
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 

MEETING MATERIALS 
 

May 7, 2014 
 

San Jacinto River Authority 
 
 





Region H Water Planning Group 

10:00 AM Wednesday 

May 7, 2014 

San Jacinto River Authority Office 

1577 Dam Site Rd, Conroe, Texas 

 

AGENDA 

1. Introductions. 

2. Review and approve minutes of February 5, 2014 meeting. 

3. Receive public comments on specific issues related to agenda items 4 through 14.  (Public 

comments limited to 3 minutes per speaker) 

4. Recognize and welcome Bech Bruun, Member of the Texas Water Development Board. 

5. Receive presentation from Nancy Richards regarding the status of Texas Water Development 

Board Funding Programs. 

6. Receive update from Senator Kip Averitt regarding the status of the Goldwater Project 

examining water conservation efforts in Region H. 

7. Receive update from Consultant Team regarding the schedule and milestones for the 

development of the 2016 Region H Regional Water Plan. 

8. Receive update from Consultant Team and Water Management Strategies Committee regarding 

the prioritization of water plan projects for use by the Texas Water Development Board in 

administering loan funding to implement water projects. 

9. Consider and take action on authorizing the Consultant Team to finalize and submit the draft 

TWDB prioritization scoring template for Region H water management strategies included in the 

2011 Regional Water Plan and authorize the Water Management Strategies Committee and 

consultant team to work to address comments received and develop final prioritization for 

Regional Water Planning Group approval. 

10. Authorize the consultant team to prepare and submit the required technical memorandum prior 

to August 1, 2014 to be ratified by the Regional Water Planning Group following submittal. 

11. Consider authorizing the request of additional funding for the study of water management 

strategies from the Texas Water Development Board. 

12. Receive update regarding the status of the Trinity and San Jacinto Rivers and Galveston Bay 
Stakeholder Committee. 

13. Receive update regarding the status of the Brazos River and Associated Bay and Estuary System 

Stakeholder Committee. 

14. Agency communications and general information. 

15. Receive public comments.  (Public comments limited to 3 minutes per speaker) 

16. Next Meeting:  August 6, 2014. 

17. Adjourn 



Persons with disabilities who plan to attend this meeting and would like to request auxiliary aids or 

services are requested to contact Jodi Chaney at (936) 588‐3111 at least three business days prior to the 

meeting so that appropriate arrangements can be made. 



Agenda Item 2 
 

Review and approve minutes of February 5th, 2014 meeting.  

 





MINUTES 
REGION H WATER PLANNING GROUP MEETING 

10:00 A.M. 
February 5, 2014 

SAN JACINTO RIVER AUTHORITY 
GENERAL AND ADMINISTRATION BUILDING 

1577 DAM SITE ROAD 
CONROE, TEXAS 

 
MEMBERS PRESENT:  David Bailey, John R. Bartos, John Blount, Robert Bruner, Mark Evans, Gene 
Fisseler, Bob Hebert, Art Henson, John Hofmann, Jace Houston, John Howard, Robert Istre, Kathy Jones, 
Gena Leathers, Marvin Marcell, James Morrison, Jimmie Schindewolf, William Teer, Pudge Willcox  
 
DESIGNATED ALTERNATES:  Lisa Lattu for Jun Chang, Ken Kramer for Carl Masterson, Michael Turco for 
Ronald Neighbors, Jim Sims for J. Kevin Ward 
 
MEMBERS ABSENT:  Steve Tyler 
 
NON-VOTING MEMBERS PRESENT:  Temple McKinnon, Melinda Silva, Scott Hall 
 
PRESIDING:  Judge Mark Evans, Chair 
 
CALL TO ORDER REGULAR MEETING AT 10:05 A.M. 
 
A quorum was present. 
 
INTRODUCTIONS 
 
Mr. Evans welcomed everyone and alternates were announced. 
 
REVIEW AND APPROVE MINUTES OF NOVEMBER 6, 2013 MEETING 
 
The minutes for the November 6, 2013, meeting were presented.  Motion was made by Mr. 
Schindewolf, seconded by Mr. Hoffman, to approve the minutes.  The motion carried unanimously. 
 
RECEIVE PUBLIC COMMENTS ON SPECIFIC ISSUES RELATED TO AGENDA ITEMS 4 THROUGH 10 
 
No public comments. 
 
RECEIVE REPORT ON RENEWAL OF ERRORS AND OMISSIONS POLICY FOR REGION H PLANNING GROUP 
MEMBERS 
 
Mr. Houston presented the annual insurance policy for renewal with an approximate amount due of 
$1,100.00.  No action required. 
 
RECEIVE UPDATE FROM CONSULTANT TEAM REGARDING THE SCHEDULE AND MILESTONES FOR THE 
DEVELOPMENT OF THE 2016 REGION H REGIONAL WATER PLAN 



Mr. Jason Afinowicz gave an update on TWDB’s revised planning schedule, pointing out key dates 
related to the schedule and action on project prioritization. 
 
03/18/14 – Water Management Strategies Committee Meeting for making the first cut prioritization 
05/07/14 – Region H Water Planning Group Meeting to review and approve before June 1st submittal  
06/01/14 – Deadline for Draft 2011 Project Prioritization to TWDB 
07/02/14 – Approval of Technical Memorandum 
08/01/14 – Deadline for Technical Memorandum to TWDB 
08/06/14 – Region H Water Planning Group Meeting – group can ratify Memorandum 
09/01/14 – Deadline for Final 2011 Project Prioritization to TWDB 
05/01/15 – Deadline for Initially Prepared Plan to TWDB 
11/02/15 – Deadline for Final Adopted Plan to TWDB 
 
RECEIVE UPDATE FROM CONSULTANT TEAM AND WATER MANAGEMENT STRATEGIES COMMITTEE 
REGARDING STATUS OF INVESTIGATION OF WATER SUPPLY ALTENATIVES FOR THE 2016 REGION H 
REGIONAL WATER PLAN 
 
Mr. Afinowicz gave an update from the Water Management Strategies Committee regarding the status 
of investigation on water supply alternatives with a summary report on Allens Creek Reservoir, Regional 
Return Flows, City of Houston Reuse, Brackish Groundwater Desalination, Lone Star Lake, and Irrigation 
Conservation.  Future strategy evaluations to come in the future.  Mr. Afinowicz reported additional 
funds are available for other strategies and proposals.  
  
RECEIVE UPDATE FROM CONSULTANT TEAM AND WATER MANAGEMENT STRATEGIES COMMITTEE 
REGARDING THE PRIORITIZATION OF WATER PLAN PROJECTS FOR USE BY THE TEXAS WATER 
DEVELOPMENT BOARD IN ADMINISTERING LOAN FUNDING TO IMPLEMENT WATER PROJECTS 
 
Mr. Afinowicz reviewed the timeline for the prioritization of projects in the 2011 and 2016 Water Plans 
stating that the draft was submitted and approved.  The submission deadline to TWDB is June 1, 2014, 
for the draft prioritization and September 1, 2014, for the final prioritization.   Currently, there are 829 
entries for Region H projects for the strategy committee to bring to the planning group.  The same 
process will be implemented for the 2016 plan.  One difference being that a written request from the 
project sponsor will be required.  Mr. Evans reiterated this is not required for the 2011 prioritization.   
 
Ms. Temple McKinnon reported the target goal for finalization of SWIFT rules for final publication is set 
for December 1, 2014.   
 
CONSIDER AND TAKE ACTION ON AUTHORIZING THE CONSULTANT TEAM TO COMPLETE THE DRAFT 
TWDB PRIORITIZATION SCORING TEMPLATE FOR REGION H WATER MANAGEMENT STRATEGIES 
INCLUDED IN THE 2011 REGIONAL WATER PLAN AND AUTHORIZING THE WATER MANAGEMENT 
STRATEGIES COMMITTEE TO REVIEW AND PROVIDE COMMENT ON THE DRAFT PRIORITIZATION 
 
Motion was made by Mr. Bartos, seconded by Mr. Kramer, to authorize the consultant team to 
complete the draft TWDB prioritization scoring template and authorize the Water Management 
Strategies Committee to review and provide comment on the draft prioritization.  The motion carried 
unanimously. 
 



CONSIDER AND TAKE ACTION AUTHORIZING THE SAN JACINTO RIVER AUTHORITY TO EXECUTE AN 
AGREEMENT WITH THE TEXAS WATER DEVELOPMENT BOARD FOR ADDITIONAL FUNDING AND SCOPE 
OF WORK RELATED TO PRIORITIZATION  OF PROJECTS IN THE 2011 REGIONAL WATER PLAN AND THE 
2016 REGIONAL WATER PLAN 
 
Motion made by Judge Henson, seconded by Judge Hebert, to authorize an agreement with the Texas 
Water Development Board for additional funding and scope of work related to prioritization of projects 
in the 2011 and 2016 regional water plan.  The motion carried unanimously. 
 
DISCUSS SCHEDULE FOR PLANNING GROUP EFFORTS AND MEETINGS FOR 2014 
 
Mr. Afinowicz gave an overview of upcoming meetings to include March 18, 2014, for the Water 
Management Strategies Committee.  Judge Evans offered an open invitation to other members not on 
the committee to attend.  Mr. Houston requested that other members wishing to attend contact him by 
email in the event a quorum is present.  A regular planning meeting is scheduled on May 7, 2014, and an 
approval will be needed by the members to authorize submission on behalf of the planning group.  
Judge Evans suggested that the board ratify the submission at the August 8, 2014, planning meeting.  
Mr. Afinowicz noted that the July meeting would no longer be needed.   
 
CONSIDER AND TAKE ACTION ON THE RESIGNATION OF HAROLD WALLACE AS A VOTING MEMBER OF 
THE REGION H WPG REPRESENTING WATER UTILITIES 
 
Motion was made by Judge Henson to accept the resignation of Mr. Harold Wallace, representing Water 
Utilities, seconded by Judge Hebert.  The motion carried unanimously.   
 
CONSIDER AND TAKE ACTION ON THE RESIGNATION OF GLYNNA LEIPER AS A VOTING MEMBER OF 
THE REGION H WPG REPRESENTING INDUSTRY 
 
Motion was made by Mr. Marcell to accept the resignation of Ms. Glynna Leiper, representing Industry 
seconded by Mr. Blount.  The motion carried unanimously.  Ms. Leiper’s resignation included her 
recommendation of Otis Dickinson.   
 
Mr. Marcell suggested a token of appreciation for the retiring members.  
  
Judge Evans stated that new officers would need to be elected.  The Nominations Committee will 
consider vacancies and meet by phone.  Judge Evans suggested any interested parties should submit a 
letter of interest stating their willingness to serve to Mr. Houston.  A deadline was set for March 31, 
2014, to give the Nominations Committee time to consider nominations. 
 
RECEIVE REPORT REGARDING RECENT AND UPCOMING ACTIVITIES RELATED TO COMMUNICATIONS 
AND OUTREACH EFFORTS ON BEHALF OF THE REGION H PLANNING GROUP 
 
Mr. Afinowicz reported presentations were made on water conservation at Houston Gulf Coast 
Irrigation Association on December 10th and at Gulf Coast Water Conservation Symposium on January 
23rd. 
 
AGENCY COMMUNICATIONS AND GENERAL INFORMATION 
 



Ms. McKinnon recapped the schedule, offering the website for tracking SWIFT activity, and their 
continued efforts in visiting around the region. 
 
RECEIVE PUBLIC COMMENTS 
 
Jill Savory, Fort Bend County resident, provided comments regarding water issues in Fort Bend County. 
 
NEXT MEETING 
 
May 7, 2014 
San Jacinto River Authority 
General & Administration 
1577 Dam Site Road 
Conroe, TX  77304 
 
ADJOURNED AT 11:15 A.M. 



Agenda Item 7 
 

Receive update from Consultant Team regarding the 
schedule and milestones for the development of the 2016 

Region H Regional Water Plan.

 





Schedule – Project Prioritization

Date Scheduled Events/Tasks

03/18/2014 WMS Committee Meeting

05/07/2014 RWPG Meeting

06/01/2014 DUE DATE:  RWPG Draft 2011 Project Prioritization to TWDB

09/01/2014 DUE DATE:  RWPG Final 2011 Project Prioritization to TWDB

03/01/2015 DUE DATE: Deadline for TWDB Adoption of Rules

11/02/2015 DUE DATE: RWPG 2016 RWP with Project Prioritization to TWDB

Schedule – Regional Plan

Date Scheduled Events/Tasks

02/05/2014 RWPG Meeting

05/07/2014 RWPG Meeting

08/01/2014 DUE DATE: Technical Memorandum to TWDB

08/06/2014
RWPG Meeting:
Review / Approve Chapters 1‐3
Approval of Technical Memorandum

11/5/2014
RWPG Meeting:
Review / Approve Chapter 4 and 7
Discuss Legislative Recommendations

01/07/2015
RWPG Meeting:
Review / Approve Chapters 5, 6, 8, 9, 10 (partial), and 11

04/01/2015
RWPG Meeting:
Review / Approve Initially Prepared Plan

05/01/2015 DUE DATE: Initially Prepared Plan to TWDB

Q2/Q3 2015
RWPG Meeting:
Review / Approve Final Plan

11/02/2015 DUE DATE: Final Adopted Plan to TWDB





Agenda Item 8 
 

Receive update from Consultant Team and Water 
Management Strategies Committee regarding the 

prioritization of water plan projects for use by the Texas 
Water Development Board in administering loan funding to 

implement water projects.  

 





RWP Project Prioritization Overview

• RWPGs must consider:

– Decade of need

– Feasibility

– Viability

– Sustainability

– Cost‐effectiveness

• Uniform standards 

• TWDB template

– 829 projects

– 13 criteria

Draft Prioritization Process

• Draft prioritization by consultant team

– Uniform Standards and TWDB template

– DB12 data

– 2011 RWP technical memoranda

– 2016 RWP survey and sponsor updates

• Review and comment by WMS Committee

• Recommendation for review by full RWPG



Draft Prioritization Results

• Complete List

• Short List

– Focus on infrastructure projects

– Remove zero‐cost strategies

– Remove contracts and reallocations

General Observations

• Largely objective process

• Large number of low‐cost strategies that perform well
– Conservation

– Expanded groundwater

• Regional transmission and distribution project score highly
– Regional water authorities

• Numerous projects that are required to make other 
projects work do not perform as well
– Luce Bayou

– Allens Creek



WMS Committee Concerns 

• Definition of project

• Lack of mechanism to screen projects already 
implemented or unlikely to apply for funding

• Lack of provision for key supply relationships

• Difficulty in scoring phased infrastructure projects

• How will results ultimately be used?





DRAFT 2011 RWP Project Prioritization:

Full List

FINAL 

SCORE 
MAXIMUM SCORES ‐‐‐> 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 100 10 5 5 30 250 10 5 15 150 5 100 1000.0

Recommended Water Management Strategy Name

1A

Online 

Decade

1B

Fundind 

Decade

Criteria 1 

Total 

Score

Weighted 

Criteria 1 

Total

2A

Supporting 

Data

2B

Rights

2C

Level of 

Planning

2D

Sponsor 

Request

Criteria 2 

Total Score

Weighted 

Criteria 2 

Total

3A

Start 

Decade 

Supply 

Factor

Converted 

Needs‐based 

score for 

Uniform 

Standard 3A

3B

2060 

Supply 

Factor

Converted 

Needs‐based 

score for 

Uniform 

Standard 3A

3C

Economic 

Feasibility

3D

Multiple 

WUG?

Criteria 3 

Total 

Score

Weighted 

Criteria 3 

Total

4A

Lifespan

4B

Change in 

Supply?

Criteria 4 

Total 

Score

Weighted 

Criteria 4 

Total

5A

Relative Unit 

Cost

Weighted 

Criteria 5 

Total Total

1 H802 H WEST HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY City of Houston to WHCRWA contract 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 100 10 0 5 25 208 10 5 15 150 5 100 958.3 1

2 H563 H NORTH FORT BEND WATER AUTHORITY NFBWA Groundwater Reduction Plan 10 10 20 400 5 5 8 5 23 92 100 10 100 10 0 5 25 208 10 5 15 150 5 100 950.3 2

3 H565 H NORTH FORT BEND WATER AUTHORITY NFBWA shared transmission line 10 10 20 400 5 5 8 5 23 92 100 10 100 10 0 5 25 208 10 5 15 150 5 100 950.3 2

4 H69 H CENTRAL HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY CHCRWA Groundwater Reduction Plan 10 10 20 400 5 5 8 5 23 92 100 10 100 10 0 5 25 208 10 5 15 150 5 100 950.3 2

5 H70 H CENTRAL HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY CHCRWA internal distribution 10 10 20 400 5 5 8 5 23 92 100 10 100 10 0 5 25 208 10 5 15 150 5 100 950.3 2

6 H71 H CENTRAL HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY CHCRWA transmission line 10 10 20 400 5 5 8 5 23 92 100 10 100 10 0 5 25 208 10 5 15 150 5 100 950.3 2

7 H807 H WEST HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY WHCRWA Groundwater Reduction Plan 10 10 20 400 5 5 8 5 23 92 100 10 100 10 0 5 25 208 10 5 15 150 5 100 950.3 2

8 H574 H NORTH HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY NHCRWA Groundwater Reduction Plan 10 10 20 400 3 5 8 5 21 84 100 10 100 10 0 5 25 208 10 5 15 150 5 100 942.3 8

9 H15 H BAYTOWN Municipal conservation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 4 80 938.3 9

10 H171 H DEER PARK Municipal conservation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 4 80 938.3 9

11 H626 H PECAN GROVE MUD #1 Municipal conservation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 4 80 938.3 9

12 H564 H NORTH FORT BEND WATER AUTHORITY NFBWA internal distribution 10 10 20 400 5 5 8 5 23 92 100 10 100 10 0 5 25 208 10 5 15 150 4 80 930.3 12

13 H579 H NORTH HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY NHCRWA transmission 2010 10 10 20 400 5 5 8 5 23 92 100 10 100 10 0 5 25 208 10 5 15 150 4 80 930.3 12

14 H580 H NORTH HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY NHCRWA transmission 2020 10 10 20 400 5 5 8 5 23 92 100 10 100 10 0 5 25 208 10 5 15 150 4 80 930.3 12

15 H581 H NORTH HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY NHCRWA transmission 2030 10 10 20 400 5 5 8 5 23 92 100 10 100 10 0 5 25 208 10 5 15 150 4 80 930.3 12

16 H809 H WEST HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY WHCRWA transmission line 10 10 20 400 5 5 8 5 23 92 100 10 100 10 0 5 25 208 10 5 15 150 4 80 930.3 12

17 H220 H FORT BEND COUNTY WCID #2 Fort Bend County WCID #2 Groundwater Reduction Plan 10 10 20 400 3 5 10 5 23 92 100 10 100 10 5 5 30 250 10 5 15 150 1 20 912.0 17

18 H379 H IRRIGATION, FORT BEND Irrigation conservation 10 10 20 400 5 5 1 5 16 64 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 3 13 130 5 100 902.3 18

19 H32 H BOLIVAR PENINSULAR SUD Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 898.3 19

20 H413 H LAKE LIVINGSTON WATER SUPPLY & SEWER SERVICE CO. Municipal conservation ‐ large water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 100 10 0 0 20 167 10 5 15 150 4 80 896.7 20

21 H456 H MANUFACTURING, MONTGOMERY SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 100 10 0 0 20 167 10 5 15 150 4 80 896.7 20

22 H487 H MINING, MONTGOMERY SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 100 10 0 0 20 167 10 5 15 150 4 80 896.7 20

23 H617 H PASADENA Municipal conservation ‐ large water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 100 10 0 0 20 167 10 5 15 150 4 80 896.7 20

24 H555 H NORMANGEE Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 46 5 5 0 20 163 10 5 15 150 4 80 893.2 24

25 H576 H NORTH HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY NHCRWA internal 2010 distribution 10 10 20 400 5 5 8 5 23 92 100 10 100 10 0 5 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 890.3 25

26 H577 H NORTH HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY NHCRWA internal 2020 distribution 10 10 20 400 5 5 8 5 23 92 100 10 100 10 0 5 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 890.3 25

27 H578 H NORTH HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY NHCRWA internal 2030 distribution 10 10 20 400 5 5 8 5 23 92 100 10 100 10 0 5 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 890.3 25

28 H425 H LONGHORN TOWN UD City of Houston Groundwater Reduction Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 93 9 97 10 5 0 24 200 10 5 15 150 2 40 889.9 28

29 H342 H HILLCREST Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 88 9 5 0 24 198 10 5 15 150 4 80 887.9 29

30 H183 H EL DORADO UD City of Houston Groundwater Reduction Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 94 9 93 9 5 0 24 197 10 5 15 150 2 40 887.0 30

31 H352 H HOUSTON City of Houston distribution expansion 8 10 18 360 5 5 2 5 17 68 100 10 100 10 0 5 25 208 10 5 15 150 5 100 886.3 31

32 H377 H IRRIGATION, CHAMBERS Irrigation conservation 10 10 20 400 5 5 1 5 16 64 89 9 87 9 5 0 23 188 10 3 13 130 5 100 881.8 32

33 H827 H WOODBRANCH SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 87 9 93 9 0 0 18 150 10 5 15 150 4 80 879.7 33

34 H532 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY UD #2 SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 87 9 92 9 0 0 18 149 10 5 15 150 4 80 879.4 34

35 H620 H PATTON VILLAGE SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 86 9 93 9 0 0 18 149 10 5 15 150 4 80 879.3 35

36 H545 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY WCID #1 SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 86 9 92 9 0 0 18 148 10 5 15 150 4 80 878.2 36

