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1.0 Project Narrative 

1.1 Project Background and Contact Information 

Cleco Power, LLC’s primary goal of the Cleco Diamond Vault Project is to capture and 
sequester carbon dioxide (CO2) near Boyce, Rapides Parish, Louisiana. The project is planned as 
a multi injection well facility with six injection wells being proposed. Three well pads will each 
host two injection wells targeting different injection formations: the Wilcox 1 and the Wilcox 2. 
Each well will be drilled from a land-based location and have an S-shaped trajectory, returning 
vertically above the confining layer with injection zones under Lake Rodemacher. 

In compliance with Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Underground Injection Control 
(UIC) Class VI regulations, each injection well will be permitted separately. 

This document (and associated sections) forms the Class VI application for injection well 
CLDR-IW3.  

An overview of the project site is presented in Figure 1-1 which shows the location of the six 
proposed injection wells relative to Lake Rodemacher and local infrastructure. The Area of 
Review (AoR) for the project is also shown. This AoR encompasses the combined pressure front 
at the end of injection from all injection wells. 

Figure 1-2 shows the eastern well pad with CLDV-IW3 (the subject injection well of this permit 
application), highlighted. 

The data used in the preparation of this permit application are based on extensive regionally 
available sources. It is anticipated that this information will be updated with data acquired from a 
stratigraphic test well (STW). The STW will be centrally located within the AoR and will be 
drilled to reduce uncertainty in the characterization of the geomechanical and hydrogeological 
subsurface at the project site. Extensive wireline logging, coring, fluid sampling, and formation 
hydrogeologic testing will be performed. These data will be incorporated into the static earth 
model and dynamic models (Permit Section 2) from which the AoR is derived. 
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Figure 1-1: Cleco Diamond Vault Project showing proposed location of six injection wells, AoR and local 
infrastructure. 
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Figure 1-2: Map view of eastern well pad showing location of CLDV-IW3. 
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1.1.5 Injection Depth Waiver or Aquifer Exemption Requested 

No injection depth waiver or aquifer expansion is being sought as part of this permit application. 

1.1.6 Other Administrative Information 

Table 1-4 provides the administrative information for this Class VI injection well permit 
application as required by 40 CFR 144.31(e)(1 through 6).  

Table 1-4: General Class VI CO2 injection well permit application information. 

1.1.7 Site Classification 

The Diamond Vault facility is located at Cleco’s Brame Energy Center.  The primary business at 
this location is the generation of electricity for distribution to the public.  The Division of 
Corporate Finance code associated with this service is SIC 4911.  This code is located under 
Office of Energy & Transportation and categorized with the Industrial Title of Electric Services. 

1.2 Site Characterization 

1.2.1 Regional Geology, Hydrogeology, and Local Structural Geology [40 CFR 
146.82(a)(3)(vi)] 

The Cleco Diamond Vault facility is located northwest of the town of Boyce in Rapides Parish, 
Louisiana. The facility sits within the Western Gulf Coastal Plain in central Louisiana on the 
northern flank of the Gulf Coast Basin and at the southern end of the Mississippi Embayment 
(Figure 1-3). This region has favorable geology for carbon storage in porous and permeable deep 
saline formations interstratified with low porosity and low permeability caprocks. In the Gulf of 
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Mexico Basin and throughout the Gulf Coast, deposition of Jurassic to Holocene-age 
sedimentary rocks began due to the breakup of Pangea and associated crustal extension and 
expansion of the seafloor during the Mesozoic (Roberts-Ashby et al., 2014). Over 15,000 ft of 
sediments in the study area thicken and gently dip from north to south towards the Gulf of 
Mexico. The deep saline storage reservoirs and caprocks at and near the Cleco site are comprised 
of Cenozoic-age sandstone and shale. 

The site is bordered by the Sabine Uplift, North Louisiana Salt Basin, and La Salle Arch to the 
north and the South Louisiana Salt Basin to the south (Figure 1-3). Other structural elements 
include salt domes in the salt basin regions north and south of the site and the Angelina Caldwell 
Flexure, which extends from central Texas into Louisiana (Dennen and Hackley, 2012). The 
study area is located on the stable shelf north of the Wilcox expanded fault zone, where growth 
faults are present due to the deposition of large volumes of sediment on an unstable shelf margin. 
No regional faults are mapped in the immediate Cleco site location. 

 

Figure 1-3: Map of northern Gulf Coast Basin structural features including basins, uplifts, and other 
structural features. The Cleco Diamond Vault site is denoted by the yellow star in central Louisiana. 

Abbreviations: K, Cretaceous; LK, Lower Cretaceous; LA, Louisiana. Modified from Warwick (2017). 

 

The region has favorable geology for carbon storage in the clastic rocks of the Paleocene- to 
Eocene-age Wilcox Group and the Carrizo Sandstone. The primary storage reservoir identified at 
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the Cleco Diamond Vault facility is the Wilcox Group, which is a 3,500-foot-thick sequence of 
clastic rocks with dominate lithologies of sandstone and shale (Carlson and Van Biersel, 2009; 
Warwick, 2017). Storage capacity within the Wilcox Group is found within the pore space of 
coarse-grained, quartz-rich sediments (Dutton et al., 2015). Regionally, the Wilcox Group is 
often divided into two units, which are separated at the base of a regionally extensive shale in the 
upper zone, the Big Shale (Galloway, 1968; Tye, 1991). In this project, the upper Wilcox unit is 
referred to as the Wilcox 1, and the lower Wilcox unit is referred to as the Wilcox 2.  

The primary caprock is the regional and laterally extensive Cane River Shale, which sits atop the 
Carrizo Sandstone and below the Sparta Sandstone. This shale is clay-rich and composed of 
small clay particles that are tightly packed preventing supercritical CO2 flow vertically into 
shallower formations. The Midway Group, the lower confining unit, underlies the Wilcox Group 
and is expected to be at a depth of approximately 7,500 ft below surface at the Cleco Diamond 
Vault site. The stratigraphic column in Figure 1-4 shows the study area’s stratigraphic 
succession, highlighting the primary storage reservoir (Wilcox 2) and the confining unit (Cane 
River). The depth to the top of the Wilcox 2 at the Cleco Diamond Vault site is approximately 
5,600 ft below surface, which meets the depth criteria required to sustain a supercritical phase of 
the injected CO2 at the site. 
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Figure 1-4: Stratigraphic column with lithology and hydrostratigraphy for the Cleco Diamond Vault site. 
Estimated depths are based on structural model surfaces at the location of the CLDV-IW3 well.  

