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Abstract
Within McHenry County, IL, the fastest growing county in Illinois, groundwater is used for 100% of
the water needs. Concerns over water resources have prompted the investigation of the surficial
sand and gravel aquifers of the county. While the eastern portion of the county is urbanizing, the
western portion remains devoted to agriculture. High-capacity irrigation wells screened within
the surficial sand and gravel aquifer are used for crop production. To assess the impacts of the irrigation wells on the aquifer, a groundwater flow model was developed to examine five different
scenarios reflecting drought conditions and increased pumping. Results show that the surficial
sand and gravel aquifer is capable of meeting current water demands even if recharge is decreased 20% and pumping is increased 20%. The additional loss of discharge and increases in
pumping result in head differences throughout the aquifer.
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1. Introduction
As a result of climate change, the Midwest of the United States will become hotter and precipitation patterns
will be modified [1]. From 1900 to 2010, the average air temperature increased 0.8˚C, with the rate of increase
accelerating in the last few decades [2]. Projections show that the temperature will continue to increase 2.1˚C by
mid-century, and at the end of the century, temperatures will have risen 3.1˚C [3]. During the last century, annual
precipitation increased in the Midwest [4]; with higher precipitation in the winter and spring. The projections for
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precipitation changes indicate a similar scenario: increases in winter and spring precipitation with decreases in
the summer [2]. However, forecasts for snow cover by the end of the century show decreases that correlate to
reductions of 60% to 80% in snow water equivalent. This follows a decreasing trend of 1.3% over the last four
decades, which suggests that the winter precipitation will runoff and not recharge the groundwater [5]. Overall,
questions exist as to infiltration and recharge rates for surficial aquifers.
As opposed to climate change, drought is a short-term deviation within the natural variability of climate.
Drought occurs in all climatic zones, but the intensity, duration and spatial extent will vary. Wilhite and Glantz
[6] define different types of drought: meteorological; agricultural; and hydrological. The most recognized
drought is meteorological drought, which is a long-term period of below normal precipitation over a large area.
As the name implies, agricultural drought focuses on the consequences of water shortages on crops. While tied
to meteorological drought, agricultural drought relates to deficiencies that occur in soil moisture and results in
yield loss. Prolonged deficits in surface and subsurface water supplies define a hydrological drought. Deficits in
stream, river flow, lake, reservoir, groundwater levels, and spring discharge can be measured directly and become the public signature of drought. However, a time lag between the occurrence (or lack thereof) of precipitation and the subsequent response within streams, rivers, lakes, and reservoirs make hydrological measurements a
poor indicator of drought. The lag time associated with infiltrating water means that groundwater is the last to be
affected by drought, and subsequently, the reservoir is the last to recover as conditions return to normality. Understanding the hydrologic effects of drought on a system is important in mitigating the short- and long-term
impacts that drought can have on the environmental, hydrologic, economic and social well-being of an area.
Population growth places additional strain on water needs. Infrastructure has grown rapidly in the Chicago, Illinois, metropolitan area (Figure 1) as the population has increased from 5 million in 1950 to 8 million in 2000.

