
 

MEMORANDUM 
 
TO: Water Resources Commission 
 
FROM: Thomas M. Byler, Director 
 
SUBJECT: Agenda Item D, December 3, 2021 
 Water Resources Commission Meeting 
 
 Director’s Report 
 
I. Current Events and Updates 
 
A. Staffing Update 

 
Since the August Commission meeting, the Department has hired fourteen positions.  There were 
three transfers in from another state agency, three promotions, and eight new to the state 
employees.  The positions filled include five Regional Assistant Watermasters, one Assistant 
Watermaster, one Hydrogeologist, two limited duration Protest Specialists, an HR Business 
Partner, and one Executive Assistant and Public Records Support position.  Promotions include 
two Hydrographers and one Surface Water Hydrology Manager. 

 
B. Reopening State Offices and Reimagining the Workplace  

During the COVID-19 pandemic, almost all state agencies have continued to operate and provide 
services with their offices closed to unplanned visits by the public.  Earlier this summer, the state 
targeted September 1 as the date to “reopen” its doors to receive unplanned visitors.  A spike in 
COVID-19 cases caused the state to delay that reopening date.  The current planned date for 
reopening is now January 2, 2022.  

Earlier this year, the Department of Administrative Services (DAS) created the Reopening 
Advisory Team made up of agency, human resources, and program area advisors throughout the 
enterprise.  This group developed a report on reopening state government buildings to the public.  
The report contains elements that provide high level guidance for reopening offices, as well as 
recommendations to assist state agencies as they develop their post-COVID work model.  The 
group’s main areas of focus included topics related to public access, workforce re-entry, 
discussions on hybrid telecommuting, in-office staff, information technology needs, workspace, 
facilities, parking, human resource policies, and much more.  Overall, DAS is supportive of 
continuing a hybrid workplace approach within the state enterprise and encourages working 
remotely when it benefits both the employee and the agency (DAS State HR Policy 50.050.01). 
  



 
WRC Agenda Item D 
December 3, 2021 
Page 2 
 
 

 
 

 
The Department is committed to reimagine how and where the work of the agency occurs while 
maintaining high standards for staff and program productivity.  Since March of 2020, the impacts 
of the pandemic have offered many lessons about how effective and productive agency staff can 
be while working remotely. 

We also heard from many staff who would like to retain the ability to work remotely; of 118 staff 
surveys, 73% indicated they are interested in continuing to work remotely to some degree.  With 
this in mind, we recognize the Department’s future workplace will not function like it did prior 
to or during the pandemic, and we are committed to maintaining or improving our level of 
service. 

The Department has formed a staff Work Reimagined Team which is developing 
recommendations to the agency executive and management teams on steps the Department can 
take to support and create a modern work environment that involves both in-person and remote 
work arrangements which best meet our business and employee needs.  This effort will take a 
number of months to develop and implement.  For purposes of the January 2 reopening timeline, 
the Department will be prepared to assist persons who make unscheduled visits to our offices.  
The broader Department Work Reimagined effort is expected to be implemented over a longer 
period of time during 2022 and may include recommendations for future projects. 
 
C. Water Core Team Update 
 
The Water Core Team was formed by the Governor’s Office and state natural resources agency 
Directors to better communicate and coordinate actions among agencies with water-related 
responsibilities.  The team meets twice a month to facilitate timely and efficient cross-agency 
coordination and communication on urgent, emergent, long-term, and strategic water issues.  
Team participants include agency Deputy Directors and/or their designees.  Deputy Director 
Doug Woodcock, who serves as co-chair, and Kim Fritz-Ogren, Manager, Planning, 
Collaboration, and Investments, represent the Department on the team.  Director Tom Byler 
began to participate regularly this fall.  Among other things, the team is focusing on coordination 
of implementation of water-related projects and programs which resulted from the 2021 
Legislative Session. 
 
