Appendix A

Numerical Flow Model Calibration
Groundwater Elevation Hydrographs
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Appendix C

Predictive Scenario Groundwater Elevation
Hydrographs - Existing Conditions
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Existing Land Use Scenario Hydrographs
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Existing Land Use Scenario Hydrographs
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Existing Land Use Scenario Hydrographs
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Existing Land Use Scenario Hydrographs
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Existing Land Use Scenario Hydrographs
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Spreckels MW-30
Shallow Zone
200
=
£
f": 175
S
= 150
(]
>
9
e \WM
[]
>
3
» 100
2
s
s 75
=
3
<
® 50
T
&
S 25
£
(7]
0
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
Project Year
e Alternative 2 Proposed Action  e====No Action
Difference in Simulated Water Levels
Spreckels MW-30
Shallow Zone
50 T T :
40 Water Level Increase
£
E 30
3
f'h’.- 20
()
S 10
T
()
® O —— — = P—
=5 - - " P e
£
= -10
£
o -20
c
o
g -30
8 40
Water Level Decrease
-50 f f f
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
Project Year
e Proposed Action minus No Action == == Alternative 2 minus No Action

LUHDORFF & SCALMANINI
CONSULTING ENGINEERS C-25



HYDROGEOLOGIC TECHNICAL ANALYSIS
MENDOTA POOL GROUP EXCHANGE PROGRAM EIS/EIR
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Existing Land Use Scenario Hydrographs
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Appendix E

Predictive Scenario Groundwater Elevation
Hydrographs — Cumulative Impacts
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Appendix F

Predictive Scenario TDS Concentration
Hydrographs — Cumulative Impacts
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