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ÅAttempted use of SWSP approval for a lease-fallowing project in 2012 

ÅConditional approval with excessive terms and conditions 

ÅOpposing parties sued SEO, Lower Ark  District and Super Ditch 

ÅNot able to operate because water was not available 

ÅLower Ark District & Super Ditch realized that an alternative 
administrative approval mechanism was needed 

ÅLegislature recognized critical need to pursue leasing-fallowing as an 
alternative to permanent buy-and-dry and passed HB13-1248 

ÅBroad support in both House and Senate 
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Background 



ÅCWCB pilot program to test fallowing-leasing as an alternative to 
permanent agricultural dry-up.  
ÅMunicipal, Environmental, Recreational, Industrial, and Agricultural end uses 

ÅThrough December 31, 2018 

Å10 projects of up to 10 years 
ÅUp to 3 per basin 

ÅNo transfers over the Continental Divide  

ÅNo transfers out of the Rio Grande basin 

ÅExtent of fallow limited  
Å3 years in 10-year period 

Å no more than 30% for 10 consecutive years  
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HB 13-1248 



ÅDeveloped by CWCB in collaboration with SEO & broad-based 
technical committee 

 

ÅSet forth application and approval process 

 

ÅAdopt accepted methodologies, modeling, and accounting practices 

 

ÅIncludes standard terms and conditions for dry-up, accounting and 
recharge 
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Criteria and Guidelines 



Narrative proposal 
to CWCB for initial 

selection 

30-day comment 
period 

CWCB 
consideration of 

proposal 

If selected, 
application with 
technical analysis 

using LFT 

60-day comment 
period 

Within 30 days, 
joint conference 

with commenting 
parties 

Within 15 days, 
submit a joint 

conference report 

Within 30 days, 
State Engineer 
determination 

CWCB action on 
application 
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The Process 



ÅDeveloped by SEO with technical committee input 

ÅStreamline evaluation of HCU and return flows as part of lease-
fallowing 
ÅStandardize inputs for calculating HCU 

ÅStandardize method of calculating the timing of lagged return flows  

ÅConservative Assumptions in HCU analysis 

ÅIntended to simplify analysis and lessen concerns over injury  

ÅResults only applicable for pilot projects 

ÅDo not create presumption or shift burden of proof 
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Lease-Fallow Tool 



Financial Information  

2015: $204K 

2016: $202K  

Lease 
Payments  2015: $1030 

2016: $1004 

*includes option 
payment  

Payment 
Per Acre:  
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ÅMunicipal Participants and Farmers pleased with project 
ÅAll have continued full participation 

 

ÅEncourage additional pilot projects in other basins  

 

ÅLower Ark District & Super Ditch pursuing other possible pilot projects 
ÅColorado Springs, City of Fountain, Lake Isabel 

 

ÅExtend and expand HB 13-1248 
ÅExtend CWCB authority to approve pilot projects past 2018 
ÅAllow for additional pilot projects in Arkansas River Basin 
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Looking Ahead 



Catlin Pilot Project 

ÅJust completed year two of the ten year CWCB approval: 

V 6 Catlin Canal farms totaling 902 acres and 1,047 shares 

V Fallow up to 30% of the land each year 

V Deliver up to 500 AF per year to municipalities 

VMunicipalities:  Fowler, Fountain and Security 
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Details 

Å2016:  

ÅAcres:  238 fallow / 902 total  (26% fallowed)   

ÅShares:  255 fallow / 1,047 total 
 

ÅShares associated with dry-up delivered to three locations: 

ÅSchweizer Recharge Pond 

ÅHanagan Recharge Pond 

ÅTimpas Creek Augmentation Station 
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SCHWEIZER POND 

TIMPAS CREEK AUG. STATION 

HANAGAN POND 

CROOKED 
ARROYO AUG. 

STATION 
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