate. If that is not possible, the injected water
should have a specific gravity equivalent to that of the facility wastewater and be compatible
with the formation and previously injected wastewater. A hydraulically actuated packoff
(lubricator) should be utilized even when high well pressures are not expected.

Install the RTS tool with an upper and lower detector and CCL. The RTS tool should be
configured to run a standard RTS and to conduct velocity shots. Place the RTS tool in the
lubricator and mount lubricator onto the injection wellhead. Open the master valve and slowly
start pumping into the well until the desired flow rate is reached.

Radioactive Baseline Survey
1. Run a Correlation GR log with a CCL for 200 to 400 feet at or near the injection

interval, provided lithology changes are sufficient for correlation purposes. This

will allow equipment to be set on proper depths with the Reference Open Hole or
GR logs for the well. The CCL should be run through the packer setting depth
and preferably past a short casing joint to collect reference depth information.

2. Run a Base GR log from total depth to approximately 400 feet above the packer
setting depth. The log sensitivity should be set such that the slug trace response
will take up the entire horizontal log scale in API units. The Base log need not
be sensitive enough to show lithology. Record the Total Depth for this initial
Base log.

3. Record the injection rate and pressure on the well log record for each log pass.
The test should be conducted at the rate corresponding to the Maximum
Authorized Injection Pressure (MAIP); however, where the well has been
operating at a pressure and rate that are lower than the MAIP, the operator may
request approval in advance that the RTS should be run at those operating
pressures and rates in which the well normally operates (lower than the MAIP).

Radioactive Tracer Depth Drive Survey
4. Initiate the first slug/ejection with the ejector situated approximately 200 feet

above the packer. Record the depth and time, verify ejection of the slug, then
drop below the slug and record the time, logging speed, time constant, flow rate,
etc. Proceed to make the first logging run up through the slug to above where
the slug was initially ejected. Note the time when logging terminated, then again
drop past the slug and repeat the logging procedure, each time overlapping the
previous log and up to a point where the log returns to baseline. Repeat the




logging sequence until all tracer material has exited the wellbore or has
diminished substantial amounts.

Radioactive Tracer Time Drive Survey
5. Initiate a second ejection with the tool set 2 to 5 feet above the injection interval and on
time drive. Wait for the pre-calculated Wait-Time to observe whether any vertical
migration is occurring. Increase the pump rate to the anticipated operating injection rate
and leave on time drive for another 10 to 15 minutes. Note times, flow rates, pressures,
and slug depth.

Radioactive Tracer Vertical Migration Survey
6. Initiate a third ejection approximately 200 feet above the packer, then follow the
slug to the injection zone using multiple log passes as with the first slug/ejection

to check for leakage around the packer.

Radioactive Tracer Velocity Survey

7. These can be performed at this juncture of the testing. First, run a velocity
profile over the injection horizon noting injection rate. Make velocity shots of
tracer material at recorded intervals while injection is occurring at less than
normal or peak pumping rates. Run the gamma ray tool through the injection
zone and record injectate across the intervals injected. Increase the well injection
rate to maximum or normal pumping rate and repeat velocity shots of tracer
material at recorded intervals. Run the GR tool through the injection zone and
record injectate across the intervals injected at the higher well pumping rate. The
information gathered from the two passes made at different pumping rates will
allow flow distribution to be compared at the different rates.

Radioactive Post Tracer Survey
8. After sufficient testing has been done to determine the exit point of the tracer
material and for indications of vertical migration, drop to and record this second
total depth and run a final Base GR log from total depth to approximately 400
feet above the packer at the same logging speed and sensitivity as with initial
base log. These two logs should overlay each other with all the “hot spots” being
explainable.

Post Survey Requirements

9. Interpretation of the log must be provided by the logging company on the log
itself. The well log heading should be completely filled out with all essential
information provided such as well name and number, coordinates, well
owner/operator, reference logs, and elevations, etc. documented. The log should



be depicted in a manner that fully describes the operations conducted with
explanations inserted to minimize the possibility of misinterpretation. Three
copies of the final prints must be forwarded to the EPA Region 9 Groundwater
Office within 30 days of the survey. The electronic copy may be provided via
mailed storage disk, email or a web accessed site. Courtesy field copies
provided to the onsite EPA Inspector are not official records.

10. The operator provides an analytical interpretation of the logging results
performed by a qualified analyst. This must include a written description of the
procedure, the methodology used to calculate the Wait-Time and conclusions
drawn from the test. The submittal must also include a fluid loss profile across
the injection interval.

NOTE: The above referenced method for performing a Radioactive Tracer Survey
(RTS) is not necessarily prescriptive of how all tests are to be conducted. Each
underground injection well presents unique subsurface geological, pressure and injection
rate situations which must be properly accounted for when designing specific RTS plans
and procedures and approved in advance.

References and Additional Information:

Refer to the following EPA publications for additional information and guidance on running and
interpreting radioactive tracer and temperature logs for evaluation of injection well integrity:

e Dr. R. M. McKinley’s publication EPA/600/R-94/124, Temperature, Radioactive Tracer,
and Noise Logging for Injection Well Integrity.
It is out of print, but can be downloaded (searched as “600R94124”") from the National
Service Center for Environmental Publications (NSCEP) site:

https://www.epa.gov/nscep

e EPA Region 8 UIC Program Staff Guidance Document at:
http://www2.epa.gov/sites/production/files/documents/INFO-RATS.pdf

Special acknowledgments for additional consultation with:
Texas World Operations, Inc.
Dr. R.M. McKinley



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION 9
TEMPERATURE LOGGING GUIDELINES

A Temperature “Decay” Log (two separate temperature logging passes) must satisfy the following criteria
to be considered a valid MIT as specified by 40 CFR §146.8(c)(1). Variances to these requirements are
expected for certain circumstances, but they must be approved prior to running the log. As a general rule,
the well shall inject for approximately six (6) months prior to running a temperature decay progression
sequence of logs.

1. With the printed log, also provide raw data for both logging runs (at least one data reading per foot
depth) unless the logging truck is equipped with an analog panel as the processing device.

2. The heading on the log must be complete and include all the pertinent information, such as correct well
name, location, elevations, etc.

3. The total shut-in times must be clearly shown in the heading. Minimum shut-in time for active injectors
is twelve (12) hours for running the initial temperature log, followed by a second log, a minimum of four
(4) hours later. These two log runs will be superimposed on the same track for final presentation.

4. The logging speed must be kept between twenty (20) and fifty (50) feet per minute (30 ft/min
optimum) for both logs. The temperature sensor should be located as close to the bottom of the tool string
as possible (logging downhole).

5. The vertical depth scale of the log should be one (1) or two (2) inches per one-hundred (100) feet to
match lithology logs (see 7(b)). The horizontal temperature scale should be no more than one Fahrenheit
degree per inch spacing.

6. The right hand tracks must contain the "absolute" temperature and the "differential" temperature curves
with both log runs identified and clearly superimposed for comparison and interpretation purposes.

7. The left hand tracks must contain (unless impractical, but EPA must pre-approve any deviations):
(a) a collar locator log,
(b) a lithology log which includes either:

(1) an historic Gamma Ray that is "readable", i.e. one that demonstrates lithologic
changes without either excessive activity by the needle or severely dampened responses;
or

(i1) a copy of an original spontaneous potential (SP) curve from either the subject well or
from a representative, nearby well.

(c) A clear identification on the log showing the base of the lowermost Underground Source of
Drinking Water (USDW). A USDW is basically a formation that contains less than ten thousand
(10,000) parts per million (ppm) Total Dissolved Solids (TDS) and is further defined in 40 CFR
§144.3.
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REQUIREMENTS

UIC PRESSURE FALLOFF TESTING GUIDELINE
Third Revision
August 8, 2002

1.0 Background

Region 9 has adopted the Region 6 UIC Pressure Falloff Testing Guideline requirements for
monitoring Class 1 Non Hazardous waste disposal wells. Under 40 CFR 146.13(d)(1), operators
are required annually to monitor the pressure buildup in the injection zone, including at a
minimum, a shut down of the well for a time sufficient to conduct a valid observation of the
pressure falloff curve.

All of the following parameters (Test, Period, Analysis) are critical for
evaluation of technical adequacy of UIC permits:

A falloff te€St isa pressure transient test that consists of shutting in an injection well and

measuring the pressure falloff. The falloff Qel"iOd is a replay of the injection preceding it;
consequently, it is impacted by the magnitude, length, and rate fluctuations of the injection

period. Falloff testing analysis provides transmissibility, skin factor, and well flowing and
static pressures.

2.0 Purpose of Guideline

This guideline has been adopted by the Region 9 office of the Evironmental Protection Agency
(EPA\) to assist operators in planning and conducting the falloff test and preparing the
annual monitoring report.

Falloff tests provide reservoir pressure data and characterize both the injection interval reservoir
and the completion condition of the injection well. Both the reservoir parameters and pressure
data are necessary for UIC permit demonstrations. Additionally, a valid falloff test is a
monitoring requirement under 40 CFR Part 146 for all Class I injection wells.

The ultimate responsibility of conducting a valid falloff test is the task of the operator.