D. Deschutes Basin Groundwater Mitigation Program 2020 Annual Review 

 
The Department is required by OAR 690-505-0500(3) and OAR 690-521-0600 to provide annual 
evaluations on the Deschutes Basin Groundwater Mitigation Program.  The annual evaluation is 
done in coordination with the Oregon Departments of Fish and Wildlife, Environmental Quality, 
State Lands, and Parks and Recreation.  The annual evaluation is included in Attachment 1.  The 
goal of these evaluations is to identify how streamflows are responding to additional groundwater 
use within the Deschutes Groundwater Study Area and implementation of the mitigation program.  
This report is separate from the Five-Year Legislative and Administrative Evaluation of 
the Deschutes Basin Groundwater Mitigation Program, outlined in Agenda Item J. 
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II. Upcoming Commission / Board Schedules 

 
                        Commission / Board           Date 
 
Land Conservation and Development Commission  February 3-4, 2022 
Parks and Recreation Commission TBD 
Fish and Wildlife Commission January 15, 2022  
State Land Board December 14, 2021   
Environmental Quality Commission  January 21-22, 2022 
Watershed Enhancement Board January 25-26, 2022 
Board of Agriculture TBD 
 
Attachments: 
 
1. Deschutes Basin Groundwater Mitigation Program 2020 Annual Review 
2. Rulemaking Calendar 
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Introduction 
The attached report provides the 2020 Annual 
Evaluation of the Deschutes Basin 
Groundwater Mitigation Rules (Oregon 
Administrative Rule (OAR) Chapter 690, 
Division 505) and the Deschutes Basin 
Mitigation Bank and Mitigation Credit Rules 
(OAR Chapter 690, Division 521).   

Background 
A groundwater study of the Deschutes Basin 
above Lake Billy Chinook was conducted in 
the late 1990’s by the U.S. Geological Survey 
(USGS) in cooperation with the Oregon Water 
Resources Department (OWRD); the City of 
Bend; City of Redmond; City of Sisters; 
Deschutes and Jefferson counties; the 
Confederated Tribes of the Warm Springs 
Reservation of Oregon (CTWS); and the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency and the 
Bureau of Reclamation.   
 
The CTWS (Boundary shown in Appendix 1), 
along with the United States of America and 
the State of Oregon, is a party to the 
Confederated Tribes of the Warm Springs 
Reservation Water Rights Settlement 
Agreement, dated November 17, 1997 and 
amended effective May 16, 2002 (WRSA). The 
WRSA recognizes CTWS tribal reserved water 
right interests on the Deschutes River and 
tributaries for on and off Reservation uses. In 
addition, the parties to the WRSA have 
agreed to pursue long-term, cooperative 
management of the waters that affect their 
interests. 
 
On September 13, 2002, the Commission 
adopted the Deschutes Basin Groundwater 
Mitigation Rules and the Deschutes Basin 
Mitigation Bank and Mitigation Credit Rules. 
The rules provide for mitigation of impacts to 

scenic waterway flows and senior water rights 
including instream water rights, while 
allowing additional appropriations of 
groundwater in the Deschutes Basin 
Groundwater Study Area (Appendix 2). The 
mitigation program, by rule, allows an 
additional 200 cubic feet per second (CFS) of 
new groundwater use, referred to as the 
allocation cap. 

Evaluation Requirements 
Under OAR 690-505-0500(3) and OAR 690-
521-0600 of the Deschutes Basin 
Groundwater Mitigation Rules, the 
Department is required to annually evaluate 
and report on the Deschutes Basin 
Groundwater Mitigation Program, including 
the implementation and management of 
mitigation credits allocated through existing 
mitigation banks.  This annual evaluation and 
report is to include information on new 
groundwater appropriations, streamflow 
impacts, and mitigation activity to determine 
whether scenic waterway flows and instream 
water right flows in the Deschutes Basin 
continue to be met on at least an equivalent 
or more frequent basis as compared to long-
term, representative base-period flows (1966 
to 1995).  

The annual review must address the following 
topics: 

• New groundwater appropriations 
• Mitigation activity 
• Mitigation bank activity 
• Streamflow impacts 
• Consultation with the Oregon 

Department of Fish and Wildlife (ODFW), 
Oregon Parks and Recreation 
Department, Oregon Department of 
Environmental Quality (ODEQ), and 
Oregon Department of State Lands 
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• Determination of whether the scenic 
waterway and instream water right flows 
in the Deschutes Basin continue to be met 
on at least an equivalent or more 
frequent basis  

Report Contents 
This report incorporates all the elements 
required for the annual report, as outlined in 
OAR 690-505-0500(3) and OAR 690-521-0600.   

Agency Comments 
The Department provided a draft of the 
report for review by the agencies listed above 
on October 1, 2022. Comments were 
provided by ODFW and ODEQ (see Appendix 
3) and are summarized below.  

Issues and concerns raised by ODFW include: 

• Improvements to the Program must be 
made prior to the allocation cap being 
lifted. 