Figure 1. (a) Location of Illinois within the USA; (b) McHenry County, Illinois (gray with red diagonal lines) is the northwest collar-county for the Chicago metropolitan area (black). The latitude and longitude for the northwest corner of the
county are: 42.495818 and −88.707378, respectively; (c) Surficial sand and gravel aquifer isopach map for McHenry County.
The model area (outlined in black) occurs at the confluence of the Kishwaukee River Valley and the Rush Creek Valley.
(Modified from [23]).
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By 2030, the population is projected to grow to more than 10 million [7]. The majority of the population growth
is occurring in the collar-counties of Kane, McHenry, and Will (Figure 1), where the area has experienced a 46%
increase in residential land use between 1970 and 1990 [8], and the population is expected to increase 75 and
115 percent by 2030 [7]. With a population that increased from 35,000 in 1930 to 303,990 in 2005, McHenry
County has experienced the fastest growth of any county in Illinois [9] [10]. In 2050, the population for McHenry County is projected at 589,000, a 94 percent increase from 2005 [11]. Growth in water demand within the
Chicago Metropolitan area, together with declining water levels in deep bed rock wells and strictly regulated use
of Lake Michigan water have led to a regional awareness of the need for science-based, sustainable water supply
management.
McHenry County is unique compared to the other collar-counties in that all of its water is supplied from
groundwater, with about 75% of its groundwater supply coming from shallow sand and gravel aquifers [12] [13].
Most of the groundwater withdrawn has historically been pumped from shallow wells screened in sand and gravel aquifers within 30 meters of land surface [12]. Dziegielewski and Chowdhury [11] estimated 2005 groundwater withdrawals in McHenry County amounted to 148,000 m3/day, a three-fold increase from 1964 [14]. By
2030, average annual water withdrawals will double to 256,000 m3/day, and by 2050 increase by another 30,000
to 231,000 m3/day [9]. Roughly 2% of the water withdrawn is used for irrigation and agriculture [14], which
account for 75% of the land-use in McHenry County [15].
In response to the accelerated population growth and withdrawals of groundwater, Meyer et al. [14] simulated
the effects of public water withdrawal on the shallow and deep aquifer systems of the northeastern Illinois region, including McHenry County in an attempt to predict future drawdown scenarios. Over 8700 wells were
represented in drought scenarios showing drawdown levels in the shallow aquifer ranging from 0 to 10 meters
and being predominantly located in areas of municipal withdrawal for public use. They concluded that extensive
pumping could result in reductions of natural groundwater discharge, thus affecting base flow levels in streams
and lakes.
This in turn has led to recognition that a better understanding of the surficial geology and shallow aquifer
systems is necessary in order to implement sustainable management practices, specifically the role of irrigation
wells. The objective of this paper is to better understand the effects of high-capacity irrigation wells on a surficial sand and gravel aquifer. While the population of McHenry County is expanding, there still exists a vibrant
agricultural industry in the western portion of the county. Within the Kishwaukee River Valley, the surficial
sand and gravel aquifer is heavily used to meet agricultural demands. A more complete awareness of the
groundwater flow patterns in this aquifer and of the potential consequences of pumping will lead to more informed water-management policies. In order to gain a better understanding of the effects of pumping, a steadystate groundwater flow model was constructed using MODFLOW to simulate the current pumping regime and
to simulate the effects of different drought scenarios.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Site Description
The project focuses on the surficial sand and gravel aquifer at the intersection of the Kishwaukee River Valley
and Rush Creek Valley (Figure 1). This project focuses on the effects of high-capacity irrigation wells located
in the river valley, screened in the surficial drift sand, and gravel aquifer. As the land use is primarily agricultural, no municipal water wells are located within the model domain.
The Kishwaukee River is located in a paleo-valley of bedrock that has been filled with glacial sediments. The
succession of glacial sediments deposited in this valley in recent stages of glaciation host the surficial drift aquifer and many other units. Prior to the Quaternary Period, streams and rivers dissected the bedrock landscape and
produced a paleo-topography that is similar to the driftless area 100km to the west. During the subsequent glacial periods, further modification of the valleys occurred by means of glaciers, glacial outwash, and melt-water
rivers [12]. In concert with the erosion, these valleys were also being filled in with glacial outwash sediments
[16]. Glacial sediments such as sand, gravel, diamicton and clay were deposited in these bedrock valleys and
serve as aquifers in McHenry County [15] [17]. Studies of Quaternary materials in McHenry county date back to
the 1960’s and explore different facets such as sand and gravel resources [18] [19], groundwater [12] [17] [20],
general stratigraphy [21] and glacial history [12] [22]. More recently, groundwater investigations have been
completed focusing on local aquifers [23] as well as simulation modeling and potentiometric surface mapping in
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McHenry County [14].
Within a regional hydrogeological context, four major aquifer systems are present. These systems can be divided into bedrock aquifers and major sand and gravel aquifers. While minor sand and gravel aquifers do exist,
the scope of this project does not warrant their discussion. In McHenry County, the lowermost system present is
comprised of Silurian-Ordovician bedrock aquifers that can be over 60 meters below the land surface. In eastern
McHenry County, the bedrock aquifer is used for domestic and municipal wells. The bedrock aquifers are an
important aspect in groundwater interactions and are often in hydraulic connection with the overlying basal drift
aquifer near the bedrock/basal drift interface. The basal drift aquifer is comprised mostly of sand and gravel deposits that were associated with glacial meltwater deposition. Given the landscape at the time of deposition,
most sediments filled lowlands and bedrock valleys. These aquifers are usually in direct contact with the bedrock and their thickness is generally less than 10 meters but can exceed 30 meters in some areas. The basal
aquifer is utilized for both domestic and municipal water supply in the county. The Pearl-Ashmore aquifer is an
important water resource in McHenry County for both municipal and domestic withdrawal. The sediments
composing the aquifer are associated with the retreat of Illinois-Episode deposits and the advance of Wisconsin
Episode glaciation. Typical of outwash sediments, the Pearl-Ashmore is composed of coarse sands and gravels
and may include fine to medium sands. Thickness is variable ranging from less than 10 meters to over 30 meters
but is thin or non-existent in the study areas of this project. The uppermost aquifer in this succession is the surficial drift aquifer. Not unlike the other aquifers in the area, it is composed of sand and gravel deposits that are
often quite shallow and exposed at the surface. Given its composition is from meltwater streams during the
Wisconsin Episode depositing sediments, the surficial aquifer is often located in glacial meltwater valleys,
which are represented by the modern alluvial valleys in McHenry County. Groundwater within the aquifer discharges to the Kishwaukee River [14]. Thickness of the aquifer ranges from 1 meter along valley edges to over
36 meters in the valley. Utilization of this aquifer is widespread and supplies water for domestic, municipal, and
agricultural needs. Specifically, in the Kishwaukee River Valley, large amounts of water are withdrawn from the
aquifer for agricultural use, primarily irrigation.