Operators should QA/QC the pressure data and test results to confirm that the results “make
sense” prior to submission of the report to the EPA for review.
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3.0 Timing of Falloff Tests and Report Submission

Falloff tests must be conducted annually. The time interval for each test should not be less
than 9 months or greater than 15 months from the previous test. This will ensure that the tests
will be performed at relatively even intervals.

The falloff testing report should be submitted no later than 60 days following the test. Failure
to submit a falloff test report will be considered a violation and may result in an enforcement
action. Any exceptions should be approved by EPA prior to conducting the test.

4.0 Falloff Test Report Requirements

In general, the report to EPA should provide:
(1) general information and an overview of the falloff test,
(2) an analysis of the pressure data obtained during the test,
(3) a summary of the test results, and
(4) a comparison of those results with previously used parameters.

Some of the following operator and well data will not change so once acquired, it can be copied

and submitted with each annual report. The falloff test report should include the following
information:

1. Company name and address
2. Test well name and location
3. The name and phone number of the facility contact person. The contractor contact may

be included if approved by the facility in addition to a facility contact person.

4. A photocopy of an openhole log (SP or Gamma Ray) through the injection interval
illustrating the type of formation and thickness of the injection interval. The entire log is
not necessary.

5. Well schematic showing the current wellbore configuration and completion information:
X Wellbore radius
X Completed interval depths

X Type of completion (perforated, screen and gravel packed, openhole)
6. Depth of fill depth and date tagged.
7. Offset well information:
X Distance between the test well and offset well(s) completed in the same interval
or involved in an interference test
X Simple illustration of locations of the injection and offset wells
8. Chronological listing of daily testing activities.
0. Electronic submission of the raw data (time, pressure, and temperature) from all

pressure gauges utilized on CD-ROM. A READ.ME file or the disk label should list all
files included and any necessary explanations of the data. A separate file containing any
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10.

11.

12.
13.

14.

15.

16.

edited data used in the analysis can be submitted as an additional file.
Tabular summary of the injection rate or rates preceding the falloff test. Ata
minimum, rate information for 48 hours prior to the falloff or for a time equal to twice the
time of the falloff test is recommended. If the rates varied and the rate information is
greater than 10 entries, the rate data should be submitted electronically as well as a hard
copy of the rates for the report. Including a rate vs time plot is also a good way to
illustrate the magnitude and number of rate changes prior to the falloff test.
Rate information from any offset wells completed in the same interval. Ata
minimum, the injection rate data for the 48 hours preceding the falloff test should be
included in a tabular and electronic format. Adding a rate vs time plot is also helpful to
illustrate the rate changes.
Hard copy of the time and pressure data analyzed in the report.
Pressure gauge information: (See Appendix, page A-1 for more information on
pressure gauges)

List all the gauges utilized to test the well

Depth of each gauge

Manufacturer and type of gauge. Include the full range of the gauge.

Resolution and accuracy of the gauge as a % of full range.

Calibration certificate and manufacturer's recommended frequency of calibration
eneral test information:

Date of the test

Time synchronization: A specific time and date should be synchronized to an

equivalent time in each pressure file submitted. Time synchronization should also

be provided for the rate(s) of the test well and any offset wells.
X Location of the shut-in valve (e.g., note if at the wellhead or number of feet from

the wellhead)

Reservoir parameters (determination):

I T Il e e

X Formation fluid viscosity, ps cp (direct measurement or correlation)

X Porosity, ¢ fraction (well log correlation or core data)

X Total compressibility, c; psi”* (correlations, core measurement, or well test)
X Formation volume factor, rvb/stb (correlations, usually assumed 1 for water)
X Initial formation reservoir pressure - See Appendix, page A-1

X Date reservoir pressure was last stabilized (injection history)

X Justified interval thickness, h ft - See Appendix, page A-15

Waste plume:

X Cumulative injection volume into the completed interval

X Calculated radial distance to the waste front, ryast ft

X Average historical waste fluid viscosity, if used in the analysis, pwaste CP
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17. Injection period:
X Time of injection period
X Type of test fluid
X Type of pump used for the test (e.g., plant or pump truck)
X Type of rate meter used
X Final injection pressure and temperature
18. Falloff period:
X Total shut-in time, expressed in real time and At, elapsed time
X Final shut-in pressure and temperature
X Time well went on vacuum, if applicable
19. Pressure gradient:
X Gradient stops - for depth correction
20. Calculated test data: include all equations used and the parameter values assigned for
each variable within the report
X Radius of investigation, r; ft
X Slope or slopes from the semilog plot
X Transmissibility, kh/u md-ft/cp
X Permeability (range based on values of h)
X Calculation of skin, s
X Calculation of skin pressure drop, APsin
X Discussion and justification of any reservoir or outer boundary models used to
simulate the test
X Explanation for any pressure or temperature anomaly if observed
21.  Graphs:
X Cartesian plot: pressure and temperature vs. time
X Log-log diagnostic plot: pressure and semilog derivative curves. Radial flow
regime should be identified on the plot
X Semilog and expanded semilog plots: radial flow regime indicated and the
semilog straight line drawn
X Injection rate(s) vs time: test well and offset wells (not a circular or strip chart)
22. A copy of the latest radioactive tracer run and a brief discussion of the results.
5.0 Planning

The radial flow portion of the test is the basis for all pressure transient calculations.
Therefore the injectivity and falloff portions of the test should be designed not only to reach
radial flow, but to sustain a time frame sufficient for analysis of the radial flow period.

General Operational Concerns

X

Adequate storage for the waste should be ensured for the duration of the test
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Offset wells completed in the same formation as the test well should be shut-in, or at a
minimum, provisions should be made to maintain a constant injection rate prior to and
during the test

Install a crown valve on the well prior to starting the test so the well does not have to be
shut-in to install a pressure gauge

The location of the shut-in valve on the well should be at or near the wellhead to
minimize the wellbore storage period

The condition of the well, junk in the hole, wellbore fill or the degree of wellbore damage
(as measured by skin) may impact the length of time the well must be shut-in for a valid
falloff test. This is especially critical for wells completed in relatively low
transmissibility reservoirs or wells that have large skin factors.

Cleaning out the well and acidizing may reduce the wellbore storage period and therefore
the shut-in time of the well

Accurate recordkeeping of injection rates is critical including a mechanism to
synchronize times reported for injection rate and pressure data. The elapsed time format
usually reported for pressure data does not allow an easy synchronization with real time
rate information. Time synchronization of the data is especially critical when the
analysis includes the consideration of injection from more than one well.

Any unorthodox testing procedure, or any testing of a well with known or anticipated
problems, should be discussed with EPA staff prior to performing the test.

If more than one well is completed into the same reservoir, operators are encouraged to
send at least two pulses to the test well by way of rate changes in the offset well
following the falloff test. These pulses will demonstrate communication between the
wells and, if maintained for sufficient duration, they can be analyzed as an interference
test to obtain interwell reservoir parameters.

Site Specific Pretest Planning

1.

Determine the time needed to reach radial flow during the injectivity and falloff portions
of the test:

X Review previous welltests, if available

X Simulate the test using measured or estimated reservoir and well completion
parameters

X Calculate the time to the beginning of radial flow using the empirically-based

equations provided in the Appendix. The equations are different for the
injectivity and falloff portions of the test with the skin factor influencing the
falloff more than the injection period. (See Appendix, page A-4 for equations)

X Allow adequate time beyond the beginning of radial flow to observe radial flow
so that a well developed semilog straight line occurs. A good rule of thumb is 3
to 5 times the time to reach radial flow to provide adequate radial flow data for
analysis.

Adequate and consistent injection fluid should be available so that the injection rate into
the test well can be held constant prior to the falloff. This rate should be high enough to
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produce a measurable falloff at the test well given the resolution of the pressure gauge
selected. The viscosity of the fluid should be consistent. Any mobility issues (k/p)
should be identified and addressed in the analysis if necessary.

Bottomhole pressure measurements are required. (See Appendix, page A-2 for additional
information concerning pressure gauge selection.)

Use two pressure gauges during the test with one gauge serving as a backup, or for
verification in cases of questionable data quality. The two gauges do not need to be the
same type. (See Appendix, page A-1 for additional information concerning pressure

gauges.)

6.0 Conducting the Falloff Test

1.

2.

Tag and record the depth to any fill in the test well

Simplify the pressure transients in the reservoir

X Maintain a constant injection rate in the test well prior to shut-in. This injection
rate should be high enough and maintained for a sufficient duration to produce a
measurable pressure transient that will result in a valid falloff test.

X Offset wells should be shut-in prior to and during the test. If shut-in is not
feasible, a constant injection rate should be recorded and maintained during the
test and then accounted for in the analysis.

X Do not shut-in two wells simultaneously or change the rate in an offset well
during the test.

The test well should be shut-in at the wellhead in order to minimize wellbore storage and
afterflow. (See Appendix, page A-3 for additional information.)

Maintain accurate rate records for the test well and any offset wells completed in the
same injection interval.

Measure and record the viscosity of the injectate periodically during the injectivity
portion of the test to confirm the consistency of the test fluid.

7.0 Evaluation of the Falloff Test

1.

Prepare a Cartesian plot of the pressure and temperature versus real time or elapsed

time.

X Confirm pressure stabilization prior to shut-in of the test well

X Look for anomalous data, pressure drop at the end of the test, determine if
pressure drop is within the gauge resolution

Prepare a log-log diagnostic plot of the pressure and semilog derivative. Identify the
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flow regimes present in the welltest. (See Appendix, page A-6 for additional

information.)

