
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 

MEETING MATERIALS 
 

October 31, 2018 
 

San Jacinto River Authority 
 
 





Common Region H Terms and Conversion Factors  

List of Abbreviations 

COA Certificate of Adjudication 
CRU Collective Reporting Unit 
DCP Drought Contingency Plan 
DFC Desired Future Condition 
DOR Drought of Record 
EA Executive Administrator 
EPA Environmental Protection Agency 
FWSD Fresh Water Supply District 
GAM Groundwater Availability Model 
GCD Groundwater Conservation District 
GMA Groundwater Management Area 
GRP Groundwater Reduction Plan 
IPP Initially Prepared Plan 
MAG Modeled Available Groundwater 
MUD Municipal Utility District 
MWP Major Water Provider 
PDSI Palmer Drought Severity Index 
PWS Public Water Supply 
RHWPG Region H Water Planning Group 
ROR Run-of-River 
RWP Regional Water Plan 
RWPA Regional Water Planning Area 
RWPG Regional Water Planning Group 
SWIFT State Water Implementation Fund for Texas 
SWP State Water Plan 
TAC Texas Administrative Code  
TCEQ Texas Commission on Environmental Quality 
TPWD Texas Parks and Wildlife Department 
TWC Texas Water Code 
TWDB Texas Water Development Board 
WAM Water Availability Model 
WCID Water Control and Improvement District 
WCP Water Conservation Plan 
WMS Water Management Strategy 
WRAP Water Rights Analysis Package 
WUD Water Utility Database 
WUG Water User Group 
WWP Wholesale Water Provider 

 

Water Measurements 

 1 acre-foot (AF) = 43,560 cubic feet = 325,851 gallons 

1 acre-foot per year (ac-ft/yr) = 325,851 gallons per year = 893 gallons per day 

1 gallon per minute (gpm) = 1,440 gallons per day = 1.6 ac-ft/yr 

1 million gallons per day (mgd) = 1,000,000 gallons per day = 1120 ac-ft/yr 





 

 

Region H Water Planning Group 

10:00 AM Wednesday 

October 31, 2018 

San Jacinto River Authority Office 

1577 Dam Site Rd, Conroe, Texas 77304 

 

AGENDA 

1. Call to order. 

2. Introductions. 

3. Review and approve minutes of August 1, 2018 meeting. 

4. Receive public comments on specific issues related to agenda items 5 through 14.  (Public 

comments limited to 3 minutes per speaker) 

5. Receive presentation from Consultant Team regarding the proposed application by Gulf Coast Water 

Authority to amend the 2016 Region H Regional Water Plan and consider approving the submittal of 

the application package to TWDB for the determination of minor amendment status. 

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

of the 2021 Region H Regional Water Plan (RWP). 

7. Receive update from Consultant Team regarding non-MAG available groundwater supplies in the 

Gulf Coast Aquifer in Subsidence District counties and consider taking action to authorize the 

Consultant Team to update source availability. 

8. Receive update from Consultant Team regarding Modeled Available Groundwater (MAG) Peak 

Factors and consider taking action to authorize the Consultant Team to submit the Peak Factor 

request to Texas Water Development Board (TWDB). 

9. Receive update from Consultant Team regarding status of investigation of water supply alternatives 

for the 2021 Region H Regional Water Plan. 

10. Receive report from Consultant Team and Water Management Strategy Committee regarding 

potential WMS analyses and consider taking action to approve a notice-to-proceed request and 

authorizing the Consultant Team and San Jacinto River Authority to submit the request to TWDB, 

coordinate with TWDB as needed on follow-up information, and execute the subsequent contract 

amendment issued. 

11. Discuss the 86th Regular Session of the Texas Legislature and Approve the Region H Water Planning 

Group Legislative Committee. 

12. Receive report regarding recent and upcoming activities related to communications and outreach 

efforts on behalf of the Region H Water Planning Group. 

13. Agency communications and general information. 

14. Receive presentation from Galveston Bay Foundation regarding the 2018 Galveston Bay Report Card.  

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

16. Next Meeting:  February 6, 2018. 

17. Adjourn. 

 

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

are requested to contact Sonia Zamudio at (936) 588-3111 at least three business days prior to the meeting 

so that appropriate arrangements can be made. 





 

Agenda Item 3 
 

Review and approve minutes of August 1, 2018 meeting. 



  



REGION H WATER PLANNING GROUP 
MINUTES OF REGULAR MEETING  

AUGUST 1, 2018 
 
 

MEMBERS PRESENT:  David Bailey, John Bartos, John Blount, Robert Bruner, Brad Brunett, 
Mark Evans, Yvonne Forrest, Art Henson, Jace Houston, Robert Istre, Glenn Lord, Marvin 
Marcell, Carl Masterson, Michael Turco, and Pudge Willcox.  
 
DESIGNATED ALTERNATES:  Gary Ashmore for Kathy Jones, Jun Chang for Jimmie 
Schindewolf, Tom Michel for Bill Teer, and Jim Sims for Kevin Ward.  
 
MEMBERS ABSENT:  James Comin, Bob Hebert, Ivan Langford, James Morrison, and Ruth 
Stultz.  
 
NON-VOTING MEMBERS PRESENT:  Kristen Lambrecht and Lann Bookout. 

1. Call to order 
 
The meeting was called to order at 10:05 a.m. 

  
2. INTRODUCTIONS   

 
Mr. Evans welcomed Kristen Lambrecht of the Texas Department of Agriculture and Paula Paciorek, 
designated alternate for John Bartos.   
 

3. REVIEW AND APPROVE MINUTES OF JUNE 6, 2018 MEETING 
 
Mr. Masterson made a motion to approve the minutes of June 6, 2018.  The motion was seconded by 
Mr. Bailey and carried unanimously.   
 

4. RECEIVE PUBLIC COMMENTS ON SPECIFIC ISSUES RELATED TO AGENDA ITEMS 5 
THROUGH 13   

There were no public comments. 

5. RECEIVE UPDATE FROM CONSULTANT TEAM REGARDING THE SCHEDULE AND 
MILESTONES FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE 2021 REGION H REGIONAL WATER 
PLAN 
 
Mr. Taucer provided an update regarding the schedule and milestones for the development of the 2021 
Region H Water Plan listing various items and scheduled completion/due dates for same. 
 



6. RECEIVE UPDATE FROM CONSULTANT TEAM AND GROUNDWATER SUPPLY 
COMMITTEE REGARDING EXISTING SUPPLY AVAILABILITY AND MODELED 
AVAILABLE GROUNDWATER (MAG) PEAK FACTORS   
 
Mr. Taucer provided a brief overview of the mechanism developed by TWDB to help reconcile the two 
processes utilized by regional planning and groundwater planning relative to peak factors.  He stated 
that this process is intended to represent potential temporary increases in groundwater use in drought 
conditions consistent with the Desired Future Conditions (“DFC”). Mr. Taucer explained that approval 
of this concept is needed by Groundwater Conservation Districts (“GCD”), Groundwater Management 
Areas (“GMA”), Planning Group, and the TWDB Executive Administrator in order to be incorporated 
into the 2021 Region H Regional Water Plan. He provided an overview of the counties and GCDs that 
approved, are considering, or declined the MAG peak factors.  He reiterated that this mechanism is 
solely for regional planning purposes and does not affect any permitting, regulatory plans, DFCs, etc.   
 