 

1.2.2 Maps and Cross Sections of the AoR [40 CFR 146.82(a)(2), 146.82(a)(3)(i)] 

At the Cleco Diamond Vault site location and surrounding area, there is no evidence of 
subsurface faults or structural features that would impact the integrity of the confining zones. 
Thus, there is low containment risk for interference of injected CO2 with the shallower USDWs. 
The deepest USDW at the Cleco Diamond Vault facility is the Oligocene-age Catahoula 
Formation, which is found at an estimated depth of 660 ft in the CLDV-IW3 well. The top of the 
Cane River confining zone is 3,713 ft below surface, which is 2,627 ft below the base of the 
Catahoula Formation in the CLDV-IW3 well. The exact spatial relationship between the 
lowermost USDW and the injection and confining zones will be confirmed during the drilling of 
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STW. Additionally, the Cook Mountain Formation, the Jackson Group, and the Vicksburg Group 
serve as secondary confining zones between the primary confining zone and the lowermost 
USDW. The depths of these secondary confining zones in the CLDV-IW3 well are labeled on 
the stratigraphic column in Figure 1-4.  

The formations found in the subsurface of the Cleco Diamond Vault facility are locally 
correlative and laterally extensive across the region. This was evaluated and confirmed through 
regional reports, cross sections and maps, and well and seismic data correlations throughout the 
immediate site location and surrounding area. Regional structure and thickness maps for these 
units and further detail about data types used can be found in Section 1.2.4 Major geologic units 
and their stratigraphic relationships are depicted in the regional cross section shown in Figure 1-
5, where the Cleco Diamond Vault site location is denoted with a yellow star.  

 

Figure 1-5: Geologic cross section from west to east Louisiana featuring the structural configuration of 
subsurface strata that contains the target injection zone and caprock, as well as the deepest USDW. 

Modified from Whiteman and Martin, 1984. 

A map of the AoR, existing wells within the AoR, and proposed injection wells is shown above 
in Figure 1-1. The Cleco Diamond Vault facility has a total of 23 shallow groundwater 
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monitoring wells on site. These wells are part of an established groundwater monitoring system 
around the various ash and metal ponds in the facility. These wells vary in depth from 50 to 300 
ft and are used to test for various parameters such as pH, conductivity, chloride, sulfate, arsenic, 
among others in shallow groundwater aquifers such as the Carnahan Bayou Aquifer. 
Additionally, an air monitoring program is in place at the Cleco Diamond Vault site.  

1.2.3 Faults and Fractures [40 CFR 146.82(a)(3)(ii)] 

Large faults and their associated fractures have predominantly been identified in the 
northwestern and southern areas of Louisiana (Stevenson and McCulloh, 2001) in the North 
Louisiana Fault Zone and the Wilcox Fault Zone, respectively. However, the stable shelf region 
of central Louisiana is not known to be a heavily faulted area, and no major faults have been 
identified near the site location in Rapides Parish (Figure 1-6). Additionally, regional evaluations 
confirm the absence of salt domes in the site area, which are typically associated with faults and 
fractures. Therefore, no faults or fractures are expected to impact the integrity of the confining 
zone and the containment of injected CO2 at the site location. This was further evaluated with 
multiple two-dimensional (2D) seismic lines. Three 2D seismic lines were licensed to conduct a 
preliminary assessment of the presence or absence of large-scale faults near the Cleco facility. 
This assessment found no evidence of significant faulting in the study area. This will be 
evaluated in more detail and confirmed by collecting image logs and whole core samples from 
the STW. An example of one of the licensed 2D seismic lines (80-378-185) is shown in Figure 1-
7.  
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Figure 1-6: Map of major faults in Louisiana. The Cleco Diamond Vault site is denoted by the yellow 
star. Modified from Stevenson and McCulloh (2001). 
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Figure 1-7: Example of licensed 2D seismic line (80-378-185) acquired through the study area. 
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1.2.4 Injection and Confining Zone Details [40 CFR 146.82(a)(3)(iii)] 

Confining Zone: Cane River Shale 

The primary caprock is the regional and laterally extensive Cane River Shale, which sits atop the 
Wilcox Group and Carrizo Sandstone and below the Sparta Sandstone. In the site location, the 
top of the Cane River is found at depths of -3063to -3550 ft true vertical depth sub-sea (TVDss), 
and the gross thickness ranges between 325 and 355 ft. Depth and thickness across the AoR were 
determined by picking formation tops from digital well log data proximal to the site. These were 
gridded using a convergent interpolation algorithm from Schlumberger's Petrel® and contoured 
in TVDss and all surface maps were quality control checked using the 2D seismic lines. Maps of 
the top structural surface and the thickness of the Cane River are presented in Figure 1-8. 

Injection Interval: Wilcox Sandstone 
For this project, the regionally extensive Wilcox Group was divided into an upper Wilcox 1 and 
lower Wilcox 2 based on the presence of a regional shale called the Big Shale (Galloway, 1968; 
Tye, 1991). In the AoR, the top of the Wilcox 2 injection zone is found at depths between 5,602 
and 7,733 ft below surface, and the gross thickness ranges between 2037 and 2257 ft. Maps of 
the top structural surface and the thickness of the Wilcox 2 are presented in Figure 1-9. At these 
depths, pressure and temperature conditions are high enough to sustain a supercritical phase of 
the injected CO2 at the site. The modest variation in thickness demonstrates no evidence of local 
formation pinch our or faulting that would affect CO2 storage. 

  

 

Figure 1-8: Structural map showing measured depth from the surface to the top of the Cane River (left) 
and Cane River formation thickness map (right) at the Cleco Diamond Vault site. Contour intervals are 
200 ft and 20 ft, respectively. The black box indicates the Static Earth Model area, and the white dashed 

line indicates the Dynamic Reservoir Model boundary. The white outline indicates Cleco land boundaries. 
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Figure 1-9: Structural map showing measured depth from the surface to the top of the Wilcox 2 (left) and 
Wilcox 2 formation thickness map (right) at the Cleco Diamond Vault site. Contour intervals are 200 ft 
and 20 ft, respectively. The black box indicates the Static Earth Model area, and the white dashed line 
indicates the Dynamic Reservoir Model boundary. The white outlines indicate Cleco land boundaries. 