2.2. Conceptual Model
The aquifer system being studied is referred to as the surficial drift aquifer in McHenry County [23]. The unconfined system is composed of various layers of high-conductivity glaciofluvial outwash sediments that have been
deposited in the Kishwaukee River Valley (Figure 2). Underlying these units are overlapping layers of both
high and low hydraulic conductivity (K) sediments from the previous glacial episodes. The model domain is defined by the Kishwaukee River to the south, Rush Creek, which trends southwest-northeast on the west portion
of the boundary, and a constant head boundary to the north, which connects the Kishwaukee River and Rush
Creek (Figure 1 and Figure 2). The model domain was divided into four layers based upon the hydrostratigraphy. The three upper hydrostratigraphic units consist of alluvium (Layer 1), sand and gravel (Layer 2), and

Figure 2. Glacial stratigraphy within the Kishwaukee River Valley. Cross-section is a south-north orientation. Modified
from [23].
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gravel (Layer 3). Layer 4, representing a combination of the underlying sediment comprised of low K units including lenses of till, lake sediments, and bedrock, was designated as a separate from the units above. Each layer
was assumed to be homogeneous and isotropic. Thicknesses of these layers are variable, especially outside the
model domain. Layer 1 is about 5 meters thick in this area. Layer 2 ranges from up to 18 meters, but is absent in
some areas. Layer 3 ranges from 0 - 20 meters. The underlying Layer 4 ranges from 60 to 80 meters in the model domain. Hydraulic conductivity values for each layer were estimated from the pumping test data collected, lithological descriptions, and reported values [14] [23]. Given the desire for the underlying low conductivity unit
to transition into a no-flow boundary, Layer 4 was assigned an initial K value of 3x10−8 m/s. Layer 3 represents
the gravel lens,which hosts the screened interval for irrigation wells in the area, and is the most transmissive
zone with aK value of 3.5 × 10−2 m/s. Layer 2 is slightly more diverse in its composition (sand and gravel), resulting in an initial K value of 3.5 × 10−3 m/s. The uppermost unit in this sequence is a combination of alluvium
in the river valley along with the terraces found on the northern extent of the model domain. Given the fingering
of the different lithologies, a K value of 3.0 × 10−4 m/s was assigned. Based upon a mean precipitation value of
0.91 meters per year for McHenry County [24] and adjusted for evapotranspiration, 2.5 × 10−4 m/day was established as the recharge values for Layer 1 of the model. The recharge rate is consistent with other groundwater
recharge rates used for the Chicago area, which are estimated to range between 1.4 × 10−4 m/day to 8.2 × 10−4
m/day [14] [25] [26].
The boundary conditions were assigned based on available model domain and hydrologic condition information that was available. The Kishwaukee River bounds the model to the south and is defined as a constant head
boundary. In a similar approach, Rush Creek defines the western edge of the domain. These assigned values
were determined by interpreting topographic maps at the upstream and downstream extents of these boundary
conditions to as certain head values based upon the elevations and evaluating the stability of the stage for the
Kishwaukee River. The bedrock, which houses the valley, rises steeply nearing the land surface as one travels
northward from the Kishwaukee River (Figure 1 and Figure 2). Since the exact flux between the bedrock and
the sediments in the valley is unknown, a constant-head boundary along the northern edge of the domain was
employed. To help establish the boundary conditions for the local model, an analytical element model was developed in GFLOW [27]. Analytical element models are often developed as screening models for a fast hydrologic analyses of an area [28] [29] or to provide boundary conditions and simulate the flow system for extraction
into a local three-dimensional model [30]. The GFLOW model simulated a contour representing the 239 m total
head contour running parallel to the northern valley, which is consistent with the results of Meyer et al. [14]; this
contour served as a constant-head value for the northern edge of the domain.

