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production on a long-term basis while avoiding

the occurrence of unreasonable impacts.
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Schematic Diagram: Unreasonable Impacts
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Pump 540 gpm
5 days

3 MT obs wells
1 UT obs well
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parameters
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represented by an index well.

* |s there potential for unreasonable impact?
— Well interference?
— Dewatering of the Middle Trinity aquifer?

e |f so, establish “compliance levels” in an index
or sentinel well to avoid impacts.
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— Hydrogeology

— Best tools available to forecast drawdown

e Approach monitors the data and actual impacts.

— Data-driven approach addresses uncertainty.

e Permit conditions are triggered by levels in an index
well to avoid unreasonable impacts.
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