7. RECEIVE UPDATE FROM CONSULTANT TEAM REGARDING THE CATAHOULA 
FORMATION OF THE GULF COAST AQUIFER IN MONTGOMERY COUNTY AND 
CONSIDER TAKING ACTION TO DIRECT THE CONSULTANT TEAM TO UPDATE THE 
SOURCE AVAILABILITY FOR THE CATAHOULA FORMATION 
 
Mr. Taucer explained that the 2016 Regional Plan was the first time the Catahoula was recognized as 
a specific supply in the regional plan.  He stated that at that time, there was limited available information 
and the existing supply was based upon the anticipated use from the GRPs and the best knowledge at 
that time.  Mr. Taucer explained that the Water Planning Group agreed at a previous meeting to retain 
2016 plan values for all non-relevant, non-MAG groundwater formations, and locations for those 
groundwater sources not having a specific MAG.  He stated that according to the Lone Star 
Groundwater Conservation District, the permitted amount from the Catahoula has increased over the 
years.  Mr. Taucer explained that updating the Catahoula Formation’s existing supply will reflect the 
total permit allocations of 8,761ac-ft/yr. Mr. Henson made a motion to update the source availability 
for the Catahoula Formation to 8,761 ac-ft/yr.  Mr. Bartos seconded the motion and carried 
unanimously.     
 

8. RECEIVE UPDATE FROM CONSULTANT TEAM REGARDING NON-MAG AVAILABLE 
GROUNDWATER SUPPLIES IN THE GULF COAST AQUIFER IN TRINITY COUNTY AND 
CONSIDER TAKING ACTION TO AUTHORIZE THE CONSULTANT TEAM TO REQUEST 
A NEW SOURCE TO REFLECT THIS AVAILABILITY 

 
Mr. Taucer stated that the Gulf Coast in Trinity County is the most recent GMA process listed as non-
relevant.  He went on to say that this formation did not exist in the last planning cycle, therefore showed 
no available supply in the 2016 plan.  He stated that TWDB’s modeling revealed that the Gulf Coast 
aquifer did have some availability.  He explained that there is no MAG and is still considered non-
relevant, however because it revealed some availability and for consistency purposes, staff recommends 
it be added as a new source.  Mr. Houston made a motion to authorize the consultant team to request a 
new source to reflect non-MAG availability of the Gulf Coast Aquifer in Trinity County.  The motion 
was seconded by Mr. Chang and carried unanimously. 



 
9. DISCUSS THE PROCESS AND REQUIREMENTS FOR SIMPLIFIED PLANNING AND 

CONSIDER TAKING ACTION TO FORGO PURSUIT OF SIMPLIFIED PLANNING FOR 
THE 2021 REGION H RWP   
 
Mr. Evans explained that Senate Bill 1511 of the 85th Legislative Session established a simplified 
planning process. He reiterated that the Region H Water Planning Group (“RHWPG”) had previous 
discussions and concluded that it was not advantageous for RHWPG’s planning process.  Mr. Taucer 
provided an overview of the simplified planning process.  Mr. Lord made a motion to forgo pursuit of 
simplified planning for the 2021 Region H Water Regional Water Plan and approve documentation of 
this action in the Technical Memorandum.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Turco and carried 
unanimously.       
 

10. RECEIVE UPDATE FROM THE CONSULTANT TEAM REGARDING THE REGION H 
TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM AND CONSIDER AUTHORIZING THE CONSULTANT 
TEAM TO PREPARE AND SUBMIT THE REQUIRED DOCUMENTATION TO TEXAS 
WATER DEVELOPMENT BOARD   
 
Mr. Taucer explained that the technical memorandum is a major deliverable that documents and 
summarizes the first few major steps of the regional planning process which looks at populations, 
demands, sources, allocation of existing supplies, and projected needs and is intended to focus on the 
numbers.  He stated that this is a draft and alterations can be made at a later date if needed.  Mr. Taucer 
provided an overview of the process as it relates to the public comment period the discussed the various 
information included in the technical memorandum.  He provided an overview of projected demand, 
source availability, existing supply, and needs.  Mr. Masterson made a motion to authorize the 
consultant team to prepare and submit the required technical memorandum documentation to the 
TWDB and authorize the consultant team to make minor non-substantive changes discussed hereto 
(Catahoula and Trinity supplies, update TWDB’s minor changes to supplies, and include RHWPG’s 
decision to forgo simplified planning).  The motion was seconded by Mr. Henson and carried 
unanimously.    
 

11. REVIEW AND TAKE ACTION TO AMEND THE BUDGET FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF 
THE 2021 REGIONAL WATER PLAN 
 
Mr. Taucer explained that TWDB sets the initial task budgets and gives the planning groups some 
flexibility to adjust said tasks.  He stated that any adjustments over thirty-five percent must be approved 
by the planning group.  Mr. Taucer explained that the original distribution of funds for population and 
non-population demands tasks as well as the supplies tasks were not enough to completely fund the 
additional level of effort needed to complete the tasks.  He explained that this is just a reallocation of 
funds and no increase in the overall budget.  Mr. Chang made a motion to approve a budget amendment 
for 2021 round of Regional Water Planning increasing Non-Pop Demands line item ($9,000); Pop 
Demands line item ($20,000); Supply line item ($35,000), and decreasing Impacts of RWP line item 
<$26,000>; Drought Response line item <$21,000>; Recommendations line item <$4,000>; and WIF 
Report line item <$13,000>.  The motion was seconded by Ms. Forrest and carried unanimously.   



12. RECEIVE REPORT REGARDING RECENT AND UPCOMING ACTIVITIES RELATED 
TO COMMUNICATIONS AND OUTREACH EFFORTS ON BEHALF OF THE REGION H 
WATER PLANNING GROUP 

There were no recent or upcoming activities reported.   

13. AGENCY COMMUNICATIONS AND GENERAL INFORMATION 
 
Mr. Evans suggested that because of the upcoming legislative session, that the RHWPG authorize the 
executive committee to act on behalf of the RHWPG, speak to proposed legislation, and report back 
to the group. It was discussed that a Legislative Committee be formed to discuss pending legislation 
and would be further discussed and considered at the next meeting.    
 

14. RECEIVE PUBLIC COMMENTS  
 

There were no public comments. 
 

15. NEXT MEETING 
 
Mr. Evans announced that the next Region H Water Planning Group meeting will take place on 
October 3, 2018.   
 

16. ADJOURN  

Without objection, the meeting was adjourned at 11:06 a.m. 



 

Agenda Item 5 
 

Receive presentation from Consultant Team regarding the 
proposed application by Gulf Coast Water Authority to 
amend the 2016 Region H Regional Water Plan and 

consider approving the submittal of the application package 
to TWDB for the determination of minor amendment status. 



  



▪ Proposed by GCWA

▪ Align with potential strategy list

▪ Reflect anticipated sources

▪ Consistency for potential funding

▪ Multiple WMS and projects

▪ Modifications and new WMS

Agenda Item 5

Proposed RWP Amendment

1.  Remove COH Reuse from GCWA 

▪ GCWA Reuse from COH project

▪ 33,712 ac-ft allocated through GCWA in 2016 RWP

▪ Not currently pursuing 

▪ Volumes for other COH reuse WMS and projects not removed

Agenda Item 5

Proposed RWP Amendment



2.  Apply BRA System Operation Water

▪ WMS source for Regions G and H 

▪ 25,350 ac-ft for Region H in 2016 RWP

▪ Allocated directly to Manufacturing and Mining WUGs in western 
Brazoria County

▪ Proposed reassignment to GCWA and replacement with Allens Creek 
supply

Agenda Item 5

Proposed RWP Amendment

3.  Chocolate Bayou Scalping

▪ New WMS and project(s)

