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Brazos Valley GCD Board of Directors
Simsboro Aquifer Water Defense Fund [SAWDF]
The Brazes-Vatey-Groundwater-ConservationrPistrict(“BYGED™) supports Groundwater

Management Area 12’s (“GMA 12”) recognition and inclusion of its constituent groundwater
districts” local management and permitting. The desired future conditions (“DFCs”) adopted under
Section 36.108 of the Texas Water Code, are a joint planning tool of the management area that
must include in its planning numbers the groundwater permits issued by cach groundwater district
that arc currently in effect, as well as known production. Groundwater planning is not effective
unless it includes known and permitted groundwater production, just as planning a financial budget
is not effective unless it includes all known and planned spending. Transparency and inclusion of
all known and planned production are vital to water planning for GMA 12 and Texas.

Inclusion of all the groundwater districts’ permitting and production numbers in the
planning model lumlccogi%wcs‘d st (b:l;’(l]?(():ldl! <:1c\1\1}tiol ({,(l)g)ll.\llkll(h\gc’ll(((}‘ltI]bl]?g sement, per ]]i)tll‘g’ and
production. The request o ; use a
Groundwater Availability Model (“GAM 5‘ e { aitlttfocs not include all known permitting and
production in all districts is not only troubling for transparency and accuracy issues, but also for
the precedepce that it sets in the GMA of not acknowledging each district’s local permitting,
Although GCD this time is voluntarily asking GMA 12 to disregard permits that it has issued,
it is concerning that the precedent would be set for the permits issued by the constituent districts

to be involuntarily disregarded by the (:MA inthe f‘ulmc Hredmpheatorofgrantingthe POSGED

In developing DIFCs, GMA 12 must consider nine factors, for which at least four
incorporate known permitting and production in the GMA:

(1) aquifer uses or conditions within the management arca, including conditions that differ
substantially from one geographic area to another;

(2)  the water supply needs and water management strategics included in the state water
plan;
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(6) socioeconomic impacts reasonably expected to occur;
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(7) the impact on the interests and rights in private property, including ownership and the
rights of management arca landowners and their lessees and assigns in groundwater as
recognized under Section 36.002;
Tex. Water Code §36.108(d).
BV
If POSGCD or any other district would like to adjust the numbers in the GAM runs for the
DFCs, then they can locally address their permitting and production under their authority granted
by Chapter 36 of the Texas Water Code. Groundwater districts currently have the authority to
amend their existing permits, A district is authorized to amend permits for the “operation of, or
production of groundwater from, wells or pumps that may be necessary to prevent waste and
achieve water conservation, minimize as far as practicable the drawdown of the water table or the
reduction of artesian pressure, lessen interfer en{ ¢ between wells, or control and prevent
subsidence.” Tex. Water Code §36.113(f). The CD may amend its permits and then the
GMA 12 would recognize its new permitting mlmbers in the next round of joint planning and DFC
establishment.
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Further, POSGCD could amend its rules to either change the groundwater production rate
allowed or could amend its curtailment rule to decrease the trigger threshold and require

curtailment earlier undel the cuuent DFCs. *rnd,—PSS-GeB—cmr}d—mc—m—m['cs—aHmviﬂg'

Wﬁfe@%&e&&&@m&eﬁq&%&p&mﬁeﬁ&kﬁw&mmdwatet dlstucts have many tools

to address groundwater production and their existing permits under the local control of (;I apter
36. However, 'Pé%GCD has not ava'led tgclf of any of these optlons Instead, PBSGCD

commenced a campaign to GMA 12 in W
to have the GMA use numbers only in the -@&n—ﬁ-ze-Aquel and only for P&5GCD that do not

reflect its issued permits and known production, while all other input numbers for the aquifers for
all of the other districts reflect the issued permits inclusive of known production.

gy Instead of amending its permits and then submitting those new numbers to the GMA,
ROEGCD is taking a backwards approach by advocating for GMA 12 to use permitting and
production numbers that do not reflect the current reality. Fre-POSGEP-—contd-tHrerrsethetrew-

PFEs-toforcopermitamemimentswitmmritstiistrict:. The joint planning process is a bottom-up

joint water planning tool, not tog down. The GMA 12 recognizes all of its districts local

management and peumttmg anJ ‘#l-h—c()l]tl[]l!e fo do so.
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