37 H308 H HARRIS COUNTY UD #14 City of Houston Groundwater Reduction Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 82 8 93 9 5 0 23 188 10 5 15 150 2 40 877.6 37

38 H265 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #11 City of Houston Groundwater Reduction Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 82 8 93 9 5 0 23 188 10 5 15 150 2 40 877.5 38

39 H242 H GREEN TRAILS MUD City of Houston Groundwater Reduction Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 81 8 93 9 5 0 22 187 10 5 15 150 2 40 877.4 39

40 H310 H HARRIS COUNTY UD #15 City of Houston Groundwater Reduction Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 81 8 93 9 5 0 22 187 10 5 15 150 2 40 877.2 40

41 H556 H NORTH BELT UD City of Houston Groundwater Reduction Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 81 8 93 9 5 0 22 186 10 5 15 150 2 40 876.4 41

42 H828 H WOODCREEK MUD City of Houston Groundwater Reduction Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 80 8 93 9 5 0 22 186 10 5 15 150 2 40 876.2 42

43 H277 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #154 City of Houston Groundwater Reduction Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 80 8 93 9 5 0 22 186 10 5 15 150 2 40 876.1 43

44 H275 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #153 City of Houston Groundwater Reduction Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 80 8 93 9 5 0 22 186 10 5 15 150 2 40 876.1 44

45 H284 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #189 City of Houston Groundwater Reduction Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 80 8 93 9 5 0 22 186 10 5 15 150 2 40 875.9 45

46 H731 H SPLENDORA SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 87 9 88 9 0 0 18 146 10 5 15 150 4 80 875.9 46

47 H568 H NORTH GREEN MUD City of Houston Groundwater Reduction Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 80 8 93 9 5 0 22 185 10 5 15 150 2 40 875.4 47

48 H359 H HOUSTON Municipal conservation ‐ large water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 74 7 0 0 17 145 10 5 15 150 4 80 875.1 48

49 H648 H POINT AQUARIUS MUD SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 86 9 83 8 0 0 17 140 10 5 15 150 4 80 870.5 49

50 H432 H MAGNOLIA SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 83 8 85 9 0 0 17 140 10 5 15 150 4 80 870.5 50

51 H551 H NEW CANEY MUD SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 78 8 86 9 0 0 16 137 10 5 15 150 4 80 866.7 51

52 H615 H PASADENA City of Houston to City of Pasadena contract 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 45 4 45 4 0 5 14 116 10 5 15 150 5 100 866.3 52

53 H804 H WEST HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 10 1 0 5 16 133 10 5 15 150 4 80 863.1 53

54 H573 H NORTH HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 9 1 0 5 16 133 10 5 15 150 4 80 862.5 54

55 H378 H IRRIGATION, CHAMBERS Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 75 8 76 8 5 0 20 168 10 5 15 150 5 100 861.7 55

56 H165 H DAISETTA Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 56 6 5 0 21 171 10 5 15 150 4 80 861.3 56

57 H384 H IRRIGATION, LIBERTY Irrigation conservation 10 10 20 400 5 5 1 5 16 64 100 10 100 10 0 0 20 167 10 3 13 130 5 100 860.7 57

58 H553 H NEW WAVERLY Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 76 8 76 8 5 0 20 169 10 5 15 150 4 80 859.1 58

59 H627 H PECAN GROVE MUD #1 Pecan Grove Groundwater Reduction Plan 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 0 0 858.3 59

60 H696 H SEALY City of Sealy groundwater treatment expansion 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 0 0 858.3 59

61 H697 H SEALY Expanded use of groundwater 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 0 0 858.3 59

62 H558 H NORTH CHANNEL WATER AUTHORITY City of Houston to NCWA contract 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 39 4 41 4 0 5 13 108 10 5 15 150 5 100 858.3 62

63 H664 H RICHMOND‐ROSENBERG Cities of Richmond‐Rosenberg GRP ‐ West Fort Bend SWTP 10 10 20 400 5 5 8 5 23 92 100 10 100 10 0 5 25 208 10 5 15 150 0 0 850.3 63

64 H808 H WEST HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY WHCRWA internal distribution 10 10 20 400 5 5 8 5 23 92 100 10 100 10 0 5 25 208 10 5 15 150 0 0 850.3 63

65 H803 H WEST HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY Contract with WHCRWA 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 78 8 0 5 23 190 10 0 10 100 5 100 850.2 65

66 H129 H COUNTY‐OTHER, LEON Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 0 10 100 4 80 848.3 66

67 H356 H HOUSTON City of Houston treatment expansion 10 10 20 400 5 5 2 5 17 68 100 10 100 10 0 5 25 208 10 5 15 150 1 20 846.3 67

68 H419 H LIBERTY Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 82 8 5 0 23 193 10 5 15 150 2 40 842.9 68

69 H90 H CLUTE Municipal conservation ‐ large water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 32 3 0 0 13 110 10 5 15 150 4 80 840.3 69

70 H370 H HUNTSVILLE City of Huntsville water treatment plant 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 3 13 130 0 0 838.3 70

71 H167 H DANBURY Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 28 3 5 0 18 148 10 5 15 150 4 80 838.1 71

72 H77 H CHAMBERS‐LIBERTY COUNTIES NAVIGATION DISTRICT CLCND West Chambers System 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 89 9 86 9 0 5 23 188 10 5 15 150 0 0 837.7 72

73 H358 H HOUSTON Luce Bayou transfer 8 10 18 360 5 5 9 5 24 96 98 10 78 8 0 5 23 189 10 5 15 150 2 40 834.6 73

74 H9 H ARCOLA NFBWA Groundwater Reduction Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 82 8 92 9 0 0 17 145 10 5 15 150 2 40 834.5 74

75 H585 H NORTHWEST HARRIS COUNTY MUD #23 NHCRWA Groundwater Reduction Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 80 8 93 9 0 0 17 144 10 5 15 150 2 40 834.4 75

76 H274 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #152 WHCRWA Groundwater Reduction Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 80 8 93 9 0 0 17 144 10 5 15 150 2 40 834.4 76

77 H270 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #132 WHCRWA Groundwater Reduction Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 80 8 93 9 0 0 17 144 10 5 15 150 2 40 834.3 77

78 H283 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #180 WHCRWA Groundwater Reduction Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 80 8 93 9 0 0 17 144 10 5 15 150 2 40 834.2 78

79 H784 H TOMBALL NHCRWA Groundwater Reduction Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 79 8 93 9 0 0 17 143 10 5 15 150 2 40 833.1 79

80 H398 H KATY WHCRWA Groundwater Reduction Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 79 8 93 9 0 0 17 143 10 5 15 150 2 40 833.0 80

81 H133 H COUNTY‐OTHER, MADISON Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 86 9 35 4 5 0 17 143 10 5 15 150 4 80 832.9 81

82 H805 H WEST HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 39 4 0 5 19 158 10 5 15 150 4 80 831.5 82
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83 H719 H SOUTHSIDE PLACE Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 21 2 0 0 12 101 10 5 15 150 4 80 831.2 83

84 H234 H GALENA PARK Municipal conservation ‐ large water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 78 8 42 4 0 0 12 100 10 5 15 150 4 80 829.8 84

85 H43 H BRAZOS RIVER AUTHORITY BRA to City of Sugar Land contract 8 8 16 320 3 5 10 5 23 92 72 7 79 8 0 5 20 167 10 5 15 150 5 100 829.0 85

86 H762 H SUGAR LAND BRA to City of Sugar Land contract 8 8 16 320 3 5 10 5 23 92 72 7 79 8 0 5 20 167 10 5 15 150 5 100 829.0 85

87 H394 H JERSEY VILLAGE NHCRWA Groundwater Reduction Plan participation 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 76 8 90 9 0 0 17 139 10 5 15 150 4 80 828.5 87

88 H780 H THE WOODLANDS SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 53 5 0 0 15 128 10 0 10 100 5 100 827.9 88

89 H683 H ROSENBERG Municipal conservation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 17 2 0 0 12 97 10 5 15 150 4 80 827.5 89

90 H267 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #119 INWOOD NORTH City of Houston Groundwater Reduction Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 80 8 93 9 5 0 22 186 10 0 10 100 2 40 825.6 90

91 H463 H MASON CREEK UD City of Houston Groundwater Reduction Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 80 8 93 9 5 0 22 186 10 0 10 100 2 40 825.6 91

92 H315 H HARRIS COUNTY WCID #133 City of Houston Groundwater Reduction Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 80 8 93 9 5 0 22 186 10 0 10 100 2 40 825.6 92

93 H800 H WEST HARRIS COUNTY MUD #6 City of Houston Groundwater Reduction Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 80 8 93 9 5 0 22 185 10 0 10 100 2 40 825.4 93

94 H494 H MISSOURI CITY Municipal conservation ‐ large water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 13 1 0 0 11 94 10 5 15 150 4 80 824.4 94

95 H586 H NORTHWEST PARK MUD City of Houston Groundwater Reduction Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 78 8 92 9 5 0 22 184 10 0 10 100 2 40 823.6 95

96 H205 H FORT BEND COUNTY MUD #23 Municipal conservation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 12 1 0 0 11 93 10 5 15 150 4 80 823.0 96

97 H662 H RICHMOND Municipal conservation 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 59 6 0 0 16 133 10 5 15 150 4 80 822.8 97

98 H14 H BAYTOWN Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 822.3 98

99 H164 H DAISETTA Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 822.3 98

100 H168 H DAYTON Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 822.3 98

101 H251 H HARDIN Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 822.3 98

102 H253 H HARDIN WSC Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 822.3 98

103 H3 H AMES Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 822.3 98

104 H405 H KENEFICK Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 822.3 98

105 H418 H LIBERTY Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 822.3 98

106 H453 H MANUFACTURING, LIBERTY Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 822.3 98

107 H467 H MERCY WSC Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 822.3 98

108 H485 H MINING, LIBERTY Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 822.3 98

109 H643 H PLUM GROVE Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 822.3 98

110 H759 H STEAM ELECTRIC POWER, LIBERTY Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 822.3 98

111 H798 H WEST HARDIN WSC Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 822.3 98

112 H86 H CLEVELAND Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 822.3 98

113 H624 H PEARLAND Municipal conservation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 10 1 0 0 11 91 10 5 15 150 4 80 821.3 113

114 H653 H PORTER WSC SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 85 9 91 9 0 0 18 147 10 5 15 150 4 80 821.0 114

115 H793 H WALLER Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 9 1 0 0 11 91 10 5 15 150 4 80 821.0 115

116 H236 H GALVESTON Contract with City of Galveston 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 100 10 100 10 0 0 20 167 10 5 15 150 4 80 820.7 116

117 H8 H ARCOLA Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 8 1 0 0 11 90 10 5 15 150 4 80 820.1 117

118 H208 H FORT BEND COUNTY MUD #25 Municipal conservation ‐ large water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 8 1 0 0 11 90 10 5 15 150 4 80 819.9 118

119 H60 H BUFFALO Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 58 6 47 5 5 0 16 129 10 5 15 150 4 80 819.3 119

120 H230 H FULSHEAR Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 7 1 0 0 11 89 10 5 15 150 4 80 819.2 120

121 H219 H FORT BEND COUNTY MUD #81 Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 7 1 0 0 11 89 10 5 15 150 4 80 819.2 121

122 H119 H COUNTY‐OTHER, FORT BEND Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 6 1 0 0 11 88 10 5 15 150 4 80 818.1 122

123 H681 H ROMAN FOREST SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 73 7 80 8 0 0 15 127 10 5 15 150 2 40 817.2 123

124 H796 H WALLIS Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 69 7 33 3 5 0 15 127 10 5 15 150 4 80 816.7 124

125 H298 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #50 Harris County MUD #50 water treatment plant 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 100 10 0 0 20 167 10 5 15 150 0 0 816.7 125

126 H412 H LAKE LIVINGSTON WATER SUPPLY & SEWER SERVICE CO. LLWSSSC surface water project 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 100 10 0 0 20 167 10 3 13 130 1 20 816.7 125

127 H621 H PEARLAND City of Pearland surface water treatment plant 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 100 10 0 0 20 167 10 5 15 150 0 0 816.7 125

128 H87 H CLEVELAND Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 48 5 5 0 20 165 10 5 15 150 2 40 815.3 128

129 H744 H STAGECOACH SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 87 9 82 8 0 0 17 140 10 5 15 150 4 80 814.3 129

130 H421 H LIVESTOCK, BRAZORIA New groundwater wells for livestock 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 68 7 100 10 0 0 17 140 10 5 15 150 5 100 813.6 130

131 H158 H CRYSTAL SPRNGS WATER COMPANY SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 81 8 85 9 0 0 17 138 10 5 15 150 4 80 812.4 131

132 H428 H MADISONVILLE Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 43 4 5 0 19 160 10 5 15 150 2 40 810.4 132

133 H105 H COUNTY‐OTHER, AUSTIN Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 66 7 29 3 5 0 14 120 10 5 15 150 4 80 810.2 133

134 H492 H MISSOURI CITY Contract with City of Missouri City 8 10 18 360 3 5 1 5 14 56 100 10 73 7 0 0 17 144 10 5 15 150 5 100 810.2 134

135 H97 H CONROE SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 52 5 0 0 15 126 10 0 10 100 4 80 806.4 135

136 H372 H IOWA COLONY Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 70 7 19 2 5 0 14 116 10 5 15 150 4 80 805.6 136

137 H104 H COUNTY‐OTHER, AUSTIN Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 137

138 H13 H BAYOU VISTA Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 137

139 H132 H COUNTY‐OTHER, MADISON Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 137

140 H150 H CROSBY MUD Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 137

141 H22 H BEASLEY Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 137

142 H228 H FRIENDSWOOD Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 137

143 H238 H GALVESTON COUNTY MUD #1 Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 137

144 H28 H BELLVILLE Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 137

145 H392 H JAMAICA BEACH Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 137

146 H403 H KENDLETON Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 137

147 H407 H LA PORTE Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 137

148 H427 H MADISONVILLE Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 137

149 H433 H MANUFACTURING, AUSTIN Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 137

150 H446 H MANUFACTURING, GALVESTON Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 137

151 H452 H MANUFACTURING, LEON Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 137

152 H454 H MANUFACTURING, MADISON Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 137

153 H457 H MANUFACTURING, SAN JACINTO Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 137

154 H458 H MANUFACTURING, WALKER Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 137

155 H459 H MANUFACTURING, WALLER Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 137

156 H469 H MINING, AUSTIN Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 137

157 H488 H MINING, POLK Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 137

158 H546 H NEEDVILLE Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 137

159 H598 H ONALASKA Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 137

160 H600 H ONALASKA WSC Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 137

161 H628 H PINE ISLAND Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 137

162 H649 H POINT BLANK Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 137

163 H654 H PRAIRIE VIEW Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 137
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164 H684 H SAN FELIPE Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 137

165 H689 H SAN JACINTO WSC Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 137

166 H704 H SHEPHERD Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 137

167 H706 H SHOREACRES Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 137

168 H711 H SOUTH HOUSTON Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 137

169 H790 H WALKER COUNTY RURAL WSC Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 137

170 H795 H WALLIS Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 137

171 H797 H WEBSTER Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 137

172 H81 H CLEAR BROOK CITY MUD WOODMEADOWS Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 137

173 H91 H COLDSPRING Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 137

174 H72 H CENTRAL HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY City of Houston to CHCRWA contract 8 8 16 320 5 0 2 5 12 48 83 8 88 9 0 5 22 184 10 5 15 150 5 100 802.1 174

175 H68 H CENTERVILLE Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 79 8 65 6 5 0 19 161 10 0 10 100 4 80 801.1 175

176 H10 H BACLIFF MUD Contract with GCWA 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 0 0 20 167 10 5 15 150 4 80 800.7 176

177 H690 H SAN LEON MUD Contract with GCWA 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 0 0 20 167 10 5 15 150 4 80 800.7 176

178 H775 H TEXAS CITY Contract with GCWA 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 0 0 20 167 10 5 15 150 4 80 800.7 176

179 H7 H ANGLETON Municipal conservation ‐ large water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 51 5 33 3 0 0 8 70 10 5 15 150 4 80 800.2 179

180 H774 H SWEENY Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 30 3 5 0 18 150 10 5 15 150 2 40 799.8 180

181 H2 H ALVIN Municipal conservation ‐ large water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 30 3 0 0 13 108 10 5 15 150 4 80 798.1 181

182 H11 H BAILEY'S PRAIRIE Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 94 9 5 0 24 203 10 5 15 150 2 40 797.4 182

183 H571 H NORTH HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY City of Houston to NHCRWA contract 8 8 16 320 3 0 2 5 10 40 92 9 80 8 0 5 22 185 10 5 15 150 5 100 795.2 183

184 H144 H COUNTY‐OTHER, SAN JACINTO Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 51 5 24 2 5 0 13 104 10 5 15 150 4 80 794.2 184

185 H709 H SIMONTON Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 90 9 5 0 24 200 10 5 15 150 2 40 794.1 185

186 H311 H HARRIS COUNTY UD #15 Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 19 2 7 1 5 0 8 63 10 5 15 150 4 80 792.8 186

187 H243 H GREEN TRAILS MUD Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 19 2 7 1 5 0 8 63 10 5 15 150 4 80 792.6 187

188 H266 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #11 Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 18 2 7 1 5 0 7 62 10 5 15 150 4 80 792.5 188

189 H309 H HARRIS COUNTY UD #14 Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 18 2 7 1 5 0 7 62 10 5 15 150 4 80 792.4 189

190 H130 H COUNTY‐OTHER, LIBERTY Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 71 7 92 9 5 0 21 178 10 5 15 150 2 40 791.6 190

191 H763 H SUGAR LAND City of Sugar Land Groundwater Reduction Plan 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 19 2 0 5 17 141 10 5 15 150 0 0 791.0 191

192 H764 H SUGAR LAND City of Sugar Land Groundwater Reduction Plan ‐ reuse 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 19 2 0 5 17 141 10 5 15 150 0 0 791.0 191

193 H489 H MISSOURI CITY City of Missouri City Groundwater Reduction Plan 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 18 2 0 5 17 140 10 5 15 150 0 0 790.0 193

194 H490 H MISSOURI CITY City of Missouri City Groundwater Reduction Plan ‐ ASR 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 18 2 0 5 17 140 10 5 15 150 0 0 790.0 193

195 H491 H MISSOURI CITY City of Missouri City Groundwater Reduction Plan ‐ reuse 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 18 2 0 5 17 140 10 5 15 150 0 0 790.0 193

196 H148 H COUNTY‐OTHER, WALLER Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 88 9 96 10 5 0 23 195 10 5 15 150 2 40 789.2 196

197 H58 H BROOKSIDE VILLAGE Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 53 5 16 2 5 0 12 99 10 5 15 150 4 80 789.1 197

198 H650 H POINT BLANK Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 45 5 22 2 5 0 12 98 10 5 15 150 4 80 788.1 198

199 H396 H JEWETT Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 37 4 29 3 5 0 12 97 10 5 15 150 4 80 786.7 199

200 H812 H WEST UNIVERSITY PL. Municipal conservation ‐ large water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 46 5 19 2 0 0 7 54 10 5 15 150 4 80 784.4 200

201 H272 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #151 WHCRWA Groundwater Reduction Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 80 8 93 9 0 0 17 144 10 0 10 100 2 40 783.8 201

202 H293 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #46 WHCRWA Groundwater Reduction Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 80 8 93 9 0 0 17 144 10 0 10 100 2 40 783.8 202

203 H603 H ORBIT SYSTEMS INC Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 12 1 0 0 11 94 10 5 15 150 2 40 783.7 203

204 H92 H COLDSPRING Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 43 4 19 2 5 0 11 94 10 5 15 150 4 80 783.6 204

205 H772 H SURFSIDE BEACH Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 48 5 15 1 5 0 11 93 10 5 15 150 4 80 783.5 205

206 H23 H BEASLEY Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 50 5 11 1 5 0 11 93 10 5 15 150 4 80 782.6 206

207 H786 H TRAIL OF THE LAKES MUD WHCRWA Groundwater Reduction Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 79 8 92 9 0 0 17 142 10 0 10 100 2 40 782.4 207

208 H707 H SIENNA PLANTATION MUD #2 Contract with City of Missouri City 8 10 18 360 3 0 1 5 9 36 87 9 100 10 0 0 19 156 10 5 15 150 4 80 782.1 208

209 H252 H HARDIN Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 47 5 13 1 5 0 11 92 10 5 15 150 4 80 782.1 209

210 H708 H SIENNA PLANTATION MUD #2 Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 10 1 0 0 11 92 10 5 15 150 2 40 781.6 210

211 H131 H COUNTY‐OTHER, LIBERTY Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 47 5 13 1 5 0 11 92 10 5 15 150 4 80 781.6 211

212 H74 H CENTRAL HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY Contract with CHCRWA 8 10 18 360 5 5 2 5 17 68 37 4 60 6 0 5 15 123 10 5 15 150 4 80 780.9 212

213 H237 H GALVESTON GCWA to City of Galveston contract 8 8 16 320 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 0 0 20 167 10 5 15 150 5 100 780.7 213

214 H426 H LONGHORN TOWN UD Municipal conservation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 7 1 3 0 5 0 6 50 10 5 15 150 4 80 780.1 214

215 H685 H SAN FELIPE Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 38 4 19 2 5 0 11 89 10 5 15 150 4 80 779.4 215

216 H655 H PRAIRIE VIEW Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 88 9 17 2 5 0 16 129 10 5 15 150 2 40 779.3 216

217 H37 H BRAZORIA COUNTY MUD #3 Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 81 8 91 9 5 0 22 185 10 5 15 150 2 40 779.0 217

218 H33 H BRAZORIA COUNTY MUD #1 Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 81 8 91 9 5 0 22 185 10 5 15 150 2 40 778.9 218

219 H339 H HEMPSTEAD Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 79 8 92 9 5 0 22 184 10 5 15 150 2 40 778.4 219