▪ Near-term implementation

▪ Portion of system capacity-limited

▪ Revise existing supplies to reflect

▪ Small salt water barrier

▪ Pump station with higher usable capacity

▪ Increase from 24 mgd to 72 mgd

▪ New analysis and WMS tech memo

Agenda Item 5

Proposed RWP Amendment



4.  SEWPP Treated Water

▪ Key facility

▪ 200 mgd current capacity

▪ Proposed utilization of near-term 
excess capacity

▪ Reallocation of WUG surplus 
supply

▪ Some new analysis and WMS tech 
memo

Agenda Item 5

Proposed RWP Amendment

5.  Lake Whitney Reallocation

▪ Considered by Region G in 2016 RWP

▪ Reallocation of storage for supply 
generation

▪ Region G estimated ≈21,500 to 75,000 
ac-ft firm diversion increase

▪ Longer-term due to Federal involvement

▪ Revised analysis and WMS tech memo

▪ Inter-Regional coordination

Agenda Item 5

Proposed RWP Amendment



▪ Executive Summary

▪ Chapter 3 – Analysis of Current 
Water Supplies

▪ Revisions to text

▪ Appendix 3-DB

▪ Chapter 4 – Analysis of Needs

▪ Revisions to text

▪ All tables and figures

▪ Appendix 4-DB

▪ Chapter 5 – Water Management Strategies

▪ Revisions to text

▪ Table 5-3 – Region H Potentially Feasible WMS 
and Projects 

▪ Table 5-4 – WMS and Key Project 
Relationships 

▪ Table 5-5 – Key Project Overview 

▪ Figure 5-5 – Region H Capital and Annual Costs 

▪ Appendix 5-A – Water Management Strategy 
Tables

▪ Appendix 5-B – Project Technical Memoranda

▪ Appendix 5-DB

Agenda Item 5

Proposed RWP Amendment

▪ Chapter 6 – Impacts of the RWP
▪ Revisions to text

▪ Table 6-1 – Key Recommended Water 
Management Strategies and Projects 

▪ Chapter 9 – Financing
▪ Revisions to text

▪ All tables and figures

▪ Chapter 11 – Implementation and 
Comparison to Previous RWP
▪ Revisions to text

▪ Figures 11-10 through 11-13

▪ Appendix 11-A – Implementation Survey 
Results

▪ Project prioritization

▪ DB22 data entry

Agenda Item 5

Proposed RWP Amendment



Agenda Item 5

Proposed RWP Amendment

1.  RWPG considers concept for referral to TWDB

2.  TWDB determines minor or major amendment status

3.  Public process

4.  RWPG considers approval of amendment

5.  TWDB considers approval of amendment

Agenda Item 5

Proposed RWP Amendment



Action:

Approve the submittal of the application package to TWDB 
for the determination of minor amendment status.

Agenda Item 5

Proposed RWP Amendment
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Amending an Approved Regional Water Plan 
 
 
Background 

 
Every five years, the 16 regional water planning groups must develop and adopt regional water plans, which are 
then submitted to the Texas Water Development Board (TWDB) for approval. The TWDB then compiles the regional 
water plans into a state water plan. During the five-year span between the regular regional water plan adoptions, the 
plans may need to be amended to identify long-term water supplies. 

 
How is an amendment to a regional water plan initiated? 

 
A regional water planning group may initiate an amendment on its own. A political subdivision of the state of Texas 
in the regional water planning area may also request an amendment from the regional water planning group on the 
basis of changed conditions or new information1.  
 
The following general principles govern the amendment process: 

• The planning group must formally consider the request within 180 days of its submittal. 
• The planning group may, at its discretion, accept or reject the proposed amendment. 
• The political subdivision may petition the TWDB executive administrator for agency review if the political 

subdivision is not satisfied with the planning group’s decision2. 
• The executive administrator may ask the regional water planning group to make a revision. 
• If the revision is not made within 90 days, the matter is presented to the TWDB, which can order a 

revision to the regional water plan and state water plan on the basis of changed conditions or new 
information. 

 
What are the ways that a regional water plan may be modified? 

 
Revisions to TWDB Board Adopted Population or Water Demand Projections may be requested from the TWDB 
whenever current projections are no longer reasonable owing to changed conditions or the availability of new 
information3. 

 
The process requires the following: 

• A regional water planning group must submit a revision request, usually based on a request from a 
political subdivision, to the TWDB. 

• The regional water planning group must provide at least 14 days notice for a meeting and make the 
proposed population and/or water demand projection revisions available for public inspection prior to 
the meeting. 

• The regional water planning group must accept oral and written public comments at the meeting in 
which the request is considered and written comments for 14 days prior to and following the meeting. 

• The regional water planning group submits the revision request to the TWDB, including a summary of all 
comments the planning group received at the meeting and during the comment period. 

                                                           
1 31 TAC §357.51 (a). Any amendment proposed must meet rules and guidelines for development of a regional water plan. 
2 The petition must be provided to the regional water planning group and must include the changed condition or new information that 
affects the approved regional water plan; the specific sections and provisions of the approved regional water plan that are affected by the 
changed condition or new information; the efforts made with the regional water planning group to obtain an amendment; and the 
proposed amendment to the approved regional water plan (31 TAC §357.51 (a)). 
3 31 TAC §357.31. 



2 
 

• The TWDB consults with other state agencies, and within 45 days of receipt of a revision request from 
a regional water planning group, the executive administrator responds to the request. 

• All requested revisions will be presented for consideration of approval at an upcoming TWDB Board 
meeting. Based on consultations with the Texas Department of Agriculture, Texas Commission on 
Environmental Quality, and Texas Parks and Wildlife Department, the TWDB staff will make a consensus 
recommendation to the Board. 

 
Substitutions of water management strategies that have already been fully evaluated and are explicitly identified 
as “alternative” water management strategies in adopted regional water plans may be made if4 

• the water management strategy originally recommended is no longer recommended, and 
• the proposed substitution of the alternative water management strategy is capable of meeting the same water 

need without over-allocating any source. 
 

The substitution process requires the following: 
• An entity requests that the regional water planning group make a substitution. 
• The regional water planning group considers the proposed substitution request as an action item on an 

agenda at one of its regular meetings. 
• Proposed substitution materials are submitted to the TWDB executive administrator for consideration5. 
• The executive administrator provides written approval of the substitution if it is in accordance with 31 Texas 

Administrative Code (TAC) § 357.51(e). 
• The regional water planning group adopts the substitution at a public meeting with an opportunity for 

public input. This meeting requires at least a 14-day notice6. The regional water planning group considers 
public comments and may adopt the amendment at the meeting. Comments must also be accepted for 14 
days after the meeting. 

• The regional water planning group submits evidence of the substitution to the TWDB, including a 
summary of public comments. 

• The TWDB then amends the state water plan, which requires a public hearing on the proposed state 
water plan amendment and a 30-day public notice prior to its adoption. 

 
Minor amendments can be made to incorporate changes that do not 

• result in over-allocation of an existing or planned source of water, 
• relate to a new reservoir, 
• increase unmet needs or produce new unmet needs in the adopted regional water plan, 
• have a significant effect on instream flows, environmental flows, or freshwater flows to bays and 

estuaries, 
• have a significant substantive impact on water planning or previously adopted management strategies, 

or 
• delete or change any legal requirements of a plan7. 
 
The minor amendment process requires the following: 
• An entity requests the regional water planning group to amend a regional water plan. 
• The regional water planning group considers the request and takes action to pursue the 

amendment at one of its regular public meetings. 
• Amendment materials are prepared in accordance with TWDB rules and guidance, and a request for 

a “minor amendment determination” is submitted to the TWDB’s executive administrator. 
• The executive administrator reviews the request and issues a determination to the planning group. 
• If the executive administrator determines that it is a “minor amendment,” the regional water planning 

group considers adopting the amendment at a public meeting with an opportunity for public input. This 
meeting requires at least a 14-day notice8. The regional water planning group considers public comments 

                                                           
4 Per 31 TAC §357.51 (e). 
5 31 TAC §357.51 (e). 
6 31 TAC §357.51 (c) and posted under the Texas Open Meetings Act. 
7 31 TAC §357.51 (c). 
8 31 TAC §357.51 (c) and posted under the Texas Open Meetings Act. 



3 
 

and may adopt the amendment at the meeting9. Comments must also be accepted for 14 days after the 
meeting. 