X Use the appropriate time function depending on the length of the injection period
and variation in the injection rate preceding the falloff (See Appendix, page A-10
for details on time functions.)

X Mark the various flow regimes - particularly the radial flow period

X Include the derivative of other plots, if appropriate (e.g., square root of time for
linear flow)

X If there is no radial flow period, attempt to type curve match the data

Prepare a semilog plot.

X Use the appropriate time function depending on the length of injection period and
injection rate preceding the falloff
X Draw the semilog straight line through the radial flow portion of the plot and

obtain the slope of the line
X Calculate the transmissibility, kh/p

X Calculate the skin factor, s, and skin pressure drop, AP sn
X Calculate the radius of investigation, r;

Explain any anomalous results.
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APPENDIX

Pressure Gauge Usage and Selection

Usage

X EPA recommends that two gauges be used during the test with one gauge serving as a
backup.

X Downhole pressure measurements are less noisy and are required.

X A bottomhole surface readout gauge (SRO) allows tracking of pressures in real time.
Analysis of this data can be performed in the field to confirm that the well has reached
radial flow prior to ending the test.

X The derivative function plotted on the log-log plot amplifies noise in the data, so the use
of a good pressure recording device is critical for application of this curve.

X Mechanical gauges should be calibrated before and after each test using a dead weight
tester.

X Electronic gauges should also be calibrated according to the manufacturer’s
recommendations. The manufacturer's recommended frequency of calibration, and a
copy of the gauge calibration certificate should be provided with the falloff testing report
demonstrating this practice has been followed.

Selection

X The pressures must remain within the range of the pressure gauge. The larger percent of
the gauge range utilized in the test, the better. Typical pressure gauge limits are 2000,
5000, and 10000 psi. Note that gauge accuracy and resolution are typically a function of
percent of the full gauge range.

X Electronic downhole gauges generally offer much better resolution and sensitivity than a
mechanical gauge but cost more. Additionally, the electronic gauge can generally run for
a longer period of time, be programmed to measure pressure more frequently at various
intervals for improved data density, and store data in digital form.

X Resolution of the pressure gauge must be sufficient to measure small pressure changes at
the end of the test.

Test Design

General Operational Considerations

X The injection period controls what is seen on the falloff since the falloff is replay of the
injection period. Therefore, the injection period must reach radial flow prior to shut-in of
the well in order for the falloff test to reach radial flow

X Ideally to determine the optimal lengths of the injection and falloff periods, the test

should be simulated using measured or estimated reservoir parameters. Alternatively,
injection and falloff period lengths can be estimated from empirical equations using
assumed reservoir and well parameters.
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The injection rate dictates the pressure buildup at the injection well. The pressure
buildup from injection must be sufficient so that the pressure change during radial flow,
usually occurring toward the end of the test, is large enough to measure with the pressure
gauge selected.

Waste storage and other operational issues require preplanning and need to be addressed
prior to the test date. If brine must be brought in for the injection portion of the test,
operators should insure that the fluid injected has a consistent viscosity and that there is
adequate fluid available to obtain a valid falloff test. The use of the wastestream as the
injection fluid affords several distinct advantages:

1. Brine does not have to be purchased or stored prior to use.
2. Onsite waste storage tanks may be used.
3. Plant wastestreams are generally consistent, i.e., no viscosity variations

Rate changes cause pressure transients in the reservoir. Constant rate injection in the
test well and any offset wells completed in the same reservoir are critical to simplify
the pressure transients in the reservoir. Any significant injection rate fluctuations at
the test well or offsets must be recorded and accounted for in the analysis using
superposition.

Unless an injectivity test is to be conducted, shutting in the well for an extend period of
time prior to conducting the falloff test reduces the pressure buildup in the reservoir and
IS not recommended.

Prior to conducting a test, a crown valve should be installed on the wellhead to allow the
pressure gauge to be installed and lowered into the well without any interruption of the
injection rate.

The wellbore schematic should be reviewed for possible obstructions located in the well
that may prevent the use or affect the setting depth of a downhole pressure gauge. The
fill depth in the well should also be reported. The fill depth may not only impact the
depth of the gauge, but usually prolongs the wellbore storage period and depending on
the type of fill, may limit the interval thickness by isolating some of the injection
intervals. A wellbore cleanout or stimulation may be needed prior to conducting the test
for the test to reach radial flow and obtain valid results.

The location of the shut-in valve can impact the duration of the wellbore storage period.
The shut-in valve should be located near the wellhead. Afterflow into the wellbore
prolongs the wellbore storage period.

The area geology should be reviewed prior to conducting the test to determine the
thickness and type of formation being tested along with any geological features such as
natural fractures, a fault, or a pinchout that should be anticipated to impact the test.

Wellbore and Reservoir Data Needed to Simulate or Analyze the Falloff Test

Wellbore radius, r,, - from wellbore schematic
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Net thickness, h - See Appendix, page A-15

Porosity, ¢ - log or core data

Viscosity of formation fluid, ps - direct measurement or correlations
Viscosity of waste, pwaste - direct measurement or correlations

Total system compressibility, c; - correlations, core measurement, or well test
Permeability, k - previous welltests or core data

Specific gravity of injection fluid, s.g. - direct measurement

Injection rate, q - direct measurement

Design Calculations

When simulation software is unavailable the test periods can be estimated from empirical
equations. The following are set of steps to calculate the time to reach radial flow from
empirically-derived equations:

1.

Estimate the wellbore storage coefficient, C (bbl/psi). There are two equations to
calculate the wellbore storage coefficient depending on if the well remains fluid filled
(positive surface pressure) or if the well goes on a vacuum (falling fluid level in the

well):
a. Well remains fluid filled:
C=Vy, “Cwasteywhere,  V is the total wellbore volume, bbls
Cwaste IS the compressibility of the injectate, psi™
b. Well goes on a vacuum:
C= Yy
o'

144-9¢ \where, V, is the wellbore volume per unit
length, bbls/ft
p is the injectate density, psi/ft
g and g are gravitational constants

Calculate the time to reach radial flow for both the injection and falloff periods. Two
different empirically-derived equations are used to calculate the time to reach radial flow,
tragial flow, TOr the injectivity and falloff periods:

a. Injectivity period:

(200000 +12000s)-C

> hours

Lradial flow K

y7;
b. Falloff period:

170000 -C -¢%14¢
h

T radial flow hours

y7;
The wellbore storage coefficient is assumed to be the same for both the injectivity and
falloff periods. The skin factor, s, influences the falloff more than the injection period.
Use these equations with caution, as they tend to fall apart for a well with a large
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permeability or a high skin factor. Also remember, the welltest should not only reach
radial flow, but also sustain radial flow for a timeframe sufficient for analysis of the
radial flow period. As a rule of thumb, a timeframe sufficient for analysis is 3 to 5 times
the time needed to reach radial flow.

3. As an alternative to steps 1 and 2, to look a specific distance “L” into the reservoir and
possibly confirm the absence or existence of a boundary, the following equation can be
used to estimate the time to reach that distance:

948-¢-u-c, -L

boundary = k

boundary

hours

where, Lyoundary = feet to boundary
thoundary = time to boundary, hrs

Again, this is the time to reach a distance “L” in the reservoir. Additional test time is
required to observe a fully developed boundary past the time needed to just reach the
boundary. As a rule of thumb, to see a fully developed boundary on a log-log plot, allow
at least 5 times the time to reach it. Additionally, for a boundary to show up on the
falloff, it must first be encountered during the injection period.

4. Calculate the expected slope of the semilog plot during radial flow to see if gauge
resolution will be adequate using the following equation:
1626-q-B

Msemilog = k-h

Y7
where, g = the injection rate preceding the falloff test, bpd
B = formation volume factor for water, rvb/stb (usually assumed to be 1)

Considerations for Offset Wells Completed in the Same Interval

Rate fluctuations in offset wells create additional pressure transients in the reservoir and
complicate the analysis. Always try to simplify the pressure transients in the reservoir. Do not
simultaneously shut-in an offset well and the test well. The following items are key
considerations in dealing with the impact of offset wells on a falloff test:

X Shut-in all offset wells prior to the test

X If shutting in offset wells is not feasible, maintain a constant injection rate prior to and
during the test

X Obtain accurate injection records of offset injection prior to and during the test

X At least one of the real time points corresponding to an injection rate in an offset well

should be synchronized to a specific time relating to the test well

X Following the falloff test in the test well, send at least two pulses from the offset well
to the test well by fluctuating the rate in the offset well. The pressure pulses can
confirm communication between the wells and can be simulated in the analysis if
observed at the test well. The pulses can also be analyzed as an interference test using an
Ei type curve.
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X

If time permits, conduct an interference test to allow evaluation of the reservoir without
the wellbore effects observed during a falloff test.

Falloff Test Analysis

In performing a falloff test analysis, a series of plots and calculations should be prepared to
QA/QC the test, identify flow regimes, and determine well completion and reservoir parameters.
Individual plots, flow regime signatures, and calculations are discussed in the following
sections.

Cartesian Plot

X

The pressure data prior to shut-in of the well should be reviewed on a Cartesian plot to
confirm pressure stabilization prior to the test. A well that has reached radial flow during
the injectivity portion of the test should have a consistent injection pressure.

