emptied. "There's got to be a middle ground where we don't violate the rights af landowners
but we still don't lose the water in our aquifer."
We understand that some of the inconsistencies and unfairness of the bill are beyond your control to
amend. However, we don't understand comments by some of the board members during the February
meeting that they wanted to, "Make sure the municipalities and districts had time to react," and that,
"We don't want to harm the municipalities and districts." Our objective is to point out that the board
members are being misled if they think that one of the primary advocates of S.B. 288 didn't know what
was coming and didn't have the time and money to prepare for it. An insightful and predictive 2003
article written by immediate past Ada Mayor Dick Scalf in the Ada Evening News states,"

"An educated guess would put that limit in the range of 0.2 feet/ac-ft or one-tenth of present
limits. One result of the lower limits is that major export of water out of the area would be
impractical. Another result would be that communities and rural water districts that depend on
ground water would see their water rights greatly reduced, necessitating additional water rights
and/ar water resources."
In addition, we think it is grossly unfair for the board to concern itself with the welfare of one landowner
(City of Ada) and ignore the others.
In conclusion, we support the draft implementation order proposed by OWRB staff. We think that they
did their best to find the "middle" ground. However, we reject the notion that the OWRB should go
outside of its mandate and propose a de facto implementation/phase-in period of 5 years by waiting to
issue permanent permits. Based on past history, the City of Ada will not take action until it is forced to
do so. I personally approached Ada's City Council in 2011 and made them aware that landowners with
over 25,000 acres of land over the recharge area of Byrd's Mill Spring were ready to make a deal. I was
told to work with the Ada's appointed representative, Craig Shew. In our last meeting, Craig's parting
words to me were that the City wasn't going to do anything until the implementation was finalized.
As you well know, increases in water rates are typically met with great opposition by customers. In
many cases, a reaction is seen at the ballot box when this happens. I believe that the leaders of Ada are
either unable or unwilling to move forward because of this. While Chairman of the Ada Water
Resources Board, I gained approval from the City Council of Ada to conduct a Town Hall process where
we identified issues, sought public feedback and then developed a water resources and infrastructure
plan. I became completely disheartened when I presented the culmination of this work to the City
Council only to have them table the document and not allow any discussion or action on it. I knew then
that the City of Ada lacked the leadership and foresight to take proactive measures to secure its water
future. If the board decides to allow a 5 year de facto implementation period, they are simply an
enabler in a codependent relationship drawing out the inevitable.
Conversely, if the board chooses not stray beyond its mandate and simply implements the bill, then the
City of Ada will be given the political cover and regulatory directive it needs to move forward and take
the steps that it needs to provide a safe, dependable, albeit, less profitable water source for its citizens
and customers. Along the way, they can either work with us to secure water rights over the Byrd's Mill
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Need for regional water management district
Background
The
Arbuckle-Simpson
Aquifer has sustained much of
south-central Oklahoma as a
source of drinking water and
economic development for
centuries. It is the current
source of existence for individuals and communities in seven
or more counties. However,
that resource is being threatened by urban areas west of
Oklahoma City who want to
pump much of the water to
those areas.There can be no
economic development in
south-central Oklahoma without protection of the ArbuckleSimpson Aquifer.
Legal Issues
Oklahoma water laws are
inconsistent and have little
relation to hydrologic reality.
Surface water or water in
streams belongs to the State
and is allocated to adjacent
landowners on a "first come,
first served" basis for reasonable use.
Ground water
belongs to the surface owner,
but the amount available for his
use is determined by the
Oklahoma Water Resources
Board. In the area of the
Arbuckle-Simpson Aquifer,
· both surface water and ground
water come from the same
source and competing water
rights are claiming the same
water.
Hydrologic Realities
Even without the external
threats, protection, wise management, enhancement of