Much of the subsurface data analyzed in this study are derived from regional wells with modern 
wireline log data, as well as historical log data from wells proximal to the site. Twenty-five wells 
from across the region were acquired that provided: 1) multiple log types of interest, 2) adequate 
spatial and depth coverage, 3) core analysis data, and 4) checkshot or velocity survey data. Eight 
wells were not used to inform model properties due to poor log data quality, although they were 
able to be used to develop structural surfaces. Of the remaining logs, 17 supplied regional and 
local measurements of in-situ physical rock properties, such as porosity, at depths that captured 
the entirety of the target reservoir and caprock formations. One well with routine core analysis 
data provided two data points in the Carrizo/nine data points in the Wilcox 1/three data points in 
the Wilcox 2. The wireline log and core data are consistent with observations pertaining to depth, 
thickness, lateral extent, and lithology from the three 2-D seismic lines shown in Figure 1-10 and 
discussed further in Section 1.2.3. These datasets enabled the project to interpret crucial 
subsurface information regarding the lithology and quality of the reservoir and caprock and 
calculate rock properties. 

Current interpretations of the injection and confining zones at the Cleco Diamond Vault site will 
be confirmed by routine and advanced datasets acquired from the stratigraphic test well as 
detailed in the Pre-operational Testing Plan. Site-specific geologic core and special core analysis 
will confirm porosity and permeability, mineralogy, capillary pressure, and relative permeability 
as specified by EPA (2012) [40 CFR 146.82(a)(3)(iii)]. Additionally, geomechanical data in the 
storage zone will confirm the maximum injection pressure, rock strength, and in-situ fluid 
pressure as specified by EPA (2012) [40 CFR 146.82(a)(3)(iv)]. 
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Figure 1-10: Map of the wells selected for log data analysis and location of purchased 2D seismic lines. 
The well highlighted in red was used to create a well-tie to tie the seismic time data to depth for 

integration into the model. 

Sediments of the upper Cane River consist of brown clay, and the lower Cane River is composed 
of glauconite and glauconitic marl. At the basal contact of the Cane River and Carrizo, brown 
quartzose sand with minor glauconite is present. Minor constituents include carbonaceous 
minerals in the upper Cane River and fine quartz sand grains (Choung, 1975). An in-depth 
mineralogical assessment of the Cane River is necessary to evaluate the potential effects of 
injected CO2 on its competence as caprock. Data and rock samples collected from the 
stratigraphic test well will be used to confirm that the mineral composition of the Cane River is 
conducive to confining CO2.  

The Wilcox Group is a heterogeneous formation composed of very fine- to coarse-grained 
sandstone with frequent shale interbeds (Dutton et al., 2015).  The sandstones that compose the 
Wilcox Group are abundant in feldspars and lithics and are predominately characterized as 
felspathic litharenites or lithic arkoses (Loucks and Dutton, 2019). Figure 1-11 displays a ternary 
diagram of the composition of Wilcox Group samples collected from Louisiana and Texas. 
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Quartz is the most common mineral found in the rocks of the Wilcox Group, with calcite and 
ankerite being the next most prevalent, and numerous other minerals identified in minor volumes 
(Loucks and Dutton, 2019). Cementation (primarily quartz cementation) makes up 10 to 35% of 
the rock volume of the Wilcox Group. As with the Carrizo Sandstone, the prevalence of quartz 
cement in the Wilcox Group has positive implication for CO2 injection, as quartz cemented rocks 
are naturally resistant to the potentially corrosive effects of long-term exposure to injected CO2. 
Table 1-5 summarizes the mineralogical make-up of the Wilcox Group. 

 

 

Figure 1-11: Ternary diagram displaying the compositional make up of rock samples collected from the 
Wilcox Group in Texas and Louisiana (Loucks and Dutton, 2019).  
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Wilcox Group Mineralogy 

Major 
Minerals 

Quartz 
Calcite 
Ankerite 

Minor 
Minerals 

Albite 
Chlorite 
Dolomite 
Glauconite 
Illite 
Illite-Smectite mix 
Kaolinite 
Leucoxene 
Pyrite 
Siderite 
Sphene 

Table 1-5: Mineralogical composition of rock samples collected from the Wilcox Group in Texas and 
Louisiana (Loucks and Dutton, 2019). 

 

Based on the Department of Energy (DOE)-National Energy Technology Laboratory (NETL) 
methods for static volumetric calculations (Levine et. al, 2016), the estimated storage capacity 
for the Wilcox 2 within the AoR is approximately 10.3 MMt of CO2 per mi2. Inputs for 
thickness and porosity were determined by calculating the average net thickness and effective 
porosity values across the AoR for the Wilcox 2 (1265 ft and 11%, respectively). Then, the input 
for the density of CO2 was calculated using the same temperature and pressure gradients as the 
reservoir model, which were applied to the midpoint depth for the Wilcox 2 in the center of the 
AoR (approximately 6400 ft below ground surface). The initial water saturation from relative 
permeability was used, and storage efficiency factors were applied. The same workflow applied 
to the Wilcox 1 results in a storage capacity estimation of approximately 5.5 MMt of CO2 per 
mi2. The Cane River has a low average porosity and permeability of 3.48% and 0.012 mD, 
respectively. The tight, impermeable nature and the lack of faults and fractures in this formation 
indicate that it will serve as an adequate confining zone.  

1.2.5 Geomechanical and Petrophysical Information [40 CFR 146.82(a)(3)(iv)] 

Petrophysical analysis was conducted to integrate available log data in the study area, generate 
the porosity log curves used to populate the static earth model (SEM), and determine the storage 
reservoir properties. The logs compiled as part of the data collection effort, detailed in Section 
1.2.4, were first edited, and normalized as part of the quality control procedure to eliminate 
erroneous data points, correct for varying signal intensities, and establish consistent readings 
between wells. A lithologic log representing the fraction of clay with depth, Vclay, was 
generated and integrated with core data and routine porosity logs to calculate refined porosity 
curves, and subsequently, permeability curves. The permeability log was further refined by rock 
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type after modeling hydraulic facies, or zones of rock that have comparable properties 
controlling fluid flow.  