• The regional water planning group submits the adopted minor amendment materials, including a summary 
of public comments, to the TWDB for approval. 

• The TWDB reviews the adopted minor amendment and, if acceptable, approves it at its next regular 
Board meeting. 

• The TWDB then amends the state water plan, which requires a public hearing on the proposed state 
water plan amendment and a 30-day public notice prior to its adoption. 

 
Major amendments can be made to incorporate changes that cannot be addressed through a minor amendment. 
Major amendments shall not result in an over-allocation of an existing or planning source of water, and shall 
conform with all other rules for regional water plan development10. 

 
The major amendment process requires the following: 

• An entity requests that the regional water planning group make an amendment. 
• The regional water planning group considers the request and takes action to pursue the 

amendment at one of its regular public meetings. 
• Amendment materials are prepared in accordance with TWDB rules and guidance for 

consideration at a public hearing. 
• The regional water planning group holds a public hearing on the proposed amendment11. This process 

requires 30 days between the mailed and published notice of the hearing and the hearing date and a 30-
day comment period following the hearing. 

• The regional water planning group considers all public comments received and may adopt the regional 
water plan amendment at a regular planning group meeting12 after the 30-day comment period13. 

• The regional water planning group submits the adopted amendment materials, including a summary 
of public comments, to the TWDB for approval14. 

• The TWDB reviews the adopted major amendment and, if acceptable, approves it at its next regular 
Board meeting. 

• The TWDB then amends the state water plan, which requires a public hearing on the proposed state 
water plan amendment and a 30-day public notice prior to its adoption. 

 
Who pays for an amendment? 

 
The regional water planning group may ask the political subdivision requesting the amendment to pay for study 
costs related to the request. Limited TWDB funds may be available to pay for plan amendments, however these 
funds may only be applied for by the regional water planning group’s designated political subdivision. Unsolicited 
proposals requesting TWDB funding for an amendment may be submitted at any time using the standard grant 
application instruction sheet and are subject to public notice requirements for requesting research and planning 
funds from the Board15. Proposals must include a scope of work, task items, and expense budgets for the work to be 
performed. Allocation of funds requires Board approval and is variable depending on the extent of the scope of 
work presented with the request and the availability of funds. 

 

                                                           
9 Amendment adoption must include response to public comment and must otherwise comply with TWDB technical guidelines. 
10  
11 31 TAC §357.21 (d). 
12 Posted under the Texas Open Meetings Act; see also 31 TAC §357.21 (d). 
13 Amendment adoption must include response to public comment and must otherwise comply with TWDB technical guidelines. 
14 Amendments to an approved regional water plan shall include a technical report and data in accordance with TWDB specifications, executive 
summary, and summaries of all written and oral comments received with a response. Data must be transferred to the TWDB (31 TAC §357.50 
(g)). 
15 31 TAC §357.21 (e). 
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Why might a regional water plan need to be amended? 
 

If a project sponsor seeks (a) funding from the TWDB for a water supply project or (b) a water rights permit from 
the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality, the proposed project must be found to be consistent with the 
approved regional water plan and state water plan. 

If the proposed project is not already consistent with the approved regional and state water plan and the sponsor 
cannot wait to incorporate the proposed project into the next adopted regional water plan, the existing regional 
water plan must be amended, or a waiver of statutory requirements regarding consistency with such plans must be 
obtained from the TWDB and/or Texas Commission on Environmental Quality16. 

Additionally, in order for projects to be eligible for funding from the State Water Implementation Fund for Texas, 
projects must be recommended in the most recent regional and state water plans and have an associated capital 
cost.  

Statutes and Rules 
 

Texas Water Code, Chapter 16, Subchapter C: 
http://www.statutes.legis.state.tx.us/Docs/WA/htm/WA.16.htm 

 
31 TAC Chapter 357: 
http://texreg.sos.state.tx.us/public/readtac$ext.ViewTAC?tac_view=4&ti=31&pt=10&ch=357&rl=Y  

 
For more information on regional water planning and related guidance, please visit the following Web site: 
http://www.twdb.texas.gov/waterplanning/rwp/index.asp 

 
Note: 

 
This guidance document does not cover all procedural and substantive requirements applicable to water plan 
amendments. For this reason, this document should not be used as a substitute for the regulations as written. In 
case of doubt, consult the Texas Water Code, Chapter 16, Subchapter C, and 31 TAC Chapter 357. Regional water 
planning groups or political subdivisions with legal questions regarding changes to the regional water plans should 
consult with their own attorneys or the Texas Attorney General’s Office. 
 
Updated 11/17 

                                                           
16 31 TAC §357.60 (b)(5). 

http://www.statutes.legis.state.tx.us/Docs/WA/htm/WA.16.htm
http://texreg.sos.state.tx.us/public/readtac$ext.ViewTAC?tac_view=4&ti=31&pt=10&ch=357&rl=Y
http://www.twdb.texas.gov/waterplanning/rwp/index.asp
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Agenda Item 6 
 

Receive update from Consultant Team regarding the 
schedule and milestones for the development of the 2021 

Region H Regional Water Plan (RWP).  



  



2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

J F M A M J J A S O N D J F M A M J J A S O N D J F M A M J J A S O N D J F M A M J J A S O N D J F M A M J J A S O N D

Rule and Guidance Revisions

Water Demand Projections

Water Supply Determination

Identification of Needs

WMS and Project Analyses

Initially Prepared Plan

IPP Public Comment*

Final Regional Water Plan

Region H 
Activity

TWDB Activity Due Date

*Region H accepts public comment throughout the planning cycle and at each RWPG and committee meeting.

Agenda Item 6 

2021 RWP Schedule

Agenda Item 6 

2021 RWP Schedule

Date Scheduled Events/Tasks

10/2018 RWPG Meeting

07/2019 DUE DATE: Economic Impacts Analysis Request

03/2020 DUE DATE: Initially Prepared Plan

10/2020 DUE DATE:  FINAL RWP



▪ Finalize refinements to existing 
supply

▪ Needs analysis

▪ Continue WMS analyses

Agenda Item 6 

2021 RWP Schedule
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Agenda Item 7 
 

Receive update from Consultant Team regarding non-MAG 
available groundwater supplies in the Gulf Coast Aquifer in 
Subsidence District counties and consider taking action to 

authorize the Consultant Team to update source availability.



  



▪ Subsidence Districts non-MAG

▪ RWPG determines availability

▪ Overlay multiple datasets

▪ WUGs

▪ RGUP populations

▪ Regulatory areas

▪ Calculate using conversion %

Agenda Item 7

Non-MAG Groundwater
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Agenda Item 7

Non-MAG Groundwater

County
Estimated Gulf Coast Aquifer Allowable Groundwater (ac-ft)

2020 2030 2040 2050 2060 2070

Fort Bend 146,175 113,016 126,847 141,019 156,118 173,291

Galveston 11,788 13,094 13,410 13,729 14,018 14,303

Harris 430,930 312,250 224,125 232,974 242,710 252,881

Action:

Authorize Consultant Team to update the source availability 
for the Gulf Coast Aquifer in Subsidence District counties.

Agenda Item 7

Non-MAG Groundwater





 

Agenda Item 8 
 

Receive update from Consultant Team regarding Modeled 
Available Groundwater (MAG) Peak Factors and consider taking 

action to authorize the Consultant Team to submit the Peak 
Factor request to Texas Water Development Board (TWDB). 