220 H35 H BRAZORIA COUNTY MUD #2 Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 80 8 91 9 5 0 22 184 10 5 15 150 2 40 778.3 220

221 H705 H SHEPHERD Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 37 4 18 2 5 0 11 88 10 5 15 150 4 80 777.9 221

222 H381 H IRRIGATION, GALVESTON Contract with GCWA 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 74 7 74 7 0 0 15 123 10 5 15 150 5 100 777.2 222

223 H399 H KEMAH Contract with GCWA 8 10 18 360 3 0 1 5 9 36 90 9 90 9 0 0 18 150 10 5 15 150 4 80 776.5 223

224 H4 H AMES Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 41 4 12 1 5 0 10 86 10 5 15 150 4 80 776.1 224

225 H149 H COUNTY‐OTHER, WALLER Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 41 4 11 1 5 0 10 85 10 5 15 150 4 80 774.8 225

226 H344 H HILSHIRE VILLAGE Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 67 7 34 3 0 0 10 84 10 5 15 150 4 80 774.3 226

227 H468 H MERCY WSC Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 34 3 15 1 5 0 10 83 10 5 15 150 4 80 772.5 227

228 H126 H COUNTY‐OTHER, HARRIS Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 17 2 0 0 12 98 10 5 15 150 4 80 771.7 228

229 H254 H HARDIN WSC Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 36 4 11 1 5 0 10 81 10 5 15 150 4 80 771.5 229

230 H408 H LAKE JACKSON Contract with Brazosport Water Authority 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 0 6 24 74 7 66 7 0 0 14 117 10 5 15 150 4 80 771.1 230

231 H103 H CONSUMERS WATER INC SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 19 2 30 3 0 0 5 41 10 5 15 150 4 80 770.6 231

232 H55 H BROOKSHIRE Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 71 7 91 9 5 0 21 177 10 5 15 150 2 40 770.5 232

233 H789 H VARNER CREEK UD Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 35 3 12 1 5 0 10 80 10 5 15 150 4 80 770.4 233

234 H642 H PLEAK Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 36 4 10 1 5 0 10 80 10 5 15 150 4 80 770.2 234

235 H363 H HUMBLE Contract with City of Houston 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 61 6 78 8 0 0 14 116 10 5 15 150 5 100 769.9 235

236 H385 H IRRIGATION, LIBERTY Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 56 6 35 3 0 0 9 76 10 5 15 150 5 100 769.8 236

237 H599 H ONALASKA Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 33 3 13 1 5 0 10 80 10 5 15 150 4 80 769.8 237

238 H198 H FORT BEND COUNTY MUD #108 Contract with City of Sugar Land 8 10 18 360 3 0 1 5 9 36 82 8 91 9 0 0 17 144 10 5 15 150 4 80 769.7 238

239 H562 H NORTH FORT BEND WATER AUTHORITY Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 36 4 10 1 0 5 10 80 10 5 15 150 4 80 769.5 239

240 H216 H FORT BEND COUNTY MUD #69 Contract with City of Sugar Land 8 10 18 360 3 0 1 5 9 36 81 8 91 9 0 0 17 143 10 5 15 150 4 80 769.5 240

241 H465 H MEADOWS Contract with Fort Bend County WCID #2 8 10 18 360 3 0 1 5 9 36 80 8 92 9 0 0 17 143 10 5 15 150 4 80 769.0 241

242 H175 H DICKINSON Municipal conservation ‐ large water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 29 3 18 2 0 0 5 39 10 5 15 150 4 80 768.9 242

243 H406 H KENEFICK Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 33 3 11 1 5 0 9 79 10 5 15 150 4 80 768.8 243

244 H572 H NORTH HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY Contract with NHCRWA 8 10 18 360 5 5 2 5 17 68 92 9 26 3 0 5 17 141 10 0 10 100 5 100 768.7 244
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245 H414 H LEAGUE CITY Contract with GCWA 8 10 18 360 3 0 1 5 9 36 85 9 86 9 0 0 17 142 10 5 15 150 4 80 768.5 245

246 H201 H FORT BEND COUNTY MUD #111 Contract with City of Sugar Land 8 10 18 360 3 0 1 5 9 36 80 8 90 9 0 0 17 142 10 5 15 150 4 80 768.2 246

247 H727 H SOUTHWEST UTILITIES SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 15 2 31 3 0 0 5 38 10 5 15 150 4 80 768.0 247

248 H210 H FORT BEND COUNTY MUD #67 Contract with City of Sugar Land 8 10 18 360 3 0 1 5 9 36 80 8 90 9 0 0 17 142 10 5 15 150 4 80 768.0 248

249 H323 H HARRIS COUNTY WCID #36 Municipal conservation ‐ large water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 31 3 15 1 0 0 5 38 10 5 15 150 4 80 768.0 249

250 H213 H FORT BEND COUNTY MUD #68 Contract with City of Sugar Land 8 10 18 360 3 0 1 5 9 36 80 8 90 9 0 0 17 142 10 5 15 150 4 80 767.7 250

251 H799 H WEST HARDIN WSC Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 33 3 9 1 5 0 9 77 10 5 15 150 4 80 766.8 251

252 H373 H IRRIGATION, BRAZORIA Brazoria County interruptible supplies for irrigation 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 95 10 75 8 0 0 17 142 10 0 10 100 5 100 766.1 252

253 H686 H SAN JACINTO RIVER AUTHORITY City of Houston to SJRA contract 8 8 16 320 5 5 10 5 25 100 86 9 38 4 0 5 17 145 10 0 10 100 5 100 765.1 253

254 H256 H HARRIS COUNTY FWSD #47 Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 50 5 100 10 0 0 15 125 10 0 10 100 2 40 765.0 254

255 H319 H HARRIS COUNTY WCID #21 Municipal conservation ‐ large water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 25 2 17 2 0 0 4 35 10 5 15 150 4 80 764.9 255

256 H769 H SUNBELT FWSD Municipal conservation ‐ large water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 33 3 8 1 0 0 4 34 10 5 15 150 4 80 764.2 256

257 H766 H SUGAR LAND Municipal conservation ‐ large water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 49 5 0 0 15 124 10 0 10 100 4 80 764.0 257

258 H644 H PLUM GROVE Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 29 3 10 1 5 0 9 74 10 5 15 150 4 80 763.9 258

259 H641 H PLEAK Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 64 6 90 9 5 0 20 170 10 5 15 150 2 40 763.8 259

260 H788 H VARNER CREEK UD Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 65 7 88 9 5 0 20 170 10 5 15 150 2 40 763.6 260

261 H313 H HARRIS COUNTY WCID #1 Municipal conservation ‐ large water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 74 7 14 1 0 0 9 73 10 5 15 150 4 80 763.4 261

262 H357 H HOUSTON Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 30 3 0 0 13 108 10 5 15 150 5 100 762.4 262

263 H519 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY MUD #8 Montgomery MUD #8/9 indirect reuse 10 10 20 400 3 3 5 5 16 64 71 7 57 6 0 5 18 148 10 5 15 150 0 0 762.3 263

264 H526 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY MUD #9 Montgomery MUD #8/9 indirect reuse 10 10 20 400 3 3 5 5 16 64 71 7 57 6 0 5 18 148 10 5 15 150 0 0 762.3 263

265 H24 H BELLAIRE Contract with City of Houston 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 59 6 71 7 0 0 13 108 10 5 15 150 5 100 762.2 265

266 H629 H PINE ISLAND Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 28 3 9 1 5 0 9 72 10 5 15 150 4 80 762.2 266

267 H714 H SOUTHERN MONTGOMERY COUNTY MUD Municipal conservation ‐ large water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 28 3 10 1 0 0 4 31 10 5 15 150 4 80 761.4 267

268 H248 H H M W SUD Municipal conservation ‐ large water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 28 3 10 1 0 0 4 31 10 5 15 150 4 80 761.3 268

269 H692 H SEABROOK Contract with City of Pasadena 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 58 6 71 7 0 0 13 107 10 5 15 150 5 100 761.0 269

270 H96 H CONROE Municipal conservation ‐ large water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 28 3 10 1 0 0 4 31 10 5 15 150 4 80 761.0 270

271 H138 H COUNTY‐OTHER, MONTGOMERY SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 90 9 7 1 0 0 10 81 10 0 10 100 4 80 760.8 271

272 H606 H OYSTER CREEK Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 26 3 10 1 0 0 4 31 10 5 15 150 4 80 760.7 272

273 H241 H GALVESTON COUNTY WCID #12 Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 0 0 20 167 10 5 15 150 2 40 760.7 273

274 H616 H PASADENA Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 0 0 20 167 10 5 15 150 2 40 760.7 273

275 H691 H SAN LEON MUD Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 0 0 20 167 10 5 15 150 2 40 760.7 273

276 H782 H TIKI ISLAND Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 0 0 20 167 10 5 15 150 2 40 760.7 273

277 H441 H MANUFACTURING, CHAMBERS Contract with TRA 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 99 10 0 0 20 166 10 5 15 150 0 0 759.8 277

278 H404 H KENDLETON Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 26 3 8 1 5 0 8 69 10 5 15 150 4 80 759.4 278

279 H161 H CUT AND SHOOT Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 25 3 9 1 0 0 3 28 10 5 15 150 4 80 758.0 279

280 H560 H NORTH FORT BEND WATER AUTHORITY Contract with NFBWA 8 10 18 360 5 5 2 5 17 68 9 1 60 6 0 5 12 100 10 5 15 150 4 80 757.7 280

281 H550 H NEW CANEY MUD Municipal conservation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 21 2 12 1 0 0 3 28 10 5 15 150 4 80 757.5 281

282 H5 H ANGLETON Contract with Brazosport Water Authority 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 49 5 51 5 0 0 10 83 10 5 15 150 4 80 757.5 282

283 H609 H PANORAMA VILLAGE Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 24 2 9 1 0 0 3 27 10 5 15 150 4 80 757.2 283

284 H527 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY MUD #9 Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 24 2 8 1 0 0 3 27 10 5 15 150 4 80 757.0 284

285 H619 H PATTON VILLAGE Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 25 3 7 1 0 0 3 27 10 5 15 150 4 80 757.0 285

286 H180 H EAST PLANTATION UD Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 24 2 8 1 0 0 3 27 10 5 15 150 4 80 756.9 286

287 H75 H CENTRAL HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 17 2 13 1 0 5 8 66 10 5 15 150 4 80 756.4 287

288 H137 H COUNTY‐OTHER, MONTGOMERY Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 24 2 7 1 0 0 3 26 10 5 15 150 4 80 756.2 288

289 H826 H WOODBRANCH Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 24 2 7 1 0 0 3 26 10 5 15 150 4 80 756.0 289

290 H503 H MONTGOMERY Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 25 2 7 1 0 0 3 26 10 5 15 150 4 80 756.0 290

291 H431 H MAGNOLIA Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 24 2 7 1 0 0 3 26 10 5 15 150 4 80 755.6 291

292 H730 H SPLENDORA Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 23 2 7 1 0 0 3 25 10 5 15 150 4 80 755.4 292

293 H142 H COUNTY‐OTHER, POLK Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 19 2 9 1 5 0 8 65 10 5 15 150 4 80 754.9 293

294 H364 H HUMBLE Municipal conservation ‐ large water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 22 2 8 1 0 0 3 25 10 5 15 150 4 80 754.7 294

295 H569 H NORTH GREEN MUD Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 20 2 7 1 5 0 8 65 10 5 15 150 2 40 754.6 295

296 H285 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #189 Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 20 2 7 1 5 0 8 64 10 5 15 150 2 40 754.1 296

297 H743 H STAGECOACH Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 22 2 7 1 0 0 3 24 10 5 15 150 4 80 754.0 297

298 H172 H DICKINSON Contract with Galveston County WCID #1 8 10 18 360 3 0 1 5 9 36 75 8 78 8 0 0 15 128 10 5 15 150 4 80 753.9 298

299 H276 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #153 Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 20 2 7 1 5 0 8 64 10 5 15 150 2 40 753.9 299

300 H278 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #154 Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 20 2 7 1 5 0 8 64 10 5 15 150 2 40 753.9 300

301 H829 H WOODCREEK MUD Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 20 2 7 1 5 0 8 64 10 5 15 150 2 40 753.8 301

302 H397 H KATY Municipal conservation ‐ large water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 21 2 7 1 0 0 3 24 10 5 15 150 4 80 753.7 302

303 H783 H TOMBALL Municipal conservation ‐ large water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 21 2 7 1 0 0 3 24 10 5 15 150 4 80 753.6 303

304 H557 H NORTH BELT UD Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 19 2 7 1 5 0 8 64 10 5 15 150 2 40 753.6 304

305 H493 H MISSOURI CITY GCWA to City of Missouri City contract 8 8 16 320 3 0 1 5 9 36 51 5 76 8 0 5 18 147 10 5 15 150 5 100 753.2 305

306 H334 H HARRIS COUNTY WCID #84 Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 14 1 14 1 0 0 3 23 10 5 15 150 4 80 753.1 306

307 H424 H LIVESTOCK, GALVESTON New groundwater wells for livestock 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 58 6 36 4 0 0 9 79 10 5 15 150 5 100 752.5 307

308 H128 H COUNTY‐OTHER, LEON Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 0 10 100 2 40 752.3 308

309 H143 H COUNTY‐OTHER, SAN JACINTO Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 0 10 100 2 40 752.3 308

310 H193 H FLO COMMUNITY WSC Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 0 10 100 2 40 752.3 308

311 H395 H JEWETT Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 0 10 100 2 40 752.3 308

312 H552 H NEW WAVERLY Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 0 10 100 2 40 752.3 308

313 H554 H NORMANGEE Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 0 10 100 2 40 752.3 308

314 H59 H BUFFALO Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 0 10 100 2 40 752.3 308

315 H67 H CENTERVILLE Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 0 10 100 2 40 752.3 308

316 H472 H MINING, CHAMBERS Contract with TRA 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 97 10 92 9 0 0 19 158 10 5 15 150 0 0 752.2 316

317 H302 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #53 Municipal conservation ‐ large water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 17 2 9 1 0 0 3 22 10 5 15 150 4 80 752.0 317

318 H417 H LEAGUE CITY Municipal conservation ‐ large water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 14 1 12 1 0 0 3 22 10 5 15 150 4 80 751.8 318

319 H676 H ROLLING FORK PUD Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 18 2 7 1 0 0 3 21 10 5 15 150 4 80 751.0 319

320 H223 H FOUNTAINVIEW SUBDIVISION Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 19 2 6 1 0 0 3 21 10 5 15 150 4 80 750.9 320

321 H65 H CANDLELIGHT HILLS SUBDIVISION Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 19 2 6 1 0 0 2 21 10 5 15 150 4 80 750.8 321

322 H53 H BRITMOORE UTILITIES Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 18 2 6 1 0 0 2 21 10 5 15 150 4 80 750.8 322

323 H26 H BELLAIRE Municipal conservation ‐ large water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 14 1 11 1 0 0 2 21 10 5 15 150 4 80 750.6 323

324 H771 H SURFSIDE BEACH Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 52 5 85 9 5 0 19 157 10 5 15 150 2 40 750.5 324

325 H445 H MANUFACTURING, FORT BEND Industrial conservation 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 72 7 18 2 0 0 9 76 10 5 15 150 5 100 749.7 325
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326 H221 H FORT BEND COUNTY WCID #2 GCWA to Fort Bend County WCID #2 contract 8 8 16 320 3 0 1 5 9 36 80 8 92 9 0 0 17 143 10 5 15 150 5 100 749.0 326

327 H694 H SEABROOK Municipal conservation ‐ large water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 12 1 9 1 0 0 2 17 10 5 15 150 4 80 747.4 327

328 H724 H SOUTHWEST UTILITIES Municipal conservation ‐ large water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 15 2 5 0 0 0 2 17 10 5 15 150 4 80 746.7 328

329 H587 H NORTHWEST PARK MUD Municipal conservation ‐ large water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 22 2 8 1 5 0 8 66 10 0 10 100 4 80 746.4 329

330 H109 H COUNTY‐OTHER, BRAZORIA Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 11 1 8 1 0 0 2 16 10 5 15 150 4 80 746.1 330

331 H207 H FORT BEND COUNTY MUD #25 Fort Bend County MUD #25 Groundwater Reduction Plan ‐ reuse 10 10 20 400 3 5 10 5 23 92 88 9 12 1 0 0 10 84 10 5 15 150 1 20 745.6 331

332 H57 H BROOKSIDE VILLAGE Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 47 5 84 8 5 0 18 151 10 5 15 150 2 40 744.9 332

333 H422 H LIVESTOCK, GALVESTON Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 42 4 67 7 0 0 11 90 10 5 15 150 5 100 744.3 333

334 H31 H BLUE BELL MANOR UTILITY COMPANY Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 19 2 7 1 5 0 8 63 10 0 10 100 4 80 743.0 334

335 H184 H EL DORADO UD Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 6 1 7 1 5 0 6 53 10 5 15 150 2 40 743.0 335

336 H602 H ORBIT SYSTEMS INC Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 86 9 93 9 0 0 18 149 10 5 15 150 2 40 742.9 336

337 H402 H KEMAH Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 8 1 7 1 0 0 2 13 10 5 15 150 4 80 742.8 337

338 H410 H LAKE JACKSON Municipal conservation ‐ large water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 0 20 80 26 3 14 1 0 0 4 33 10 5 15 150 4 80 742.7 338

339 H280 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #158 Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 71 7 0 0 17 142 10 0 10 100 2 40 742.4 339

340 H227 H FREEPORT Municipal conservation ‐ large water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 48 5 14 1 0 0 6 52 10 5 15 150 4 80 742.2 340

341 H196 H FORT BEND COUNTY MUD #106 Contract with City of Sugar Land 8 10 18 360 3 0 1 5 9 36 54 5 84 8 0 0 14 115 10 5 15 150 4 80 741.1 341

342 H498 H MONT BELVIEU Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 7 1 6 1 0 0 1 11 10 5 15 150 4 80 740.9 342

343 H20 H BEACH CITY Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 7 1 6 1 0 0 1 11 10 5 15 150 4 80 740.7 343

344 H672 H RIVER PLANTATION MUD River Plantation Groundwater Reduction Plan ‐ reuse 10 10 20 400 3 0 3 5 11 44 88 9 62 6 0 0 15 125 10 5 15 150 1 20 739.1 344

345 H259 H HARRIS COUNTY FWSD #51 Municipal conservation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 26 3 44 4 0 0 7 59 10 0 10 100 4 80 738.7 345

346 H40 H BRAZOS RIVER AUTHORITY BRA system operations permit 8 10 18 360 3 3 8 5 19 76 7 1 6 1 0 5 6 53 10 5 15 150 5 100 738.5 346

347 H287 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #261 Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 26 3 8 1 0 0 3 28 10 3 13 130 4 80 737.7 347

348 H382 H IRRIGATION, GALVESTON Irrigation conservation 10 10 20 400 5 5 1 5 16 64 26 3 26 3 0 0 5 43 10 3 13 130 5 100 737.4 348

349 H514 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY MUD #19 Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 24 2 9 1 0 0 3 27 10 3 13 130 4 80 737.2 349

350 H687 H SAN JACINTO RIVER AUTHORITY SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 84 8 30 3 0 5 16 137 10 0 10 100 0 0 736.9 350

351 H674 H RIVERSIDE WSC Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 38 4 16 2 5 0 10 86 10 5 15 150 2 40 736.2 351

352 H85 H CLEAR LAKE SHORES Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 16 2 15 2 0 0 3 26 10 3 13 130 4 80 736.0 352

353 H667 H RICHWOOD Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 36 4 20 2 0 0 6 46 10 5 15 150 2 40 736.0 353

354 H194 H FLO COMMUNITY WSC Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 29 3 23 2 5 0 10 85 10 5 15 150 2 40 734.8 354

355 H239 H GALVESTON COUNTY WCID #1 GCWA to Galveston County WCID #1 contract 8 8 16 320 3 0 1 5 9 36 75 8 78 8 0 0 15 128 10 5 15 150 5 100 733.9 355

356 H355 H HOUSTON City of Houston to NFBWA contract 8 8 16 320 5 0 2 5 12 48 9 1 80 8 0 5 14 116 10 5 15 150 5 100 733.8 356

357 H559 H NORTH FORT BEND WATER AUTHORITY City of Houston to NFBWA contract 8 8 16 320 5 0 2 5 12 48 9 1 80 8 0 5 14 116 10 5 15 150 5 100 733.8 356

358 H604 H OYSTER CREEK Contract with Brazosport Water Authority 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 74 7 69 7 0 0 14 119 10 5 15 150 1 20 732.7 358

359 H640 H PLANTATION MUD Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 10 1 0 0 11 92 10 0 10 100 2 40 731.7 359

360 H466 H MEADOWS Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 10 1 0 0 11 92 10 0 10 100 2 40 731.6 360

361 H115 H COUNTY‐OTHER, FORT BEND City of Missouri City Groundwater Reduction Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 47 5 3 0 0 0 5 42 10 5 15 150 2 40 731.6 361

362 H79 H CHIMNEY HILL MUD Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 57 6 0 0 16 131 10 0 10 100 2 40 731.0 362

363 H29 H BELLVILLE Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 31 3 16 2 5 0 10 81 10 5 15 150 2 40 730.9 363

364 H156 H CRYSTAL SPRNGS WATER COMPANY Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 10 5 15 150 4 80 730.7 364

365 H390 H JACINTO CITY Municipal conservation ‐ large water user group 6 8 14 280 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 44 4 0 0 14 120 10 5 15 150 4 80 730.0 365

366 H791 H WALKER COUNTY RURAL WSC Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 69 7 36 4 5 0 16 130 10 0 10 100 2 40 729.6 366

367 H163 H CUT AND SHOOT SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 8 8 16 320 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 54 5 0 0 15 128 10 0 10 100 4 80 728.5 367