Additional geomechanical and petrophysical properties will be evaluated and confirmed through 
well tests, wireline logs, and laboratory analyses of core samples from the STW. Geomechanical 
properties of the target and confining zone will be confirmed from minifrac test analysis and 
dipole sonic logs. The geomechanical integrity of the confining zone is confirmed if its fracture 
pressure exceeds the target zone’s. Data will be collected in the STW using wireline logging 
tools such as the dipole sonic to determine elastic rock properties such as Young’s modulus, 
stresses and Poisson’s ratio which will be used as an accuracy check for the minifrac data in case 
of any operational issues during testing.  

1.2.6 Seismic History [40 CFR 146.82(a)(3)(v)] 

The seismic history for the area was characterized using publicly available data from the United 
States Geological Survey (USGS) and the Louisiana Geological Survey (LGS). Louisiana is 
largely a seismically inactive state in which earthquakes have historically occurred with low 
frequency and magnitude. Extensive faulting is present in the northwestern and southern areas of 
Louisiana. However, these faults are primarily growth faults associated with sediment loading 
and are not seismically active. No recorded earthquakes in Louisiana have been definitively 
attributed to any of the mapped fault systems in the state (Stevenson and McCulloh, 2001). Eight 
earthquakes have been recorded in Louisiana in the last 100 years (1923–2023); only two were 
greater than 3.5 M, and none occurred within 80 miles of the project site (Figure 1-12). Of these 
earthquakes, all have occurred at depths of 5 km or greater, apart from one that occurred at a 
shallower depth of 0.4 km. Additionally, one occurred in 1930 in which the depth is unknown 
(USGS, 2023). 

The absence of recorded earthquakes near the Cleco Diamond Vault project site is consistent 
with the regional seismic hazard map published by the USGS (2014), which designates central 
Louisiana as a low-risk area for seismic activity. There is a 2% probability that the level of 
horizontal shaking, or peak ground acceleration (PGA), due to seismic activity will exceed 4 to   
8% of the acceleration due to gravity within 50 years (Figure 1-13). 
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Figure 1-12: Earthquakes in Louisiana greater than or equal to 2.5 magnitude since 1900 (modified from 
USGS, 2023). 
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Figure 1-13: 2014 regional seismic hazard map for Louisiana (USGS, 2014). 

 

1.2.7 Hydrologic and Hydrogeologic Information [40 CFR 146.82(a)(3)(vi), 146.82(a)(5)] 

To further understand the subsurface underlying the Cleco Diamond Vault site, an assessment of 
the local hydraulic and hydrogeologic conditions was completed. This included a review of the 
hydrostratigraphy, groundwater flow direction, and salinity of shallow and deep aquifers in 
Rapides Parish, Louisiana. This assessment benefited from the work of Tomaszewski (2009), 
which reviewed the hydrogeology, including water quality, of Rapides Parish. This work used a 
cutoff of 250 mg/L chloride concentration to determine the freshwater-saltwater interface (as 
opposed to 10,000 mg/L total dissolved solids [TDS] cutoff for the lowest USDW interface), as 
shown in the subsequent maps. 

Table 1-6 and Figure1-14 display the shallow subsurface hydrostratigraphy of Rapides Parish, 
Louisiana. Regionally, there are seven aquifers containing freshwater (USDWs) in Rapides 
Parish, as well as three confining units that separate them into four groups (Tomaszewski, 2009). 
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Each of these aquifers occur in rocks composed of clastic sediments of varying sizes (clay, silt, 
sand, gravel) with the sand/sandstone beds of the formations being most amenable to freshwater 
production. The confining layers separating the aquifer systems are composed primarily of clay 
and silt, rendering them impermeable (Tomaszewski, 2009).  

The spatial distribution of these seven aquifers varies throughout the Parish. Locally, there are 
five aquifers present in the subsurface beneath the Cleco project site: the Red River Alluvial, the 
Chicot Aquifer System, the Upland Terrace Aquifer, the Carnahan Bayou Aquifer, and the 
Catahoula Aquifer (Figures 1-15, 1-16, and 1-17). The Red River Alluvial aquifer is a 
predominately freshwater aquifer that extends roughly through the middle of Rapides Parish in a 
northwest to southeast direction. Its depth varies across Rapides Parish, ranging in elevation 
from 0 to 80 ft above the National Geodetic Vertical Datum of 1929 (NGVD), and it is at or near 
its shallowest points near the Cleco Diamond Vault site. Groundwater movement in the Red 
River Alluvial aquifer varies locally, however in general the waters that comprise the aquifer 
generally flow in an eastward direction. The Chicot and Upland Terrace aquifers merge in 
southwestern Rapides Parish and are treated as one large freshwater aquifer. Groundwater flow 
in the Chicot and Upland Terrace Aquifers is complex and flows in multiple directions 
throughout the Parish, generally in the direction of a nearby surface water stream. Considerable 
variation exists in altitude of the Chicot and Upland Terrance aquifers, as it varies in elevation 
from 80 ft above to 40 ft below NGVD and is about 40 ft above NGVD near the Cleco Diamond 
Vault site. The Carnahan Bayou Aquifer is the most extensive of the six regional aquifers, 
encompassing all of Rapides Parish. Water quality varies considerably in the Carnahan Bayou 
Aquifer, with most of the aquifer being comprised of saltwater or mixed saltwater and 
freshwater. Despite this, a significant portion of the Carnahan Bayou aquifer contains freshwater, 
notably in northern Rapides Parish. The surface of the Carnahan Bayou aquifer ranges in 
elevation from roughly 100 ft above NGVD to 200 ft below NGVD and is locally approximately 
0 ft above NGVD near the Cleco site. Groundwater flow in the Carnahan Bayou aquifer is 
related to groundwater withdrawal and usage and trends towards the cities of Alexandria and 
Pineville and the Kisatchie well field.  
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Figure 1-14: Hydrogeologic stratigraphic cross section of Rapides Parish, LA  
(modified from Tomaszewski, 2009) 
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Figure 1-15: Map displaying the spatial extent and general direction of groundwater flow of the Red River Alluvial Aquifer in Rapides, Parish LA 
(modified from Tomaszewski, 2009). 
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Figure 1-16:  Map displaying the spatial extent and general direction of groundwater flow of the Chicot Aquifer in Rapides, Parish LA (modified 
from Tomaszewski, 2009). 
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Figure 1-17:  Map displaying the spatial extent and general direction of groundwater flow of the Carnahan Bayou Aquifer in Rapides, Parish LA 
(modified from Tomaszewski, 2009). 
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Figure 1-18: Total dissolved solids (salinity) concentration map for the Carrizo Sandstone and Wilcox Group in Louisiana (modified from 