  



Agenda Item 8

MAG Peak Factors

A difference in planning…

2020 2030 2040 2050 2060 2070 2020 2030 2040 2050 2060 2070

MAG Peak 
Factor
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MAG Peak Factors

▪ Maximum pumpage deviation from pumpage trend
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MAG Peak Factors

County
Groundwater-
Limited Need

2020 MAG
Recommended 

Peak Factor
2020 MAG x PF

GCD/SD 
Decision

Austin 22,298 123.9% 27,631 approved

Brazoria ✓ 50,417 140.9% 71,022 approved

Chambers ✓ 22,951 121.4% 27,857 n/a

Liberty 43,229 105.8% 45,758 n/a

Madison (Sparta)* ✓ 3,320 117.4% 3,898 approved

Montgomery ✓ 64,005 133.2% 85,224 approved

Polk 21,810 113.7% 24,792 declined

San Jacinto 20,983 138.0% 28,947 declined

Walker 17,973 114.8% 20,626 approved

Waller 41,593 144.7% 60,184 approved

* With the exception of Madison County, all MAGs shown are for the Gulf Coast Aquifer.

▪ Step 1:  RWPG approval of concept

▪ Step 2:  GCD approval

▪ Bluebonnet GCD

▪ Brazoria County GCD

▪ Lone Star GCD

▪ Mid-East Texas GCD

▪ Step 3:  GMA 12 & 14 approval

▪ Step 4:  RWPG approval to submit

▪ Step 5:  TWDB consideration

Agenda Item 8

MAG Peak Factors



Action:

Authorize Consultant Team to submit the Peak Factor 
request to Texas Water Development Board.
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MAG Peak Factors





 

GMA and GCD Peak Factor Approval 
Documentation 

 
.   



 



















 

 

MINUTES 

MID-EAST TEXAS GROUNDWATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT 

DIRECTORS MEETING/PUBLIC HEARING 

August 21, 2018, 6:00 PM 

Madisonville, Texas 

 
Members present:     Also present:     

John Fryer, President     David Bailey, General Manager 

George Holleman, Vice President   Greg Ellis, Attorney 

William Parten, Secretary    Carl Robacker 

Elyse Schill, Director     Jason Afinowicz     

Clark Osborne, Director    Stephanie Bailey 

John Alford, Director     Terri Counsil 

Jim Nash, Director     Craig Schill 

Matt Way, Director     Mark Collins 

Kevin Counsil, Director 

 

The Public Hearing portion of the Mid-East Texas Groundwater Conservation District (GCD) 

Board/Public Hearing was called to order by President Fryer at 6:00 pm.  During this time public 

comments were provided, either orally or written concerning the proposed Fiscal Year 2018 – 

2019 budget and fee rates for the District.  No comments were expressed either vocally or in 

writing.  The Public Hearing was then adjourned at 6:02 pm. 

 

The regular meeting of the District Board was then called to order by Pres. Fryer at 6:03 pm. 

 

The minutes of the Directors Meeting held on June 26, 2018 were then reviewed.  A motion was 

made by Dir. Osborne to approve the minutes as written.  Motion was seconded by Sec. Parten 

and the motion passed unanimously. 

 

The floor was open for public comments by Pres. Fryer.  No comments were offered.   

 

The next item on the agenda was the consideration and possible action on the proposed 2018 – 

2019 fiscal year budget and fee rates for the District.  After some discussion a motion was made 

to approved and adopt the proposed budget as presented as well as the fee rates used to fund said 

budget.  Motion for approval and adoption was made by Dir. Nash and his motion was seconded 

by Dir. Alford.  The motion passed unanimously upon a called vote by Pres. Fryer. 

 

The Board then reviewed a new Water Well Drilling Permit applied for by Flo Community WSC 

in Leon County.  The use of this water well will be for public water supply.  The physical 

location of this well is at the corner of FM 1618 and CR 2761 in Buffalo TX and is proposed to 

be drilled to a depth of 2,000 feet into the Simsboro layer of the Wilcox aquifer.  The anticipated 

production rate for the well is proposed to be 400 gallons per minute.  Production volume for this 

proposed well will be incorporated into an existing permit with the District.  Applicant is not 

requesting any additional water for permitting, they are just needing increased capacity to satisfy 

TCEQ requirements.  District staff recommends that this drilling permit be approved.  Comments 



 

 

regarding this agenda item were offered by Carl Robacker and Mark Collins.  Most of these 

comments dealt with surface completion and equipment necessary at this site for production.  

After a period of discussion, a motion was made by Sec. Holleman to approve the Drilling 

Permit as recommended by staff.  This motion was seconded by Sec. Parten and the motion 

passed unanimously upon a vote called for by Pres. Fryer. 

 

The next item on the agenda was a presentation given by Jason Afinowicz of Freese & Nichols, 

Inc. regarding the possible need of a Modeled Available Groundwater (MAG) peaking factor for 

the Sparta aquifer in Madison County.  Freese & Nichols is the consulting firm contracted by the 

Region H Water Planning Group for technical and hydrological services.  Mr. Afinowicz 

provided a handout (see attached) that he used to explain this observed need and how it might be 

implemented.  After his presentation several questions were asked by the Board regarding model 

accuracy and the effects of applying a peaking factor to the MAG.  After a lengthy discussion a 

motion was made by Dir. Counsil to approve a MAG Peaking Factor for the Sparta aquifer in 

Madison County for the current round of Region H regional planning as proposed by Region H 

Water Planning Group consultants.  The motion was seconded by Dir. Way and the motion 

passed unanimously upon a called vote. 

 

The Board then heard a report from Greg Ellis, attorney for the District regarding an update on 

an Attorney General’s Opinion filed by the District referenced as RQ-0241-KP.  Mr. Ellis 

informed the Board of the status of this opinion as well as his desire to file a brief with the 

Attorney General questioning changes that were made by Senator Schwertner’s office, who 

carried this opinion request for the District.  Verbal approval was given by the Board to pursue 

this brief to obtain clarification on changes made to the original filing.  Any briefs filed will be 

provided to the District for review. 

 

The next item on the agenda was the consideration and possible action on a Legislative Services 

Agreement with Gregory M. Ellis, Attorney at Law.  This document is to provide legislative 

services for the District indicating four (4) options for consideration.  After a review of these 

options and after some discussion a motion was made by Sec. Parten to approve Option 2 on this 

agreement (see attached).  This motion was seconded by Dir. Alford.  This motion then passed 

unanimously upon a called vote. 

 

The Board then reviewed a Master Technical Services Agreement with INTERA, Inc. to provide 

hydrogeologic services for the District.  This item was tabled from a previous meeting until more 

information was obtained.  After a review of revisions proposed and partially implemented by 

INTERA the Board, upon a recommendation by staff and Mr. Ellis, voted to approve this 

agreement.  A motion to that effect was offered by Dir. Osborne with a second to the motion 

given by Dir. Way.  The motion passed unanimously with a called vote by Pres. Fryer. 

  

Manager’s Report was then submitted by David Bailey, General Manager of District activities 

since June 26, 2018.  Highlights of the report are listed below: 

 

• Executive Committee meeting in Buffalo on July 23, 2018. 

• Participated in a Texas Alliance of Groundwater Conservation District Finance 

Committee conference call on July 23, 2018. 



 

 

• Attended the Region H Water Planning Group meeting held in Conroe on August 1, 2018 

as a voting member of Groundwater Management Area (GMA) 12. 

• Attended the Texas Alliance of Groundwater District business meeting in Austin on May 

21, 2018. 

• Attendance at the Milam/Burleson County Groundwater Summit in Caldwell on August 

15, 2018. 

• Attended the Region C WPG meeting held in Arlington on August 20, 2018, 2018 as a 

voting member for GMA 12. 

• Provided the following reports to the Board: Current Investment Report; Drought Report. 

• Upcoming events:  7th Annual TAGD Groundwater Summit, San Antonio – 8/28-

30/2018; Production fee invoice mailing – 9/7/2018; TAGD Leadership Training, Austin 

– 10/24/2018. 

 

The Board then reviewed the financial reports and agreed that the reports were in order and that 

all payments were justified.  A listing of the bills approved for payment is attached.  The bills 

and financial records as presented were approved with a motion by Sec. Parten.  Motion was 

seconded by Dir. Counsil and motion passed unanimously.   