368 H371 H IOWA COLONY Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 30 3 81 8 5 0 16 134 10 5 15 150 2 40 728.4 368

369 H818 H WILLIS SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 8 8 16 320 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 54 5 0 0 15 128 10 0 10 100 4 80 728.2 369

370 H593 H OAK RIDGE NORTH SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 8 8 16 320 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 54 5 0 0 15 128 10 0 10 100 4 80 728.2 370

371 H516 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY MUD #19 SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 8 8 16 320 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 54 5 0 0 15 128 10 0 10 100 4 80 728.1 371

372 H250 H H M W SUD SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 8 8 16 320 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 54 5 0 0 15 128 10 0 10 100 4 80 727.9 372

373 H716 H SOUTHERN MONTGOMERY COUNTY MUD SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 8 8 16 320 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 53 5 0 0 15 128 10 0 10 100 4 80 727.8 373

374 H660 H RAYFORD ROAD MUD SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 8 8 16 320 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 53 5 0 0 15 128 10 0 10 100 4 80 727.6 374

375 H376 H IRRIGATION, BRAZORIA Irrigation conservation 10 10 20 400 5 5 1 5 16 64 18 2 22 2 0 0 4 34 10 3 13 130 5 100 727.6 375

376 H306 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #8 Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 30 3 14 1 0 0 4 37 10 5 15 150 2 40 726.7 376

377 H698 H SEALY Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 27 3 15 1 5 0 9 76 10 5 15 150 2 40 726.2 377

378 H169 H DAYTON Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 30 3 11 1 5 0 9 76 10 5 15 150 2 40 726.1 378

379 H106 H COUNTY‐OTHER, BRAZORIA Contract with Brazosport Water Authority 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 89 9 32 3 0 0 12 101 10 0 10 100 4 80 724.6 379

380 H30 H BLUE BELL MANOR UTILITY COMPANY City of Houston Groundwater Reduction Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 1 0 0 0 10 84 10 0 10 100 2 40 724.0 380

381 H56 H BROOKSHIRE Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 29 3 9 1 5 0 9 73 10 5 15 150 2 40 723.5 381

382 H121 H COUNTY‐OTHER, GALVESTON Contract with GCWA 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 0 0 20 167 10 5 15 150 0 0 720.7 382

383 H240 H GALVESTON COUNTY WCID #12 Contract with GCWA 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 0 0 20 167 10 5 15 150 0 0 720.7 382

384 H346 H HITCHCOCK Contract with GCWA 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 0 0 20 167 10 5 15 150 0 0 720.7 382

385 H781 H TIKI ISLAND Contract with GCWA 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 0 0 20 167 10 5 15 150 0 0 720.7 382

386 H170 H DEER PARK Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 2 0 5 0 15 126 10 5 15 150 2 40 720.3 386

387 H591 H OAK RIDGE NORTH Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 26 3 9 1 0 0 4 30 10 5 15 150 2 40 719.7 387

388 H535 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY UD #3 Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 26 3 9 1 0 0 4 30 10 5 15 150 2 40 719.6 388

389 H816 H WILLIS Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 26 3 9 1 0 0 4 30 10 5 15 150 2 40 719.6 389

390 H701 H SHENANDOAH Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 26 3 9 1 0 0 4 29 10 5 15 150 2 40 719.4 390

391 H735 H SPRING CREEK UD Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 26 3 9 1 0 0 4 29 10 5 15 150 2 40 719.2 391

392 H665 H RICHWOOD Contract with Brazosport Water Authority 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 64 6 62 6 0 0 13 105 10 5 15 150 1 20 719.1 392

393 H544 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY WCID #1 Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 26 3 8 1 0 0 3 29 10 5 15 150 2 40 718.7 393

394 H509 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY MUD #18 Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 26 3 8 1 0 0 3 28 10 5 15 150 2 40 718.4 394

395 H647 H POINT AQUARIUS MUD Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 26 3 7 1 0 0 3 28 10 5 15 150 2 40 717.9 395

396 H632 H PINE TRAILS UTILITY Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 21 2 12 1 0 0 3 28 10 5 15 150 2 40 717.5 396

397 H680 H ROMAN FOREST Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 26 3 7 1 0 0 3 27 10 5 15 150 2 40 717.2 397

398 H155 H CRYSTAL SPRNGS WATER COMPANY Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 25 2 8 1 0 0 3 27 10 5 15 150 2 40 717.0 398

399 H36 H BRAZORIA COUNTY MUD #2 Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 20 2 9 1 5 0 8 66 10 5 15 150 2 40 715.7 399

400 H340 H HEMPSTEAD Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 21 2 8 1 5 0 8 66 10 5 15 150 2 40 715.6 400

401 H34 H BRAZORIA COUNTY MUD #1 Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 19 2 9 1 5 0 8 65 10 5 15 150 2 40 715.1 401

402 H38 H BRAZORIA COUNTY MUD #3 Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 19 2 9 1 5 0 8 65 10 5 15 150 2 40 715.0 402

403 H147 H COUNTY‐OTHER, WALKER Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 0 0 5 0 15 125 5 0 5 50 4 80 715.0 403

404 H101 H CONSUMERS WATER INC Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 22 2 7 1 0 0 3 24 10 5 15 150 2 40 714.1 404

405 H328 H HARRIS COUNTY WCID #50 Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 93 9 14 1 0 0 11 89 10 0 10 100 4 80 713.3 405

406 H199 H FORT BEND COUNTY MUD #108 Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 18 2 9 1 0 0 3 23 10 5 15 150 4 80 713.2 406

5/14



DRAFT 2011 RWP Project Prioritization:

Full List

FINAL 

SCORE 
MAXIMUM SCORES ‐‐‐> 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 100 10 5 5 30 250 10 5 15 150 5 100 1000.0

Recommended Water Management Strategy Name

1A

Online 

Decade

1B

Fundind 

Decade

Criteria 1 

Total 

Score

Weighted 

Criteria 1 

Total

2A

Supporting 

Data

2B

Rights

2C

Level of 

Planning

2D

Sponsor 

Request

Criteria 2 

Total Score

Weighted 

Criteria 2 

Total

3A

Start 

Decade 

Supply 

Factor

Converted 

Needs‐based 

score for 

Uniform 

Standard 3A

3B

2060 

Supply 

Factor

Converted 

Needs‐based 

score for 

Uniform 

Standard 3A

3C

Economic 

Feasibility

3D

Multiple 

WUG?

Criteria 3 

Total 

Score

Weighted 

Criteria 3 

Total

4A

Lifespan

4B

Change in 

Supply?

Criteria 4 

Total 

Score

Weighted 

Criteria 4 

Total

5A

Relative Unit 

Cost

Weighted 

Criteria 5 

Total TotalRow RankSponsor

Sponsor 

RegionID

Criteria 5 ‐ Project 

Cost Effectiveness

Criteria 1 ‐ Decade of Need for 

Project
Criteria 2 ‐ Project Feasibility Criteria 3 ‐ Project Viability Criteria 4 ‐ Project Sustainability

407 H197 H FORT BEND COUNTY MUD #106 Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 18 2 9 1 0 0 3 23 10 5 15 150 4 80 713.0 407

408 H739 H SPRING VALLEY Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 20 2 7 1 0 0 3 23 10 5 15 150 2 40 712.7 408

409 H282 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #180 Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 20 2 7 1 0 0 3 22 10 5 15 150 2 40 712.4 409

410 H269 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #132 Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 20 2 7 1 0 0 3 22 10 5 15 150 2 40 712.4 410

411 H273 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #152 Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 20 2 7 1 0 0 3 22 10 5 15 150 2 40 712.3 411

412 H584 H NORTHWEST HARRIS COUNTY MUD #23 Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 20 2 7 1 0 0 3 22 10 5 15 150 2 40 712.3 412

413 H695 H SEABROOK Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 88 9 18 2 0 0 11 88 10 0 10 100 4 80 712.2 413

414 H263 H HARRIS COUNTY FWSD #6 Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 17 2 9 1 0 0 3 22 10 5 15 150 2 40 712.0 414

415 H547 H NEEDVILLE Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 19 2 5 1 5 0 7 62 10 5 15 150 2 40 711.8 415

416 H189 H FAIRCHILDS Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 19 2 7 1 0 0 3 22 10 5 15 150 4 80 711.7 416

417 H779 H THE WOODLANDS Municipal conservation ‐ large water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 28 3 10 1 0 0 4 31 10 0 10 100 4 80 711.3 417

418 H658 H RAYFORD ROAD MUD Municipal conservation ‐ large water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 28 3 10 1 0 0 4 31 10 0 10 100 4 80 711.2 418

419 H190 H FIRST COLONY MUD #9 City of Missouri City Groundwater Reduction Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 80 8 5 0 0 0 8 71 10 0 10 100 2 40 710.8 419

420 H652 H PORTER WSC Municipal conservation ‐ large water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 28 3 9 1 0 0 4 30 10 0 10 100 4 80 710.1 420

421 H369 H HUNTERS CREEK VILLAGE Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 90 9 13 1 0 0 10 86 10 0 10 100 4 80 710.0 421

422 H264 H HARRIS COUNTY FWSD #6 Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 83 8 20 2 0 0 10 85 10 0 10 100 4 80 709.5 422

423 H303 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #53 Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 83 8 20 2 0 0 10 85 10 0 10 100 4 80 709.5 423

424 H637 H PINEY POINT VILLAGE Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 90 9 11 1 0 0 10 85 10 0 10 100 4 80 708.6 424

425 H27 H BELLAIRE Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 86 9 15 2 0 0 10 84 10 0 10 100 4 80 708.2 425

426 H594 H OLD RIVER‐WINFREE Contract with CLCND 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 93 9 92 9 0 0 19 154 10 5 15 150 0 0 708.2 426

427 H203 H FORT BEND COUNTY MUD #23 City of Missouri City Groundwater Reduction Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 77 8 5 0 0 0 8 68 10 0 10 100 2 40 707.9 427

428 H614 H PARKWAY UD Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 93 9 8 1 0 0 10 84 10 0 10 100 4 80 707.9 428

429 H16 H BAYTOWN AREA WATER AUTHORITY City of Houston to Baytown Area Water Authority contract 8 8 16 320 5 0 1 5 11 44 26 3 86 9 0 0 11 93 10 5 15 150 5 100 707.3 429

430 H737 H SPRING CREEK UD SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 8 8 16 320 5 0 10 5 20 80 100 10 52 5 0 0 15 127 10 0 10 100 4 80 706.7 430

431 H187 H EL LAGO Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 89 9 10 1 0 0 10 83 10 0 10 100 4 80 706.5 431

432 H531 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY UD #2 Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 24 2 8 1 0 0 3 26 10 0 10 100 4 80 706.4 432

433 H338 H HEDWIG VILLAGE Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 91 9 8 1 0 0 10 82 10 0 10 100 4 80 706.2 433

434 H66 H CANDLELIGHT HILLS SUBDIVISION Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 81 8 17 2 0 0 10 82 10 0 10 100 4 80 705.9 434

435 H636 H PINEY POINT VILLAGE Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 10 1 9 1 0 0 2 16 10 5 15 150 2 40 705.6 435

436 H54 H BRITMOORE UTILITIES Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 82 8 16 2 0 0 10 82 10 0 10 100 4 80 705.6 436

437 H368 H HUNTERS CREEK VILLAGE Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 10 1 9 1 0 0 2 15 10 5 15 150 2 40 705.4 437

438 H622 H PEARLAND Contract with GCWA 6 8 14 280 3 5 10 5 23 92 30 3 69 7 0 0 10 83 10 5 15 150 5 100 704.9 438

439 H633 H PINE TRAILS UTILITY Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 79 8 18 2 0 0 10 81 10 0 10 100 4 80 704.8 439

440 H801 H WEST HARRIS COUNTY MUD #6 Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 20 2 7 1 5 0 8 65 10 0 10 100 2 40 704.6 440

441 H316 H HARRIS COUNTY WCID #133 Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 20 2 7 1 5 0 8 64 10 0 10 100 2 40 704.4 441

442 H464 H MASON CREEK UD Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 20 2 7 1 5 0 8 64 10 0 10 100 2 40 704.4 442

443 H268 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #119 INWOOD NORTH Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 20 2 7 1 5 0 8 64 10 0 10 100 2 40 704.4 443

444 H73 H CENTRAL HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY Contract with CHCRWA 8 10 18 360 5 5 2 5 17 68 46 5 20 2 0 5 12 96 10 0 10 100 4 80 704.3 444

445 H785 H TRAIL OF THE LAKES MUD Municipal conservation ‐ large water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 21 2 8 1 0 0 3 24 10 0 10 100 4 80 704.3 445

446 H335 H HARRIS COUNTY WCID #84 Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 86 9 10 1 0 0 10 80 10 0 10 100 4 80 703.8 446

447 H229 H FULSHEAR Fulshear reuse 8 10 18 360 3 0 3 5 11 44 100 10 55 6 0 0 16 130 10 5 15 150 1 20 703.6 447

448 H515 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY MUD #19 SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 87 9 0 0 0 0 9 72 5 0 5 50 4 80 702.5 448

449 H329 H HARRIS COUNTY WCID #76 Contract with City of Houston 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 68 7 86 9 0 0 15 128 10 5 15 150 5 100 702.5 449

450 H162 H CUT AND SHOOT SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 87 9 0 0 0 0 9 72 5 0 5 50 4 80 702.4 450

451 H612 H PARKWAY UD Contract with City of Houston 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 68 7 86 9 0 0 15 128 10 5 15 150 5 100 701.8 451

452 H294 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #5 Contract with City of Houston 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 68 7 86 9 0 0 15 128 10 5 15 150 5 100 701.7 452

453 H289 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #345 Contract with City of Houston 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 67 7 86 9 0 0 15 128 10 5 15 150 5 100 701.6 453

454 H819 H WILLOW RUN SUBDIVISION Contract with City of Houston 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 67 7 86 9 0 0 15 128 10 5 15 150 5 100 701.6 454

455 H597 H OLD RIVER‐WINFREE Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 7 1 7 1 0 0 1 12 10 5 15 150 2 40 701.5 455

456 H817 H WILLIS SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 86 9 0 0 0 0 9 72 5 0 5 50 4 80 701.5 456

457 H592 H OAK RIDGE NORTH SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 86 9 0 0 0 0 9 72 5 0 5 50 4 80 701.5 457

458 H286 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #261 Contract with City of Houston 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 67 7 86 9 0 0 15 127 10 5 15 150 5 100 701.4 458

459 H365 H HUMBLE Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 78 8 15 1 0 0 9 77 10 0 10 100 4 80 701.3 459

460 H677 H ROLLING FORK PUD Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 82 8 11 1 0 0 9 77 10 0 10 100 4 80 701.2 460

461 H715 H SOUTHERN MONTGOMERY COUNTY MUD SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 85 9 0 0 0 0 9 71 5 0 5 50 4 80 700.9 461

462 H659 H RAYFORD ROAD MUD SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 85 9 0 0 0 0 9 71 5 0 5 50 4 80 700.9 462

463 H249 H H M W SUD SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 85 9 0 0 0 0 9 71 5 0 5 50 4 80 700.9 463

464 H327 H HARRIS COUNTY WCID #50 Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 7 1 6 1 0 0 1 11 10 5 15 150 2 40 700.8 464

465 H822 H WINDFERN FOREST UD Contract with City of Houston 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 67 7 85 9 0 0 15 127 10 5 15 150 5 100 700.7 465

466 H330 H HARRIS COUNTY WCID #76 Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 18 2 7 1 0 0 2 21 10 0 10 100 4 80 700.7 466

467 H320 H HARRIS COUNTY WCID #21 Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 75 8 16 2 0 0 9 76 10 0 10 100 4 80 700.1 467

468 H740 H SPRING VALLEY Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 80 8 11 1 0 0 9 76 10 0 10 100 4 80 699.8 468

469 H639 H PLANTATION MUD Contract with City of Sugar Land 8 10 18 360 3 0 1 5 9 36 52 5 84 8 0 0 14 113 10 5 15 150 2 40 699.4 469

470 H63 H BUNKER HILL VILLAGE Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 84 8 6 1 0 0 9 75 10 0 10 100 4 80 699.3 470

471 H336 H HEDWIG VILLAGE Contract with City of Houston 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 66 7 84 8 0 0 15 125 10 5 15 150 5 100 698.9 471

472 H675 H ROLLING FORK PUD Contract with City of Houston 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 68 7 82 8 0 0 15 125 10 5 15 150 5 100 698.9 472

473 H495 H MONT BELVIEU Contract with CLCND 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 88 9 85 9 0 0 17 145 10 5 15 150 0 0 698.6 473

474 H738 H SPRING VALLEY Contract with City of Houston 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 67 7 82 8 0 0 15 124 10 5 15 150 5 100 698.3 474

475 H324 H HARRIS COUNTY WCID #36 Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 69 7 20 2 0 0 9 74 10 0 10 100 4 80 697.8 475

476 H185 H EL LAGO Contract with City of Pasadena 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 66 7 82 8 0 0 15 123 10 5 15 150 5 100 697.4 476

477 H725 H SOUTHWEST UTILITIES Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 6 1 3 0 0 0 1 7 10 5 15 150 2 40 697.2 477

478 H291 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #345 Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 80 8 7 1 0 0 9 73 10 0 10 100 4 80 696.5 478

479 H296 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #5 Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 80 8 7 1 0 0 9 72 10 0 10 100 4 80 696.4 479

480 H821 H WILLOW RUN SUBDIVISION Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 80 8 7 1 0 0 9 72 10 0 10 100 4 80 696.3 480

481 H17 H BEACH CITY Contract with CLCND 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 86 9 84 8 0 0 17 142 10 5 15 150 0 0 695.9 481

482 H186 H EL LAGO Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 11 1 8 1 0 0 2 16 10 0 10 100 4 80 695.9 482

483 H325 H HARRIS COUNTY WCID #50 Contract with City of Pasadena 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 67 7 79 8 0 0 15 121 10 5 15 150 5 100 695.2 483

484 H623 H PEARLAND Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 21 2 0 0 12 101 10 5 15 150 2 40 694.9 484

485 H337 H HEDWIG VILLAGE Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 9 1 9 1 0 0 2 15 10 0 10 100 4 80 694.9 485

486 H222 H FOUNTAINVIEW SUBDIVISION Contract with City of Houston 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 68 7 77 8 0 0 14 121 10 5 15 150 5 100 694.8 486

487 H52 H BRITMOORE UTILITIES Contract with City of Houston 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 68 7 77 8 0 0 14 121 10 5 15 150 5 100 694.7 487
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488 H64 H CANDLELIGHT HILLS SUBDIVISION Contract with City of Houston 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 68 7 77 8 0 0 14 120 10 5 15 150 5 100 694.5 488

489 H767 H SUNBELT FWSD City of Houston Groundwater Reduction Plan participation 6 8 14 280 5 5 10 5 25 100 57 6 92 9 0 0 15 124 10 5 15 150 2 40 694.1 489

490 H39 H BRAZOS RIVER AUTHORITY Allens Creek Reservoir 8 10 18 360 3 5 7 5 20 80 14 1 12 1 0 5 8 63 10 5 15 150 2 40 693.5 490

491 H350 H HOUSTON Allens Creek Reservoir 8 10 18 360 3 5 7 5 20 80 14 1 12 1 0 5 8 63 10 5 15 150 2 40 693.5 490

492 H634 H PINEY POINT VILLAGE Contract with City of Houston 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 65 6 78 8 0 0 14 119 10 5 15 150 5 100 692.9 492

493 H113 H COUNTY‐OTHER, CHAMBERS Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 8 1 7 1 0 0 2 13 10 0 10 100 4 80 692.8 493

494 H288 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #261 Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 74 7 7 1 0 0 8 68 10 0 10 100 4 80 691.6 494

495 H218 H FORT BEND COUNTY MUD #81 Contract with BRA 8 10 18 360 3 0 1 5 9 36 82 8 93 9 0 0 17 146 10 5 15 150 0 0 691.5 495

496 H613 H PARKWAY UD Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 7 1 7 1 0 0 1 11 10 0 10 100 4 80 691.5 496

497 H188 H FAIRCHILDS Contract with BRA 8 10 18 360 3 0 1 5 9 36 81 8 93 9 0 0 17 145 10 5 15 150 0 0 691.0 497

498 H824 H WINDFERN FOREST UD Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 72 7 7 1 0 0 8 66 10 0 10 100 4 80 689.9 498

499 H366 H HUNTERS CREEK VILLAGE Contract with City of Houston 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 63 6 75 8 0 0 14 116 10 5 15 150 5 100 689.7 499

500 H61 H BUNKER HILL VILLAGE Contract with City of Houston 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 61 6 78 8 0 0 14 116 10 5 15 150 5 100 689.6 500

501 H462 H MANVEL Municipal conservation ‐ large water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 29 3 30 3 0 0 6 49 10 0 10 100 4 80 689.3 501

502 H260 H HARRIS COUNTY FWSD #51 Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 74 7 4 0 0 0 8 65 10 0 10 100 4 80 689.0 502

503 H145 H COUNTY‐OTHER, TRINITY Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 100 10 0 0 5 0 15 125 10 0 10 100 2 40 689.0 503

504 H332 H HARRIS COUNTY WCID #84 Contract with NCWA 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 62 6 76 8 0 0 14 115 10 5 15 150 5 100 689.0 504

505 H18 H BEACH CITY Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 7 1 10 1 0 0 2 14 10 5 15 150 5 100 688.4 505

506 H566 H NORTH FORT BEND WATER AUTHORITY Reallocation of existing supplies 6 10 16 320 5 0 1 5 11 44 19 2 19 2 0 5 9 74 10 5 15 150 5 100 687.6 506

507 H758 H STEAM ELECTRIC POWER, HARRIS Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 12 1 0 0 11 94 10 5 15 150 0 0 687.5 507