Pettijohn et. al, 1988). Colors indicate TDS concentrations. The Cleco study area, highlighted by the yellow star, has TDS concentrations of 
approximately 70,000 mg/L for the Carrizo and Wilcox. 
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In addition to reviewing shallow subsurface freshwater aquifers in Rapides Parish, it was also 
necessary to review the salinity levels of the potential saline reservoir injection targets. Saline 
reservoirs in Louisiana were researched by Pettijohn et al. (1988) in their work focusing on the 
aquifers and hydrogeology of the Tertiary System in the Gulf of Mexico Coastal Plain. This 
work included the creation of a map detailing the salinity of the reservoirs within the Wilcox and 
Claiborne Groups. This map indicates the salinity of these units becomes increasingly saline 
towards the southern portions of Louisiana, as well as with increasing depth, with the Carrizo 
and Wilcox mapped as having TDS values of approximately 70,000 parts per million (ppm) 
(Figure 1-18). Additional to this map, salinity calculations were derived from well logs in the 
immediate vicinity of the Cleco property to confirm TDS values found in literature (Figure 1-
19). These maps, along with well log calculated salinity, support that water in the target storage 
formations is sufficiently saline in the study area to permit CO2 storage projects. 

Local log data shows a range of salinities, which is likely due to the vintage of the resistivity logs 
(Figure 1-19) and thus likely a measurement error. However, all wells show salinities 
significantly greater than 10,000 ppm for each injection zone, which is the regulatory lower 
limit. Calculated salinity values are consistent with regional literature (Carlson and Van Biersel, 
2009; Pettijohn et al, 1988). These apparent water resistivity (Rwa)-derived salinity values 
should be considered a minimum salinity. Local mapping of greater than 70,000 ppm is highly 
likely for each zone. 
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Figure 1-19: Calculated log salinity of the Wilcox 2 in the area in thousands of ppm,  
colored by unique well. 

 

1.2.8 Geochemistry [40 CFR 146.82(a)(6)] 

Regional geochemical data provide insights into the reservoir water salinity (TDS) of the Carrizo 
Formation, Wilcox Group, and multiple overlying USDWs at the project site. However, site 
specific geochemistry data are not currently available due to a lack of subsurface water samples. 
The acquisition of these data will be completed during the installation of an onsite STW. Water 
samples will be collected for aqueous and solid-phase geochemical data through analysis of 
major cations and anions, trace metals, and general geochemical properties (i.e., pH, TDS, 
alkalinity, etc.). These analyses will be used to determine: 

• The deepest USDW at the project site 
• Baseline geochemical data for the project site that can be used to evaluate the migration    
       of CO2 and brine waters at the site 
• Current geochemical equilibrium conditions to evaluate the saturation relationship  
       between the dissolved and solid-phase minerals at the site   
• Geochemical reactions that may occur from the injection of CO2 
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The analysis of onsite geochemical properties in the subsurface reservoirs above and within the 
injection zones will confirm the intervals identified for CO2 storage meet the criteria outlined for 
Class VI permit approval. 

1.2.9 Other Information (Including Surface Air and/or Soil Gas Data, if Applicable) 

No surface air and/or soil gas data were collected at the Cleco site location.  

1.2.10 Site Suitability [40 CFR 146.83] 

An extensive set of subsurface data have been analyzed at the Cleco Diamond Vault site to 
support the evaluation of site suitability. The integration of well logs, 2D seismic, and regional 
maps and cross sections confirm the lateral extent of the target reservoir and confining zone, as 
well as the absence of faulting and structural features at the site location and surrounding area 
that would impact the integrity of the confining zone. Therefore, the containment risk is low, and 
no secondary confinement zone is necessary for USDW protection. Additional well and rock 
data collected from a site characterization well will provide further geomechanical data to 
support the integrity of the confining zone.  

The Cleco Diamond Vault site location is also suitable for CO2 sequestration due to its favorable 
target reservoir lithologies. The Wilcox 1 and 2 are composed of sandstones with interbedded 
shales.  The sandstones have a predominantly felspathic and lithic mineralogy and are 
categorized as felspathic litharenites or lithic arkoses (Loucks and Dutton, 2019). The most 
common mineral in the sandstones of the Wilcox 1 and 2 is quartz followed by calcite and 
ankerite, as well as numerous accessory minerals present in minor volumes (Loucks and Dutton, 
2019). Additionally, quartz cementation makes up 10 to 35% of the rock volume of the Wilcox 1 
and 2. The prevalence of quartz cement has positive implications for CO2 injection because 
quartz-cemented rocks are naturally resistant to the potentially corrosive effects of long-term 
exposure to injected CO2. Furthermore, although neither the CO2 stream nor formation waters 
are expected to be highly corrosive, the injection well materials that come in contact with the 
CO2 stream and/or reservoir brines will be constructed of corrosion-resistant materials, such as 
13CR steel, or similar. For example, the casing string across the Wilcox 1 and 2, the packer, and 
deep portion of the tubing with be constructed with corrosion-resistant materials.   

 
 

 
 

 
 

The target reservoirs for injection (Wilcox 1 and 2) are fluvial deltaic in origin. Their resulting 
geometries are influenced by the orientation of the main sediment source during deposition, 
which ultimately influences the direction of plume migration for the injected CO2. The main 
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sediment source during Wilcox deposition was the Holly Springs Delta. This had a north-
northeast orientation and later migrated eastward. The geometries were integrated into the SEM 
to provide depositionally-informed anisotropy, which resulted in north and north-east trending 
channel bodies. This orientation and geometry, as well as a subtle southern depositional dip, will 
influence the resulting plume shape and migration during injection (Figure 1-20). 