 

The date, time and place of the next meeting were tentatively set for Tuesday, October 23, 2018 

at 6:00 PM in Centerville.   

   

With no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 7:20 pm. 

 

 

 

 

Minutes approved by the Board of Directors (date) _______________________________ 

 

 

Secretary      President 

 

 

 

______________________________  _________________________________ 

William Parten     John Fryer 
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BLUEBONNET GROUNDWATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT 
 

Board of Directors Meeting 
 

Wednesday, September 19, 2018 
6:00 PM 

 
Bluebonnet Groundwater Conservation District 

Board Room, Suite B & C 
303 East Washington Avenue 

Navasota, Texas 
 

In attendance:  
Directors – Huebner, Vaughn, Kembro, Beckendorff, Muse, Blezinger, Minze, Fairchild, Brown, Hopper, Patout  
Staff - General Manager Holland, Office Manager Jensen 
Visitors – Dr. Bill Hutchison  

 
 

AGENDA 
 
 

1. Call to order 
There being a quorum present, the Board of Directors Meeting and Public Hearing was 
called to order by the President at 6:01pm.  

   
2. Public Comment 

 No public comment 
 

3. Public Hearing on proposed revisions to District Management Plan. 
No public comment. Public hearing closed at 6:03pm 
 

4. Discussion and possible action to approve revising and readopting the District 
Management Plan and adopting a resolution approving revising and readopting the 
District Management Plan.  

Director Muse moved that the Board readopt Management Plan. Director Kembro 
seconded. Motion carried.  
 
**Skip to item # 18 and #19** Presentation by Dr. Bill Hutchison  
 
18. Discussion and possible action to accept recommended MAG Peaking 
Factors for District to Region H Regional Water Planning Group. 
Director Brown moved that the Board accept MAG Peaking Factors for District to Region 
H Regional Water Planning Group. Director Vaughn seconded. Motion carried.  

 
19. Discussion and possible action to approve recommendations, budget and 

schedule with groundwater model development. 
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Director Vaughn moved that the Board approve recommendations, budget and 
schedule with groundwater model development. Director Muse seconded. Motion 
carried 

**Back to agenda item #5** 
 

5. Discussion and possible action to approve minutes of April 18, 2018 Board 
Meeting. 

Director Minze moved that the Board approve minutes. Director Kembro seconded. 
Motion carried.  

 
6. Discussion and possible action to approve amended Board Policies and 

Investment Policy and adopting a resolution approving the Investment Policy and 
appointing an Investment Officer. 

Director Brown moved that the Board approve amended Board Policies, et al. Director 
Muse seconded. Motion carried.  

 
7. Discussion and possible action to approve Resolution Authorizing Participation in 

the TexPool Investment Pools and Designating Authorized Representatives. 
Director Minze moved that the Board approve Resolution. Director Hopper seconded. 
Motion carried.  

 
8. Discussion and possible action to approve Groundwater Management Area 14 

Interlocal Agreement. 
Director Muse moved that the Board approve GMA 14 Interlocal Agreement. Director 
Kembro seconded. Motion carried.  

 
9. Discussion and possible action to approve quarterly Financial Report. 

Director Beckendorff moved that the Board approve Quarterly Financial Report. Director 
Vaughn seconded. Motion carried.  

 
10. Discussion and possible action to approve quarterly Investment Report. 

Director Kembro moved that the Board approve the quarterly Investment Report. 
Director Huebner seconded. Motion carried.  

 
11. Discussion and possible action to accept quarterly Drought Status Assessment. 

Director Beckendorff moved that the Board accept the quarterly Drought Status 
Assessment. Director Kembro seconded. Motion carried.  

 
12. Discussion and possible action to approve employment contract for GM Holland. 

Director Vaughn moved that the Board approve the employment contract for GM 
Holland. Director Muse seconded. Motion carried. 

 
13. Discussion and possible action to approve Amended FY 2018 District Budget.  

Director Minze moved that the Board approve Amended FY 2018 District Budget. 
Director Muse seconded. Motion carried.  
 

14. Discussion and possible action to approve FY 2019 District Budget.  
Director Hopper moved that the Board approve the FY 2019 District Budget. Director 
Vaughn seconded. Motion carried.  
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15. Discussion and possible action to approve designations for Money Market 

Account. 
Director Minze moved that the Board approve designations for Money Market Account. 
Director Beckendorff seconded. Motion carried.  

 
16. Discussion and possible action to designate dates and times for FY 2019 Board of 

Directors Meetings. 
No vote.  

 
17. Discussion and possible action to approve membership to the Texas Ground Water 

Association. 
Director Vaughn moved that the Board approve membership to the Texas Ground Water 
Association. Director Kembro seconded. Motion carried.  

 
 
 

20.  General Managers Report 
a. Well Registration/Permitting 
b. GMA 14 
c. TAGD & TWCA 

i. 2018 Texas Groundwater Summit, August 28-30, 2018 at the 
Hyatt-Hill Country in San Antonio 

d. Legislative & Case Law Update 
e. Region G & H RWPG 
f. Vehicle Summary 
g. HYDROS update 

     
21. Date for next Board meeting October 17, 2018. 

 
22.  Adjourned at 7:47pm 

 
Agenda items may be considered, discussed and/or acted upon in a different order than the 
order set forth above. 

 

 
The Board approved the above minutes of the regular meeting of the Board of Directors of the Bluebonnet 
Groundwater Conservation District, held on September 19, 2018, on October 17, 2018. 
              
              
      ___________________________________   
       J Jared Patout, President 
ATTEST: 
 

____________________________________ 
David Minze, Vice President 

 





 Member 
Districts: 

Southeast Texas GCD 
John M. Martin 
Chair 

Bluebonnet GCD 
Zach Holland 
Secretary 

Brazoria GCD 
Sherry Plentl 

Lone Star GCD 
Kathy Turner Jones 

Lower Trinity GCD 
Gary Ashmore 

Interlocal 
Participants: 

Harris Galveston 
Subsidence District 
Mike Turco

Fort Bend Subsidence 
District 
Robert Thompson 

Chambers County 
Pudge Willcox 

Washington County 
Judge John Brieden 

October 22, 2018 

The Honorable Mark Evans, Chair 
REGION H WATER PLANNING GROUP 
C/O San Jacinto River Authority 
P.O. Box 329 
Conroe, Texas 77305-0329 

RE:   MAG Peak Factor recommendations for REGION H 

Greetings: 

Groundwater Management Area #14 (GMA 14) understands the implementation of MAG 
peak factors for this 5th cycle of RWP development is intended to bridge the gap between 
joint planning and regional planning perspectives.  In that regard, GMA 14 convened a 
meeting on September 26, 2018 at which GMA14 district representatives voted to confirm 
acceptance of Region H’s recommended MAG Peak Factor for the Lone Star Groundwater 
Conservation District, Bluebonnet Groundwater Conservation District, and the Brazoria 
Groundwater Conservation District. 

Minutes of the September 26, 2018 GMA14 joint planning committee meeting documenting 
the unanimous agreement will be considered for approval at GMA 14’s January 30, 2019 
meeting.  A copy of those minutes will be transmitted to you after their approval to complete 
administrative requirements.  In the interim, attached is a copy of the GMA’s September 26th 
posted agenda with agenda item #15 highlighted as reference to this action taken by the 
planning committee group.  

Should you need additional information, please feel free to contact me at your 
convenience. 