508 H299 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #50 Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 6 8 14 280 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 40 4 0 0 14 117 10 5 15 150 2 40 687.1 508

509 H751 H STEAM ELECTRIC POWER, GALVESTON Contract with GCWA 8 10 18 360 3 0 1 5 9 36 77 8 92 9 0 0 17 141 10 5 15 150 0 0 686.8 509

510 H82 H CLEAR LAKE SHORES Contract with GCWA 8 10 18 360 3 0 1 5 9 36 84 8 84 8 0 0 17 140 10 5 15 150 0 0 685.7 510

511 H496 H MONT BELVIEU Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 5 0 9 1 0 0 1 11 10 5 15 150 5 100 685.4 511

512 H389 H JACINTO CITY Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 9 1 0 0 11 91 10 5 15 150 2 40 685.2 512

513 H813 H WEST UNIVERSITY PL. Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 54 5 19 2 0 0 7 61 10 0 10 100 4 80 685.2 513

514 H726 H SOUTHWEST UTILITIES Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 63 6 10 1 0 0 7 61 10 0 10 100 4 80 685.0 514

515 H261 H HARRIS COUNTY FWSD #6 Contract with NCWA 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 61 6 69 7 0 0 13 108 10 5 15 150 5 100 682.2 515

516 H736 H SPRING CREEK UD SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 0 10 5 20 80 86 9 0 0 0 0 9 72 5 0 5 50 4 80 681.8 516

517 H792 H WALLER Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 94 9 70 7 0 0 16 137 10 0 10 100 2 40 680.7 517

518 H752 H STEAM ELECTRIC POWER, GALVESTON Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 23 2 8 1 0 0 3 26 10 5 15 150 5 100 679.8 518

519 H470 H MINING, BRAZORIA Contract with BRA 8 10 18 360 3 0 1 5 9 36 79 8 81 8 0 0 16 133 10 5 15 150 0 0 679.3 519

520 H479 H MINING, GALVESTON Contract with LNVA 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 52 5 51 5 0 0 10 85 10 5 15 150 0 0 679.2 520

521 H386 H IRRIGATION, WALLER Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 0 0 5 0 15 125 5 0 5 50 5 100 679.0 521

522 H307 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #8 Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 70 7 20 2 0 0 9 75 10 0 10 100 3 60 678.6 522

523 H393 H JERSEY VILLAGE Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 24 2 10 1 0 0 3 28 10 5 15 150 2 40 678.1 523

524 H444 H MANUFACTURING, FORT BEND Contract with Fort Bend County WCID #1 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 19 2 34 3 0 0 5 44 10 5 15 150 4 80 677.9 524

525 H423 H LIVESTOCK, GALVESTON Interim strategies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 0 0 0 0 10 83 5 0 5 50 5 100 677.3 525

526 H630 H PINE TRAILS UTILITY Contract with NCWA 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 56 6 66 7 0 0 12 102 10 5 15 150 5 100 675.9 526

527 H300 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #53 Contract with NCWA 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 57 6 65 7 0 0 12 101 10 5 15 150 5 100 675.4 527

528 H317 H HARRIS COUNTY WCID #21 Contract with NCWA 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 56 6 65 7 0 0 12 101 10 5 15 150 5 100 675.1 528

529 H214 H FORT BEND COUNTY MUD #68 Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 20 2 10 1 0 0 3 25 10 5 15 150 2 40 675.0 529

530 H202 H FORT BEND COUNTY MUD #111 Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 20 2 10 1 0 0 3 25 10 5 15 150 2 40 674.8 530

531 H192 H FIRST COLONY MUD #9 Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 20 2 9 1 0 0 3 24 10 5 15 150 2 40 674.4 531

532 H383 H IRRIGATION, LIBERTY Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 5 15 150 5 100 674.4 532

533 H225 H FREEPORT Contract with Brazosport Water Authority 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 33 3 63 6 0 0 10 80 10 5 15 150 2 40 674.1 533

534 H141 H COUNTY‐OTHER, POLK Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 15 1 30 3 5 0 9 79 10 5 15 150 2 40 672.8 534

535 H561 H NORTH FORT BEND WATER AUTHORITY Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 4 0 0 5 15 129 10 0 10 100 2 40 672.6 535

536 H765 H SUGAR LAND Contract with City of Sugar Land 6 8 14 280 3 5 1 5 14 56 34 3 70 7 0 0 10 86 10 5 15 150 5 100 672.4 536

537 H139 H COUNTY‐OTHER, MONTGOMERY SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 8 8 16 320 5 5 10 5 25 100 2 0 25 2 0 0 3 22 10 5 15 150 4 80 672.3 537

538 H611 H PANORAMA VILLAGE SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 8 8 16 320 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 54 5 0 0 15 128 10 0 10 100 4 80 672.2 538

539 H703 H SHENANDOAH SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 8 8 16 320 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 54 5 0 0 15 128 10 0 10 100 4 80 672.1 539

540 H182 H EAST PLANTATION UD SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 8 8 16 320 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 51 5 0 0 15 126 10 0 10 100 4 80 669.9 540

541 H823 H WINDFERN FOREST UD Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 28 3 8 1 0 0 4 30 10 0 10 100 2 40 669.8 541

542 H747 H STANLEY LAKE MUD Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 26 3 9 1 0 0 4 29 10 0 10 100 2 40 669.3 542

543 H540 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY UD #4 Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 26 3 9 1 0 0 3 29 10 0 10 100 2 40 669.1 543

544 H520 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY MUD #8 Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 26 3 9 1 0 0 3 29 10 0 10 100 2 40 669.0 544

545 H116 H COUNTY‐OTHER, FORT BEND City of Sugar Land Groundwater Reduction Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 31 3 4 0 0 0 3 29 10 0 10 100 2 40 668.8 545

546 H209 H FORT BEND COUNTY MUD #67 City of Sugar Land Groundwater Reduction Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 28 3 6 1 0 0 3 29 10 0 10 100 2 40 668.7 546

547 H671 H RIVER PLANTATION MUD Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 26 3 8 1 0 0 3 29 10 0 10 100 2 40 668.6 547

548 H195 H FORT BEND COUNTY MUD #106 City of Sugar Land Groundwater Reduction Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 28 3 6 1 0 0 3 29 10 0 10 100 2 40 668.5 548

549 H212 H FORT BEND COUNTY MUD #68 City of Sugar Land Groundwater Reduction Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 28 3 6 1 0 0 3 28 10 0 10 100 2 40 668.5 549

550 H304 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #8 Contract with City of Houston 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 52 5 61 6 0 0 11 94 10 5 15 150 5 100 668.4 550

551 H449 H MANUFACTURING, HARRIS Contract with SJRA 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 84 8 66 7 0 0 15 124 10 0 10 100 0 0 668.4 551

552 H215 H FORT BEND COUNTY MUD #69 City of Sugar Land Groundwater Reduction Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 28 3 6 1 0 0 3 28 10 0 10 100 2 40 668.4 552

553 H638 H PLANTATION MUD City of Sugar Land Groundwater Reduction Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 28 3 6 1 0 0 3 28 10 0 10 100 2 40 668.3 553

554 H44 H BRAZOS RIVER AUTHORITY BRA to GCWA contract 8 8 16 320 3 0 1 5 9 36 8 1 16 2 0 5 7 62 10 5 15 150 5 100 668.3 554

555 H244 H GULF COAST WATER AUTHORITY BRA to GCWA contract 8 8 16 320 3 0 1 5 9 36 8 1 16 2 0 5 7 62 10 5 15 150 5 100 668.3 554

556 H200 H FORT BEND COUNTY MUD #111 City of Sugar Land Groundwater Reduction Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 28 3 6 1 0 0 3 28 10 0 10 100 2 40 668.2 556

557 H321 H HARRIS COUNTY WCID #36 Contract with NCWA 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 52 5 61 6 0 0 11 94 10 5 15 150 5 100 667.9 557

558 H62 H BUNKER HILL VILLAGE Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 16 2 16 2 0 0 3 27 10 0 10 100 2 40 666.8 558

559 H107 H COUNTY‐OTHER, BRAZORIA Contract with Brazosport Water Authority 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 1 0 38 4 0 0 4 33 10 5 15 150 4 80 666.7 559

560 H224 H FOUNTAINVIEW SUBDIVISION Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 81 8 16 2 0 0 10 81 10 0 10 100 2 40 665.4 560

561 H217 H FORT BEND COUNTY MUD #69 Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 19 2 9 1 0 0 3 23 10 0 10 100 4 80 663.2 561

562 H820 H WILLOW RUN SUBDIVISION Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 20 2 7 1 0 0 3 23 10 0 10 100 2 40 663.0 562

563 H48 H BRAZOS RIVER AUTHORITY City of Houston to BRA contract 8 8 16 320 3 0 1 5 9 36 10 1 8 1 0 5 7 57 10 5 15 150 5 100 662.9 563

564 H354 H HOUSTON City of Houston to BRA contract 8 8 16 320 3 0 1 5 9 36 10 1 8 1 0 5 7 57 10 5 15 150 5 100 662.9 563

565 H292 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #46 Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 20 2 7 1 0 0 3 23 10 0 10 100 2 40 662.8 565

566 H271 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #151 Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 20 2 8 1 0 0 3 23 10 0 10 100 2 40 662.8 566

567 H295 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #5 Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 20 2 7 1 0 0 3 23 10 0 10 100 2 40 662.8 567

568 H290 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #345 Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 20 2 7 1 0 0 3 23 10 0 10 100 2 40 662.7 568
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569 H102 H CONSUMERS WATER INC Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 56 6 13 1 0 0 7 58 10 0 10 100 3 60 661.7 569

570 H810 H WEST UNIVERSITY PL. Contract with City of Houston 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 47 5 58 6 0 0 11 88 10 5 15 150 5 100 661.6 570

571 H721 H SOUTHWEST UTILITIES Contract with City of Houston 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 53 5 50 5 0 0 10 86 10 5 15 150 5 100 659.9 571

572 H173 H DICKINSON Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 3 0 4 0 0 0 1 6 10 5 15 150 5 100 659.9 572

573 H768 H SUNBELT FWSD Contract with City of Houston 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 90 9 0 0 0 0 9 75 10 0 10 100 4 80 658.6 573

574 H99 H CONSUMERS WATER INC Contract with City of Houston 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 52 5 50 5 0 0 10 85 10 5 15 150 5 100 658.5 574

575 H480 H MINING, GALVESTON Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 2 0 3 0 0 0 0 4 10 5 15 150 5 100 658.1 575

576 H331 H HARRIS COUNTY WCID #76 Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 82 8 7 1 0 0 9 74 10 0 10 100 2 40 658.1 576

577 H111 H COUNTY‐OTHER, CHAMBERS Contract with CLCND 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 92 9 93 9 0 0 18 154 10 0 10 100 0 0 657.9 577

578 H415 H LEAGUE CITY Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 4 10 5 15 150 5 100 657.6 578

579 H400 H KEMAH Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 2 0 3 0 0 0 0 4 10 5 15 150 5 100 657.6 579

580 H191 H FIRST COLONY MUD #9 Contract with City of Missouri City 6 8 14 280 3 0 1 5 9 36 46 5 86 9 0 0 13 110 10 5 15 150 4 80 655.6 580

581 H83 H CLEAR LAKE SHORES Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 10 5 15 150 5 100 655.6 581

582 H204 H FORT BEND COUNTY MUD #23 Contract with City of Missouri City 6 8 14 280 3 0 1 5 9 36 45 4 84 8 0 0 13 107 10 5 15 150 4 80 653.0 582

583 H258 H HARRIS COUNTY FWSD #51 Contract with NCWA 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 43 4 52 5 0 0 9 79 10 5 15 150 5 100 652.9 583

584 H312 H HARRIS COUNTY WCID #1 Contract with Baytown Area Water Authority 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 55 6 62 6 0 0 12 97 10 5 15 150 4 80 651.5 584

585 H610 H PANORAMA VILLAGE SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 87 9 0 0 0 0 9 72 5 0 5 50 4 80 646.4 585

586 H181 H EAST PLANTATION UD SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 87 9 0 0 0 0 9 72 5 0 5 50 4 80 646.3 586

587 H343 H HILSHIRE VILLAGE Contract with City of Houston 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 48 5 62 6 0 0 11 92 10 5 15 150 4 80 646.0 587

588 H536 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY UD #3 SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 86 9 0 0 0 0 9 72 5 0 5 50 4 80 645.7 588

589 H748 H STANLEY LAKE MUD SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 86 9 0 0 0 0 9 72 5 0 5 50 4 80 645.6 589

590 H510 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY MUD #18 SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 86 9 0 0 0 0 9 72 5 0 5 50 4 80 645.6 590

591 H702 H SHENANDOAH SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 86 9 0 0 0 0 9 72 5 0 5 50 4 80 645.6 591

592 H541 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY UD #4 SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 86 9 0 0 0 0 9 72 5 0 5 50 4 80 645.6 592

593 H166 H DANBURY Expanded use of groundwater 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 35 4 72 7 5 0 16 131 10 5 15 150 2 40 645.0 593

594 H475 H MINING, FORT BEND Contract with BRA 8 10 18 360 3 0 1 5 9 36 75 7 43 4 0 0 12 98 10 5 15 150 0 0 644.4 594

595 H429 H MAGNOLIA Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 4 0 8 1 0 0 1 10 10 5 15 150 4 80 643.8 595

596 H484 H MINING, HARRIS Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 19 2 0 0 12 99 10 0 10 100 0 0 643.1 596

597 H387 H IRRIGATION, WALLER Irrigation conservation 2 4 6 120 5 5 1 5 16 64 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 5 100 642.3 597

598 H673 H RIVERSIDE WSC Expanded use of groundwater 8 2 10 200 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 642.3 597

599 H434 H MANUFACTURING, BRAZORIA Contract with BRA 8 10 18 360 3 0 1 5 9 36 58 6 55 6 0 0 11 94 10 5 15 150 0 0 640.4 599

600 H460 H MANVEL Contract with GCWA 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 48 5 54 5 0 0 10 85 10 5 15 150 0 0 639.2 600

601 H773 H SWEENY Expanded use of groundwater 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 30 3 70 7 5 0 15 125 10 5 15 150 2 40 639.0 601

602 H787 H TRINITY Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 100 10 0 0 5 0 15 125 5 0 5 50 2 40 639.0 602

603 H41 H BRAZOS RIVER AUTHORITY BRA to Brazosport Water Authority contract 8 8 16 320 3 0 1 5 9 36 1 0 38 4 0 0 4 33 10 5 15 150 5 100 638.7 603

604 H51 H BRAZOSPORT WATER AUTHORITY BRA to Brazosport Water Authority contract 8 8 16 320 3 0 1 5 9 36 1 0 38 4 0 0 4 33 10 5 15 150 5 100 638.7 603

605 H760 H STEAM ELECTRIC POWER, MONTGOMERY Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 10 1 0 0 11 92 10 0 10 100 2 40 636.0 605

606 H380 H IRRIGATION, GALVESTON Brazoria County interruptible supplies for irrigation 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 74 7 0 0 0 0 7 62 5 0 5 50 5 100 635.6 606

607 H482 H MINING, HARRIS Contract with City of Houston 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 68 7 77 8 0 0 15 121 10 5 15 150 2 40 635.3 607

608 H605 H OYSTER CREEK Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 27 3 21 2 0 0 5 40 10 5 15 150 2 40 633.6 608

609 H235 H GALENA PARK Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 22 2 24 2 0 0 5 39 10 5 15 150 0 0 632.6 609

610 H770 H SUNBELT FWSD Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 67 7 0 0 0 0 7 56 5 0 5 50 4 80 629.7 610

611 H226 H FREEPORT Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 19 2 23 2 0 0 4 34 10 5 15 150 2 40 628.4 611

612 H666 H RICHWOOD Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 22 2 19 2 0 0 4 34 10 5 15 150 2 40 627.7 612

613 H471 H MINING, BRAZORIA Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 21 2 19 2 0 0 4 33 10 5 15 150 2 40 627.4 613

614 H125 H COUNTY‐OTHER, HARRIS Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 6 8 14 280 5 5 10 5 25 100 13 1 6 1 0 0 2 16 10 5 15 150 4 80 626.1 614

615 H761 H STEAM ELECTRIC POWER, MONTGOMERY SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 4 4 8 160 5 5 10 5 25 100 73 7 90 9 0 0 16 136 10 5 15 150 4 80 625.5 615

616 H682 H ROSENBERG Contract with Cities of Richmond‐Rosenberg 4 6 10 200 3 5 1 5 14 56 60 6 83 8 0 0 14 119 10 5 15 150 5 100 624.9 616

617 H211 H FORT BEND COUNTY MUD #67 Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 8 10 18 360 5 5 10 5 25 100 20 2 10 1 0 0 3 25 10 0 10 100 2 40 624.8 617

618 H435 H MANUFACTURING, BRAZORIA Contract with Brazosport Water Authority 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 10 0 10 100 4 80 624.7 618

619 H478 H MINING, GALVESTON Contract with GCWA 8 10 18 360 3 0 1 5 9 36 47 5 47 5 0 0 9 78 10 5 15 150 0 0 623.7 619

620 H176 H DOW CHEMICAL USA DOW off‐channel Reservoir 8 10 18 360 3 5 2 5 15 60 27 3 12 1 0 0 4 33 10 5 15 150 1 20 622.6 620

621 H757 H STEAM ELECTRIC POWER, HARRIS Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 25 2 9 1 0 0 3 28 10 5 15 150 2 40 621.7 621

622 H504 H MONTGOMERY SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 45 5 0 0 0 0 5 38 10 0 10 100 2 40 621.7 622

623 H6 H ANGLETON Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 16 2 16 2 0 0 3 26 10 5 15 150 2 40 620.5 623

624 H529 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY MUD #9 SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 11 1 32 3 0 0 4 36 10 0 10 100 2 40 620.0 624

625 H473 H MINING, CHAMBERS Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 3 0 4 0 0 0 1 6 10 5 15 150 2 40 619.8 625

626 H522 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY MUD #8 SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 11 1 32 3 0 0 4 36 10 0 10 100 2 40 619.7 626

627 H146 H COUNTY‐OTHER, WALKER Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 0 0 5 0 15 125 5 0 5 50 2 40 619.0 627

628 H98 H CONSOLIDATED WSC Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 0 0 5 0 15 125 5 0 5 50 2 40 619.0 627

629 H232 H GALENA PARK Contract with City of Houston 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 21 2 33 3 0 0 5 45 10 5 15 150 5 100 618.9 629

630 H717 H SOUTHSIDE PLACE Contract with City of Houston 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 29 3 48 5 0 0 8 64 10 5 15 150 4 80 618.3 630

631 H678 H ROMAN FOREST Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 15 2 13 1 0 0 3 24 10 5 15 150 2 40 617.7 631

632 H450 H MANUFACTURING, HARRIS Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 13 1 15 2 0 0 3 23 10 5 15 150 2 40 617.4 632

633 H314 H HARRIS COUNTY WCID #1 Reallocation of existing supplies 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 26 3 24 2 0 0 5 42 10 5 15 150 1 20 615.8 633

634 H718 H SOUTHSIDE PLACE Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 18 2 7 1 0 0 3 21 10 5 15 150 2 40 615.1 634

635 H255 H HARRIS COUNTY FWSD #47 Contract with NCWA 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 11 1 38 4 0 0 5 41 10 5 15 150 5 100 614.5 635

636 H361 H HOUSTON TRA to City of Houston contract 6 6 12 240 5 0 1 5 11 44 30 3 16 2 0 5 10 80 10 5 15 150 5 100 613.9 636

637 H476 H MINING, FORT BEND Contract with GCWA 8 10 18 360 3 0 1 5 9 36 24 2 56 6 0 0 8 67 10 5 15 150 0 0 612.7 637

638 H409 H LAKE JACKSON Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 0 6 24 25 3 20 2 0 0 5 38 10 5 15 150 2 40 611.9 638

639 H443 H MANUFACTURING, FORT BEND Contract with BRA 8 10 18 360 3 0 1 5 9 36 81 8 57 6 0 0 14 115 10 0 10 100 0 0 610.6 639

640 H440 H MANUFACTURING, BRAZORIA Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 35 4 8 1 0 0 4 36 10 3 13 130 0 0 609.8 640

641 H117 H COUNTY‐OTHER, FORT BEND Contract with BRA 8 10 18 360 3 0 1 5 9 36 5 1 71 7 0 0 8 63 10 5 15 150 0 0 609.5 641

642 H78 H CHIMNEY HILL MUD Contract with City of Houston 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 36 4 100 10 0 0 14 114 10 5 15 150 1 20 607.7 642

643 H439 H MANUFACTURING, BRAZORIA Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 64 6 0 0 0 0 6 53 5 0 5 50 4 80 607.3 643

644 H257 H HARRIS COUNTY FWSD #47 Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 50 5 0 0 0 0 5 42 10 0 10 100 1 20 605.7 644

645 H301 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #53 Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 8 1 6 1 0 0 1 11 10 5 15 150 2 40 605.5 645

646 H322 H HARRIS COUNTY WCID #36 Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 7 1 5 0 0 0 1 10 10 5 15 150 2 40 603.9 646

647 H501 H MONTGOMERY Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 48 5 24 2 0 0 7 60 10 0 10 100 2 40 603.9 647

648 H305 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #8 Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 6 1 5 1 0 0 1 9 10 5 15 150 2 40 603.4 648

649 H811 H WEST UNIVERSITY PL. Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 6 1 4 0 0 0 1 8 10 5 15 150 2 40 601.9 649
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650 H483 H MINING, HARRIS Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 5 1 4 0 0 0 1 8 10 5 15 150 2 40 601.6 650

651 H631 H PINE TRAILS UTILITY Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 4 0 4 0 0 0 1 7 10 5 15 150 2 40 600.9 651