• Water accounting and monitoring should 
be improved to ensure mitigation is 
providing a true offset for impacts and 
remains available as “wet water” in 
perpetuity. Such improvements may 
require additional gages, flow 
measurement, and modeling beyond 
what is currently in place. 

• Mitigating permanent groundwater rights 
with temporary leased water. 

• Presenting streamflow data in a form 
more biologically meaningful to fish and 
aquatic life instead of monthly and annual 
basis. 

• Mitigation under the Program should 
directly offset the impact by being located 
upstream of the impacted reach, not 
within a larger “Zone of Impact.” 

• Impacts of increased groundwater use 
under the Mitigation Program to local 

springs, which are an important source of 
cold-water inputs to streams by providing 
cold-water refugia and other habitat 
benefits for fish. 

• Reduction of seepage and loss of cold-
water recharge for springs resulting from 
conversion of area irrigation canals to 
piped delivery systems. 

• The effect of the Mitigation Program on 
streamflows outside of the irrigation 
season. 

• Potential impacts of the Mitigation 
Program on the ESA-listed Oregon 
Spotted Frog. 

• Proposed winter reservoir releases with 
unclear mitigation intent. 

• Continue working with other state 
agencies to seek funding for research, 
development and implementation of 
these concerns. 

• Limited ability to shape the season of 
protection and releasing of higher 
amounts during shoulder months for 
mitigation projects because of rules and 
statutes within OWRD. 

Issues of concern raised by ODEQ include: 

• Allocation cap should not be lifted at this 
time. 

• The model should consider actual 
streamflows, actual frequency of instream 
water right being met, groundwater level 
declines, water quality, and aquatic 
habitat. 

• Additional detailed comments submitted 
by ODEQ on the draft 2019 annual review 
of the Deschutes Groundwater Mitigation 
Program, which include: 
• ODEQ’s concurrence with ODFW’s 

comments on the draft 2019 annual 
review of the Deschutes Groundwater 
Mitigation Program. 

• Time lag of impacts from 
groundwater withdrawals. 
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• Spatial consideration of impacts, 
recommendation for mitigation 
projects to be sited upstream from 
groundwater withdrawals. Currently, 
mitigation credits may come from 
anywhere within the Zone of impact. 

• Accuracy of accounting, consumptive 
use coefficients used to determine 
mitigation requirements and credits. 

• Report improvement suggestions, 
which water rights required to 
provide mitigation and inclusion of a 
map summarizing report information. 

Allocation Cap 
To limit the amount of impact on surface 
water flows, the mitigation program 
established a 200 CFS cap on the amount of 
water that may be allocated to new 
groundwater use. The allocation cap 
restriction may only be lifted or modified by 
the Commission if the Department’s 
evaluation of the mitigation program 
demonstrates that scenic waterway and 
instream water right flows are being met on 
at least an equivalent or more frequent basis 
as compared to long-term, representative 
base-period flows (1966 to 1995). 

The CFS amount deducted from the 200 CFS 
cap is the amount of water (in CFS) allowed in 
the final orders approved by the Department. 
Final orders set a five-year limit for the 
applicant to provide the required mitigation. 
Once they meet their mitigation obligation, 
the Department issues the groundwater 
permit. If the mitigation is not provided by 
the deadline, the final order expires and the 
CFS is added back into the cap. 

All actions that would allow CFS to be added 
back into the cap are: 

1. Rates associated with offsets pursuant to 
690-505-0610(8); 

2. Rates associated with applications 
withdrawn after final order issuance 
pursuant to 690-505-0620; 

3. Portions of rates approved by a final 
order issued under 690-505-0620, but not 
included in a water right permit that is 
issued following satisfaction of the 
mitigation requirement; 

4. Rates associated with expired final orders 
pursuant to 690-505-0620(2); 

5. Portions of rates associated with permits 
issued pursuant to 690-505-0620 and 
subsequently cancelled; 

6. Rates associated with certificates issued 
pursuant to 690-505-0620 and 
subsequently canceled; and 

7. Rates associated with the portion of use 
originally authorized under a permit 
issued pursuant to 690-505-0620, but not 
included in a subsequent certificate. 

Since the adoption of the rules in September 
2002 through the end of 2020, there have 
been approximately 270 groundwater 
applications submitted to the Department 
within the Deschutes Basin Groundwater 
Study Area totaling approximately 336.97 
CFS; however, approximately 159.65 CFS was 
added back to the cap for various reasons 
(outlined above). Therefore, as of the end of 
2020, the total allocated CFS remains under 
the 200 CFS cap. 