Sincerely, 

John M. Martin 
Chair 

KTJ 

Attachment 

cc:  Freese and Nichols 

 Groundwater Management Area #14 
PO. Box 1407, Jasper, Texas 75951 

 Phone: 409/383-1577 ▪ fax 409/383-0799 





SEP/13/2018/THU I I :08 AM Lone Star GCD FAX No. 936-494-3438 

8. GMA 14 lnterlocal Agreements Financial Report

a. Financial Report (HGSD)

b. Status report from participants on interlocal participation

P. 002

9. Discussion, nomination, and possible action designating Chair to serve for the

GMA 14 Planning Group

10. Discussion, nomination, and possible action designating Secretary to serve for

the GMA 14 Planning Group

11. Discussion, nomination, and possible action to designate GMA 14 representative

and alternate to Regional Water Planning Groups G, H. & I.

12. Reports - GMA 14 regional water planning group(s) representation.

a. Region G - Zach Holland

b. Region H - Kathy Turner Jones/Gary Ashmore

c. Region I - John Martin

13. Discussion regarding path forward for GMA 14 to accomplish statutory mandates

for Round 3 Joint Planning.

14. Presentation and discussion of recent activities of interest or accomplishments

impacting the GMA 14 planning group.

GMA 14 Joint Planning lnterlocal Agreement Participants meeting will be 

adjourned. 

--... ---------------···--------------

Meeting will continue as a meeting of the GMA 14 District Representatives only. 

15. Discussion and possible action regardjng MAG Peak Factor recommendations

for R.egiona.l Planning Groups H, and/Gr I.

16. Other business.

17. Discussion of next meeting date, location, and agenda items.

18. Adjourn.

GMA 14 Joint Planning Committee Page 12 09 .26 .18 Ageo.da 

John
Highlight





 

 

 

 
 
 

GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREA 12 MEETING  

October 9, 2018 – 10:00 am 
Post Oak Savannah GCD Offices 

310 East Avenue C 
Milano, Texas 

 

 

GMA 12 Members Present 

Gary Westbrook  POSGCD 

Jim Totten   LPGCD 

David Van Dresar  FCGCD 

David Bailey   METGCD 

Alan Day   BVGCD 

 

GMA 12 Members Absent   

None 

 

Others Present  Entity     

Elaine Gerren  POSGCD        

Bobby Bazan   POSGCD  

Doug Box   POSGCD    

John Seifert   WSP        

Steve Young   Intera         

Andy Donnelly  DBS&A 

Natalie Ballew  TWDB 

Blaire Parker   SAWS 

James Bene’   RW Harden 

Pat Reilly   Blue Water 

Mike Keester   LRE Water, LLC 

D.R. Gosnami  R. W. Harden 

James Beach  WSP   

Steve Box   Environmental Stewardship 

Stephen Maldonado           City of College Station 

David Dunn   HDR / Brazos G 

Nathan Ausley  Self 

Shan Rutherford  Terrill & Waldrop 

Gary Mechler  City of College Station  

Barbara Boulware  The Knight Law Firm 

Steve & Dorothy Mayer Self 



 

 

Bill Riley 

Eddy Young  Major Oak Power 

 



 

 
 

MINUTES 
 

1. Invocation  

Invocation was given by David Bailey. 

 

2. Call meeting to order and establish quorum 

Gary Westbrook, serving as chair for this meeting, called the meeting to order by at 10:00 a.m. and noted that 

all voting members of GMA 12 were present. 

 

3. Welcome and introductions 

Each District and their voting representative introduced themselves.   

 

4. Minutes of May 11, 2018 GMA 12 Meeting 

The minutes of the May 11, 2018 meeting were presented.  After brief discussion, a motion was made by Alan 

Day to approve the minutes.  The motion was 2nd by David Van Dresar.  The motion passed unanimously. 

 

5. Report from Intera, Inc. on Update on Central Carrizo-Wilcox/Queen City-Sparta Groundwater 

Availability Model 

A presentation was given on this item by Dr. Steve Young of Intera, Inc. entitled “Update to the Carrizzo-

Wilcox Groundwater Availability Model (GAM)”. Dr. Young answered several questions from the audience. 

 

6. Report from GMA 12 consultants regarding comparisons of simulated drawdowns based on the Run 12 

well file produced by the previous Central Carrizo-Wilcox City-Sparta Groundwater Availability Model 

and the updates Central Carrizo-Wilcox/Queen City-Sparta Groundwater Availability Model 

Andy Donnelly gave a presentation entitled, “Differences Between the Previous and Updated GAM.” He stated 

that there could be different methods used moving forward to run this new GAM as compared to the previous 

GAM.  A report will be sent to the Texas Water Development Board by month’s end. A representative of 

TWDB noted that TWDB probably will not provide comment, but might request methodology from GMA 12 

concerning use of the updated GAM in GMA 12 work.  Gary Westbrook reminded that even though the 

consultants of GMA 12 member Districts would need to discuss use of the updated GAM further, all 

discussions and decisions will be made in public meetings properly posted and discussed according to the 

requirements of the Texas Open Meetings Act. 

 

7. Discussion and possible action on the approval of a 1.17 Modeled Available Groundwater Peaking 

Factor for the Sparta Aquifer in Madison County in response to a proposal from Region H 

David Bailey gave a presentation which was given to the Mid- East Texas GCD board by Freese and Nichols 

entitled, “Consideration of a MAG Peaking Factor for the 2021 Region H Regional Water Plan.” Mr. Bailey 

explained the presentation and stated the METGCD Board had approved the request. A motion was made by 

David Bailey to approve a 1.17 Modeled Available Groundwater Peaking Factor for the Sparta Aquifer in 

Madison County in response to a proposal from Region H.  The motion was 2nd by Alan Day. The motion 

carried unanimously. 

 

8. Update from Groundwater Conservation Districts’ (GCDs) of GMA 12 on joint planning and 

compliance with Chapter 36.108, State Water Code 

Gary Westbrook provided a summary of the recent work by POSGCD including adoption of a guidance 

document for methodology in monitoring and DFC Compliance. He further noted the District’s Monitoring 



 

 
 

Well network was at 200 monitoring wells and he stated based on a report provided at an earlier DFC 

Committee meeting of the District, Post Oak Savannah GCD is compliant with DFCs and its management plan.  

Alan Day reviewed the process at the Brazos Valley GCD stating BVGCD was also compliant and was 

complimentary of POSGCD staff taking input on their compliance document. He also stated BVGCD is 

awaiting approval from TWDB of the District’s recently revised Management Plan.  David Van Dresar with 

the Fayette County GCD stated that FCGCD is also waiting approval of their Management Plan from TWDB.  

Jim Totten with the Lost Pines GCD stated that they are considering using a Hybrid of the POSGCD shallow 

management zone restrictions on drawdown for established DFC Compliance.  David Bailey noted METGCD 

is acquiring additional monitoring wells. 

 

9. Discussion on possible common website for GMA 12 to house all information and data 

Alan Day provided discussion on possible work from Halff, Inc. to provide a common website committed to 

storing and making available to the public all monitoring information from each GCD in GMA 12. After 

discussion, Mr. Day agreed to invite Erin Halff, Inc. to the next GMA 12 meeting for further discussion. 

 

10. Public Comment 

Mr. Westbrook invited public comment from all in attendance. No Public Comment was offered. 

 

11. Agenda items and Date for next meeting 

All agreed the target a meeting for early January 2019. Also, agenda items for that meeting would include 

possible common website for GMA 12, discussion of options and methodology for describing and 

measurement of compliance for DFCs, discussion of options and methodology for running the updated GAM, 

and any additional items deemed appropriate to GMA 12 at that time. 

 

12. Adjourn 

The meeting was adjourned at 11:33 pm. 

 

 

THE ABOVE MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREA 12 HELD ON OCTOBER 9, WERE APPROVED 

AND ADOPTED BY GMA 12 ON _____________________, 2019. 
 