A Cartesian plot of the pressure and temperature versus real time or elapsed time should
be the first plot made from the falloff test data. Late time pressure data should be
expanded to determine the pressure drop occurring during this portion of the test. The
pressure changes should be compared to the pressure gauges used to confirm adequate
gauge resolution existed throughout the test. If the gauge resolution limit was reached,
this timeframe should be identified to determine if radial flow was reached prior to
reaching the resolution of the pressure gauge. Pressure data obtained after reaching the
resolution of the gauge should be treated as suspect and may need to be discounted in the
analysis.

Falloff tests conducted in highly transmissive reservoirs may be more sensitive to the
temperature compensation mechanism of the gauge because the pressure buildup
response evaluated is smaller. Region 6 has observed cases in which large temperature
anomalies were not properly compensated for by the pressure gauge, resulting in
erroneous pressure data and an incorrect analysis. For this reason, the Cartesian plot of
the temperature data should be reviewed. Any temperature anomalies should be noted
to determine if they correspond to pressure anomalies.

Include the injection rate(s) of the test well 48 hours prior to shut-in on the Cartesian plot
to illustrate the consistency of the injection rate prior to shut-in and to determine the
appropriate time function to use on the log-log and semilog plots. (See Appendix, page
A10 for time function selection)
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Log-log Diagnostic Plot

X

Plot the pressure and semilog derivative versus time on a log-log diagnostic plot. Use the
appropriate time function based on the rate history of the injection period preceding the
falloff. (See Appendix, page A-10 for time function selection) The log-log plot is used

to identify
the flow .. | ExampleLog-logPlot| regimes
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Identification of Test Flow Regimes

X

Flow regimes are mathematical relationships between pressure, rate, and time. Flow
regimes provide a visualization of what goes on in the reservoir. Individual flow regimes
have characteristic slopes and a sequencing order on the log-log plot.

Various flow regimes will be present during the falloff test, however, not all flow
regimes are observed on every falloff test. The late time responses correlate to distances
further from the test well. The critical flow regime is radial flow from which all
analysis calculations are performed. During radial flow, the pressure responses
recorded are representative of the reservoir, not the wellbore.

The derivative function amplifies reservoir signatures by calculating a running slope of a
designated plot. The derivative plot allows a more accurate determination of the radial
flow portion of the test, in comparison with the old method of simply proceeding 1% log
cycles from the end of the unit slope line of the pressure curve.

The derivative is usually based on the semilog plot, but it can also be calculated based on
other plots such as a Cartesian plot, a square root of time plot, a quarter root of time plot,
and the 1/square root of time plot. Each of these plots are used to identify specific flow
regimes. If the flow regime characterized by a specialized plot is present then when the
derivative calculated from that plot is displayed on the log-log plot, it will appear as a
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“flat spot” during the portion of the falloff corresponding to the flow regime.

Typical flow regimes observed on the log-log plot and their semilog derivative patterns
are listed below:

Flow Regime Semilog Derivative Pattern
Wellbore Storage ................. Unit slope

Radial FIOW ........c.cccevenee. Flat plateau

Linear FIOW .........cccocevvnnnne. Half slope

Bilinear FIow ...........ccccveni. Quarter slope

Partial Penetration ............... Negative half slope

Layering .....c.ccoeeeevvvvennnnnens Derivative trough

Dual Porosity ........c.cccceevrvne. Derivative trough
Boundaries ........c.cccceevernnen. Upswing followed by plateau
Constant Pressure ................ Sharp derivative plunge

Characteristics of Individual Test Flow Regimes

X

Wellbore Storage:

1. Occurs during the early portion of the test and is caused by the well being shut-in
at the surface instead of the sandface

2. Measured pressure responses are governed by well conditions and are not
representative of reservoir behavior and are characterized by both the pressure
and semilog derivative curves overlying a unit slope on the log-log plot

3. Wellbore skin or a low permeability reservoir results in a slower transfer of fluid
from the well to the formation, extending the duration of the wellbore storage
period

4. A wellbore storage dominated test is unanalyzable

Radial Flow:

1. The pressure responses are from the reservoir, not the wellbore

2. The critical flow regime from which key reservoir parameters and completion
conditions calculations are performed

3. Characterized by a flattening of the semilog plot derivative curve on the log-log

plot and a straight line on the semilog plot

Spherical Flow:

1.
2.

3.

Identifies partial penetration of the injection interval at the wellbore
Characterized by the semilog derivative trending along a negative half slope on
the log-log plot and a straight line on the 1/square root of time plot

The log-log plot derivative of the pressure vs 1/square root of time plot is flat
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X Linear Flow:
1. May result from flow in a channel, parallel faults, or a highly conductive fracture
2. Characterized by a half slope on both the log-log plot pressure and semilog
derivative curves with the derivative curve approximately 1/3 of a log cycle lower
than the pressure curve and a straight line on the square root of time plot. 3.
The log-log plot derivative of the pressure vs square root of time plot is
flat

X Hydraulically Fractured Well:

1. Multiple flow regimes present including wellbore storage, fracture linear flow,
bilinear flow, pseudo-linear flow, formation linear flow, and pseudo-radial flow

2. Fracture linear flow is usually hidden by wellbore storage

3. Bilinear flow results from simultaneous linear flows in the fracture and from the

formation into the fracture, occurs in low conductivity fractures, and is
characterized by a quarter slope on both the pressure and semilog derivative
curves on the log-log plot and by a straight line on a pressure versus quarter root
of time plot

4. Formation linear flow is identified by a half slope on both the pressure and
semilog derivative curves on the log-log plot and by a straight line on a pressure
versus square root of time plot

5. Psuedo-radial flow is analogous to radial flow in an unfractured well and is
characterized by flattening of semilog derivative curve on the log-log plot and a
straight line on a semilog pressure plot

X Naturally Fractured Rock:

1. The fracture system will be observed first on the falloff test followed by the total
system consisting of the fractures and matrix.
2. The falloff analysis is complex. The characteristics of the semilog derivative

trough on the log-log plot indicate the level of communication between the
fractures and the matrix rock.

X Layered Reservoir:
1. Analysis of a layered system is complex because of the different flow regimes,
skin factors or boundaries that may be present in each layer.
2. The falloff test objective is to get a total tranmissibility from the whole reservoir
system.
3. Typically described as commingled (2 intervals with vertical separation) or

crossflow (2 intervals with hydraulic vertical communication)

Semilog Plot

X The semilog plot is a plot of the pressure versus the log of time. There are typically four
different semilog plots used in pressure transient and falloff testing analysis. After
plotting the appropriate semilog plot, a straight line should be drawn through the points
located within the equivalent radial flow portion of the plot identified from the log-log
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plot.

X Each plot uses a different time function depending on the length and variation of the
injection rate preceding the falloff. These plots can give different results for the same
test, so it is important that the appropriate plot with the correct time function is used for
the analysis. Determination of the appropriate time function is discussed below.

X The slope of the semilog straight line is then used to calculate the reservoir
transmissibility - kh/p, the completion condition of the well via the skin factor - s, and
also the radius of investigation - r; of the test.

Determination of the Appropriate Time Function for the Semilog Plot

The following four different semilog plots are used in pressure transient analysis:

1. Miller Dyes Hutchinson (MDH) Plot

2. Horner Plot

3. Agarwal Equivalent Time Plot

4, Superposition Time Plot

These plots can give different results for the same test. Use of the appropriate plot with the
correct time function is critical for the analysis.

X The MDH plot is a semilog plot of pressure versus At, where At is the elapsed shut-in
time of the falloff.

1. The MDH plot only applies to wells that reach psuedo-steady state during
injection. Psuedo-steady state means the pressure response from the well has
encountered all the boundaries around the well.

2. The MDH plot is only applicable to injection wells with a very long injection
period at a constant rate. This plot is not recommended for use by EPA Region 6.

X The Horner plot is a semilog plot of pressure versus (t,+At)/At. The Horner plot is only
used for a falloff preceded by a single constant rate injection period.
1. The injection time, t,=V,/q in hours, where V,=injection volume since the last
pressure equalization and q is the injection rate prior to shut-in for the falloff test.
The injection volume is often taken as the cumulative injection since completion.

2. The Horner plot can result in significant analysis error if the injection rate varies
prior to the falloff.

X The Agarwal equivalent time plot is a semilog plot of the pressure versus Agarwal

equivalent time, Ate.

1. The Agarwal equivalent time function is similar to the Horner plot, but scales the
falloff to make it look like an injectivity test.

2. It is used when the injection period is a short, constant rate compared to the length
of the falloff period.

3. The Agarwal equivalent time is defined as: Ate=log(t, At)/(ty+At), where t, is
calculated the same as with the Horner plot.
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falloff.

The superposition time function accounts for variable rate conditions preceding the

1. It is the most rigorous of all the time functions and is usually calculated using
welltest software.
2. The use of the superposition time function requires the operator to accurately

track the rate history. As a rule of thumb, at a minimum, the rate history for twice
the length of the falloff test should be included in the analysis.

The determination of which time function is appropriate for the plotting the welltest on semilog
and log-log plots depends on available rate information, injection period length, and software:

1.

2.

3.