652 H21 H BEACH CITY Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 79 8 0 0 0 0 8 66 5 0 5 50 2 40 599.9 652

653 H25 H BELLAIRE Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 3 0 3 0 0 0 1 5 10 5 15 150 2 40 599.1 653

654 H108 H COUNTY‐OTHER, BRAZORIA Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 23 2 19 2 0 0 4 35 10 0 10 100 2 40 598.6 654

655 H755 H STEAM ELECTRIC POWER, HARRIS Contract with City of Houston 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 34 3 19 2 0 0 5 44 10 5 15 150 0 0 598.4 655

656 H693 H SEABROOK Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 3 0 3 0 0 0 1 4 10 5 15 150 2 40 598.4 656

657 H262 H HARRIS COUNTY FWSD #6 Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 3 0 2 0 0 0 1 4 10 5 15 150 2 40 598.4 657

658 H367 H HUNTERS CREEK VILLAGE Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 2 0 3 0 0 0 0 4 10 5 15 150 2 40 598.1 658

659 H528 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY MUD #9 SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 5 0 5 50 5 100 597.4 659

660 H411 H LAKE LIVINGSTON WATER SUPPLY & SEWER SERVICE CO. Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 100 10 0 0 0 0 10 83 5 0 5 50 2 40 597.3 660

661 H455 H MANUFACTURING, MONTGOMERY Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 100 10 0 0 0 0 10 83 5 0 5 50 2 40 597.3 661

662 H486 H MINING, MONTGOMERY Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 100 10 0 0 0 0 10 83 5 0 5 50 2 40 597.3 661

663 H753 H STEAM ELECTRIC POWER, GALVESTON Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 100 10 0 0 0 0 10 83 5 0 5 50 2 40 597.3 661

664 H521 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY MUD #8 SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 5 0 5 50 5 100 596.9 664

665 H635 H PINEY POINT VILLAGE Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 10 5 15 150 2 40 596.2 665

666 H438 H MANUFACTURING, BRAZORIA Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 10 5 15 150 2 40 596.2 666

667 H318 H HARRIS COUNTY WCID #21 Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 10 5 15 150 2 40 596.2 667

668 H437 H MANUFACTURING, BRAZORIA Contract with GCWA 6 8 14 280 3 0 1 5 9 36 37 4 22 2 0 0 6 50 10 5 15 150 4 80 595.9 668

669 H326 H HARRIS COUNTY WCID #50 Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 10 5 15 150 2 40 595.8 669

670 H477 H MINING, FORT BEND Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 10 5 15 150 2 40 595.5 670

671 H722 H SOUTHWEST UTILITIES Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 10 5 15 150 2 40 595.3 671

672 H374 H IRRIGATION, BRAZORIA Contract with GCWA 6 8 14 280 3 0 1 5 9 36 16 2 18 2 0 0 3 28 10 5 15 150 5 100 594.2 672

673 H174 H DICKINSON Interim strategies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 71 7 0 0 0 0 7 59 5 0 5 50 2 40 593.5 673

674 H124 H COUNTY‐OTHER, HARRIS Contract with SJRA 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 85 8 22 2 0 0 11 89 10 0 10 100 4 80 593.2 674

675 H537 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY UD #3 SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 6 6 12 240 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 54 5 0 0 15 128 10 0 10 100 4 80 592.1 675

676 H749 H STANLEY LAKE MUD SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 6 6 12 240 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 53 5 0 0 15 128 10 0 10 100 4 80 591.9 676

677 H542 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY UD #4 SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 6 6 12 240 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 53 5 0 0 15 128 10 0 10 100 4 80 591.9 677

678 H710 H SIMONTON Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 4 6 10 200 5 5 10 5 25 100 14 1 10 1 5 0 7 62 10 5 15 150 4 80 591.6 678

679 H596 H OLD RIVER‐WINFREE Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 93 9 0 0 0 0 9 78 5 0 5 50 2 40 591.6 679

680 H401 H KEMAH Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 92 9 0 0 0 0 9 77 5 0 5 50 2 40 590.6 680

681 H474 H MINING, CHAMBERS Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 3 0 4 0 0 0 1 5 10 0 10 100 2 40 589.5 681

682 H12 H BAILEY'S PRAIRIE Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 4 6 10 200 5 5 10 5 25 100 13 1 6 1 5 0 7 57 10 5 15 150 4 80 587.0 682

683 H511 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY MUD #18 SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 6 6 12 240 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 47 5 0 0 15 122 10 0 10 100 4 80 586.1 683

684 H416 H LEAGUE CITY Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 86 9 0 0 0 0 9 71 5 0 5 50 2 40 585.4 684

685 H76 H CENTRAL HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY Reallocation of existing supplies 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 15 2 8 1 0 5 7 61 10 0 10 100 5 100 584.9 685

686 H84 H CLEAR LAKE SHORES Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 84 8 0 0 0 0 8 70 5 0 5 50 2 40 583.9 686

687 H42 H BRAZOS RIVER AUTHORITY BRA to Cities of Richmond‐Rosenberg contract 4 4 8 160 3 0 1 0 4 16 60 6 79 8 0 5 19 158 10 5 15 150 5 100 583.5 687

688 H663 H RICHMOND‐ROSENBERG BRA to Cities of Richmond‐Rosenberg contract 4 4 8 160 3 0 1 0 4 16 60 6 79 8 0 5 19 158 10 5 15 150 5 100 583.5 687

689 H351 H HOUSTON City of Houston bayous permit 10 8 18 360 3 5 10 5 23 92 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 3 13 130 0 0 582.0 689

690 H720 H SOUTHSIDE PLACE Reallocation of existing supplies 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 9 1 24 2 0 0 3 27 10 5 15 150 0 0 581.2 690

691 H420 H LIVESTOCK, BRAZORIA Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 33 3 0 0 0 0 3 27 5 0 5 50 5 100 581.1 691

692 H353 H HOUSTON City of Houston indirect reuse 4 6 10 200 3 5 4 5 17 68 95 10 100 10 0 0 20 163 10 5 15 150 0 0 580.7 692

693 H582 H NORTH HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY Reallocation of existing supplies 4 6 10 200 5 0 1 5 11 44 0 0 53 5 0 5 10 87 10 5 15 150 5 100 580.6 693

694 H549 H NEW CANEY MUD Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 79 8 0 0 0 0 8 66 5 0 5 50 2 40 580.2 694

695 H206 H FORT BEND COUNTY MUD #25 Contract with BRA 6 8 14 280 3 0 1 5 9 36 57 6 80 8 0 0 14 114 10 5 15 150 0 0 580.1 695

696 H567 H NORTH FORT BEND WATER AUTHORITY Wastewater reclamation for municipal irrigation 6 10 16 320 3 0 1 5 9 36 6 1 8 1 0 5 6 54 10 5 15 150 1 20 579.6 696

697 H742 H STAGECOACH Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 78 8 0 0 0 0 8 65 5 0 5 50 2 40 578.8 697

698 H436 H MANUFACTURING, BRAZORIA Contract with Dow 8 10 18 360 3 0 1 5 9 36 27 3 12 1 0 0 4 33 10 5 15 150 0 0 578.6 698

699 H152 H CRYSTAL SPRNGS WATER COMPANY Contract with City of Houston 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 3 0 2 0 0 0 1 4 10 5 15 150 5 100 578.4 699

700 H729 H SPLENDORA Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 77 8 0 0 0 0 8 64 5 0 5 50 2 40 578.0 700

701 H159 H CUT AND SHOOT Contract with SJRA 4 6 10 200 5 0 1 5 11 44 22 2 78 8 0 0 10 84 10 5 15 150 5 100 577.8 701

702 H607 H PANORAMA VILLAGE Contract with SJRA 4 6 10 200 5 0 1 5 11 44 22 2 78 8 0 0 10 84 10 5 15 150 5 100 577.7 702

703 H430 H MAGNOLIA Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 76 8 0 0 0 0 8 64 5 0 5 50 2 40 577.5 703

704 H513 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY MUD #19 Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 76 8 0 0 0 0 8 63 5 0 5 50 2 40 577.5 704

705 H825 H WOODBRANCH Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 76 8 0 0 0 0 8 63 5 0 5 50 2 40 577.5 704

706 H589 H OAK RIDGE NORTH Contract with SJRA 4 6 10 200 5 0 1 5 11 44 22 2 78 8 0 0 10 83 10 5 15 150 5 100 577.5 706

707 H699 H SHENANDOAH Contract with SJRA 4 6 10 200 5 0 1 5 11 44 22 2 78 8 0 0 10 83 10 5 15 150 5 100 577.5 707

708 H347 H HITCHCOCK Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 0 0 0 0 10 83 5 0 5 50 2 40 577.3 708

709 H512 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY MUD #19 Contract with SJRA 4 6 10 200 5 0 1 5 11 44 22 2 78 8 0 0 10 83 10 5 15 150 5 100 577.3 709

710 H608 H PANORAMA VILLAGE Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 76 8 0 0 0 0 8 63 5 0 5 50 2 40 577.3 709

711 H94 H CONROE Expanded use of groundwater 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 3 10 5 15 150 5 100 577.3 711

712 H179 H EAST PLANTATION UD Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 76 8 0 0 0 0 8 63 5 0 5 50 2 40 577.3 712

713 H525 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY MUD #9 Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 76 8 0 0 0 0 8 63 5 0 5 50 2 40 577.2 713

714 H136 H COUNTY‐OTHER, MONTGOMERY Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 76 8 0 0 0 0 8 63 5 0 5 50 2 40 577.2 714

715 H530 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY UD #2 Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 76 8 0 0 0 0 8 63 5 0 5 50 2 40 577.2 715

716 H246 H H M W SUD Contract with SJRA 4 6 10 200 5 0 1 5 11 44 22 2 78 8 0 0 10 83 10 5 15 150 5 100 577.1 716

717 H776 H THE WOODLANDS Contract with SJRA 4 6 10 200 5 0 1 5 11 44 22 2 78 8 0 0 10 83 10 5 15 150 5 100 577.0 717

718 H123 H COUNTY‐OTHER, HARRIS Contract with City of Houston 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 3 10 5 15 150 5 100 576.9 718

719 H502 H MONTGOMERY Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 75 8 0 0 0 0 8 63 5 0 5 50 2 40 576.9 719

720 H712 H SOUTHERN MONTGOMERY COUNTY MUD Contract with SJRA 4 6 10 200 5 0 1 5 11 44 22 2 77 8 0 0 10 83 10 5 15 150 5 100 576.8 720

721 H656 H RAYFORD ROAD MUD Contract with SJRA 4 6 10 200 5 0 1 5 11 44 22 2 77 8 0 0 10 83 10 5 15 150 5 100 576.6 721

722 H160 H CUT AND SHOOT Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 75 8 0 0 0 0 8 63 5 0 5 50 2 40 576.5 722

723 H618 H PATTON VILLAGE Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 75 8 0 0 0 0 8 63 5 0 5 50 2 40 576.5 722

724 H461 H MANVEL Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 23 2 16 2 0 0 4 32 10 0 10 100 2 40 576.1 724

725 H679 H ROMAN FOREST Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 74 7 0 0 0 0 7 62 5 0 5 50 2 40 576.0 725

726 H777 H THE WOODLANDS Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 26 3 0 0 0 0 3 22 5 0 5 50 5 100 576.0 726

727 H539 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY UD #4 Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 74 7 0 0 0 0 7 62 5 0 5 50 2 40 575.9 727

728 H746 H STANLEY LAKE MUD Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 74 7 0 0 0 0 7 62 5 0 5 50 2 40 575.8 728

729 H518 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY MUD #8 Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 74 7 0 0 0 0 7 62 5 0 5 50 2 40 575.7 729

730 H700 H SHENANDOAH Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 74 7 0 0 0 0 7 62 5 0 5 50 2 40 575.7 730
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731 H734 H SPRING CREEK UD Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 74 7 0 0 0 0 7 62 5 0 5 50 2 40 575.7 731

732 H508 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY MUD #18 Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 74 7 0 0 0 0 7 62 5 0 5 50 2 40 575.6 732

733 H534 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY UD #3 Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 74 7 0 0 0 0 7 62 5 0 5 50 2 40 575.6 733

734 H815 H WILLIS Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 74 7 0 0 0 0 7 62 5 0 5 50 2 40 575.5 734

735 H670 H RIVER PLANTATION MUD Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 74 7 0 0 0 0 7 62 5 0 5 50 2 40 575.5 735

736 H646 H POINT AQUARIUS MUD Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 74 7 0 0 0 0 7 62 5 0 5 50 2 40 575.5 736

737 H590 H OAK RIDGE NORTH Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 74 7 0 0 0 0 7 61 5 0 5 50 2 40 575.4 737

738 H543 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY WCID #1 Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 74 7 0 0 0 0 7 61 5 0 5 50 2 40 575.4 738

739 H732 H SPRING CREEK UD Contract with SJRA 4 6 10 200 5 0 1 5 11 44 22 2 76 8 0 0 10 81 10 5 15 150 5 100 575.4 739

740 H657 H RAYFORD ROAD MUD Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 72 7 0 0 0 0 7 60 5 0 5 50 2 40 574.4 740

741 H651 H PORTER WSC Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 72 7 0 0 0 0 7 60 5 0 5 50 2 40 574.4 741

742 H778 H THE WOODLANDS Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 72 7 0 0 0 0 7 60 5 0 5 50 2 40 574.3 742

743 H95 H CONROE Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 72 7 0 0 0 0 7 60 5 0 5 50 2 40 574.3 743

744 H247 H H M W SUD Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 72 7 0 0 0 0 7 60 5 0 5 50 2 40 574.3 744

745 H713 H SOUTHERN MONTGOMERY COUNTY MUD Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 72 7 0 0 0 0 7 60 5 0 5 50 2 40 574.2 745

746 H93 H CONROE Contract with SJRA 4 6 10 200 5 0 1 5 11 44 21 2 75 7 0 0 10 80 10 5 15 150 5 100 574.2 746

747 H507 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY MUD #18 Expanded use of groundwater 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 10 1 14 1 0 0 2 20 10 5 15 150 4 80 574.0 747

748 H177 H EAST PLANTATION UD Contract with SJRA 4 6 10 200 5 0 1 5 11 44 22 2 74 7 0 0 10 80 10 5 15 150 5 100 574.0 748

749 H154 H CRYSTAL SPRNGS WATER COMPANY Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 71 7 0 0 0 0 7 59 5 0 5 50 2 40 573.2 749

750 H806 H WEST HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY Wastewater reclamation for municipal irrigation 6 10 16 320 3 0 1 5 9 36 2 0 3 0 0 5 6 46 10 5 15 150 1 20 572.0 750

751 H741 H STAGECOACH Expanded use of groundwater 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 8 1 12 1 0 0 2 17 10 5 15 150 4 80 570.9 751

752 H497 H MONT BELVIEU Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 67 7 0 0 0 0 7 56 5 0 5 50 2 40 569.6 752

753 H645 H POINT AQUARIUS MUD Expanded use of groundwater 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 6 1 10 1 0 0 2 14 10 5 15 150 4 80 567.9 753

754 H442 H MANUFACTURING, CHAMBERS Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 3 10 0 10 100 2 40 566.5 754

755 H135 H COUNTY‐OTHER, MONTGOMERY Expanded use of groundwater 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 2 0 10 1 0 0 1 10 10 5 15 150 4 80 564.2 755

756 H112 H COUNTY‐OTHER, CHAMBERS Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 60 6 0 0 0 0 6 50 5 0 5 50 2 40 563.8 756

757 H114 H COUNTY‐OTHER, CHAMBERS Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 32 3 0 0 0 0 3 27 5 0 5 50 2 40 560.8 757

758 H451 H MANUFACTURING, HARRIS Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 16 2 0 0 0 0 2 14 10 0 10 100 0 0 557.6 758

759 H814 H WILLIS Contract with SJRA 4 6 10 200 5 0 1 0 6 24 22 2 78 8 0 0 10 84 10 5 15 150 5 100 557.6 759

760 H533 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY UD #3 Contract with SJRA 4 6 10 200 5 0 1 5 11 44 22 2 78 8 0 0 10 83 10 5 15 150 4 80 557.3 760

761 H538 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY UD #4 Contract with SJRA 4 6 10 200 5 0 1 5 11 44 22 2 78 8 0 0 10 83 10 5 15 150 4 80 557.0 761

762 H745 H STANLEY LAKE MUD Contract with SJRA 4 6 10 200 5 0 1 5 11 44 22 2 78 8 0 0 10 83 10 5 15 150 4 80 556.9 762

763 H448 H MANUFACTURING, HARRIS Contract with City of Houston 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 23 2 16 2 0 0 4 33 10 0 10 100 1 20 556.5 763

764 H245 H GULF COAST WATER AUTHORITY GCWA off‐channel reservoir 6 10 16 320 3 0 1 5 9 36 37 4 22 2 0 0 6 50 10 5 15 150 0 0 555.9 764

765 H499 H MONT BELVIEU Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 26 3 0 0 0 0 3 22 5 0 5 50 2 40 555.9 765

766 H524 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY MUD #9 Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 5 0 5 50 5 100 555.1 766

767 H481 H MINING, GALVESTON Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 48 5 0 0 0 0 5 40 5 0 5 50 2 40 554.3 767

768 H88 H CLUTE Contract with Brazosport Water Authority 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 20 2 52 5 0 0 7 60 10 5 15 150 1 20 554.1 768

769 H601 H ORBIT SYSTEMS INC Contract with BRA 8 10 18 360 3 0 1 5 9 36 5 1 4 0 0 0 1 8 10 5 15 150 0 0 554.0 769

770 H47 H BRAZOS RIVER AUTHORITY Brazos saltwater barrier 8 8 16 320 0 5 5 5 15 60 0 0 0 0 5 0 5 42 10 3 13 130 0 0 551.7 770

771 H1 H ALVIN Contract with GCWA 6 8 14 280 3 0 1 5 9 36 31 3 70 7 0 0 10 85 10 5 15 150 0 0 550.6 771

772 H279 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #158 Contract with City of Houston 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 30 3 38 4 0 0 7 56 10 5 15 150 1 20 550.3 772

773 H756 H STEAM ELECTRIC POWER, HARRIS Contract with City of Houston 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 37 4 17 2 0 0 5 45 10 0 10 100 0 0 548.9 773

774 H375 H IRRIGATION, BRAZORIA Expanded use of groundwater 6 8 14 280 5 5 1 5 16 64 5 1 0 0 0 0 1 5 10 0 10 100 5 100 548.8 774

775 H157 H CRYSTAL SPRNGS WATER COMPANY Reallocation of existing supplies 10 10 20 400 5 0 1 5 11 44 3 0 1 0 0 0 0 3 10 0 10 100 0 0 547.3 775

776 H506 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY MUD #18 Contract with SJRA 4 6 10 200 5 0 1 5 11 44 18 2 68 7 0 0 9 71 10 5 15 150 4 80 545.3 776

777 H151 H CROSBY MUD Municipal conservation ‐ medium water user group 0 2 2 40 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 538.3 777

778 H89 H CLUTE Expanded use of groundwater 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 12 1 16 2 0 0 3 23 10 5 15 150 2 40 537.1 778

779 H523 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY MUD #9 Contract with SJRA 4 6 10 200 5 0 1 5 11 44 22 2 54 5 0 0 8 63 10 5 15 150 4 80 536.6 779

780 H517 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY MUD #8 Contract with SJRA 4 6 10 200 5 0 1 5 11 44 22 2 53 5 0 0 7 62 10 5 15 150 4 80 536.3 780

781 H345 H HILSHIRE VILLAGE Reallocation of existing supplies 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 33 3 3 0 0 0 4 31 10 0 10 100 0 0 534.7 781

782 H625 H PEARLAND Reallocation of existing supplies 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 11 1 0 0 0 0 1 9 10 0 10 100 5 100 533.3 782

783 H100 H CONSUMERS WATER INC Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 22 2 0 0 0 0 2 19 5 0 5 50 2 40 532.5 783

784 H583 H NORTH HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY Wastewater reclamation for municipal irrigation 6 8 14 280 3 0 1 5 9 36 2 0 3 0 0 5 5 46 10 5 15 150 1 20 531.8 784

785 H688 H SAN JACINTO RIVER AUTHORITY TRA to SJRA contract 4 8 12 240 5 0 1 5 11 44 11 1 55 5 0 5 12 97 10 5 15 150 0 0 530.7 785

786 H723 H SOUTHWEST UTILITIES Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 16 2 0 0 0 0 2 13 5 0 5 50 2 40 527.2 786

787 H19 H BEACH CITY Interim strategies ‐ temporary overdraft 10 10 20 400 0 0 1 5 6 24 14 1 0 0 0 0 1 12 5 0 5 50 2 40 525.9 787

788 H233 H GALENA PARK Expanded use of groundwater 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 10 5 15 150 2 40 516.3 788

789 H333 H HARRIS COUNTY WCID #84 Expanded use of groundwater 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 10 5 15 150 2 40 514.7 789

790 H120 H COUNTY‐OTHER, FORT BEND Wastewater reclamation for municipal irrigation 6 8 14 280 3 0 1 5 9 36 15 2 13 1 0 0 3 23 10 5 15 150 1 20 509.3 790

791 H127 H COUNTY‐OTHER, HARRIS Wastewater reclamation for municipal irrigation 6 8 14 280 3 0 1 5 9 36 16 2 11 1 0 0 3 23 10 5 15 150 1 20 508.7 791

792 H134 H COUNTY‐OTHER, MONTGOMERY Contract with SJRA 4 6 10 200 5 0 1 5 11 44 2 0 36 4 0 0 4 31 10 5 15 150 4 80 505.1 792

793 H140 H COUNTY‐OTHER, MONTGOMERY Wastewater reclamation for municipal irrigation 6 8 14 280 3 0 1 5 9 36 8 1 14 1 0 0 2 19 10 5 15 150 1 20 504.9 793