Figure 1 below shows the status of all the 
applications that have been received and the 
total amount of CFS per action. These actions 
include the active and pending applications as 
well as the cancelled, expired, withdrawn, 
rejected, misfiled, and denied. 
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Figure 1: Total CFS & Number of Applications 
Submitted by end of 2020 

2020 Mitigation Activity 
New Groundwater appropriations and 
Mitigation Activities as of end of 2020 
A. Active Permits Issued:  

• 128 permits issued 
• 36 of those have been issued 

certificates  
B. Active Final Orders Issued: 

• 17 final orders  
C. Applications Pending with No Final 

Order: 
• 22 applications 

D. Allocation cap summary (Figure 2):  
• 159.10 CFS – total CFS allocated 

under cap (permits and final orders) 
• 18.22 CFS – pending applications not 

yet deducted from 200 CFS cap 
• 22.68 CFS – remaining CFS if all 

pending applications were approved 

 
Figure 2: Allocation Cap Status 

E. Incremental Development Plans: By rule, 
the Department may allow a municipal or 
quasi-municipal applicant to satisfy their 
mitigation obligation incrementally as the 
water use is developed, rather than 
requiring mitigation to be provided 
before the permit is issued. These 
applicants must report annually to the 
Department on the volume of water used 
and the source of mitigation. There are 20 
permits that have incremental 
development plans. 
 
A summary of water use for municipal 
and quasi-municipal permit holders with 
incremental development plans is 
provided in Figure 3.  This figure is a 
comparison between the amount that 
these water users are authorized to use at 
full development, the amount of water 
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they could use based on how much 
mitigation they have provided through 
2020, and the amount of water they 
actually used during 2020. Overall, in 
2020, more mitigation was provided by 
entities with incremental development 
plans than was needed to mitigate for 
their actual use.  
  

 
Figure 3: Incremental Development 

F. Mitigation Activity: Mitigation for active 
groundwater permits and certificates 
issued by the Department under the 
Mitigation Program is provided through 
permanent instream transfers and 
temporary instream leases (Figure 4).  
Mitigation credits established by a 
Mitigation Project are considered used 
when assigned to a groundwater 
application or permit.   

• As of the end of 2020 there are 68 
total active mitigation projects, 
consisting of: 

o 49 permanent instream 
transfer projects; and 

o 19 temporary instream lease 
projects. 

 
Figure 4: Mitigation Water 

• Figure 5 shows the established 
mitigation broken out by zone of 
impact. The reason these amounts 
are more than the established 
amounts is because mitigation is 
sometimes established in multiple 
zones (i.e., 10 credits established in 
the middle and general zones, but 
only a maximum total of 10 credits 
can be used in either the middle or 
general zones, or a combination 
thereof). 
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Figure 5: Mitigation by Zone 

The above Figures 4 and 5 do not include the 
5,100.0 AF of permanent mitigation credits 
issued to the City of Prineville as identified in 
Water Right Certificate 94149. These 
mitigation credits may be used to satisfy the 
mitigation obligation of a groundwater use 
found to impact surface water flows in the 
General and/or Crooked River Zones of 
Impact and are reported and managed on a 
water year schedule. These mitigation credits 
may only be used by the City of Prineville and 
cannot be conveyed to any other person or 
mitigation bank. As of the writing of this 
report, there have been 404.0 AF of 
mitigation credits assigned to the City of 
Prineville incremental groundwater permit. 

G. Mitigation Banks: Mitigation banks must 
submit an annual report detailing all of 
the credit transactions and activities for 
the preceding calendar year. To date, 
there are three: 
• Deschutes River Conservancy 

Mitigation Bank (DRCMB); 
• Deschutes Irrigation, LLC; and 
• Arnold Irrigation District Mitigation 

Bank. 

H. Mitigation Bank Activity: 
DRCMB 
• Filed the required report  
• Submitted 19 instream leases in 2020 
• Has maintained sufficient “reserve” 

credits to cover temporary mitigation 
credits used by groundwater permit 
holders in each zone of impact.  (For 
each temporary mitigation credit 
used to satisfy all or part of the 
mitigation obligation of a 
groundwater permit, a mitigation 
bank is required to keep a matching 
credit in reserve.)   

