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NTVGCD Databases

Databases used for evaluation:

* County Well Summaries (Well Log)
 Anderson, Cherokee and Henderson sheets with tabs for Exempt, Non-Exempt No
Permit, Non-Exempt Permitted, Rig Supply, Geo-Thermal, Comm-PWS, Plugged, and
Monitor wells

* Permits Issued
* Permit Numbers, customer names, and permit amounts

* Quarterly Pumping and Payment Records (2025)
 Customer names, reported pumpage and payment amounts

* TWDB Northern Carrizo-Wilcox GAM
* For structure and aquifer designation
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Well Designations

All Wells
4041

Exempt (<36,000 GPD) Non-Exempt
2498 1543

|
Non-Reporting Reporting

No Permit Permitted
(36,000-100,000 GPD) (>100,000 GPD)
383 252

Commercial / PWS Rig Supply
371 127

Permitted
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Other
410*

*geothermal, plugged,
and monitoring wells were
notincluded in pumping
analysis.



Pumping Assumptions

Secondary Pumping

Primary Pumping

Permit Type Assumption per Well (O?TZ;T clz‘t;z:a)
Exempt or Domestic 500 GPD N/A
No Permit (Non-Reporting) 2000 GPD N/A
Permitted, (Non-Reporting) Permit Volume Avg. Permit Volume
E)':'eon:;t Rig Supply 1000 GPD N/A
Commercial/PWS Reported 2025 Pumping Permit Volume
Other No Pumping N/A
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Status of Permit Database

Well Location Well Depth m Pumping Est.

# of wells with
data

3476 3588 3285 3631

# well missing

data 155 44 346 0

*‘Other’ wells not included
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NTVGCD Pumping
by Well Type

Exempt Non Exempt Non Reporting

1400 / 859
3%

Pumping % of District
County Count (AFY) Pumbin . .
ping Non Reporting Permited
Exempt 2,498 1,400 4 ) — 3,681
11%
Non Exempt Non Reporting 383 859 3 /\
Rig Suppl
Non Reporting Permited 252 3,681 11 & 142[) y
)
Rig Supply 127 142 0 0%
Commercial/PWS 371 26,983 82
TOTAL 3,631 33,066 100

Total Pumpage: 33,066 AFY
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NTVGCD Permitted Volume

by Well Type

County Count Permitted % of Dis:trict
(AFY) Pumping

Exempt 2,498 - 0

Non Exempt Non Reporting 383 - 0
Non Reporting Permited 252 3,652 5
Rig Supply 127 3 0
Commercial/PWS 371 69,941 95

TOTAL 3,631 73,596 100
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Total Permits: 73,596 AFY

Non Reporting Permited

3,652
5%
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NTVGCD Permitted vs Pumping Volume
by We” Type Permited vs. Pumping by Well Type

W Permited (AFY) ® Pumping (AFY)
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NTVGCD Pumping
by County

County Count Pl:;nlx)n g %::r?‘:tr:;t
ANDERSON 980 13,054 39
CHEROKEE 1,023 10,315 31

HENDERSON 1,628 9,697 29
TOTAL 3,631 33,066 100

Total Pumpage: 33,066 AFY
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NTVGCD Permitted Volume

by County

County Count Permitted % of Dis.trict
(AFY) Pumping
ANDERSON 980 45,392 62
CHEROKEE 1,023 14,250 19
HENDERSON 1,628 13,954 19
TOTAL 3,631 73,596 100

*  Onlyincludes Non-Exempt Non-
Reporting Permitted, rig supply and
Commercial/PWS Wells.
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Total Permits: 73,596 AFY
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NTVGCD Permitted vs Pumping Volume

by County
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45,392

ANDERSON

Permited vs. Pumping by County

W Permited (AFY) ® Pumping (AFY)

14,250

CHEROKEE
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NTVGCD Pumping by Aquifer

* From GAM Structure, location and Younger Sparta Queen City
well depth/screen 18 9 895 Weches
Unknown 0% 0% 3% 12
Pumping % of District 0%
County Count (AFY) Pumping 1,217 °
4% Reklaw
Y 30 18 0
ounger 1,308
Sparta 13 9 0 Carrizo 4%
3,699
Queen City 527 895 3 11%
Weches 17 12 0 .
Reklaw 277 1,308 4 11,478 9,314
359
Carrizo 446 3,699 11 % 28%
Upper Wilcox 877 9,314 28
90 %
Middle Wilcox 497 5,115 15
Lower Wilcox 601 11,478 35
Unknown 346 1,217 4 Middle
TOTAL 3631 | 73,596 100 Wilcox
5,115

Total Pumpage: 33,066 15%
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NTVGCD Permits by Aquifer Queen Giy

Younger 753 Reklaw
*  Onlyincludes Non-Exempt Non-Reporting 74 1% 1,804
Permitted and Commercial/PWS Wells. 0% 2%, .
Carrizo
Permitted % of District 4178
County Count . ’
AFY P
( ) umping 6%
Younger 30 74 0
Unknown
Sparta 13 - 0 20,860
)
Queen City 527 753 1 28% .
Upper Wilcox
Weches 17 - - 15,327
o
Reklaw 277 1,804 2 21%
Carrizo 446 4178 6
Upper Wilcox 877 15,327 21
03 Y0 Lower Wilcox
Middle Wilcox 497 8,582 12
22,017
Lower Wilcox 601 22,017 30 30% Middle Wilcox
Unk 346 20,860 28 8,582
nknown ,
12%
TOTAL 3,631 73,596 100

Total Permits: 73,596
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NTVGCD Permitted vs Pumping Volume
by AqUIfer Permited vs. Pumping by Aquifer

W Permited (AFY) ® Pumping (AFY)
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Thanks to

Penny Hanson and Tony McCarty
for all the support on this effort.
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Questions?
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