Dick
Scalf
Guest
'
Columnist
existing sources and development of new sources of water
are critical for the future of
south-central Oklahoma. Ada
and several dependent rural
water districts obtain water
from Byrd's Mill Spring; however, during extremely dry
periods and resulting low
flows, supplemental water is
obtained from water wells in
the Arbuckle-Simpson Aquifer.
The Blue River is the sole
source of water for the City of
Durant. Pennington Creek is
the sole source of water for the
The
City of Tishomingo.
springs and streams that are the
centerpieces of the Chickasaw
National Recreation Area and
Turner Falls come from the
Arbuckle-Simpson Aquifer.
Sulphur, Davis, Wynnewood
and Ardmore obtain water from
Arbuckle Lake and much of
that water comes from springs
issuing from the ArbuckleSimpson Aquifer. Sulphur,
Davis, several independent
rural water districts and hundreds of individual landowners
obtain water from individual
wells into the Arbuckle-

Simpson.
Every gallon pumped from
the Aquifer reduces the cumulative flow of the springs and
streams by an equal amount. It
should be apparent that a limited amount of ground water can
be pumped from the Aquif~r
on a sustained basis without
adverse effects on surface
water sources. It should also
be apparent that increased
demands on water supplies and
the competing needs of surface
water and ground water ·users
in the region are inevitable and
will require wise management
of existing supplies and development of additional sources.
Current Status
Senate Bill 288 was passed
by the Oklahoma State
Legislature in May 2003 to
protect the Arbuckle-Simpson
Aquifer from overuse until a
five-year hydrologic study is
completed. The hydrologic
study initiated in 2003 by the
Oklahoma Water Resources
Board with Federal and State
funding seeks to determine
aquifer boundaries, the amount
of water stored, ground water
flow patterns, recharge, discharge and pumping effects on
springs and streams.
A legal challenge to the constitutionality of Senate Bill
288 has been initiated by the
commercial water sellers. A
district court judge is expected
to rule on this challenge in the
spring of 2004. Whatever the
judgment in district court. it is

sure to be appealed to the
Oklahoma Supreme Court
where a judgment could take
years.
Regardless of the outcome of
current legal battles, the manner in which the ArbuckleSimpson Aquifer is used is
changed forever. The two
acre-feet per acre ground water
permits (five times the estimated recharge rate) are a thing of
the past. Protection of the
springs and streams of the area
will surely be a part of the
future . management of the
Arbuckle-Simpson Aquifer.
The practical result of this
change in management will be
a reduction in permit allocation to something well below
the recharge rate. An educated
guess would put that limit in
the range of 0.2 feet per acrefeet or one-tenth of the present
limits.
One result of these
lower limits is that major
export of water out of the area
would be impractical. Another
result would be that communities and rural water districts
that depend on ground water
would see their water rights
greatly reduced, necessitating
additional water rights and/or
water resources.
At least one piece of water
planning legislation, Senate
Bill 903, has been introduced
to the 2004 Oklahoma legislative session. This Act would
direct the update of the
Oklahoma
Comprehensive
Water Pl:ln dividP thP cbtP

into regional water planning
districts, and provide guidance
and financial assistance for
local and regional water plans.
Goals of a Regional Water
Management District:
Develop and implement a
management program that will
fairly and efficiently manage
the competing uses of the
Arbuckle-Simpson Aquifer for
future generations,
Create

detailed

r~g~Pnii;L

t~n:g::terru:,:·W~itt~·~·:rna1f:S''t~~lft .

identlfx. Wit~r · .s(Jijr~~~~t:
. every community in the region
for the next 20, 50 and 100
years,
Identify, evaluate and quanti·
fy existing sources and potential sources of water supply in
south-central Oklahoma, and
Develop plans and funding
mechanisms for increasing
recharge to the ArbuckleSimpson and developing new
sources of water.
These issues will be discussed at a public meeting of
the Citizens for the Protection
of the Arbuckle-Simpson
Aquifer (CPASA) at 7 p.m. on
Monday, Feb.
23 at the
Pontotoc Technology Center
located south of Ada. The
guest speaker will be Duane
Smith, Executive Director of
the
Oklahoma
Water
Resources Board. The public is
invited and Bob's Bar B Q is
providing free sandwiches
frr.~
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water supply optiOns scrutinized