If there is not a rate history other than a single rate and cumulative injection, use a Horner
time function

If the injection period is shorter than the falloff test and only a single rate is available, use
the Agarwal equivalent time function

If you have a variable rate history use superposition when possible. As an alternative to
superposition, use Agarwal equivalent time on the log-log plot to identify radial flow.
The semilog plot can be plotted in either Horner or Agarwal time if radial flow is
observed on the log-log plot.

Parameter Calculations and Considerations

X

Transmissibility - The slope of the semilog straight line, m, is used to determine the
transmissibility (kh/u) parameter group from the following equation:
k-h  1626-9-B
& om

where, g = injection rate, bpd (negative for injection)

B = formation volume factor, rvb/stb (Assumed to be 1 for formation

fluid)

m = slope of the semilog straight line through the radial flow portion of

the plot in psi/log cycle

k = permeability, md

h = thickness, ft (See Appendix, page A-15)

1 = viscosity, cp

The viscosity, u, is usually that of the formation fluid. However, if the waste plume size
IS massive, the radial flow portion of the test may remain within the waste plume. (See
Appendix, page A-14)

1. The waste and formation fluid viscosity values usually are similar, however, if the
wastestream has a significant viscosity difference, the size of the waste plume and
distance to the radial flow period should be calculated.

2. The mobility, k/u, differences between the fluids may be observed on the
derivative curve.
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The permeability, k, can be obtained from the calculated transmissibility (kh/p) by
substituting the appropriate thickness, h, and viscosity, u, values.

Skin Factor

X

In theory, wellbore skin is treated as an infinitesimally thin sheath surrounding the
wellbore, through which a pressure drop occurs due to either damage or stimulation.
Industrial injection wells deal with a variety of waste streams that alter the near wellbore
environment due to precipitation, fines migration, ion exchange, bacteriological
processes, and other mechanisms. It is reasonable to expect that this alteration often
exists as a zone surrounding the wellbore and not a skin. Therefore, at least in the case of
industrial injection wells, the assumption that skin exists as a thin sheath is not always
valid. This does not pose a serious problem to the correct interpretation of falloff testing
except in the case of a large zone of alteration, or in the calculation of the flowing
bottomhole pressure. Region 6 has seen instances in which large zones of alteration were
suspected of being present.

The skin factor is the measurement of the completion condition of the well. The skin
factor is quantified by a positive value indicating a damaged completion and a negative
value indicating a stimulated completion.

1. The magnitude of the positive value indicating a damaged completion is dictated
by the transmissibility of the formation.

2. A negative value of -4 to -6 generally indicates a hydraulically fractured
completion, whereas a negative value of -1 to -3 is typical of an acid stimulation
in a sandstone reservoir.

3. The skin factor can be used to calculate the effective wellbore radius, ry, also
referred to the apparent wellbore radius. (See Appendix, page A-13)

4, The skin factor can also be used to correct the injection pressure for the effects of
wellbore damage to get the actual reservoir pressure from the measured pressure.

The skin factor is calculated from the following equation:

P —P k-t
s =11513 Mlog{ P 2}4.23
m (tp+1)-¢-u-ct-rw

where, s = skin factor, dimensionless
P1nr = pressure intercept along the semilog straight line at a shut-in time of 1 hour,
psi
Pwt = measured injection pressure prior to shut-in, psi
L = appropriate viscosity at reservoir conditions, cp (See Appendix, page A-14)
m = slope of the semilog straight line, psi/cycle
k = permeability, md
¢ = porosity, fraction
¢ = total compressibility, psi™
rw = wellbore radius, feet
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t, = injection time, hours
Note that the term t,/(t, +At), where At=1 hr, appears in the log term. This term is
usually assumed to result in a negligible contribution and typically is taken as 1 for large
t. However, for relatively short injection periods, as in the case of a drill stem test (DST),
this term can be significant.

Radius of Investigation

X

The radius of investigation, r;, is the distance the pressure transient has moved into a
formation following a rate change in a well.

There are several equations that exist to calculate the radius of investigation. All the
equations are square root equations based on cylindrical geometry, but each has its own
coefficient that results in slightly different results, (See Oil and Gas Journal, Van Poollen,
1964).

Use of the appropriate time is necessary to obtain a useful value of r;. For a falloff time
shorter than the injection period, use Agarwal equivalent time function, Ate, at the end of
the falloff as the length of the injection period preceding the shut-in to calculate r;.

The following two equivalent equations for calculating r; were taken from SPE
Monograph 1, (Equation 11.2) and Well Testing by Lee (Equation 1.47), respectively:

r. = [0.00105 k-t _ k-t
N e, {9484 ey

Effective Wellbore Radius

X

X

The effective wellbore radius relates the wellbore radius and skin factor to show the
effects of skin on wellbore size and consequently, injectivity.

X The effective wellbore radius is calculated from the following:

—S

Fwa =My ©

A negative skin will result in a larger effective wellbore radius and therefore a lower
injection pressure.
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Reservoir Injection Pressure Corrected for Skin Effects

X

The pressure correction for wellbore skin effects, APgin, is calculated by the following:
APskin :0868 -m-S

where, m = slope of the semilog straight line, psi/cycle
s = wellbore skin, dimensionless

The adjusted injection pressure, Py, is calculated by subtracting the APy, from the
measured injection pressure prior to shut-in, Pys. This adjusted pressure is the calculated
reservoir pressure prior to shutting in the well, At=0, and is determined by the following:

P = ow _APskin

wfa

From the previous equations, it can be seen that the adjusted bottomhole pressure is
directly dependent on a single point, the last injection pressure recorded prior to shut-in.
Therefore, an accurate recording of this pressure prior to shut-in is important. Anything
that impacts the pressure response, e.g., rate change, near the shut-in of the well should
be avoided.

Determination of the Appropriate Fluid Viscosity

X

If the wastestream and formation fluid have similar viscosities, this process is not
necessary.

This is only needed in cases where the mobility ratios are extreme between the
wastestream, (k/w)w, and formation fluid, (k/p)r. Depending on when the test reaches
radial flow, these cases with extreme mobility differences could cause the derivative
curve to change and level to another value. Eliminating alternative geologic causes, such
as a sealing fault, multiple layers, dual porosity, etc., leads to the interpretation that this
change may represent the boundary of the two fluid banks.

First assume that the pressure transients were propagating through the formation fluid
during the radial flow portion of the test, and then verify if this assumption is correct.
This is generally a good strategy except for a few facilities with exceptionally long
injection histories, and consequently, large waste plumes. The time for the pressure
transient to exit the waste front is calculated. This time is then identified on both the log-
log and semilog plots. The radial flow period is then compared to this time.

The radial distance to the waste front can then be estimated volumetrically using the
following equation:
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013368 'Vwasteinjected
N'waste plume = zh-g

where, Vwaste injected = CUmulative waste injected into the completed interval, gal
Mwaste plume = €Stimated distance to waste front, ft
h = interval thickness, ft
¢ = porosity, fraction

X The time necessary for a pressure transient to exit the waste front can be calculated using
the following equation:

_126-73',&{/\/ -Gy 'Vwasteinjected
W -k -h

where, tw= time to exit waste front, hrs
Vwaste injected = CUMulative waste injected into the completed interval, gal
h = interval thickness, ft
k = permeability, md
wy = Viscosity of the historic waste plume at reservoir conditions, cp
c; = total system compressibility, psi™

The time should be plotted on both the log-log and semilog plots to see if this time
corresponds to any changes in the derivative curve or semilog pressure plot. If the time
estimated to exit the waste front occurs before the start of radial flow, the assumption that
the pressure transients were propagating through the reservoir fluid during the radial flow
period was correct. Therefore, the viscosity of the reservoir fluid is the appropriate
viscosity to use in analyzing the well test. If not, the viscosity of the historic waste
plume should be used in the calculations. If the mobility ratio is extreme between the
wastestream and formation fluid, adequate information should be included in the report to
verify the appropriate fluid viscosity was utilized in the analysis.

Reservoir Thickness

X

The thickness used for determination of the permeability should be justified by the
operator. The net thickness of the defined injection interval is not always appropriate.

The permeability value is necessary for plume modeling, but the transmissibility value,
kh/u, can be used to calculate the pressure buildup in the reservoir without specifying
values for each parameter value of k, h, and p.

Selecting an interval thickness is dependent on several factors such as whether or not the
injection interval is composed of hydraulically isolated units or a single massive unit and
wellbore conditions such as the depth to wellbore fill. When hydraulically isolated sands
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are present, it may be helpful to define the amount of injection entering each interval by
conducting a flow profile survey. Temperature logs can also be reviewed to evaluate the
intervals receiving fluid. Cross-sections may provide a quick look at the continuity of the
injection interval around the injection well.

A copy of a SP/Gamma Ray well log over the injection interval, the depth to any fill, and
the log and interpretation of available flow profile surveys run should be submitted with
the falloff test to verify the reservoir thickness value assumed for the permeability
calculation.

Use of Computer Software

X

To analyze falloff tests, operators are encouraged to use well testing software. Most
software has type curve matching capabilities. This feature allows the simulation of the
entire falloff test results to the acquired pressure data. This type of analysis is
particularly useful in the recognition of boundaries, or unusual reservoir characteristics,
such as dual porosity. It should be noted that type curve matching is not considered a
substitute, but is a compliment to the analysis.