794 H668 H RIVER PLANTATION MUD Contract with SJRA 4 6 10 200 5 0 1 5 11 44 16 2 67 7 0 0 8 69 10 5 15 150 2 40 503.0 794

795 H178 H EAST PLANTATION UD Expanded use of groundwater 4 6 10 200 5 0 1 5 11 44 3 0 6 1 0 0 1 7 10 5 15 150 5 100 500.8 795

796 H754 H STEAM ELECTRIC POWER, HARRIS City of Houston indirect reuse 4 6 10 200 3 0 4 5 12 48 55 5 44 4 0 0 10 82 10 5 15 150 1 20 500.4 796

797 H297 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #50 Contract with SJRA 2 4 6 120 5 0 1 5 11 44 38 4 60 6 0 0 10 81 10 5 15 150 5 100 495.1 797

798 H349 H HOLIDAY LAKES Municipal conservation ‐ small water user group 0 2 2 40 5 5 10 5 25 100 50 5 50 5 5 0 15 125 10 5 15 150 4 80 495.0 798

799 H750 H STEAM ELECTRIC POWER, FORT BEND Contract with NRG Energy 0 2 2 40 3 0 1 5 9 36 100 10 100 10 0 0 20 167 10 5 15 150 5 100 492.7 799

800 H110 H COUNTY‐OTHER, BRAZORIA Wastewater reclamation for municipal irrigation 6 8 14 280 3 0 1 5 9 36 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 4 10 5 15 150 1 20 489.7 800

801 H360 H HOUSTON SJRA to City of Houston contract 6 6 12 240 5 0 1 5 11 44 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 3 10 0 10 100 5 100 487.2 801

802 H728 H SPLENDORA Expanded use of groundwater 4 6 10 200 5 0 1 5 11 44 3 0 5 1 0 0 1 6 10 5 15 150 4 80 480.3 802

803 H500 H MONTGOMERY Contract with SJRA 2 4 6 120 5 0 1 5 11 44 43 4 60 6 0 0 10 86 10 5 15 150 4 80 479.9 803

804 H153 H CRYSTAL SPRNGS WATER COMPANY Expanded use of groundwater 4 6 10 200 5 0 1 5 11 44 1 0 4 0 0 0 1 5 10 5 15 150 4 80 478.6 804

805 H669 H RIVER PLANTATION MUD Expanded use of groundwater 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 5 0 5 50 5 100 477.1 805

806 H122 H COUNTY‐OTHER, HARRIS City of Houston indirect reuse 4 6 10 200 3 0 4 5 12 48 45 4 41 4 0 0 9 71 10 5 15 150 0 0 469.4 806

807 H505 H MONTGOMERY SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan participation 4 4 8 160 5 0 1 5 11 44 60 6 41 4 0 0 10 84 10 0 10 100 4 80 468.1 807

808 H447 H MANUFACTURING, HARRIS City of Houston indirect reuse 4 6 10 200 3 0 4 5 12 48 26 3 28 3 0 0 5 46 10 5 15 150 1 20 463.6 808

809 H231 H FULSHEAR NFBWA Groundwater Reduction Plan participation 2 4 6 120 5 5 10 5 25 100 20 2 37 4 0 0 6 48 10 5 15 150 2 40 458.1 809

810 H80 H CHIMNEY HILL MUD Reallocation of existing supplies 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 14 1 0 0 0 0 1 11 10 0 10 100 1 20 455.3 810

811 H281 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #158 Reallocation of existing supplies 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 12 1 0 0 0 0 1 10 10 0 10 100 1 20 453.7 811
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812 H45 H BRAZOS RIVER AUTHORITY BRA to NRG Energy contract 0 0 0 0 3 0 1 5 9 36 100 10 100 10 0 0 20 167 10 5 15 150 5 100 452.7 812

813 H588 H NRG BRA to NRG Energy contract 0 0 0 0 3 0 1 5 9 36 100 10 100 10 0 0 20 167 10 5 15 150 5 100 452.7 812

814 H575 H NORTH HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY NHCRWA indirect reuse 4 6 10 200 3 0 1 5 9 36 8 1 16 2 0 5 7 61 10 5 15 150 0 0 447.1 814

815 H595 H OLD RIVER‐WINFREE Expanded use of groundwater 2 4 6 120 5 5 1 5 16 64 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 10 5 15 150 5 100 435.4 815

816 H733 H SPRING CREEK UD Expanded use of groundwater 2 4 6 120 5 0 1 5 11 44 2 0 3 0 0 0 1 5 10 5 15 150 5 100 418.6 816

817 H661 H RICHMOND Contract with Cities of Richmond‐Rosenberg 0 2 2 40 3 5 1 5 14 56 41 4 41 4 0 0 8 68 10 5 15 150 5 100 413.6 817

818 H362 H HOUSTON Wastewater reuse for industry 0 2 2 40 3 5 1 5 14 56 100 10 100 10 0 0 20 167 10 5 15 150 0 0 412.7 818

819 H49 H BRAZOS RIVER AUTHORITY Fort Bend off‐channel reservoir 2 6 8 160 3 0 1 5 9 36 0 0 20 2 0 5 7 58 10 5 15 150 0 0 404.0 819

820 H118 H COUNTY‐OTHER, FORT BEND Contract with GCWA 4 6 10 200 3 0 1 5 9 36 16 2 4 0 0 0 2 16 10 5 15 150 0 0 402.4 820

821 H348 H HOLIDAY LAKES Expanded use of groundwater 0 2 2 40 5 0 1 5 11 44 50 5 50 5 5 0 15 125 10 5 15 150 2 40 399.0 821

822 H548 H NEW CANEY MUD Expanded use of groundwater 2 4 6 120 5 0 1 5 11 44 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 10 5 15 150 4 80 395.6 822

823 H391 H JACINTO CITY Reallocation of existing supplies 2 4 6 120 5 0 1 5 11 44 1 0 36 4 0 0 4 31 10 5 15 150 1 20 365.0 823

824 H794 H WALLER Reallocation of existing supplies 0 2 2 40 5 0 1 5 11 44 28 3 28 3 0 0 6 46 10 5 15 150 4 80 360.3 824

825 H388 H JACINTO CITY Contract with City of Houston 2 4 6 120 5 0 1 5 11 44 17 2 11 1 0 0 3 23 10 5 15 150 1 20 357.2 825

826 H50 H BRAZOS RIVER AUTHORITY Freeport desalination plant 2 4 6 120 3 0 5 5 13 52 22 2 19 2 0 0 4 35 10 5 15 150 0 0 356.5 826

827 H570 H NORTH HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY City of Houston indirect reuse 4 6 10 200 3 0 4 5 12 48 19 2 0 0 0 5 7 57 5 0 5 50 0 0 355.4 827

828 H341 H HILLCREST Expanded use of groundwater 0 2 2 40 5 0 1 5 11 44 13 1 13 1 5 0 8 63 10 5 15 150 2 40 336.5 828

829 H46 H BRAZOS RIVER AUTHORITY Brazoria off‐channel reservoir 0 4 4 80 3 0 1 5 9 36 14 1 14 1 0 0 3 23 10 5 15 150 0 0 288.7 829
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1 H565 H NORTH FORT BEND WATER AUTHORITY NFBWA shared transmission line 10 10 20 400 5 5 8 5 23 92 100 10 100 10 0 5 25 208 10 5 15 150 5 100 950.3 1

2 H70 H CENTRAL HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY CHCRWA internal distribution 10 10 20 400 5 5 8 5 23 92 100 10 100 10 0 5 25 208 10 5 15 150 5 100 950.3 1

3 H71 H CENTRAL HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY CHCRWA transmission line 10 10 20 400 5 5 8 5 23 92 100 10 100 10 0 5 25 208 10 5 15 150 5 100 950.3 1

4 H564 H NORTH FORT BEND WATER AUTHORITY NFBWA internal distribution 10 10 20 400 5 5 8 5 23 92 100 10 100 10 0 5 25 208 10 5 15 150 4 80 930.3 4

5 H579 H NORTH HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY NHCRWA transmission 2010 10 10 20 400 5 5 8 5 23 92 100 10 100 10 0 5 25 208 10 5 15 150 4 80 930.3 4

6 H580 H NORTH HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY NHCRWA transmission 2020 10 10 20 400 5 5 8 5 23 92 100 10 100 10 0 5 25 208 10 5 15 150 4 80 930.3 4

7 H581 H NORTH HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY NHCRWA transmission 2030 10 10 20 400 5 5 8 5 23 92 100 10 100 10 0 5 25 208 10 5 15 150 4 80 930.3 4

8 H809 H WEST HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY WHCRWA transmission line 10 10 20 400 5 5 8 5 23 92 100 10 100 10 0 5 25 208 10 5 15 150 4 80 930.3 4

9 H576 H NORTH HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY NHCRWA internal 2010 distribution 10 10 20 400 5 5 8 5 23 92 100 10 100 10 0 5 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 890.3 9

10 H577 H NORTH HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY NHCRWA internal 2020 distribution 10 10 20 400 5 5 8 5 23 92 100 10 100 10 0 5 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 890.3 9

11 H578 H NORTH HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY NHCRWA internal 2030 distribution 10 10 20 400 5 5 8 5 23 92 100 10 100 10 0 5 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 890.3 9

12 H352 H HOUSTON City of Houston distribution expansion 8 10 18 360 5 5 2 5 17 68 100 10 100 10 0 5 25 208 10 5 15 150 5 100 886.3 12

13 H696 H SEALY City of Sealy groundwater treatment expansion 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 0 0 858.3 13

14 H697 H SEALY Expanded use of groundwater 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 0 0 858.3 13

15 H664 H RICHMOND‐ROSENBERG Cities of Richmond‐Rosenberg GRP ‐ West Fort Bend SWTP 10 10 20 400 5 5 8 5 23 92 100 10 100 10 0 5 25 208 10 5 15 150 0 0 850.3 15

16 H808 H WEST HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY WHCRWA internal distribution 10 10 20 400 5 5 8 5 23 92 100 10 100 10 0 5 25 208 10 5 15 150 0 0 850.3 15

17 H356 H HOUSTON City of Houston treatment expansion 10 10 20 400 5 5 2 5 17 68 100 10 100 10 0 5 25 208 10 5 15 150 1 20 846.3 17

18 H370 H HUNTSVILLE City of Huntsville water treatment plant 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 3 13 130 0 0 838.3 18

19 H77 H CHAMBERS‐LIBERTY COUNTIES NAVIGATION DISTRICT CLCND West Chambers System 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 89 9 86 9 0 5 23 188 10 5 15 150 0 0 837.7 19

20 H358 H HOUSTON Luce Bayou transfer 8 10 18 360 5 5 9 5 24 96 98 10 78 8 0 5 23 189 10 5 15 150 2 40 834.6 20

21 H14 H BAYTOWN Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 822.3 21

22 H164 H DAISETTA Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 822.3 21

23 H168 H DAYTON Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 822.3 21

24 H251 H HARDIN Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 822.3 21

25 H253 H HARDIN WSC Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 822.3 21

26 H3 H AMES Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 822.3 21

27 H405 H KENEFICK Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 822.3 21

28 H418 H LIBERTY Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 822.3 21

29 H453 H MANUFACTURING, LIBERTY Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 822.3 21

30 H467 H MERCY WSC Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 822.3 21

31 H485 H MINING, LIBERTY Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 822.3 21

32 H643 H PLUM GROVE Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 822.3 21

33 H759 H STEAM ELECTRIC POWER, LIBERTY Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 822.3 21

34 H798 H WEST HARDIN WSC Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 822.3 21

35 H86 H CLEVELAND Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 822.3 21

36 H298 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #50 Harris County MUD #50 water treatment plant 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 100 10 0 0 20 167 10 5 15 150 0 0 816.7 36

37 H412 H LAKE LIVINGSTON WATER SUPPLY & SEWER SERVICE CO. LLWSSSC surface water project 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 100 10 0 0 20 167 10 3 13 130 1 20 816.7 36

38 H621 H PEARLAND City of Pearland surface water treatment plant 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 100 10 100 10 0 0 20 167 10 5 15 150 0 0 816.7 36

39 H104 H COUNTY‐OTHER, AUSTIN Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 39

40 H13 H BAYOU VISTA Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 39

41 H132 H COUNTY‐OTHER, MADISON Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 39

42 H150 H CROSBY MUD Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 39

43 H22 H BEASLEY Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 39

44 H228 H FRIENDSWOOD Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 39

45 H238 H GALVESTON COUNTY MUD #1 Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 39

46 H28 H BELLVILLE Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 39

47 H392 H JAMAICA BEACH Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 39

48 H403 H KENDLETON Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 39

49 H407 H LA PORTE Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 39

50 H427 H MADISONVILLE Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 39

51 H433 H MANUFACTURING, AUSTIN Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 39

52 H446 H MANUFACTURING, GALVESTON Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 39

53 H452 H MANUFACTURING, LEON Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 39

54 H454 H MANUFACTURING, MADISON Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 39

55 H457 H MANUFACTURING, SAN JACINTO Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 39

56 H458 H MANUFACTURING, WALKER Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 39

57 H459 H MANUFACTURING, WALLER Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 39

58 H469 H MINING, AUSTIN Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 39

59 H488 H MINING, POLK Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 39

60 H546 H NEEDVILLE Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 39

61 H598 H ONALASKA Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 39

62 H600 H ONALASKA WSC Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 39

63 H628 H PINE ISLAND Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 39

64 H649 H POINT BLANK Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 39

65 H654 H PRAIRIE VIEW Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 39

66 H684 H SAN FELIPE Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 39

67 H689 H SAN JACINTO WSC Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 39

68 H704 H SHEPHERD Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 39

69 H706 H SHOREACRES Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 39

70 H711 H SOUTH HOUSTON Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 39

71 H790 H WALKER COUNTY RURAL WSC Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 39

72 H795 H WALLIS Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 39

73 H797 H WEBSTER Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 39

74 H81 H CLEAR BROOK CITY MUD WOODMEADOWS Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 39

75 H91 H COLDSPRING Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 802.3 39

76 H11 H BAILEY'S PRAIRIE Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 94 9 5 0 24 203 10 5 15 150 2 40 797.4 76

77 H709 H SIMONTON Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 90 9 5 0 24 200 10 5 15 150 2 40 794.1 77

78 H130 H COUNTY‐OTHER, LIBERTY Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 71 7 92 9 5 0 21 178 10 5 15 150 2 40 791.6 78

79 H148 H COUNTY‐OTHER, WALLER Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 88 9 96 10 5 0 23 195 10 5 15 150 2 40 789.2 79

80 H37 H BRAZORIA COUNTY MUD #3 Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 81 8 91 9 5 0 22 185 10 5 15 150 2 40 779.0 80

81 H33 H BRAZORIA COUNTY MUD #1 Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 81 8 91 9 5 0 22 185 10 5 15 150 2 40 778.9 81

82 H339 H HEMPSTEAD Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 79 8 92 9 5 0 22 184 10 5 15 150 2 40 778.4 82
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83 H35 H BRAZORIA COUNTY MUD #2 Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 80 8 91 9 5 0 22 184 10 5 15 150 2 40 778.3 83

84 H55 H BROOKSHIRE Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 71 7 91 9 5 0 21 177 10 5 15 150 2 40 770.5 84

85 H641 H PLEAK Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 64 6 90 9 5 0 20 170 10 5 15 150 2 40 763.8 85

86 H788 H VARNER CREEK UD Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 65 7 88 9 5 0 20 170 10 5 15 150 2 40 763.6 86

87 H357 H HOUSTON Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 30 3 0 0 13 108 10 5 15 150 5 100 762.4 87

88 H519 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY MUD #8 Montgomery MUD #8/9 indirect reuse 10 10 20 400 3 3 5 5 16 64 71 7 57 6 0 5 18 148 10 5 15 150 0 0 762.3 88

89 H526 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY MUD #9 Montgomery MUD #8/9 indirect reuse 10 10 20 400 3 3 5 5 16 64 71 7 57 6 0 5 18 148 10 5 15 150 0 0 762.3 88

90 H241 H GALVESTON COUNTY WCID #12 Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 0 0 20 167 10 5 15 150 2 40 760.7 90

91 H616 H PASADENA Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 0 0 20 167 10 5 15 150 2 40 760.7 90

92 H691 H SAN LEON MUD Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 0 0 20 167 10 5 15 150 2 40 760.7 90

93 H782 H TIKI ISLAND Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 0 0 20 167 10 5 15 150 2 40 760.7 90

94 H128 H COUNTY‐OTHER, LEON Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 0 10 100 2 40 752.3 94

95 H143 H COUNTY‐OTHER, SAN JACINTO Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 0 10 100 2 40 752.3 94

96 H193 H FLO COMMUNITY WSC Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 0 10 100 2 40 752.3 94

97 H395 H JEWETT Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 0 10 100 2 40 752.3 94

98 H552 H NEW WAVERLY Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 0 10 100 2 40 752.3 94

99 H554 H NORMANGEE Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 0 10 100 2 40 752.3 94

100 H59 H BUFFALO Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 0 10 100 2 40 752.3 94

101 H67 H CENTERVILLE Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 0 10 100 2 40 752.3 94

102 H771 H SURFSIDE BEACH Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 52 5 85 9 5 0 19 157 10 5 15 150 2 40 750.5 102

103 H57 H BROOKSIDE VILLAGE Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 47 5 84 8 5 0 18 151 10 5 15 150 2 40 744.9 103

104 H422 H LIVESTOCK, GALVESTON Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 42 4 67 7 0 0 11 90 10 5 15 150 5 100 744.3 104

105 H602 H ORBIT SYSTEMS INC Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 86 9 93 9 0 0 18 149 10 5 15 150 2 40 742.9 105

106 H40 H BRAZOS RIVER AUTHORITY BRA system operations permit 8 10 18 360 3 3 8 5 19 76 7 1 6 1 0 5 6 53 10 5 15 150 5 100 738.5 106

107 H687 H SAN JACINTO RIVER AUTHORITY SJRA Water Resources Assessment Plan 10 10 20 400 5 5 10 5 25 100 84 8 30 3 0 5 16 137 10 0 10 100 0 0 736.9 107

108 H371 H IOWA COLONY Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 30 3 81 8 5 0 16 134 10 5 15 150 2 40 728.4 108

109 H170 H DEER PARK Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 2 0 5 0 15 126 10 5 15 150 2 40 720.3 109

110 H229 H FULSHEAR Fulshear reuse 8 10 18 360 3 0 3 5 11 44 100 10 55 6 0 0 16 130 10 5 15 150 1 20 703.6 110

111 H623 H PEARLAND Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 21 2 0 0 12 101 10 5 15 150 2 40 694.9 111

112 H39 H BRAZOS RIVER AUTHORITY Allens Creek Reservoir 8 10 18 360 3 5 7 5 20 80 14 1 12 1 0 5 8 63 10 5 15 150 2 40 693.5 112

113 H350 H HOUSTON Allens Creek Reservoir 8 10 18 360 3 5 7 5 20 80 14 1 12 1 0 5 8 63 10 5 15 150 2 40 693.5 112

114 H145 H COUNTY‐OTHER, TRINITY Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 100 10 0 0 5 0 15 125 10 0 10 100 2 40 689.0 114

115 H18 H BEACH CITY Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 7 1 10 1 0 0 2 14 10 5 15 150 5 100 688.4 115

116 H496 H MONT BELVIEU Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 5 0 9 1 0 0 1 11 10 5 15 150 5 100 685.4 116

117 H389 H JACINTO CITY Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 9 1 0 0 11 91 10 5 15 150 2 40 685.2 117

118 H792 H WALLER Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 94 9 70 7 0 0 16 137 10 0 10 100 2 40 680.7 118

119 H752 H STEAM ELECTRIC POWER, GALVESTON Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 23 2 8 1 0 0 3 26 10 5 15 150 5 100 679.8 119

120 H386 H IRRIGATION, WALLER Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 0 0 5 0 15 125 5 0 5 50 5 100 679.0 120

121 H383 H IRRIGATION, LIBERTY Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 5 15 150 5 100 674.4 121

122 H141 H COUNTY‐OTHER, POLK Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 15 1 30 3 5 0 9 79 10 5 15 150 2 40 672.8 122

123 H561 H NORTH FORT BEND WATER AUTHORITY Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 4 0 0 5 15 129 10 0 10 100 2 40 672.6 123

124 H173 H DICKINSON Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 3 0 4 0 0 0 1 6 10 5 15 150 5 100 659.9 124

125 H415 H LEAGUE CITY Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 4 10 5 15 150 5 100 657.6 125

126 H400 H KEMAH Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 2 0 3 0 0 0 0 4 10 5 15 150 5 100 657.6 126

127 H83 H CLEAR LAKE SHORES Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 10 5 15 150 5 100 655.6 127

128 H166 H DANBURY Expanded use of groundwater 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 35 4 72 7 5 0 16 131 10 5 15 150 2 40 645.0 128

129 H429 H MAGNOLIA Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 4 0 8 1 0 0 1 10 10 5 15 150 4 80 643.8 129

130 H673 H RIVERSIDE WSC Expanded use of groundwater 8 2 10 200 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 100 10 5 0 25 208 10 5 15 150 2 40 642.3 130

131 H773 H SWEENY Expanded use of groundwater 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 30 3 70 7 5 0 15 125 10 5 15 150 2 40 639.0 131

132 H787 H TRINITY Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 100 10 0 0 5 0 15 125 5 0 5 50 2 40 639.0 132

133 H760 H STEAM ELECTRIC POWER, MONTGOMERY Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 10 1 0 0 11 92 10 0 10 100 2 40 636.0 133

134 H605 H OYSTER CREEK Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 27 3 21 2 0 0 5 40 10 5 15 150 2 40 633.6 134