• Figure 6 shows the amount of 
temporary mitigation credits 
generated by the DRCMB, the credits 
allocated to a groundwater permit, 
and the reserve credits DRCMB is 
required to keep. 
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Figure 6: DRCMB Mitigation Credit Activity in Acre 
Feet 

Deschutes Irrigation, LLC  
• No activity to date 
Arnold Irrigation District Mitigation Bank 

• No activity to date 

Mitigation Effects on 
Streamflow  
To evaluate the impact of the mitigation 
program on scenic waterway flows and 
instream water right flows, the Department 
developed a streamflow modeling program 
based on gaging records from the 1966-1995 
base period, a pre-mitigation program time 
frame. The model simulates the estimated 
hydrologic effects of mitigation credits and 
debits on the historical records at the gaged 
locations across the basin, and then evaluates 
how often the instream flow requirements 

(ISFR) are met based on this adjusted 
streamflow data compared to the original 
flow records (Cooper, 2008).  A modeling 
approach was used because the steady-state, 
long-term impact of streamflow to mitigation-
related activities may take years or even 
decades to be reflected as actual changes in 
streamflow (Gannett and Lite, 2004), plus 
climate variability generally masks the 
streamflow response to mitigation activities 
at most locations (Cooper, 2008).  The 
simulations do not reflect activities affecting 
streamflow outside of the mitigation 
program, such as canal piping/lining.  

Analysis of the 2020 data demonstrates that, 
on an annual basis, the simulated change in 
percent of time instream flow requirements 
(% ISFR) are met at the evaluation points 
ranges from -0.17% to +1.08%.  Similarly, the 
overall annual change in mean streamflow 
ranges from -0.006 CFS to +22.0 CFS 
(Appendix 4). 

Consistent with previous annual reports, the 
seasonal change in the quantity of streamflow 
(CFS) continues to be negative at all 
evaluation points during the non-irrigation 
season and positive at all evaluation points 
during the irrigation season, reflecting the 
general timing difference between the 
hydrologic impacts to streamflow of credits 
(irrigation season) and debits (year-around). 

Similarly, the changes in % ISFR met) generally 
follows this same seasonality as changes in 
streamflow quantity.  The magnitude of 
change in % ISFR met varies by month and 
site, reflecting how close historical flows were 
to the ISFR prior to the mitigation program.  If 
the historical flows were close to the ISFR for 
a given evaluation site, then a small change in 
flows can result in a large change in % ISFR is 
met, while the opposite is true if the historical 
flows differed greatly from the ISFR. 
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Again, this difference in seasonal results is 
expected due to the inherent timing 
difference between when the effects of debits 
and credits reach the stream network.  Debits 
(new groundwater withdrawals) produce a 
decrease in streamflow year-round due to the 
pumping effects on groundwater being 
attenuated in time (Gannett and Lite, 2004).  
Credit (instream leases and instream transfers 
of surface water rights) effects are immediate 
and occur primarily during the irrigation 
season. 

Summary 
The Department continues working to 
effectively implement the Deschutes 
Groundwater Mitigation Program.  
Groundwater permit applications and 
mitigation projects are moving through the 
required processes.  Overall, the program 
continues to produce positive benefits as 
more mitigation water has been approved 
and protected instream than is required for 
active groundwater permits and certificates. 

 
In response to comments received from sister 
agencies (as outlined in “Agency Comments” 
above and provided in Appendix 3 attached to 
this report), the Department understands the 
concerns brought forth regarding the zonal 
mitigation impacts, model accounting and 
climate change, and impacts during the non-
irrigation season.  From the beginning of the 
Deschutes Mitigation Program, however, it 
was determined that the program should be 
structured in such a way so that it was a 
manageable system for OWRD to track and 
maintain. OWRD considered the goals of the 
Mitigation Program, the Deschutes 
Groundwater Mitigation Flow Model, and the 
base period flows (1996-1995) and created 
sub-zones and consumptive use coefficients 
to keep the Deschutes Mitigation Program 

manageable. Seasonal uses were allowed to 
generate credits that can then be purchased 
to mitigate for year-round uses. OWRD will 
need to work with ODFW, ODEQ, and 
stakeholders to address these challenging 
issues. Other concerns may need to be 
addressed through other venues and 
initiatives to develop and implement a basin-
wide water management plan. 
 