All data should be submitted on a CD-ROM with a label stating the name of the facility,
the well number(s), and the date of the test(s). The label or READ.Me file should
include the names of all the files contained on the CD, along with any necessary
explanations of the information. The parameter units format (hh:mm:ss, hours, etc.)
should be noted for the pressure file for synchronization to the submitted injection rate
information. The file containing the gauge data analyzed in the report should be
identified and consistent with the hard copy data included in the report. If the injection
rate information for any well included in the analysis is greater than 10 entries, it should
also be included electronically.

Common Sense Check

X

After analyzing any test, always look at the results to see if they “make sense” based on
the type of formation tested, known geology, previous test results, etc. Operators are
ultimately responsible for conducting an analyzable test and the data submitted to the
regulatory agency.

If boundary conditions are observed on the test, review cross-sections or structure maps
to confirm if the presence of a boundary is feasible. If so, the boundary should be
considered in the AOR pressure buildup evaluation for the well.

Anomalous data responses may be observed on the falloff test analysis. These data
anomalies should be evaluated and explained. The analyst should investigate physical
causes in addition to potential reservoir responses. These may include those relating to
the well equipment, such as a leaking valve, or a channel, and those relating to the data
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acquisition hardware such as a faulty gauge. An anomalous response can often be traced
to a brief, but significant rate change in either the test well or an offset well.

Anomalous data trends have also been caused by such things as ambient temperature
changes in surface gauges or a faulty pressure gauge. Explanations for data trends may
be facilitated through an examination of the backup pressure gauge data, or the
temperature data. It is often helpful to qualitatively examine the pressure and/or
temperature channels from both gauges. The pressure data should overlay during the
falloff after being corrected for the difference in gauge depths. On occasion, abrupt
temperature changes can be seen to correspond to trends in the pressure data. Although
the source of the temperature changes may remain unexplainable, the apparent
correlation of the temperature anomaly to the pressure anomaly can be sufficient reason
to question the validity of the test and eliminate it from further analysis.

The data that is obtained from pressure transient testing should be compared to permit

parameters. Test derived transmissibilities and static pressures can confirm compliance
with non-endangerment (Area Of Review) conditions.
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APPENDIX F

EPA Region 9 Step Rate Test Procedure Guidelines
UIC Permit ROUIC-CA1-FY19-1R

Refer also to:

Society of Petroleum Engineers (SPE) Paper #16798, Systematic Design and Analysis of Step-
Rate Tests to Determine Formation Parting Pressure

(This paper can be ordered from the SPE website.)



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION IX
DRINKING WATER PROTECTION
75 HAWTHORNE STREET
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

STEP-RATE TEST PROCEDURE GUIDELINES

PURPOSE:

The purpose of the document is to provide guidelines for performing a Step-Rate Test (SRT).
Test results shall be used by the EPA Region 9 (EPA) Underground Injection Control (UIC)
offices to determine a Maximum Allowable Injection Pressure (MAIP) at the wellhead that will
provide for the protection of underground sources of drinking water (USDW) at injections wells.

A detailed work plan proposal must be submitted to EPA for review and approval prior to the
SRT being performed. The work plan must include detailed plans, supporting justifications and
associated calculations for conducting the SRT. Refer to the Society of Petroleum Engineers
(“SPE”) paper 16798 for supporting test design and analysis guidance (1987, Society of
Petroleum Engineers).

Dialogue is expected and encouraged during the actual development of the work plan. EPA will
review the work plan proposal and will send written communications either to request
clarification or changes to the proposed work, or grant approval of the proposed work. Once the
SRT plan is approved, we require at least 30 days’ notice in advance of SRT operations so we
may schedule an EPA representative to witness the SRT.

Test results will be used by Region 9's Underground Injection Control permitting program to
determine a Maximum Allowable Injection Pressure (MAIP) which is the surface pressure that
correlates to (a) 80 percent of the bottom hole pressure (BHP) that represents the Formation
Parting Pressure (FPP) of the permitted injection zone, or, (b) 80 percent of the maximum
pressure applied during SRTs in which the FPP was not achieved. This determination serves to
provide for the protection of the Underground Sources of Drinking Water (USDWs) as required
by the regulations at 40 CFR §§ 146.12(e)(3) (fracture pressure) and 146.14(b)(3) (the
anticipated maximum pressure and flow rate at which the permittee will operate).

SRT results must be documented and the test should be witnessed by an EPA inspector who can
assist in approving real-time modifications.

RECOMMENDED TEST PROCEDURES:

1) The well should be shut in long enough prior to testing such that the BHP approximates static
formation pressures.

2) It is important to use equipment that will be capable of accurately controlled pumping rates at
varying amounts and exceeding the estimated Formation Parting Pressure (FPP) or alternately,



equipment that will exceed the operator's equipment limitations by 120%. Operator must also
ensure that sufficient water will be available onsite to complete the SRT. The water used for the
SRT may be the operator's permitted wastewater or other water with known specific gravity.

3) Measure and record test pressures with both down-hole and surface pressure recorders.
Observe, record, and synchronize surface and BHP pressures, times, dates, and injection rates for
each increment (step) of the test. The BHP behavior will be the basis for the determination of
FPP. Surface pressures will also be observed to monitor pressure versus rate behavior during the
SRT and to determine pressure losses due to friction and other factors that affect the MAIP.

4) The step intervals must be of equal duration and their duration must be of no less than the
minimum 30 minutes. Engineering based justification of the planned duration for the steps is
required. Steps must be sufficiently long to overcome well bore storage effects and achieve or
clearly demonstrate a stabilized pressure (radial flow) at the end of each timed step.

5) The SRT should proceed continuously and uninterrupted, with minimally delayed transition
between steps. The SRT must be planned to provide at least 3 to 5 steps before reaching the
expected FPP and at least 3 additional steps after exceeding the FPP. Alternatively, the SRT
must exceed the BHP that occurs at the operator's maximum equipment surface pressure
limitation by at least 120 percent of that corresponding BHP.

6) Because a surface readout of the BHP is employed, the duration of the planned injection rate
increments may be modified during the initial part of the test. This will allow, for instance, an
initial determination whether modification of the subsequent rate increments may be necessary to
obtain at least three BHP data points above the FPP or to adequately exceed the proposed
operator's maximum equipment limitation before concluding the test. The well operator shall
consult and receive approval from the onsite EPA inspector before any modifications to the plan
are implemented during ongoing SRT operations.

7) After pumping stops, observe and record (a) the instantaneous shut-in pressure (ISIP) and (b)
the injection zone's pressure fall-off decline for a sufficient time to allow a pressure transient
analysis which shall be included in the operator's report. The length of time for pressure fall-off
observation will be determined in consultation with EPA prior to conducting the SRT, but may
be modified by EPA depending on the actual BHP fall-off behavior observed at the conclusion of
the test.



APPENDIX G

Plugging and Abandonment Plans

UIC Permit ROUIC-CA1-FY19-1R



OMB No, 20400042

Approval Expires 1273172018

< EPA

United States Environmental Protection Agency

Washingtan, DC 20480

PLUGGING AND ABANDONMENT PLAN

Name and Address of Facility

Morthern California Power Agency (NCPA)
12751 North Thomton Road, Lodi CA 95242-1478

Mame and Address of OwneriQperator

Morthen California Power Agency (NCPA)
631 Commerce Drive Roseville CA 95678

Locate Well and Outline Unit on
Section Plat - 640 Acres

State
Califormia

County
San Joaquin

Permit Humber
CAL0910003

Surface Location Description

N
T 1 NW 1ia0f SW s of SW s or _SWidor  Section 24| Townsnip 3N_| Range SE
-Jl- —_ I—— Jlr —_— le —_ |L —le —_ Lacate wall in two directlons from nearest lines of quarter section and drilling unit
T i il o Surface
I ||: :[ j ||: j Location 478 ft. frm (WS) ‘M Line of quarter section
— | i | | e B ] i | | . and & fL. fram (E/W] E_Linear quarer section.
| | | | | | TYWPE OF AUTHORIZATION WELL ACTIVITY
" Voo I - [¥] Individual Parmit [#] cLass)
)
—Jl'_}_Jl'_ _Jl'_I_Jl'_ __]ArnFarmll ':_]ELAESI
£ K T 3 el
. L
'_J__]_J__ _J__l__l__ Humhﬂrnl‘lﬁlllsl_ "
W P _ [ 1 Hydrocarban Starage
I, A I | lcLassm
2 Leass Mamea Well Humber STIG-1
CASING AND TUBING RECORD AFTER PLUGGING METHOD OF EMPLACEMENT OF CEMENT PLUGS
SIZE WT (LB/FT) | TO BE PUT IN WELL (FT) | TO BE LEFT IN WELL (FT) | HOLE SIZE 771 The Balance Method
103/4|40.5 0-661 [ the Dump Bailer Methed
7 20 {1-3660 ] The Two-Plug Methed
2 13 3358-4645 D Other
2 38 4] 55-4367 |
CEMENTING TO PLUG AND ABANDON DATA: PLUG#1 | PLUG#2 | FLUG#3 | PLUG#4 | PLUGS5 | PLUG #6 | PLUG 8T
Size of Hole or Pipe in which Plug Will Be Placed (inche: 238 i ] 7
Depth to Bottom of Tubing or Drill Pipe [it 4567 4155 3358
Sacks of Cement To Be Used (each plug)
Slurry Yelume To Be Pumped (cu. ft.} 10 110 900
Calculated Top of Plug (.} 4155 3158 2
Measured Top of Plug (If tagged ft) 12 1127 1035
Slurry WE [Lb.JGal,) 15.8 15.8 15.8
Type Cemant ar Other Matarial (Class ) G [ G