Figure 1-20: Environment of deposition property for each injection zone showing fluvial-dominated 
environments in the Wilcox 1, and Wilcox 2. View is of the top layer of each zone. 

 

1.3 Permit Section 2.0: AoR and Corrective Action  

The AoR and Corrective Action Plan are submitted to meet the requirements of Plan 40 CFR 
146.82(a)(13), 146.84(b) and 40 CFR 146.84(c). 

The plan describes the computational modeling approach and results. The objective of the 
computational modeling is to track the CO2 plume size and shape, area of pressure buildup, and 
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determine an AoR for CO2 injection at the Cleco Diamond Vault project site. The SEM is a 
three-dimensional (3D) geocellular model that represents the porosity and permeability of 
different stratigraphic formations, most notably, the intended CO2 storage formation and 
overlying confining layer. This type of model was selected as it offers the best options for 
quantifying, representing, and visualizing the subsurface geologic interpretations for the site. The 
purpose of this model is to represent available pore volume and enable the estimation of CO2 
storage capacity. Primarily, this geologic model serves as the framework (in terms of delineating 
zones, surfaces, permeability, and porosity) for computational modeling of CO2 injection.  

The computational modeling to simulate CO2 injection into the saline aquifer was performed 
using a 3D multiphase flow simulator CMG-GEM 2016 version (CMG-GEM, 2016). In addition 
to the geological framework imported from the SEM, additional parameters, such as relative 
permeability data, initial conditions, phase behavior model, and well and perforation parameters, 
were added to the computational model to complete the dynamic modeling. CMG-GEM is an 
equation-of-state based compositional simulator that models the phase behavior of brine and CO2 
plumes during the injection and post-injection phases of a project. Multiple phases were 
accounted for in the computational model including aqueous, gas, and supercritical phases.  

Modeling multiphase flow processes in porous media, with all components as described above, 
enables: 

• Estimation of pressure buildup in the storage formation – confining layer system  

• CO2 phase behavior at storage reservoir condition  

• CO2 saturation to determine plume extent in the storage formation (Wilcox 2 Sandstone)  

• Ensure confining layer sealing capabilities  

The estimated CO2 saturation map and pressure buildup from modeling multiphase flow 
processes will predict CO2 movement during the injection and post injection periods and 
delineate the AoR. 
  

1.4 Permit Section 3.0: Financial Responsibility  

The Financial Responsibility Plan is submitted to meet the requirements of 40 CFR 
146.82(a)(14) and 146.85.  

1.5 Permit Section 4.0: Injection Well Construction  

1.5.1 Proposed Stimulation Program [40 CFR 146.82(a)(9)] 

No completion stimulation is planned at this time because the reservoir quality is expected to be 
adequate for the planned injection volumes. While there are no plans for reservoir stimulation, it 
may be required to enhance the injectivity of the injection zone. The goal of stimulation is to 
increase the connectivity between the reservoir and the wellbore and allow for the injectate to be 
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more readily injected into the reservoir. This can be accomplished through several technologies 
(chemical, electro-hydraulic, propellants) and the best course of action will be determined once 
the reservoir issues have been diagnosed. 

A stimulation plan will be submitted to the UIC Program Director at least 30 days prior to the 
proposed stimulation (40 CFR 146.91 (d)(2). The stimulation plan will include the technology to 
be utilized and the procedure for executing the stimulation. The plan would demonstrate that the 
technology will not fracture the confining zone or otherwise allow injection fluids or formation 
fluids to endanger identified USDWs (40 CFR 146.88(a). Any changes or clarifications 
requested by the UIC Program Director to the stimulation plan will be discussed and 
implemented.  

1.5.2 Construction Procedures [40 CFR 146.2(a)(12)] 

A newly drilled injection well (CLDV-IW3) will be constructed at the Cleco Diamond Vault 
facility near Boyce, Louisiana, to meet the requirements of 40 CFR 146.86.  

1.5.3  Casing and Cementing 

The well will be designed using carbon steel for the casing and tubulars that are not expected to 
be in contact with a mixture of the injectate (CO2) and water. That is, the conductor, surface, and 
intermediate casing sections will all be carbon steel. The deep casing string will be constructed 
with corrosion-resistant chrome (13CR) across the reservoir and caprock to total depth (TD) and 
carbon steel from above the caprock to surface. This section of the wellbore is expected to have 
intermittent exposure to CO2-formation water mixed fluids especially in the initial phases of 
injection and intermittently when well workovers are performed throughout the life of the 
project. Although the expected water content of the injectate stream will be less than 50 ppm, the 
injection tubing string and flow-wetted injection tree components will be composed of corrosion-
resistant materials.  

Table 1-7 summarizes the casing program for the injection well and Table 1-8 summarizes the 
cement program. All casing strings will be cemented to surface and any changes to the final well 
design will be discussed with the UIC Director or representative.   

The deepest USDW will be confirmed from the fluid sampling program in the STW. Surface 
casing will be set through the deepest USDW, and the long string casing will provide an 
additional layer of protection to the USDW. 
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Table 1-7: Casing details. 

 

 

Table 1-8: Cement program for the CO2 injection well. 

After the well has been completed, a cement bond log – variable density log (CBL-VDL) and 
advanced ultrasonic cement evaluation log will be run of the entire depth of the long casing 
string shortly after completion of the injection well to confirm that the casing string was properly 
cemented. A baseline temperature measurement will also be acquired from surface to TD to 
provide initial temperature conditions over the well.  

The annular fluid will be a dilute salt solution such as potassium chloride (KCl), sodium chloride 
(NaCl), or similar. The fluid will be mixed on site from dry salt and good quality (clean) fresh 
water, or it will be acquired pre-mixed. The fluid will also be filtered to ensure that solids do not 
interfere with the packer or other components of the annular protection system. The likely 
density of the annular fluid will be approximately 9.2 pounds per gallon (ppg).  Final choice of 
the type of fluid will depend on availability and wellbore conditions. 