2.3. Model Setup
A groundwater flow model was constructed to understand the cumulative effects of the irrigation wells in this
region and how different climatic scenarios alter drawdown. The numerical model was established from the
conceptual model. Simulations were created to examine steady-state flow, assuming constant recharge and
steady-state withdrawal from the irrigation well(s). The initial model examined drawdown from one irrigation
well screened within Layer 3 (gravel) at a depth of 18 meters. The rate of withdrawal from the well was 3
m3/min, which is based upon pumping rates provided by farmers in the area.
The groundwater flow model was developed using MODFLOW [31]. Following the MODFLOW development, MODPATH [31] [32] was used to delineate capture zones for each respective well. Reverse particle
tracking was utilized for each individual well. After running the MODFLOW simulation, particles were assigned in a circular pattern around each well, and a reverse particle tracking analysis was computed. Particle
tracking analysis provides visualization of the travel route and point of origin for the water acquired by a well,
revealing their capture zones.
Layer elevations for the tops of the four units, described previously, were obtained from a regional-scale, 3-D
model of McHenry County [23]. These layers were imported from ESRI ArcGIS into Groundwater Vistas as
shape-files. Aquifer parameters and boundary conditions, as presented in the conceptual model, complete the
model development.

2.4. Calibration
Limited data exist to calibrate the model. One set of data is a pumping test conducted using the irrigation well
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and an observation well located 61 meters from the irrigation well. While limited, the data allowed for calibration and adjustment of the parameters. The constant-head values for the boundaries and K values for the layers
were each individually adjusted from their original values to best simulate baseline elevation head values at the
pumping well (Table 1). The northern reaches of the model where the bedrock rises steeply in elevation proved
the most difficult area to assign head elevations due to the geometry of the units; however, final placement and
values agreed with the regional GFLOW model and with the data from Meyer et al. [14]. Hydraulic conductivity
values were adjusted for all layers. The upper three layers were modified due to the heterogeneous nature of the
units, and therefore possible variation in conductivities. Changes made to the hydraulic conductivity values typically did not result in significant change in the simulated head. However, the lowermost unit was only slightly
adjusted in order to simulate very low flow. Once calibrated, MODPATH was applied to generate a visualization of the capture-zone for the irrigation well (Figure 3).

2.5. Scenarios
Following the initial model and calibration, six (6) additional scenarios were simulated in an attempt to understand the system’s response to pumping under different conditions. Well records indicate the presence of four
additional wells in the study area that are screened within the aquifer system. Locations of the wells were confirmed using Google Earth and identifying irrigation circles. The four (4) wells were added to the model domain.
Based upon the geology and core logs, we assumed that all wells located in the river valley are screened the
gravel zone, the most transmissive and productive zone, represented by Layer 3. The rate of pumping was assumed to be the same rate as the original irrigation well. Scenario 1 represents all five wells in the Kishwaukee
River Valley pumping at 3 m3/min under normal recharge conditions to represent the base conditions. The next
five scenarios were an attempt to model different degrees of drought conditions and were chosen to illustrate a
stepwise progression of conditions (Table 2). Each simulation included a progressive decrease in recharge by 10%
coupled with an increase in pumping rate by 10%. Historical stream gauge data for the Kishwaukee River
(USGS station 0538500 and USGS station 05438170) revealed that stream levels remain constant, even in times
of drought. Therefore, only the final simulation includes a lowering of the constant head boundary representing
the Kishwaukee River (0.15 meters lower) in conjunction with a 50% decrease in recharge and 50% increase in
pumping.