LIST ALL OPEN HOLE ANDIOR PERFORATED INTERVALS AND INTERVALS WHERE CASING WILL BE VARIED (if any)

From

To

From

Ta

4234

4573

Estimated Cost to Plug Walls
See attached cost breakdown to plug and abandon STIG-1

Certification

| certify under the penalty of law that | have persanally examined and am familiar with the information submitted in this document and all
attachmants and that, based on my inquiry of those Individuals immadiately respensible for obtaining the infermation, | believe that the
infarmation is true, accurate, and complate. | am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false information, including the
possibliity of fine and imprisonment. [Ref, 40 CFR 144.32)

Michael DeBortoli

MHama and Official Tiile (Please type or print)

Signaturs

M ha NDBor s

Date Signed

Y8/ 15

EPA Form 752014 (Rev. 12-11)




OMB Mo, 2040-0042

Approval Expires

123112018

<EPA

United States Environmental Protection Agency

Washington, DC 20480

PLUGGING AND ABANDONMENT PLAN

Mame and Address of Facility

Morthern California Power Agency (NCPA)
12751 North Thomton Road, Lodi CA 95242-1478

Name and Address of OwnerlOperator

Morthen California Power Agency (NCPA)
651 Commerce Drive Roseville CA 95678

Locate Well and Outline Unit an
Section Plat - 640 Acres

State
California

| County

San Joaguin

Parmit N
CA109

umbar

10003

Surface Lacation Description

N T
T 1 SW 104 or SWias of SWardof SWirdof  Section 24| Township 3N _| Range SE
-——Jl- — |L —}-— — Jl- — lLJI-— Locate well in two directions from nearest lines of quarter section and drilling unit
I Y A - Surface
j 'l: I j [ 1 Lecation T7 1. trm (MI5) M _Line of quarter section
B | _l | s o ] _l I e and 321 e from (E) E | Line of quarter section.
w | | 3 J | 2 TYPE OF AUTHORIZATION WELL ACTMITY
JI_ i_ i _i. i_ i [#] Individual Parmit [¥] cLass|
— |—| I—— |_J I— | ] area Permin []cLassn
__|__|__|__ —'I'—i—'l'— |_|Hulv j Brine Disposal
7 [ ] Enhanced Recovery
__J__I_J__ _J__I_J__ Number of Wells *___ -
i | I I I I I I I Hydrocarbon Storage
oo copic I [ ]ciassm
= Lease Mame Well Numiber LEC-1
CASING AND TUBING RECORD AFTER PLUGGING METHOD OF EMPLACEMENT OF CEMENT PLUGS
SIZE WT (LBFFT) | TO BE PUT IN WELL (FT) | TO BE LEFT IN WELL (FT) HOLE SIZE E The Balance Mothod
512 |07 4135 10 4500 17 [ The Dump Bailer Metnoa
8353 |24 {i 10 4.333 12 144 [] The Two-Flug Method
13 58|54.5 o 629 18 [_ Other
20 53 {1 b 40 24
CEMENTING TO PLUG AND ABANDOMN DATA; PLUGH# | PLUG#2 | PLUG#2 | PLUGS4 | PLUGES | PLUGWE | PLUG &7
Size of Hele or Pipe In which Plug Will Be Placed (inche: 512 8 5/8
Depth to Bottem of Tubing or Drill Pipe (i 4500 42325
Sacks of Cement To Be Used [each plug) 109 L1245 = ! AT || S
Slurry Volume To Be Pumped [cu. L) 125 1430
Calculated Top of Plug (.} 4135 2
Maasured Top of Plug (If tagged ft.)
Slurry W [Lb./Gal) 15,8 5.5
Type Cement or Other Material (Class 1} G K]

LIST ALL OPEN HOLE ANDVOR PERFORATED INTERVALS AND INTERVALS WHERE CASING WILL BE VARIED (if any)

From

To

From

Ta

Estimated Cost to Plug Wells

Certification

| eertify under the penalty of law that | have personally examined and am familiar with the information submitted in this decument and all
attachments and that, based on my inquiry of those individuals immediately responsible for obtaining the information, | believe that the
information is true, accurate, and complete, | am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false information, including the
posasiblilty of fine and Imprisonment. (Ref. 40 CFR 14432}

Michael DeBortali

Name and Official Title [Piease type or print)

Signature

Y e N OBty

Date Signed

+/8/15

EFA Form 7520-14 (Rev. 12-11)




Note:

Exhibit Q-1
2019 Plugging and Abandonment Plan

Note: Notify DOGGR and EPA at least 60 days before scheduled abandonment. Submit a Notice
of Intention to Abandon and obtain an Abandonment Permit from DOGGR prior to commencing
abandonment activities. DOGGR and EPA to approve final abandonment procedure and witness
abandonment work. Referenced depths are below Rig Kelly bushing (RKB). RKB is approximately
12 feet above ground level.

STIG-1 Injection Well

The overall approach to the abandonment, or plugging, of the existing STIG-1 injection well is to install a

continuous cement plug from the base of the injection horizon back to land surface in multiple cement

stages.

The well plugging procedures are as follows:

1.

Move in and rig up a workover/completion rig. Remove the wellhead and install and activate
blowout prevention equipment (BOPE). Run in the hole and unseat the packer. Pull the 4-1/2-
inch tubing string and packer out of the well.

Inject sufficient fresh water into the well to displace the wellbore fluids. Divert and contain
displaced water in onsite tankage.

Check the well depth to confirm that the wellbore is open to a depth of at least 100 feet below
the 5-inch hanger (approximately 3,460 feet). If not, bail or foam lift sand or debris from the well
to 3,460 feet (EPA to witness clean-out tag).

Run open-ended 2 3/g inch tubing with 1,200 feet of 1 % inch to RND, EUE, N-80 tubing stinger to
at least 3,460 feet, down to a maximum depth of 4,567 feet.

Tremie through the tubing a premium cement plug (Type G) by pumping cement and the
gradual withdrawal of tubing until the tubing has been pulled up to a depth of 3,160 feet, which
is 200 feet above the liner. It is estimated that a 145 cubic foot cement plug will be sufficient to
cement the well from 4,567 to 3,160 feet.

Allow the cement plug to cure for at least 12 hours, or the manufacturer's recommendation.
Tag the top of the cement plug to confirm that it is at least 100 feet above the liner (EPA to
witness). If cement levels are not with +/- 15 feet of theoretical height, add additional cement
and wait an additional 12 hours for it to reach its minimum compressive strength. Repeat this
step as necessary.

Confirm cement level with hard tag at 3,160 feet, the Pull up to a depth of 3,150 or 10 feet
above tagged cement. Tremie through the tubing, a premium cement plug (Type G) by pumping
cement and the gradual withdrawal of tubing until the tubing has been pulled up to the ground
surface. As above, allow the cement plug to cure for at least 12 hours, or the manufacturer's
recommendation.

Add additional cement and wait an additional 12 hours for it to cure. Repeat this step, as
necessary, until the cement plug is within 2 feet of ground surface.



10. Remove the BOPE and move the rig off. Cut off the wellhead and steel casing at ground level

and weld a 3/8 inch thick steel plate to cap off the 7-inch (long) casing.

11. Restore to grade, with a recommended 2-inch diameter survey brass marker installed to identify

the location of former Class | injection well.

The cost estimate to plug and abandon an injection well at the STIG-LEC facility consists of several

components. These include:

1.

Coordination — Coordinate and notify regulators of planned plugging operations and determine
if onsite observation by the regulatory agencies, as required.

Mobilization - Moving the workover/ completion rig to the site and onto the well, and setting up
the rig and ancillary equipment.

Removal of Packer and tubing and well cleaning - Removing all downhole items from the
wellbore; confirming that the hole is open at the perforated interval, and remove sand, if
present.

Installation of cement plugs — the first plug is installed through the injection interval and second
through the remaining portion of the long string casing.

Site restoration - Removing wellhead and all above-grade equipment, installing steel plate and
survey marker and site restoration.

Documentation — Provide written document to appropriate state, federal, and local agencies
that the well abandonment was conducted in accordance with the appropriate regulations and
approved plan.

Estimated 2019 Costs for Plug and Abandonment STIG-1 Injection Well

Item Quantity Unit Unit Cost Extended Total
Mechanical Integrity Testing Services 1 Lump sum $10,000 $10,000
— Wireline
Mobilization/Demobilization 1 Lump sum $15,000 $15,000
Well Preparation 1 Day $7,500 $7,500
Remove Tubing and Packer 1 Lump sum $7,500 $7,500
Circulate Fluids & Clean-out 1 Lump sum $5,000 $5,000
Well Cementing (Rig Time) 4 Day $7,500 $30,000
Injection Zone Plug Cement to 3,160’ 145 Cubic feet S15 $2,175
(Type G plus 35% Silica Flour)
Long String Casing Plug 7” from 720 Cubic feet S15 $10,800
3,160’ to surface (Type G plus 35%
Silica Flour)
Well Head Removal and Site 1 Lump sum $10,000 $10,00
Restoration
Total P/A Cost for STIG-1 $97,975




LEC-1 Injection Well

Note:

Note: Notify DOGGR and EPA at least 60 days before scheduled abandonment. Submit a Notice
of Intention to Abandon and obtain an Abandonment Permit from DOGGR prior to commencing
abandonment activities. DOGGR and EPA to approve final abandonment procedure and witness
abandonment work. Referenced depths are below Rig Kelly bushing (RKB). RKB is approximately
13 feet above ground level.

