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Storage in Basin Storage
Area: 2.4 million acre‐feet

Storage in Central study
Area: 1.0 million acre‐feet.
1993 depletion: 0.12 million
Acre‐feet.

The Wichita well field has
recovered 80,000 acre‐feet of
the 120,000 depletion in 1993.

Wichita future base
demand = 81,690 AF/year
In drought, reduced to
approx. 71,000 AF/year
Wichita plans to use its
40,000 AF native rights
to full extent in long
term drought.
Demands > 40,000 AF
to be provided from
ASR credits.

Are AMC’s passive recharge credits?
From the CE’s 2005 order:
• Finding #10. “That on October 18, 2004, a pre‐hearing order was issued by the
Chief Engineer, setting forth the following issues to be addressed in the public
hearing:
b. Will the City be considered to be recharging water into the Equus Beds by the
concept of "passive recharge?" ‐‐i.e., water which the City could have legally
pumped, but did not pump.”
• Finding #42. “The final amended M.O.U. between the City and GMD #2 did not
contain an agreement or recommendation concerning the City’s request for
passive recharge credits (credits for not pumping City wells in the basin storage
area) and deferred the matter to the Chief Engineer.”
• To obtain AMC’s under the draft proposal:
• the water must be diverted and treated at their ASR facility within the
approved rates and quantities authorized under File no 46,627
• there must be inadequate space to store in the basin storage area
• meet other conditions under development (e.g. cap on total credits, etc.)

Process ahead
• The City will work through its process, including continuing its work with
DWR and GMD 2 staff, to finalize its request to include specifics for
accounting and modeling, revised terms and conditions for the new
applications currently on file as well as other ASR permits, with supporting
technical work (for more detail, see #4 below).
• When the City’s request and support work is complete, DWR will start its
formal consideration by sending the package to GMD 2 for review. We will
also post the documents on our web site for the general public.
• Notwithstanding DWR’s public notice for the new applications, we want to
make sure everyone is informed of the City’s proposal and the public
hearing. Per our discussion, this will include publishing notice of the
hearing in area newspapers, posting details of the proposal on our web
site, and a direct mailing to all those within 1,000 feet of the proposed
points of diversion (existing municipal wells).

Process ahead (con’t)
• We plan to hold a hearing approximately 45 days after providing the
package to GMD 2. We anticipate there will be an informational meeting
earlier on the same day.
• Due to the nature of the project, we will allow the GMD two board
meetings plus 10 days following the public meeting to complete its review
and recommendations. (corrected via email of 9/22/2017)
• Following receipt of GMD 2 recommendations, DWR plans to process the
pending new applications within approximately 45 days.
• Findings and Orders for existing ASR permits will be processed in
conjunction with the new application approvals, and will address proposed
revisions to the 1993 aquifer levels and other revisions to the permit
conditions.

What we expect from the City
What we expect from the City – The City’s proposal should include
details for accounting and modeling of AMCs including how they will
be distributed and tracked, how this accounting and modeling will
interact with accounting and modeling of the recharge credits currently
authorized, and a proposal for notice/reporting on source of pumping
(i.e. water rights from Equus Beds aquifer, “normal” ASR credits,
AMCs).
In addition, the City’s proposal should include proposed permit
conditions. We are happy to work with you on developing these permit
conditions

Potential terms and conditions
• Require all AMCs to be water diverted and treated at their ASR facility
within the approved rates and quantities authorized under File no 46,627.
• Define under what conditions the City can pump this water directly to the
City for credit (i.e. some definition of what cannot reasonably be stored,
likely this will include limitations related to rates of intake and available
storage capacity within the aquifer.
• A cap on AMC credits or total recharge credits.
• Provisions to minimize plume migration (e.g. the City will not pull credits
from the Burrton area or they will be the last of the credits taken.
• Sequencing related to the use of credits.

Other potential conditions
• Ensuring other area native rights are protected from impairment by
requiring the City to use pumping rotation and timing if conflicts
occur.

Can the City fulfill their drought need under
currently approved plan?
• Some have suggested the City should fulfill their drought purposes
under their existing terms and conditions. They could do this.
• To build credits for drought, they would have to switch back to
previous, lawful operations:
• Reduce use of Cheney and
• Increase use of their native ASR rights to lower the aquifer and
make storage space available for generate of the needed credits.

Questions