Figure 3. Model domain with Initial model results for the one irrigation well scenario. The results provide the simulated potentiometric surface and the capture zone.
Table 1. Initial and final values for model parameters.
Parameter

Initial Value

Final Value

Layer 1 Kx = Ky = Kz

3.0 × 10−4 m/s

1.2 × 10−3 m/s

Layer 2 Kx = Ky = Kz

3.5 × 10−3 m/s

5.8 × 10−3 m/s

Layer 3 Kx = Ky = Kz

3.5 × 10−2 m/s

1.16 × 10−2 m/s

Layer 4 Kx = Ky = Kz

3.0 × 10−8 m/s

1.0 × 10−7 m/s

Recharge

2.5 × 10−4 m/d

2.5 × 10−4 m/d
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Table 2. Recharge and rate of well pump age for the simulated scenarios.
Scenario

Recharge (m3/day)

Pumping Rate (m3/min per well)

1 (Initial—1 Well)

2.5 × 10−4

3

2 (6 Wells)

2.25 × 10−4

3.3

−4

3 (6 Wells)

2.0 × 10

3.6

4 (6 Wells)

1.75 × 10−4

3.9

5 (6 Wells)

1.5 × 10−4

4.2

6 (6 Wells)

1.25 × 10

−4

4.5

A statistical analysis of cell-by-cell head values between the model runs was completed. Each analysis compared the head levels in each cell of Scenario 1 (normal recharge and pumping rates) against the head levels of
the same cells in the subsequent Scenarios 2 through 6. Paired difference tests, with an α = 0.05, were used to
compare how the head values change between each individual scenario and Scenario 1.

3. Results and Discussion
Scenario 1 generated baseline head distribution and capture zone areas that were used for comparison with the
other scenarios (Figure 4 and Table 3). Compared to the initial simulation, one irrigation well, the Scenario 1
results are visually similar. Exception includes migration of the 237.75 m potentiometric surface contour to the
north and the eastward migration of the 238.75 contour. Movement of both lines is the result of the additional
pumping and decrease in elastic storage within the gravel aquifer. The five wells generated four capture zones:
West; Middle; and two East zones that represent the three eastern wells. While all wells draw water from the
northern boundary, the eastern two wells draw from the Kishwaukee River. In total, the wells capture water
from 1.55 km2.
Contours of the potentiometric surface and the capture zone delineations for each scenario provide additional
understanding of how the pumping regime could alter flow patterns in each modeled scenario. As the recharge
drops and pumping rates increase, more change is noticed in the contours. The potentiometric contours show
localized cones of depression around each well with upgradient migration of the equipotential lines. Scenario 1
shows more separation between capture zones of each respective well and a relatively small portion being drawn
from the Kishwaukee River. Beginning with Scenario 2, the capture zones for the three eastern wells merge. The
combined East zone increases in size and develops a larger contact area with the Kishwaukee River (Figure 4).
In regards to the capture zone analysis, the diminishing width of the surficial drift aquifer in the eastern area
of the model domain results in less water available to each well, therefore, they must draw more from the Kishwaukee River to meet the pumping demand. The cumulative effect of the higher concentration of wells in this
area increases the capture zone sizes (Table 4). Overall, capture zone area increases 32% from 1.55 km2 to 2.05
km2, which is smaller than the combined decrease in recharge and increase in pumping.
The results of the statistical analysis performed between model runs are represented in Table 3. The p-Value
can be compared between each different scenario to analyze whether or not the change in head values in these
cells is statistically significant. With Scenarios 2 and 3, the head values throughout the model are not statistically
different from in Scenario 1. Only when recharge is dropped 30% and pumping is increased 30% (Scenario 3) is
significant change witnessed, with the most recognizable changes occurring in the Scenario 6. The statistical
analysis supports the visual representation of the flow patterns.
Given the period and data available, the conditions modeled were considered appropriate. However, the simulations are not a perfect representation of actual conditions, specifically in regards to those simulating
drought and increased pumping. Typically, drought conditions show a decrease in precipitation, which in turn is
assumed to lead to an increase in pumping. This respective increase is difficult to quantify and therefore may not
be modeled in a manner most representative of actual conditions. Lastly, this simulation provides results for
steady-state conditions. It is difficult to determine then what the effects of extended drought and increased
pumping over longer time-steps will have on the shallow aquifer system.
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Table 3. Results of statistical analysis on head levels compared with Simulation 1.
Layer

T-Value

Degrees of Freedom

p-value Two-Tail

1

0.738

7410

0.461

2

0.740

7412

0.460

3

0.739

7412

0.460

4

0.747

7410

0.455

1

1.555

7410

0.120

2

1.559

7412

0.119

3

1.559

7412

0.119

4

1.466

7410

0.143

1

2.410

7410

<0.05

2

2.417

7412

<0.05

3

2.410

7412

<0.05

4

2.323

7410

<0.05

1

3.267

7410

<0.05

2

3.276

7412

<0.05

3

3.269

7412

<0.05

4

3.205

7410

<0.05

1

7.328

7410

<0.001

2

7.350

7412

<0.001

3

7.329

7412

<0.001

4

7.246

7410

<0.001

Scenario 1-2

Scenario 1-3

Scenario 1-4

Scenario 1-5

Scenario 1-6

Table 4. Capture zone areas.
Area (km2)
Scenario
West Well

Middle Well

Eastern 3 Wells (cumulative)