1.6 Permit Section 5.0: Pre-Operational Logging and Testing  

The Pre-Operational Logging and Testing Plan is submitted to meet the requirements of 40 CFR 
146.82(a)(8) and 40 CFR 146.87. 
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This plan describes the pre-operational formation testing program implemented to characterize 
the chemical and physical features of the injection zone and confining zone at the Cleco 
Diamond Vault Project. The data set from STW will form the base of the pre-operational data 
set. A thorough logging and testing plan will be completed including wireline logging, side wall 
cores and whole core, fluid sampling and injection testing.   

1.7 Permit Section 6.0: Well Operations 

1.7.1 Operational Procedures [40 CFR 146.82(a)(10)] 

This section describes the source of the CO2 that will be delivered to the storage site, its chemical 
and physical properties, flow rate, and the anticipated pressure and temperature of the CO2 at the 
pipeline outlet. In addition, this section provides the monitoring that will be performed on the 
injection well to confirm that it does not provide a conduit from the storage formation to above 
confining zone water sources, USDW sources, or the surface. 

The design basis of this project is to capture and inject the CO2 produced at the Cleco Diamond 
Vault facility. The maximum injection volumes for this project are detailed in Table 1-3 and the 
planned injection phase of this project is 12 years. The operational parameters of the injection 
well will be determined using data derived from the STW. 

Monitoring of the injection well parameters will be performed to ensure proper operation and 
compliance with 40 CFR 146.90(b). The wellhead injection pressure will be used to confirm that 
storage formation pressures remain below the regulated limit while the storage formation 
pressure will be measured with downhole pressure gauges. The mass injection rate will be 
continuously monitored to ensure the rate remains below the regulated limit. The annular 
pressure and temperature will be measured continuously to maintain compliance with the EPA 
Class VI permit and to monitor the internal mechanical integrity of the well. All monitoring will 
take place at the locations and frequencies shown in Table 1-9. The operation monitoring data 
will be connected to the main facility through a supervisory control and data acquisition 
(SCADA) system. 

In addition to the annular monitoring system to evaluate the internal mechanical integrity of the 
well, a mechanical integrity test will be performed on the well after the tubing has been placed in 
the well and the packer has been set. External mechanical integrity will be monitored on an 
annual basis via temperature measurements over the entire depth of the well.  
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• As project risks evolve over the course of the project  

• If significant differences between the monitoring data and predicted dynamic modeling 
results are identified 

• If key monitoring techniques indicate anomalous results related to well integrity or the 
loss of containment 

Figure 1-1 illustrates the modeled AoR over the 12-year injection period.  

The Testing and Monitoring Plan will outline several direct and indirect technologies used 
throughout the injection and PISC phases of the project that will monitor: 

• Daily activities of the injection operations 
• Development of the CO2 and pressure plumes in the storage formation over time 
• Well integrity  
• CO2 or brine containment within the injection reservoir 
• Groundwater quality in multiple aquifers, including the deepest and the deepest water-

bearing formation above the caprock 

Injection operations will be monitored through a range of continuous, daily, and quarterly 
techniques as detailed in the Well Operations Plan (Permit Section 6.0). Table 1-11 summarizes 
the proposed testing and monitoring plan for the project.  

The well integrity of the injection and deep monitoring wells will be monitored using a range of 
internal and external mechanical integrity evaluation methods. Initially, a mechanical integrity 
test (MIT) will be performed on the injection well following the well completion to confirm 
internal integrity as per the Pre-Operations Testing Plan, Permit Section 5, (40 CFR 
146.82(a)(8), 146.87). External mechanical integrity will be confirmed through annual 
temperature logging and compared to baseline temperature logging data to identify any 
deflections from the temperature gradient that could indicate fluid flow behind the casing (40 
CFR 146.90 (e)).  

Pressure fall-off tests (PFOs) will be conducted in the injection formation in the injection well 
when they are drilled to establish the hydrogeologic characteristics of the storage formation (Pre-
Operational Testing Plan, Permit Section 5). During the injection phase of the project, a PFO will 
be conducted in the injection well at least once every five years.  

Three above confining wells (ACZ) wells will be drilled as part of the Testing and Monitoring 
Plan for the project (Figure 7-1). These wells will be drilled to the top of the confining zone and 
will be adjacent to the injection wells to monitor the aquifers above the confining layer (Figure 
7-3). These wells will be used for pressure and temperature monitoring as well as periodic fluid 
sampling in the deepest USDW. Potential CO2 or brine migration into the deepest USDW will be 
initially identified through pressure changes in the formation and will be confirmed through 



 

Project Narrative for the CLECO DIAMOND VAULT PROJECT 
Project Number: R06-LA-0022 Page 48 of 85 

aqueous geochemistry data and analysis of stable isotopes (Permit Section 5). The shallow 
groundwater monitoring program will consist of a network of wells within the AoR. 
Several indirect monitoring techniques will be deployed to monitor the development of the CO2 
plume and the associated pressure front through the injection and post-injection project phases 
(40 CFR 146.90 (g)). These techniques include distributed temperature sensing (DTS), Pulsed 
Neutron Capture (PNC) logging and time-lapse distributed acoustic sensing (DAS) borehole 
seismic. 

The deep monitoring wells and the above confining zone wells will be equipped with fiber optic 
cable for monitoring the well temperature profile using DTS, in real time in the casing-tubing 
annulus in the deepest USDW, the containment layer and storage formation in the pre-
operational, injection, and PISC phases of the project (40 CFR 146.90 (g)). Downhole pressure 
and temperature sensors in the deep monitoring wells and the above confining zone wells will 
also be used to measure pressure and temperature variations in the deepest USDW, the 
containment layer and the storage formation in the pre-operational, injection, and PISC phases of 
the project (40 CFR 146.90 (g)). These gauges will record data samples every minute and will be 
retrieved on a quarterly basis for data download. The deep monitor wells will also be used to 
collect fluid samples from the storage formation to monitor for changes in the water chemistry 
over time and verify when the leading edge of the CO2 plume reaches the well. 

PNC logs will be acquired annually in the deep monitoring wells and ACZ wells to identify the 
intervals and concentration of CO2 across the injection zone and primary confining zone. This 
pressure and PNC log data will also be used to calibrate the dynamic modeling over the injection 
and PISC phases of the project. 

