MEMORANDUM

TO: Shelle wR File

FROM: Steve Leste%

DATE: January 31, 2007

RE: Status of Application for Permit 63-11741 for Paul and Frances Porter

Mr. Porter recently visited the office to work on his older rights for the SRBA. He
requested clarification about the status Application 63-11741. Specifically, he asked why
it has not been approved when so many others just like it have been. I told him I would
look into it and let him know what I found. [ am asking for your help to do that.

This memo follows email exchanges we had last November regarding the application.
My email speculated that the application was most likely approvable based on the file
history. Your reply was something along the lines of looking into this matter after SRBA
work winds down.

The application remains on “basin 63 moratorium” hold at the SO. I think a good case
can be made to approve the application as follows.

The site is east of Hwy 45 between Nampa and Melba, not a problematic area beyond
broader basin 63 ground water issues.

The application for supplemental ground water irrigation was filed on 5/22/92 and
proposed use of an existing well (from 63-3184 and 63-7062) plus a new well. The new
well was completed by 3/23/92, apparently as a replacement well under the old rights.1

Temporary approval for 63-11741 was granted on 7/16/92 for the 1992 season. Another
temporary approval followed for the 1994 season.

The applicants complied with the 1995 re-processing exercise. The application was
advertised without protest in 1995 and forwarded to the SO for approval.

! Older rights have a single shared p/d in NWNE $10. The 1992 well was drilled as a “new well” under the
older rights in NENW according to the well log. Was it a replacement well or was a second production well
drilled? Where is the well - NWNE or NENW?

Application 63-11741 lists 2 p/d in NENW S10. Current SRBA recommendations for older rights identify a
single licensed p/d in NWNE. Something does not add up here.



Approval did not occur for some reason — perhaps the application got caught in the cutoff
against new approvals sometime in 1996.

About 70 applications with similar histories were approved under the 1995-1996 re-
processing method. Approvals were limited to applications for which a supplemental well
was drilled in 1992, owners received temporary approvals in 1992 and1994, and they
successfully completed the mid-1990s re-processing.

I recall one or two situations since then that were similar to the Porters’ case and
approvals followed. Unfortunately I cannot recall the permit number(s).

Application 63-11741 should be approved to mirror several dozen similar approvals
already granted and based on more or less identical histories.

One complication should be resolved. If the new well is in NENW as noted by the well
log, then the SRBA recommendations for the older rights are incorrect. A transfer would
be needed to correct those records since the p/d change occurred after 1987. Such a
transfer could also add a p/d to the older rights to accurately reflect the situation if that is
the case. If the new well is in NWNE, then Application 63-11741 should be amended to
match that information. It is not clear at this time if one or two production wells are out
there.

Western staff could easily confirm the location of the new well and determine if an older
well is also used. The appropriate steps could then be taken. One way or another,
Application 63-11741 would be in position to be approved.

Please let me know if you agree with this analysis. [ would like to let Mr. Porter know the
likely outcome of his request. Thanks for looking into this one.
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MAR 2.5 WELL DrILLER’S REPORT

Stafe Iaw requires that this report be filed with the Director, Department of Water Resources
withm 30 days after the completion or abandonment of the well.
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T " oo
1. WELL mnﬂigim\lﬁt Uftiee 7. WATER LEVEL
Name Paul Porter Static water level _ 105 ___ feet below land surface.
) ! Flowing? [1 Yes ¥ No G.PM. flow
Address 4T 5= wr ba. d Artesian closed-in pressure ____ psi.
Drilling Permit No. Controlied by: [0 Valve O Cap 3 Plug
Temperalure _28_ °F. Qualty _ Good
Water Right Permit N8 Describe sriesian or temperature zones below.
2. NATURE OF WORK 8, WELL TEST DATA
0 New well O Deepened [ Replacement '* X Pump {7 Bailer 1 Air T Other
O Well diameter increase O Modification
D Abandoned (describs abandonment or modification procedures Discharge G.PM. P“’“p.'“g Leval Hours Pumged
such as liners, screen, materials, plug depths, efe. In lithologic 1105 118 2
log, section 9.} LU“’& (
3. PROPOSED USE w W J" o
O Domestic &l lrrigation O Monitor 9. LITHOLQOGIC LOG Y e
O Industrial {1 Stock [ Waste Disposal or Injection
. Bore Depth Water
OOther__ (specify type) Diam.|From| To Materlal Yes | No 'JWNG b
16"[0 16 | Brown clay X — J]
4. METHOD DRILLED 16 (16 B2 | Grey broken lava X 62 1 1gY
O Rotary O Air O Auger D) Reverse rotary |16 |52 B2 Brown clay w/cinders X
® Cable O Mud O Other 16 82 128 | Grey lava w/cracks X ",062— ¢
(rackhos, hydraufi, otc) |16 | 128145 | Brown clay w/gravel x 3
16 | 145046 | Cemented cand X
5. WELL CONSTRUCTION 12 1146091 | Fine zande/Q-ffe;-f thin L ll-?l,o"
) ] streaks of clay X ‘;
Cas:\hgi,cit;::duw. :‘!EIDiaSr:E'e;Ir [} ConcretgmmD Other 12 191209 | Large gravel x
0378 inches 12 inches + LoD feet 78 toet 12 209220 Coarse sand %
0D inches _ 12 inches 78 feet _ 151 feet le | 230241 | Grey clay X
¢ 378 _inches _12 _inches 151 joet 240 fget
Was casing drive shoe used? ¥ Yes O No
Was a packer or seal used? [ Yes & No
Perforated? ¥ Yes O No
How perforated? S]T-agf!gr% O Knife [ Torch O Gun
Siz . (I 4 .
Number From
1350 perforations 156 test EAQ feet
erforations il feat
. periorations feet fest
Well screen installed? [ Yes X No
Manufacturar Type
Top Packer or Headpipe
Bottom of Tailpipe
Diameter Stot size Set from feet to feet e
Diameter Slot size Set from feet to fast LEVILEELIAEN
Gravel packed? [ Yes O No C1 Sizo of gravel _1/2" f%};ﬁ i
Placed from 20 feet to 1ol feet \“
20t D maapan to
1 = AT L T
Surface seal depth20'Waterial used in seal: ® Cemant grout
® Bentonite O Puddling clay 0 ot e
Sealing procedure used: O Slurry pit I‘il‘l;i:';:;‘ Lafiae
O Temp. surface casing B Overbore to seal depth i
Method of joining casing: [ Threaded X Welded
O Solvent Weld [0 Cemented between strata 10
Describe access port 2%pio hi Is] + Waork started __1/8/90 ‘ finished
o
3. LOCATION OF WELL 1t. DRILLER'S CERTIFICATION
Skeich map location must agree with written location. IfWe certify that all minimum well construction standards were
o complied with at the time the rig was removed.
Jr ' Subdivision Name
i ‘! Firm Name Lis Re Hunsperge®;,n, 192
WH— + 1 ——E
S - Lt N Address _A0BR Oresna Ir, Ps
; i i ot No. Block No. 1d. 83709 ,
3 Signed by ]Bnilmg Supervisor ...12:' ]
County Canyon and
N B E O {© (/7 ;
perator) . ', ~
NE v NW §sec 101 1 saR.2 wk (If different than the Drilling Supervisor)

USE ADDITIONAL SHEETS IF NECESSARY — FORWARD THE WHITE COPY TO THE DEPARTMENT
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