1 (Initial—1 Well)

0.07

0.13

1.35

2 (6 Wells)

0.07

0.15

1.52

3 (6 Wells)

0.08

0.16

1.63

4 (6 Wells)

0.08

0.17

1.67

5 (6 Wells)

0.08

0.18

1.75

6 (6 Wells)

0.09

0.19

1.77
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Figure 4. Potentiometric surfaces for Layer 2 for each of the six Scenarios with multiple wells. Capture zone are represented
by gray areas. p-values are representative of Layer 2. (a) Scenario 1; (b) Scenario 2; (c) Scenario 3; (d) Scenario 4; (e) Scenario 5; (f) Scenario 6.

4. Conclusions
The groundwater flow model can be an appropriate tool in assessing the impacts of high-capacity irrigation
wells in local unconfined aquifers of McHenry County. This project focused on the quantitative assessment of
these wells, and gave insight into the sustainability of the aquifer given the current conditions. However, this research also adds to the collective knowledge about unconfined, unconsolidated aquifer systems and anthropogenic impacts. Given the widespread nature of these aquifers throughout the Midwest and their prolific use, the
approach taken in this research project may be a simple and effective way to understand sustainable use in similar aquifers.
The groundwater flow model was developed to understand the singular and cumulative effect of high-capacity
irrigation wells located in the Kishwaukee River Valley, specifically wells screened and withdrawing from the
surficial drift aquifer. The results presented in Figure 4 show potentiometric surface contours and capture zones
for each respective model run. It is important to note that while there are noticeable changes in the contour patterns, the overall flow pattern is not significantly altered by the changes in recharge and pumping rates. Local
change in the contours is present around the wells, but does not extend to great lengths beyond their pivot radius.
More change can be seen on the eastern side of the model area as compared to the west. This is hypothesized to
be a result of the diminishing width of the surficial aquifer as it extends northward from the Kishwaukee River
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on the eastern side. The fact that the contours are not as altered on the west side is hypothesized to be the effect
of the confluence of the Kishwaukee River and Rush Creek.
The model and scenarios suggest: 1) the glacial materials within the valley allow for recharge and have
enough storage to accommodate changes of 20% in terms of recharge and pumping. 2) In the event of less recharge, the area should be able to accommodate current withdrawals, but even with greater withdrawals, little
impact on the aquifer will be observed. As the eastern wells draw from the Kishwaukee River, impacts may be
seen on river stage; however, that was not an objective of this model. The results of the scenario reveal the influences of using constant head conditions along the boundaries, as the constant head conditions dictate the distribution of the equipotential lines. Changes in the leakage, potential flow from the bedrock aquifer, would alter
the presented results and need to be considered in future work. As the scenarios only examined steady-state, the
study did no climate variability over multiple years and what cumulative effects could occur.
Overall, scenarios 4, 5, and 6 show a statistically significant difference in equipotential lines as compared to
Scenario 1. Although forecasts predict and increase in precipitation [2], a decrease in recharge [5] may occur as
more precipitation falls during the winter. Winter precipitation will not infiltrate and will runoff more easily.
The model shows the system is capable of sustaining a decrease in recharge of 20%, suggesting current policies
and practices are sustainable. Because of the county’s rapid population growth, however, ground-water withdrawals have increased. The need to accommodate future growth in population must be balanced with concerns
over resource conservation, environmental protection, and public health [20].
The growth in population has resulted in an increase in water usage; from 1980 to 1992, water use increased
about 27 percent (Kirk et al., 1982; Avery, 1999). With predicted population growth, Dziegielewski et al. (2004)
projected an increase in water demand of 20 percent between 2005 and 2025. Because Illinois has legal constraints on withdrawals from Lake Michigan (capped at 3200 cubic feet/second by the U.S. Supreme Court in
1967) and withdrawals from deep bedrock aquifers exceed estimated recharge rates, shallow bedrock and overlying sand and gravel aquifers are expected to be the main sources of water to meet increased demand. Groundwater withdrawn from these shallow aquifers can be replaced by natural processes at considerably higher rates
than is possible from deep bedrock aquifers [33], which may lead to increased municipal water withdrawals that
will impact the outcomes of the presented model.
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