The fiber optic cable deployed in the deep monitoring wells and the above confining zone wells 
will be used to acquire time-lapse borehole seismic vertical seismic profile (VSP) data using 
distributed acoustic sensing (DAS). These data will be used to qualitatively monitor the CO2 
plume development and calibrate the computational modeling results over time. The time-lapse 
borehole seismic VSP data will also be used to verify CO2 containment within the injection 
formation. A robust deterministic seismic forward modeling project will be undertaken to 
demonstrate that this technique can successfully detect subsurface changes associated with CO2 
injection at this site (Section 7.8.5). 

Background seismic activity will be monitored continuously using a site-specific seismicity 
monitoring network designed to optimize the accuracy of the event locations and event 
magnitudes (Section 8.3). The location of individual stations within this network can be adjusted 
as required in response to monitoring results or future AoR re-evaluations. 
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1.9 Permit Section 8.0: Injection Well Plugging 

The Injection Well Plugging Plan describes how Cleco Power, LLC will plug the injection well 
pursuant to 40 CFR 146.82(a)(16) and 146.92.  

A Notice of Intent to plug the well will be submitted to the EPA at least 60 days prior to the 
plugging operations (40 CFR 146.92 (c)). After the project has verified that there are no external 
well integrity issues, the well will be flushed with buffer fluid to remove any fluids or 
particulates that may be present in the well. The injection well casing will be plugged with 
cement to ensure that it does not provide a conduit outside the injection zone. Table 1-11 shows 
the intervals that will be plugged as well as the materials and methods that will be used to plug 
the intervals.  

Table 1-11: Intervals to be plugged and materials/methods used (40 CFR 146.92 (b)(2 – 4)). 
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1.10 Permit Section 9.0: Post-Injection Site Care (PISC) and Site Closure 

The PISC and Site Closure Plan describes the activities that Cleco Power, LLC will perform to 
meet the requirements of 40 CFR 146.82(a)(18) and 146.93(c). 

Cleco Power, LLC will monitor groundwater quality and track the position of the CO2 plume and 
pressure front for 10 years after the cessation of injection, which is the anticipated timeline for 
CO2 plume and pressure front stabilization.  

Based on the modeling of the pressure front as part of the AoR delineation, pressure at the 
injection well is expected to decrease to pre-injection levels in less than 10 years. Additional 
information on the projected post-injection pressure declines and differentials is presented in the 
permit application and the AoR and Corrective Action Plan (Permit Section 2.0). 

1.11 Permit Section 10.0: Emergency and Remedial Response  

The Emergency and Remedial Response Plan (ERRP) is submitted to meet the requirements of 
Plan 40 CFR 146.82(a)(19) and 146.94(a). 

The ERRP provides actions that Cleco Power, LLC will take in the event of an emergency and to 
address movement of CO2 or formation fluid that may endanger an USDW during the 
construction, operation, or PISC periods. 

If evidence indicates that the injected CO2 stream, formation fluids, and/or associated pressure 
front may cause an endangerment to a USDW, the following actions must be performed: 

1. Initiate shutdown plan for the injection well. 
2. Take all steps reasonably necessary to identify and characterize any release or migration. 
3. Notify the permitting agency/UIC of the emergency event within 24 hours. 
4. Implement applicable portions of the approved ERRP. 

Where the phrase “initiate shutdown plan” is used, the following protocol will be employed: 
Cleco Power, LLC will immediately cease injection. However, in some circumstances, Cleco 
Power, LLC will, in consultation with the UIC Director, determine if a gradual cessation of 
injection is appropriate. If a non-emergency shutdown of the CO2 injection system is required, 
the operator will complete the shutdown in a stepwise approach to prevent over-pressure 
situations and/or damage to the equipment.  Efforts will also be made to maintain the CO2 in the 
injection stream in a supercritical phase to prevent special operations during the restart of the 
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system.  Also, override of certain relays may be required to properly and safely shutdown the 
system. 

1.12 Injection Depth Waiver and Aquifer Exemption Expansion 

Cleco Power, LLC is not applying for a depth waiver or an aquifer exemption. 

1.13 Other Information – Environmental Justice Baseline Analysis 

Cleco Power, LLC have completed an Environmental Justice Baseline Analysis for the Cleco 
Diamond Vault Project. The report is included in Appendix A. 

Per the requirements by the state of Louisiana and the Louisiana Department of Natural 
Resources (LDNR) this project will comply with the requirements of the “IT Decision” including 
answering and submitting the 5 “IT Questions” for the Cleco Diamond Vault site. The questions 
to be answered are included in Appendix B. 

1.14 Other Permits 

It will be necessary to have additional permits throughout the lifecycle of the project. Here is a 
list of the existing and expected permits: 

LPDES permit LA0008036 for NPDES Discharges under the Clean Water Act 

PSD Permti PSD-LA-711(M-3) for Prevention of Significant Deterioration program under the 
Clean Air Act 

UIC-25 Stratigraphic Test Class-V Well Permit- In Progress 

No other permits are necessary 
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FIGURES 
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ATTACHMENT
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Appendix B – The “IT Decision” – Response to Five Questions 

Per the requirements by the state of Louisiana and the Louisiana Department of Natural 
Resources (LDNR) this project will comply with the requirements of the “IT Decision” including 
answering and submitting the 5 “IT Questions” for the Cleco Diamond Vault site. The questions 
to be answered are as follows: 

1. Have the potential and real adverse environmental effects of the proposed facility been 
avoided to the maximum extent possible? 

2. Does a cost benefit analysis of the environmental impact costs balanced against the social 
and economic benefits of the proposed facility demonstrate that the latter outweighs the 
former? 

3. Are there alternative projects which would offer more protection to the environment than 
the proposed facility without unduly curtailing non-environmental benefits? 

4. Are there alternative sites which would offer more protection than the proposed facility 
site without unduly curtailing non-environmental benefits? 

5. Are there mitigating measures which would offer more protection to the environment 
than the facility as proposed, without unduly curtailing non-environmental benefits? 

These questions and requirements will be resolved in detail. Thoughtful answers to these 
questions are being developed in conjunction with an air permit by Cleco’s environmental 
consultant. Upon completion, this information will be added to future revisions of this permit.   
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