The overall approach to the abandonment, or plugging, of the existing LEC-1 injection well is to install a

continuous cement plug from the base of the injection horizon back to land surface in multiple cement

stages.

The well plugging procedures are as follows:

1.

Move in and rig up a workover/completion rig. Remove the wellhead and install and activate
blowout prevention equipment (BOPE). Run in the hole and unseat the packer. Pull the 5-1/2-
inch 22CR140 Vam Ace tubing string and packer out of the well.

Inject sufficient fresh water into the well to displace the wellbore fluids. Divert and contain
displaced water in onsite tankage.

Check the well depth to confirm that the wellbore is open to a total depth of 4,500 feet If not,
clean-out bail or foam lift sand or debris the well (EPA to witness clean-out tag).

Run open-ended 1 % inch tubing to 4,135 feet stab into 5 %4” injection string and install
approximately, down to a maximum depth of 4,500 feet.

Tremie through the tubing a premium cement plug (Type G) by pumping cement and the
gradual withdrawal of tubing until the tubing has been pulled up to a depth of 4,135 feet, then
pullout of 5 %" injection tubing and set tremie tubing at 4,125 feet to cement annular space
between the 5 %" injection tubing and 8 5/8” long string casing. Then slowly continue to
withdrawal tremie to 4,100 feet, which is 235 feet above the liner. It is estimated that a 125
cubic foot cement plug will be sufficient to cement the well from 4,500 to 4,100 feet.

Allow the cement plug to cure for at least 12 hours, or the manufacturer's recommendation.
Tag the top of the cement plug to confirm that it is at least 150 feet above the liner (EPA to
witness cement tag). If cement levels are not with +/- 15 feet of theoretical height, add
additional cement and wait an additional 12 hours for it to reach its minimum compressive
strength. Repeat this step as necessary.

Confirm cement level with hard tag at 4,100 feet, the Pull up to a depth of 4,090 or 10 feet
above tagged cement. Tremie a premium cement plug (Type G) by pumping cement through the
tubing and the gradual withdrawal of tubing until the tubing has been pulled up to the ground
surface. As above, allow the cement plug to cure for at least 12 hours, or the manufacturer's
recommendation.

Add additional cement and wait an additional 12 hours for it to cure. Repeat this step, as
necessary, until the cement plug is within 2 feet of ground surface.



10. Remove the BOPE and move the rig off. Cut off the wellhead and steel casing at ground level

and weld a 3/8 inch thick steel plate to cap off the 8 >/s-inch (long) casing.

11. Restore to grade, with a recommended 2-inch diameter survey brass marker installed to identify

the location of former Class | injection well.

The cost estimate to plug and abandon the LEC-1 injection well at the STIG-LEC facility consists of several

components. These include:

Coordination — Coordinate and notify regulators of planned plugging operations and determine
if onsite observation by the regulatory agencies, as required.
Mobilization - Moving the workover/ completion rig to the site and onto the well, and setting up

Removal of Packer and tubing and well cleaning - Removing all downhole items from the
wellbore; confirming that the hole is open at the perforated interval, and remove sand, if

Installation of cement plugs — the first plug is installed through the injection interval and second

Site restoration - Removing wellhead and all above-grade equipment, installing steel plate and

1.
2.
the rig and ancillary equipment.
3.
present.
4,
through the remaining portion of the long string casing.
5.
survey marker and site restoration.
6.

Documentation — Provide written document to appropriate state, federal, and local agencies
that the well abandonment was conducted in accordance with the appropriate regulations and
approved plan.

The estimated costs of $108,325, summarized below are related to the Plug and Abandonment of LEC-1.

Similar costs to LEC-1 would be associated with the Plug and Abandonment of LEC-2, if constructed.

Estimated 2019 Costs for Plug and Abandonment LEC-1 Injection Well

Item Quantity Unit Unit Cost Extended Total
Mechanical Integrity Testing 1 Lump sum $10,000 $10,000
Services — Wireline
Mobilization/Demobilization 1 Lump sum $15,000 $15,000
Well Preparation 1 Day $7,500 $7,500
Remove Tubing and Packer 1 Lump sum $7,500 $7,500
Circulate Fluids & Clean-out 1 Lump sum $5,000 $5,000
Well Cementing (Rig Time) 4 Day $7,500 $30,000
Injection Zone Plug Cement from 125 Cubic feet $15 $1,875
4,500’ to 4,100’ (Type G plus 35%
Silica Flour)
Long String Casing Plug 8 >/s” from 1430 Cubic feet $15 $21,450
4,100’ to surface (Type G plus 35%
Silica Flour)
Well Head Removal and Site 1 Lump sum $10,000 $10,000
Restoration
Total Cost for LEC-1 $108,325




Therefore, the total cost to plug and abandon STIG-1, LEC-1 and LEC-2 (if constructed) including a 7%
Engineering Service cost would be $336,700.

Within sixty (60) days after plugging either STIG-1 or LEC-1, NCPA will submit a report on Form 7520-1 to
EPA. The report will be certified as accurate by the person who performed the plugging operation and
shall consist of either:

(a) A statement that the well was plugged in accordance with the approved Plugging and
Abandonment Plans, or

(b) Where actual plugging differed from the Plugging and Abandonment Plans, a statement
specifying the different procedures followed.



Feet BKB | Depth Measurements taken from Kelly Bushing @ 15 feet above ground level.
0
200 —
400 —
— Surface Casing
600 —— 611 feet : 10.750-inch outer diameter 40.5 Ib. K-55 ST&C
800 — ity
] .
1000 —— i
— Estimated Base of USDW at 1,115 feet KB
1200 —— :":|
— |
1400 — Undiff. 5
1600 —— i
1800 —— Neat Cement Plug — API Class G with Silica Flour
] i
2000 —— B
— "1 ;% Cement Grout (Long String Casings Fully
2200 — = Cemented to Land Surface)
2400 —— "
2600 —— ‘5.' Long String Casing
— :.": 7-inch outer diameter 20 Ib. K-55 ST&C
2800 i
— i
3000 — i}:
— | Markley e
3200 __| Formation 55-_
3400 — B
] ! _i i _ —
3600 ‘+— 3,660 feet bpl F 5-inch Liner 15 Ib. K-55 ST&C from 3,358 — 4,645 feet
3800 Neat Cement Plug — ASTM C-150 Type Il or API Class B
1 5-inch 15 Ib. K-55 Perforated between 4,234’ and 4,573’
4000 =1 pomengine < (4 HPF, 0.3" Dia. 120 degree phasing)
4200 ——|  Injection
— Horizon
4400 — 2-3/8 x 2-15/16” Wire Liner hung from 4,155 to 4,567;
] | k 12-2 |
4600 4,645 feet bpl ] gravel packed w/ 0 grave
— Capay Fm.
4800
5000 —
5200 —
5400 ——
NCPA Plug and Abandonment Schematic Exhibit
- . . . . . XNnip1
A —COM Lodi, California Injection Well STIG-1 0-1
-1a




Feet bkb Depth Measurements taken from Kelly Bushing @ 20.5 feet above ground level.
0 —
— 40 feet L < Conductor Casing
200 —| | 20-inch outer diameter 53 Ib.
R Surface Casi
] urface Casing
600 —| 629 feet 13-3/8-inch outer diameter 54.5 Ib. J55 STC
800 — e
] ]
1000 —— 1]
"4 Estimated Base of USDW at 1,115 feet KB
1200 —— u
— :Ju
1400 — Undiff. |
— "
1600 —— &
1800 — Neat Cement Plug — API Class G
[
S [
2000 — .H
2200 —
— i
2400 — -,"' Cement Grout (Long String Casings Fully
2600 —— .'.4 Cemented to Land Surface)
2800 ;E
— K
3000 —— i Long String/Injection Casing
— Markle |, 8-5/8-inch outer diameter 32 Ib. J-55 LTC
3200 — >y i
_| Formation
3400 — "]
— 1]
3600 11
—1{ Nortonville
3800 —— &
— ]
4000 = pomengine M
_ | Injection X
4200 _ HJorizon 4,225 feet 5-1/2-inch Premium wire-wrap screen (6” OD)
4400 —— 316L Stainless Steel welded to 5-1/2”, 22CR140
— from 4,215 to 4,500 feet; Gravel Pack 20/40 sand
4600 ——| 4,500 feet —
__ Capay Fm.
Neat Cement Plug
4800 —— API Class G
5000 —
5200 —
5400 ——
NCPA Plug and Abandonment Schematic Exhibit
A :COM Lodi, California Existing Well LEC-1 and Proposed Xh1b1
Injection Well LEC-2 Q-1b
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