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Figure 13: General interpretation from resistivity to type of sediments
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* There is a recharge potential at the Old Castaic

School Site
) * The eastern part of the site seems to be most
Conclusions and optimal for recharge
Recom mendations * High resistive sediments indicate sand or gravel with

high permeability

* Hydraulic conductivities should be verified with
infiltration tests.



Conduct Infiltration Tests

Drill Monitoring Well on the East End of Property

Transducer Installation

Next Steps

Collect Monitoring Data

Begin Modeling Work
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