135 H226 H FREEPORT Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 19 2 23 2 0 0 4 34 10 5 15 150 2 40 628.4 135

136 H666 H RICHWOOD Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 22 2 19 2 0 0 4 34 10 5 15 150 2 40 627.7 136

137 H471 H MINING, BRAZORIA Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 21 2 19 2 0 0 4 33 10 5 15 150 2 40 627.4 137

138 H176 H DOW CHEMICAL USA DOW off‐channel Reservoir 8 10 18 360 3 5 2 5 15 60 27 3 12 1 0 0 4 33 10 5 15 150 1 20 622.6 138

139 H757 H STEAM ELECTRIC POWER, HARRIS Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 25 2 9 1 0 0 3 28 10 5 15 150 2 40 621.7 139

140 H6 H ANGLETON Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 16 2 16 2 0 0 3 26 10 5 15 150 2 40 620.5 140

141 H146 H COUNTY‐OTHER, WALKER Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 0 0 5 0 15 125 5 0 5 50 2 40 619.0 141

142 H98 H CONSOLIDATED WSC Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 0 0 5 0 15 125 5 0 5 50 2 40 619.0 141

143 H678 H ROMAN FOREST Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 15 2 13 1 0 0 3 24 10 5 15 150 2 40 617.7 143

144 H450 H MANUFACTURING, HARRIS Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 13 1 15 2 0 0 3 23 10 5 15 150 2 40 617.4 144

145 H718 H SOUTHSIDE PLACE Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 18 2 7 1 0 0 3 21 10 5 15 150 2 40 615.1 145

146 H409 H LAKE JACKSON Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 0 6 24 25 3 20 2 0 0 5 38 10 5 15 150 2 40 611.9 146

147 H301 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #53 Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 8 1 6 1 0 0 1 11 10 5 15 150 2 40 605.5 147

148 H322 H HARRIS COUNTY WCID #36 Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 7 1 5 0 0 0 1 10 10 5 15 150 2 40 603.9 148

149 H501 H MONTGOMERY Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 48 5 24 2 0 0 7 60 10 0 10 100 2 40 603.9 149

150 H305 H HARRIS COUNTY MUD #8 Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 6 1 5 1 0 0 1 9 10 5 15 150 2 40 603.4 150

151 H811 H WEST UNIVERSITY PL. Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 6 1 4 0 0 0 1 8 10 5 15 150 2 40 601.9 151

152 H483 H MINING, HARRIS Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 5 1 4 0 0 0 1 8 10 5 15 150 2 40 601.6 152

153 H631 H PINE TRAILS UTILITY Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 4 0 4 0 0 0 1 7 10 5 15 150 2 40 600.9 153

154 H25 H BELLAIRE Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 3 0 3 0 0 0 1 5 10 5 15 150 2 40 599.1 154

155 H108 H COUNTY‐OTHER, BRAZORIA Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 23 2 19 2 0 0 4 35 10 0 10 100 2 40 598.6 155

156 H693 H SEABROOK Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 3 0 3 0 0 0 1 4 10 5 15 150 2 40 598.4 156

157 H262 H HARRIS COUNTY FWSD #6 Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 3 0 2 0 0 0 1 4 10 5 15 150 2 40 598.4 157

158 H367 H HUNTERS CREEK VILLAGE Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 2 0 3 0 0 0 0 4 10 5 15 150 2 40 598.1 158

159 H411 H LAKE LIVINGSTON WATER SUPPLY & SEWER SERVICE CO. Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 100 10 0 0 0 0 10 83 5 0 5 50 2 40 597.3 159

160 H635 H PINEY POINT VILLAGE Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 10 5 15 150 2 40 596.2 160

161 H438 H MANUFACTURING, BRAZORIA Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 10 5 15 150 2 40 596.2 161

162 H318 H HARRIS COUNTY WCID #21 Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 10 5 15 150 2 40 596.2 162

163 H326 H HARRIS COUNTY WCID #50 Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 10 5 15 150 2 40 595.8 163
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164 H477 H MINING, FORT BEND Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 10 5 15 150 2 40 595.5 164

165 H722 H SOUTHWEST UTILITIES Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 10 5 15 150 2 40 595.3 165

166 H351 H HOUSTON City of Houston bayous permit 10 8 18 360 3 5 10 5 23 92 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 3 13 130 0 0 582.0 166

167 H420 H LIVESTOCK, BRAZORIA Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 33 3 0 0 0 0 3 27 5 0 5 50 5 100 581.1 167

168 H353 H HOUSTON City of Houston indirect reuse 4 6 10 200 3 5 4 5 17 68 95 10 100 10 0 0 20 163 10 5 15 150 0 0 580.7 168

169 H567 H NORTH FORT BEND WATER AUTHORITY Wastewater reclamation for municipal irrigation 6 10 16 320 3 0 1 5 9 36 6 1 8 1 0 5 6 54 10 5 15 150 1 20 579.6 169

170 H347 H HITCHCOCK Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 100 10 0 0 0 0 10 83 5 0 5 50 2 40 577.3 170

171 H94 H CONROE Expanded use of groundwater 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 3 10 5 15 150 5 100 577.3 171

172 H461 H MANVEL Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 23 2 16 2 0 0 4 32 10 0 10 100 2 40 576.1 172

173 H777 H THE WOODLANDS Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 26 3 0 0 0 0 3 22 5 0 5 50 5 100 576.0 173

174 H507 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY MUD #18 Expanded use of groundwater 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 10 1 14 1 0 0 2 20 10 5 15 150 4 80 574.0 174

175 H806 H WEST HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY Wastewater reclamation for municipal irrigation 6 10 16 320 3 0 1 5 9 36 2 0 3 0 0 5 6 46 10 5 15 150 1 20 572.0 175

176 H741 H STAGECOACH Expanded use of groundwater 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 8 1 12 1 0 0 2 17 10 5 15 150 4 80 570.9 176

177 H645 H POINT AQUARIUS MUD Expanded use of groundwater 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 6 1 10 1 0 0 2 14 10 5 15 150 4 80 567.9 177

178 H442 H MANUFACTURING, CHAMBERS Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 5 1 5 16 64 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 3 10 0 10 100 2 40 566.5 178

179 H135 H COUNTY‐OTHER, MONTGOMERY Expanded use of groundwater 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 2 0 10 1 0 0 1 10 10 5 15 150 4 80 564.2 179

180 H245 H GULF COAST WATER AUTHORITY GCWA off‐channel reservoir 6 10 16 320 3 0 1 5 9 36 37 4 22 2 0 0 6 50 10 5 15 150 0 0 555.9 180

181 H524 H MONTGOMERY COUNTY MUD #9 Expanded use of groundwater 8 10 18 360 5 0 1 5 11 44 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 5 0 5 50 5 100 555.1 181

182 H47 H BRAZOS RIVER AUTHORITY Brazos saltwater barrier 8 8 16 320 0 5 5 5 15 60 0 0 0 0 5 0 5 42 10 3 13 130 0 0 551.7 182

183 H375 H IRRIGATION, BRAZORIA Expanded use of groundwater 6 8 14 280 5 5 1 5 16 64 5 1 0 0 0 0 1 5 10 0 10 100 5 100 548.8 183

184 H89 H CLUTE Expanded use of groundwater 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 12 1 16 2 0 0 3 23 10 5 15 150 2 40 537.1 184

185 H583 H NORTH HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY Wastewater reclamation for municipal irrigation 6 8 14 280 3 0 1 5 9 36 2 0 3 0 0 5 5 46 10 5 15 150 1 20 531.8 185

186 H688 H SAN JACINTO RIVER AUTHORITY TRA to SJRA contract 4 8 12 240 5 0 1 5 11 44 11 1 55 5 0 5 12 97 10 5 15 150 0 0 530.7 186

187 H120 H COUNTY‐OTHER, FORT BEND Wastewater reclamation for municipal irrigation 6 8 14 280 3 0 1 5 9 36 15 2 13 1 0 0 3 23 10 5 15 150 1 20 509.3 187

188 H127 H COUNTY‐OTHER, HARRIS Wastewater reclamation for municipal irrigation 6 8 14 280 3 0 1 5 9 36 16 2 11 1 0 0 3 23 10 5 15 150 1 20 508.7 188

189 H140 H COUNTY‐OTHER, MONTGOMERY Wastewater reclamation for municipal irrigation 6 8 14 280 3 0 1 5 9 36 8 1 14 1 0 0 2 19 10 5 15 150 1 20 504.9 189

190 H178 H EAST PLANTATION UD Expanded use of groundwater 4 6 10 200 5 0 1 5 11 44 3 0 6 1 0 0 1 7 10 5 15 150 5 100 500.8 190

191 H754 H STEAM ELECTRIC POWER, HARRIS City of Houston indirect reuse 4 6 10 200 3 0 4 5 12 48 55 5 44 4 0 0 10 82 10 5 15 150 1 20 500.4 191

192 H110 H COUNTY‐OTHER, BRAZORIA Wastewater reclamation for municipal irrigation 6 8 14 280 3 0 1 5 9 36 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 4 10 5 15 150 1 20 489.7 192

193 H728 H SPLENDORA Expanded use of groundwater 4 6 10 200 5 0 1 5 11 44 3 0 5 1 0 0 1 6 10 5 15 150 4 80 480.3 193

194 H153 H CRYSTAL SPRNGS WATER COMPANY Expanded use of groundwater 4 6 10 200 5 0 1 5 11 44 1 0 4 0 0 0 1 5 10 5 15 150 4 80 478.6 194

195 H669 H RIVER PLANTATION MUD Expanded use of groundwater 6 8 14 280 5 0 1 5 11 44 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 5 0 5 50 5 100 477.1 195

196 H122 H COUNTY‐OTHER, HARRIS City of Houston indirect reuse 4 6 10 200 3 0 4 5 12 48 45 4 41 4 0 0 9 71 10 5 15 150 0 0 469.4 196

197 H447 H MANUFACTURING, HARRIS City of Houston indirect reuse 4 6 10 200 3 0 4 5 12 48 26 3 28 3 0 0 5 46 10 5 15 150 1 20 463.6 197

198 H575 H NORTH HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY NHCRWA indirect reuse 4 6 10 200 3 0 1 5 9 36 8 1 16 2 0 5 7 61 10 5 15 150 0 0 447.1 198

199 H595 H OLD RIVER‐WINFREE Expanded use of groundwater 2 4 6 120 5 5 1 5 16 64 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 10 5 15 150 5 100 435.4 199

200 H733 H SPRING CREEK UD Expanded use of groundwater 2 4 6 120 5 0 1 5 11 44 2 0 3 0 0 0 1 5 10 5 15 150 5 100 418.6 200

201 H362 H HOUSTON Wastewater reuse for industry 0 2 2 40 3 5 1 5 14 56 100 10 100 10 0 0 20 167 10 5 15 150 0 0 412.7 201

202 H49 H BRAZOS RIVER AUTHORITY Fort Bend off‐channel reservoir 2 6 8 160 3 0 1 5 9 36 0 0 20 2 0 5 7 58 10 5 15 150 0 0 404.0 202

203 H348 H HOLIDAY LAKES Expanded use of groundwater 0 2 2 40 5 0 1 5 11 44 50 5 50 5 5 0 15 125 10 5 15 150 2 40 399.0 203

204 H548 H NEW CANEY MUD Expanded use of groundwater 2 4 6 120 5 0 1 5 11 44 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 10 5 15 150 4 80 395.6 204

205 H50 H BRAZOS RIVER AUTHORITY Freeport desalination plant 2 4 6 120 3 0 5 5 13 52 22 2 19 2 0 0 4 35 10 5 15 150 0 0 356.5 205

206 H570 H NORTH HARRIS COUNTY REGIONAL WATER AUTHORITY City of Houston indirect reuse 4 6 10 200 3 0 4 5 12 48 19 2 0 0 0 5 7 57 5 0 5 50 0 0 355.4 206

207 H341 H HILLCREST Expanded use of groundwater 0 2 2 40 5 0 1 5 11 44 13 1 13 1 5 0 8 63 10 5 15 150 2 40 336.5 207

208 H46 H BRAZOS RIVER AUTHORITY Brazoria off‐channel reservoir 0 4 4 80 3 0 1 5 9 36 14 1 14 1 0 0 3 23 10 5 15 150 0 0 288.7 208
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May 30, 2014 
 
 
Mr. Kevin Patteson 
Executive Administrator 
Texas Water Development Board 
1700 North Congress Avenue 
Austin, TX 78701 
 
Re:  Prioritized Projects from the 2011 Region H Regional Water Plan 
 
Dear Mr. Patteson: 
 
The Region H Water Planning Group (RHWPG) is transmitting its list of prioritized 
projects from the 2011 Region H Regional Water Plan (RWP) as prepared according to 
the direction of the Texas Water Development Board (TWDB) and the uniform 
standards proposed by the HB 4 Stakeholder Committee (SHC).  This process has been 
carried as a collaborative effort by the RWPG and the Water Management Strategies 
(WMS) Committee chaired by Fort Bend County Judge Bob Hebert.  As a region 
demonstrating an advanced level of growth and, in turn, water need over the 
upcoming 50 years, Region H is committed to the mission of HB 4 and the procedures 
in development by TWDB to commit funds to critical infrastructure projects in Texas. 
 
The RHWPG recognizes that this submittal is a draft prioritization of 2011 RWP 
projects and that changes to the process may be enacted before the final submittal in 
order to more uniformly apply the given standards and to identify critical funding 
needs.  However, the RHWPG wishes to comment on the methodology as currently 
presented and share observations made during the prioritization process.  The 
RHWPG’s experience in working with the uniform standards demonstrated that the 
methodology was fairly objective in application, as was the goal of the SHC.  However, 
the RHWPG also noted that the approach does not adequately account for some 
factors that make some projects more significant to the region than others.  This and 
other identified concerns are demonstrated below with examples from Region H. 
 

 There is concern that the definition of what constitutes a project for purposes 
of the RWPG prioritization process and the list of projects provided to the 
Region H RWPG do not realistically reflect the future supply needs of the 
Region; in many cases the template is more reflective of the planning 
database than anticipated project development. 
 

 There is no mechanism in the template to screen out projects which have 
already been implemented, such as City of Houston to WHCRWA contract, 
NHCRWA transmission 2010, etc. 
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 The template does not include provisions for key supply relationships among projects.  In a number of cases, 
large supply or infrastructure projects (some of which are actively in development) receive low scores, while 
other projects which are wholly or partially dependent on them score much higher.  

o Example 1:  Water from the Luce Bayou transfer will, with other supplies, be treated and distributed 
through future City of Houston (COH) infrastructure expansions.  A portion of this supply is contracted to 
regional water authorities and will be conveyed through future expansions of authority treatment and 
distribution infrastructure to the area to meet needs in those service areas.   

 
o Example 2:  The San Jacinto River Authority (SJRA) Water Resources Assessment Plan (WRAP) reflects 

SJRA’s Groundwater Reduction Plan (GRP), which will allow a large number of entities in Montgomery 
County to meet regulations designed to reduce dependence on groundwater.  The first phase of 
infrastructure for this GRP is being constructed and will be operational by 2016.  However, a number of 
projects reflecting WUG participation in the GRP outscore the GRP (WRAP) itself.  An example is shown 
below. 

 

 The template requires the scoring of many projects which are unlikely to need or apply for funding.  There is a 
concern that this unnecessarily pushes more critical projects in need of funding lower on the list.   

o Example 1:  The zero‐cost listing which exists only to transfer water from the Missouri City WWP to the 
Missouri City WUG in DB12 is ranked above the SJRA’s WRAP; infrastructure to implement the WRAP is 
already under construction. 

o Example 2:  The City of Houston has indicated that many of its GRP participants would simply be allowed 
to take more water.  However, a number of Houston’s GRP participants outscore the City of Houston 
infrastructure expansions key to GRP function. 

 

 The template creates challenges in consistently and realistically scoring phased infrastructure projects.  This is 
particularly important because many of the key strategies in the 2011 Region H RWP involve multiple phases of 
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infrastructure development, including treatment and distribution expansions for the City of Houston and the 
Regional Water Authorities, as well as some GRPs. 

o Example 1:  During the 2011 planning cycle, most phased infrastructure projects were listed as a single 
project in DB12.  However, due to the availability of detailed decadal cost estimates, the treatment and 
distribution expansion for North Harris County Regional Water Authority were each represented in DB12 
as three separate phases.  In order to score fairly, these phases were combined and scored together. 

o Example 2:  Because the phased infrastructure expansions are listed as one project each, several of the 
criteria (primarily 1A, 1B, 3A, 5A and others to some extent) are scored based on development phases 
which have already been completed.  For example, treatment and distribution expansion projects for 
several regional water authorities include Year 2010 phases which are built and will not need funding, as 
well as year 2020 and 2030 phases which have not yet been built or funded. 

 

 There are significant concerns regarding how the results from the completed scoring template will be used in 
determining project ranking and eligibility of funding in TWDB’s process, particularly given the WMS 
Committee’s observation that the resultant scores poorly reflect the strategy needs of the Region. 

o Example 1:  If the TWDB process takes an approach of only considering a certain number of projects 
starting from the top score and working down, many projects considered critical for Region H could be 
ignored.  As an example, if only the top 50 projects were considered, most of the qualifying projects 
would be participants in the City of Houston and SJRA GRPs and regional water authority infrastructure 
expansions.  However the major supply strategies required to make the top 50 possible (Luce Bayou 
Transfer, City of Houston Treatment and Distribution Expansions, and the SJRA WRAP) would not make 
the list in spite of being in design or construction. 

o Example 2:  As noted earlier, phased infrastructure projects are not well represented by the project list.  
There are concerns that an entity seeking funding for an expansion phase that is a smaller portion of a 
project as listed in the template might not be eligible for funding as the relevant phase would be 
significantly different in timing, volume, etc.  If the same project had been entered into the database 
with the same decadal costs and volumes but divided into separated phases or “projects”, there would 
be a project listing matching the relevant phase.  Examples include the City of Houston and regional 
water authority infrastructure expansion strategies.  This is an artifact of how projects shown in DB12 
and should not be allowed to impact funding eligibility. 

o Example 3:  Some strategies include multiple participants which may not all initiate participation or 
require funding at the same time.  This is particularly common for GRPs, which may have multiple 
phases of development and involve WUG participants actively receiving surface water or other alternate 
supplies at various times.  The associated WWP‐level supply infrastructure projects and the various 
stages of participation are all necessary for the GRP to fulfill its mandate.  Differences in timing for 
project participants should not be allowed to reduce funding eligibility for WWP‐level projects and their 
associated infrastructure.  

 

 For the rural / agricultural indicator, no definition of rural was provided for purposes of completing the 
prioritization template.  While this does not impact the project scoring in the template, it could play a role in 
determining which projects qualify for portions of funding set aside for rural interests.  The draft Region H 
template assumes rural entities to be those with Year 2010 populations below 10,000. 
 

 For the conservation and reuse indicator, no definition of conservation projects was provided for purposes of 
completing the prioritization template.  This does not impact the project scoring in the template, it could play a 
role in determining which projects qualify for portions of funding set aside for conservation and reuse.  While in 
some cases this question is simple to answer, in others the definition may be less clear. 

 
The RHWPG appreciates this opportunity to provide comment along with the transmittal of its draft list of prioritized 
projects.  Although the task of prioritizing the numerous projects in the State Water Plan is a challenging goal, the 
RHWPG looks forward to working with TWDB in the future to help ensure the most appropriate allocation of valuable 



Mr. Kevin Patteson 
May 30, 2014 
 

4/4 

funding to achieve the goals of HB 4.   Please feel free to contact either of us or the Region H consultant, Jason 
Afinowicz, at 713.600‐6841 or jason.afinowicz@freese.com if you have any questions regarding this submittal or wish to 
discuss the issues identified by the RHWPG further. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Mark Evans              Robert Hebert 
Region H Chair  Fort Bend County Judge, 

Region H WMS Committee Chair 
 
cc:  Lann Bookout, TWDB 
 



 

Agenda Item 10 
 

Authorize the consultant team to prepare and submit the 
required technical memorandum prior to August 1, 2014 to 
be ratified by the Regional Water Planning Group following 

submittal.  





Technical Memorandum

• Due to TWDB by August 1, 2014

• Scope revised by TWDB

• Limited to DB17 reports

– Entities and demands

– Existing supplies

– Needs

• Portions of database under development

• Authorization and submittal required before next 
RWPG meeting.





 
Agenda Item 11 

 
Consider authorizing the request of additional funding for the 
study of water management strategies from the Texas Water 

Development Board.  

 





Task 4D Funding

WMS Funding SummaryWMS Funding Summary

• 2nd Biennium funding of $800,407

• $448,807 requested to‐date

• $351,600 remaining for potential funding

– Requires approval by RWPG

• 2nd Biennium funding of $800,407

• $448,807 requested to‐date

• $351,600 remaining for potential funding

– Requires approval by RWPG

Task 4D Funding

Recommended ProjectsRecommended Projects

Groundwater

• Aquifer Storage and Recovery

Facilities Strategies

• Brazos Saltwater Barrier

• Other Projects

Groundwater Reduction 
Plans

• GRP Updates

Surface Water Supply

• BRA System Operations

Reuse

• General Reuse Strategies

Contracts

• Contractual Transfers



Task 4D Funding

Water Management Strategy Budget

14.2 Aquifer Storage and Recovery $36,700 

17.2 Brazos Saltwater Barrier $14,600 

17.3 Other Facility Projects $35,600 

18.1 Groundwater Reduction Plans $133,700 

19.1 System Operation Permit $13,800 

20.1 Reuse Strategies $24,300 

21.1 Contractual Transfers $48,300 

Total Task 4D Group 2 Funding $307,000

Total Task 4D Group 1 Funding (authorized) $448,807

Total Task 4D Funding $755,807

Remaining Task 4D Funding $44,600



Agenda Item 14 
 

Agency communications and general information. 
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