In addition, the Department is aware that 
several stakeholders in the basin are 
concerned with the status of the 200 CFS 
allocation cap and would like the Department 
to begin work immediately to explore the 
feasibility of modifying the cap. As discussed 
in the “Allocation Cap” section of this report, 
the quantity of water (CFS) allocated under 
the cap fluctuates up and down from year to 
year as a result of various administrative 
actions (i.e., denial, cancellation, expiration, 
withdrawal, etc.) which add back previously 
deducted CFS to the cap. As of the end of 
2020, 159.10 CFS was allocated under the 
cap.  While it may appear an adequate 
amount of water is still available under the 
allocation cap, the Department intends to 
explore the issue of modifying the allocation 
cap in 2022. 

Appendices 
1. Deschutes Basin Groundwater Study 

Area Map 
2. Deschutes Basin Groundwater Study 

Area Zone of Impact Map 
3. Comments from ODFW and ODEQ 
4. Summary of Modeled Streamflow for 

Water Year Ending September 2020 
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Streamflow Model Data 
The data presented in the following tables are from the Department’s Deschutes Mitigation model.  The 
“before mitigation” or baseline condition of streams in the Deschutes Basin has been determined from 
streamflows measured during water years 1966 to 1995.  The model has been developed to mathematically 
estimate the change in streamflow expected due to mitigation (credits) and groundwater allocation 
(debits).  The model is designed to reflect the theoretical, steady-state response of streamflow to 
mitigation-related activities only.  In some cases, the actual hydrologic response to mitigation activities, 
such as new groundwater pumping, may take years or decades to be reflected as changes in streamflow. 
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Last Revision: 10/29/2021      Attachment 2 

OWRD Rulemaking 
 

 
Oregon Water Resources Department 

Current/Anticipated Rulemaking 

Rule Division Topic Lead Staff 
GWAC 
Input 

Expected? 

Target 
WRC 
Date 

Status 

Division 10 –
Critical 

Groundwater 
Areas (CGWA) 

Conform Rules with 
ORS 537.730–742 / 

Establish Framework 
for CGWA Designations 

Ivan Gall, 
Justin 

Iverson 
Yes 2022 

Preparing for 
Public 

Meeting & 
RAC 

Division 54 
(New Rule 
Division) 

Conversion of 
Hydroelectric Water 

Right to Instream 
Water Right  

Dwight 
French, 
Mary 

Grainey 

No 2022 
Public 

Comment 
Period Open  

Division 77 – 
Instream Water 

Rights 

Updates to Rules / 
Streamline District 

Lease Process / 
Consistency with SB 
199 (2013) & SB 206 

(2015) / Instream 
Leases and Transfers of 

Stored Water 

Dwight 
French, Lisa 
Jaramillo, 

Sarah 
Henderson 

No TBD 
Preparing to 
Reconvene 

RAC 

TBD – Klamath 
Groundwater 

Regulation of Wells in 
the Klamath Basin Ivan Gall Yes TBD 

 
On Hold 

 

Division 340 
(Formerly New 
Rule Division 

87)  

Municipal Reclaimed 
Water Registrations 

Dwight 
French, 

Kerri Cope 
No TBD 

 
On Hold 

 

Divisions 200 
205 & 240 –

Well 
Construction 

Licensing  

HB 3030 and SB 688 
Implementation 

Relating to Temporary 
Authorizations for 

Armed Forces Spouses 

Kris Byrd  Yes TBD On Hold 
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Division 215 

Replace Erroneously 
Repealed Section 

Relating to Dedicated 
Measuring Tubes (690-

215-0200) 

Kris Byrd No TBD On Hold 

Divisions 190 
225 & 260  

Updates to Rules / HB 
2145 (2021) 

Implementation 
Relating to Exempt 
Map and Recording 
Fee / Civil Penalties 

Kris Byrd, 
Travis Kelly No 2022 Preparing for 

RAC 

Division 51 – 
Hydroelectric 

Fees 

HB 2143 (2021) 
Implementation 

(Repeal) Relating to 
Annual Fee 

Dwight 
French, 
Mary 

Grainey 

No 2022 Preparing 
Draft Rules 

Division 380 – 
Water Right 

Transfers 

HB 3103 (2021) 
Implementation 

Relating to Stored 
Water Character of Use 

Transfers 

Dwight 
French, Lisa 

Jaramillo 
No 2022 Preparing 

Draft Rules  

Division 512 – 
Malheur Lake 
Basin Program 

Update to Rules 
Following Publication 
of Groundwater Study  

Ivan Gall, 
Justin 

Iverson 
Yes 2022 Not Started 
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