By Dick Scalf, Lowell
Leach, and Bert Bledsoe
Guest writers

Decisions in the next few years
concerning Ada's water supply may
be the most expensive and long lasting in the history of this community.
It is probably confusing to most people to learn that some communities
outside the Ada area are willing to
spend hundreds of millions of dollars
for a water supply that Ada is considering spending hundreds of millions
::>f dollars to teplace. The citizens
~Vho will be paying for generations
.·or these decisions need and deserve
m explanation for this apparent dis~onnect and a thorough and balanced
liscussion of the issues affecting
vater supply options. To that end,
his is the first in a series of planned
lrticles to explore the various options
:nd advantages and disadvantages of
ach.
Water supplies are primarily about
torage, treatment and distribution.
ome people may live close enough
) a major stream so that storage is
ot a problem, but most people get
1eir water from a storage reservoir,
ither an aquifer or a lake. Almost
ne-half of the people in the United
tates get all or part of their drinking
ater from aquifers.
For almost one hundred years, Ada
lS enjoyed almost free water.
gsentially the only cost has been
msporting water from Byrd's Mill
)ring, located about 12 miles south
· Ada, to water customers. That
ater flows by gravity via two
pelines from the spring site to stor.e and pumping facilities at the
uth edge of Ada.
Quality is so
>od that chlorination is the
:atment required htefrm' rlidrihn

miles located between Ada and
Ardmore. Flow varies from less
than five MGD (million gallons per
day) to over 20 MGD and is directly
dependent on rainfall patterns. In
the 1950's, the City of Ada drilled
water wells into the ArbuckleSimpson to supplement the Spring's
t1ow during unusually dry periods.
Ground water rights obtained by Ada's
buying land and/or water rights in succeeding years have reached about
10,000 acres.
Under Oklahoma
ground water law and past practices,
this amount of water rights would
ordinarily pennit the City of Ada to
pump about 20,000 acre-feet per year
(2.0 acre-feet per acre per year or
about l8 million gallons per day) or
almost three times Ada's current
usage.
A proposal in 2002 by several communities in Canadian County to pump
as much as 70 MGD of water from the
Arbuckle-Simpson Aquifer and transport it to central Oklahoma has
prompted a major reexamination of
Oklahoma water law and the ability of
the Arbuckle-Simpson Aquifer to provide for the water needs of south-central Oklahoma.
-Every gallon pumped from the
Aquifer reduces the cumulative flow
of Blue River, Pennington Creek,
Byrd's Mill Spring and almost 100
other springs and streams by an equal
amount. It should be apparent that a
limited amount of ground water can be
pumped from the Aquifer on a sustained basis without adverse effects on
springs and streams. Senate Bill 288
was passed by the Oklahoma State
Legislature in 2003 to protect the
Arbuckle-Simpson Aquifer from
overuse until a five-year hydrologic
study can determine the amount of
water that can be pumped and still pro-
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Decisions concerning Ada's water supply will be made in the next few years
that will have far-reaching effects.

water permits (five times the estimated implemented almost immediately and
recharge rate) are likely to be greatly provide additional stability to our
reduced so that 10,000 acres of water water supply. The number one priorirights will no longer be adequate for ty for the City of Ada should be to prothe long-term needs of the City of Ada. tect the current water supply in terms
The good news is that the flow of of quantity and quality. That means
Byrd's Mill Spring will be protected.
protecting the Arbuckle-Simpson
Ia 1998, the Ada City Council estab- Aquifer from overuse and contaminalished the Ada Water Resources Board tion, thereby protecting the flow of
(AWRB) to provide water resources Byrd's Mill Spring.
advice to the City of Ada. In July 2004,
Intermediate approaches are those
AWRB submitted to the Ada City that would result in the development
Manager and City Council a series of of a new source of water or increased
recommendations to assure the future storage in existing sources over the
water supply of Ada based on the new next twenty years. Regardless of
hydrologic and legal realities of the other sources or potential sources,
Arbuckle-Simpson Aquifer.
ground water pumping will be a critiThere are three types of approaches cal part of Ada's water future for
that the City of Ada should consider:
decades, and the City needs to have
adequate water rights to ensure that
Shmt Tenn - effective time frame of future. As noted earlier, 10,000 acres
of water rights will be inadequate for
1 to 2 years
Intennediate pftf.rtiw> •;~~ +'-~---'"1-
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