 

ATTEST:  

 

_______________________________________________________________ 

Mid-East Texas Groundwater Conservation District 

 

 

_______________________________________________________________ 

Fayette County Groundwater Conservation District 

 

 

_______________________________________________________________ 

Brazos Valley Groundwater Conservation District 

 

 



 

 
 

_______________________________________________________________ 

Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 

 

 

_______________________________________________________________ 

Post Oak Savannah Groundwater Conservation District 

 





 

Agenda Item 9 
 

Receive update from Consultant Team regarding status of 
investigation of water supply alternatives for the 2021 

Region H Regional Water Plan.  



  



▪ Primarily initial stages

▪ Update and Reallocation to WUGs

▪ Comprehensive Cost Updates

▪ Expanded Use of Groundwater

▪ Aquifer Storage and Recovery

▪ Municipal Conservation

▪ Accelerate after existing supply 
refinement

Agenda Item 9

Water Supply Investigations

Agenda Item 9

Water Supply Investigations

▪ Development of WMS Planning Database
▪ Nearing completion

▪ Key to efficient Plan development

▪ Groundwater Reduction Plans
▪ In progress

▪ Interrelated with existing supplies

▪ Irrigation Conservation
▪ Similar approach to 2016 RWP

▪ ≈93,500 ac-ft 

▪ Primarily Brazoria, Chambers, Liberty Counties



Key Steps in the Path

▪ Finalize existing groundwater 
availability

▪ Final Unified Costing Tool

▪ TWDB Conservation and 
Drought tools

▪ Utility WCPs and DCPs

Agenda Item 9

Water Supply Investigations



 

Agenda Item 10 
 

Receive report from Consultant Team and Water 
Management Strategy Committee regarding potential WMS 
analyses and consider taking action to approve a notice-to-
proceed request and authorizing the Consultant Team and 
San Jacinto River Authority to submit the request to TWDB, 
coordinate with TWDB as needed on follow-up information, 
and execute the subsequent contract amendment issued. 



  



Agenda Item 10

WMS Analyses

▪ Funded under Phase 2

▪ $948,695 for Region H

▪ Additional steps for release

▪ Scope and fee request

▪ TWDB approval

▪ Can make multiple requests

▪ Better assess RWP focus

▪ Inter-task flexibility

▪ First request in April 2018

Scope and Budget

▪ Assess viable areas and entities

▪ Coordinate with current users 
regarding expansion

▪ Update of technical details

▪ Budget of $32,300

Key Considerations

▪ Increased implementation

▪ Location-specific regulatory 
framework

▪ Potential to facilitate other 
strategies

Agenda Item 10

WMS Analyses

Brackish Groundwater and Groundwater Blending



Scope and Budget

▪ Evaluate source potential for 
updated WUG definition and new 
permits

▪ Assess potential impacts of 
conservation

▪ Coordinate with sponsors on 
implementation concepts

▪ Budget of $45,900

Key Considerations

▪ San Jacinto Basin

▪ Potential for large supply volume

▪ Increase with population

▪ Infrastructure shared with other 
supplies / WMS 

Agenda Item 10

WMS Analyses

Regional Return Flows

Scope and Budget

▪ Coordinate with sponsors on status

▪ Entities identified in 2016 RWP and 
existing supply analysis 

▪ Update of technical details

▪ Budget of $21,900

Key Considerations

▪ Viable across region

▪ Expansions and inclusion in new 
development

▪ Primarily direct reuse

Agenda Item 10

WMS Analyses

WUG-Level Reuse



Scope and Budget

▪ Review permit as granted

▪ Coordinate with BRA and Brazos G 
on volume available to Region H

▪ Identify likely entities

▪ Update of technical details

▪ Budget of $20,200

Key Considerations

▪ Brazos and San Jacinto-Brazos

▪ Potential as important supply in 
lower basin

▪ Infrastructure and costs shared with 
other supplies / WMS 

Agenda Item 10

WMS Analyses

BRA System Operation Permit

Scope and Budget

▪ Coordinate with sponsors regarding 
updates to capacity, timeline, and 
cost

▪ Refine RWP-level estimates of 
components and routing.

▪ Budget of $60,600

Key Considerations

▪ Potential for large supply

▪ Facilitate other WMS and projects

▪ Extensive infrastructure required

▪ Interregional coordination

Agenda Item 10

WMS Analyses

Interbasin Transfers



Scope and Budget

▪ Coordinate with COH on project 
development

▪ Identify expected changes to 
capacity, timeline, cost, and other 
technical details

▪ Budget of $36,900

Key Considerations

▪ Large volume project

▪ Multi-phase

▪ Key to implementation of other 
WMS and projects

Agenda Item 10

WMS Analyses

Northeast Water Purification Plant Expansion

Scope and Budget

▪ Coordinate with sponsors regarding 
status of projects

▪ Update of technical details 
including yield, cost, and other 
project-specific factors

▪ Budget of $130,300

Key Considerations

▪ Multiple WMS across region

▪ Includes Allens Creek, Dow storage, 
CLCND West Chambers, seawater 
desal., and other facility projects

Agenda Item 10

WMS Analyses

Other Facility and Storage Projects



Agenda Item 10

WMS Analyses

Task Cost

Brackish Groundwater and Groundwater Blending $32,300 

Regional Return Flows $45,900 

WUG-Level Reuse $21,900 

BRA System Operation Permit $20,200 

Interbasin Transfers $60,600 

Northeast Water Purification Plant Expansion $36,900 

Other Facility and Storage Projects $130,300 

TOTAL $348,100

REMAINING UNASSIGNED $118,395

Action:

Approve the notice-to-proceed request and authorize the 
Consultant Team and San Jacinto River Authority to:

1. Submit the request to TWDB.

2. Coordinate with TWDB as needed on follow-up 
information.

3. Execute the subsequent contract amendment issued.

Agenda Item 10

WMS Analyses





ASR

Conservation/Drought Management

Groundwater Desal

Groundwater Dvlp

Reuse

New Major Reservoir

Other Surface Water

Seawater Desal

Conjunctive Use

Other WMS (Subordination, etc)
R

e
gi

o
n

O
ve

ra
ll

 

TW
D

B
 

Ta
sk

 

N
u

m
b

e
r

Su
b

Ta
sk

 

W
M

S 

e
va

lu
at

io
n

 

n
u

m
b

e
r

Su
b

Ta
sk

 

W
M

S
Su

b
Ta

sk
 S

co
p

e
 o

f 
W

o
rk

 W
ri

te
-u

p
D

e
li

ve
ra

b
le

 S
u

b
Ta

sk
 

B
u

d
ge

t 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

($
) 

 W
U

G
(s

) 

&
/O

R
 W

W
P

 

En
ti

ti
e

s 

P
o

te
n

ti
al

ly
 

Se
rv

e
d

 b
y 

W
M

S(
s)

 

 A
d

d
re

ss
in

g 
a 

ch
an

ge
d

 

co
n

d
it

io
n

 f
ro

m
 

p
re

vi
o

u
s 

cy
cl

e
? 

If
 y

e
s,

 

d
e

sc
ri

b
e

 t
h

e
 

ch
an

ge
d

 

co
n

d
it

io
n

. 

 W
h

e
n

 w
as

 

th
is

 W
M

S 

id
e

n
ti

fi
e

d
 b

y 

R
W

P
G

 a
s 

p
o

te
n

ti
al

ly
 

fe
as

ib
le

? 

 W
as

 t
h

e
 

W
M

S 

e
va

lu
at

e
d

 

in
 a

n
y 

p
re

vi
o

u
s 

R
e

gi
o

n
al

 

W
at

e
r 

P
la

n
n

in
g 

C
yc

le
s?

 

 Is
 e

va
lu

at
io

n
 a

 

li
m

it
e

d
 u

p
d

at
e

 t
o

 

p
re

vi
o

u
s 

te
ch

n
ic

al
 

e
va

lu
at

io
n

 

in
fo

rm
at

io
n

? 
If

 n
o

, 

in
d

ic
at

e
 s

p
e

ci
fi

c 

u
p

d
at

e
 in

 s
u

b
ta

sk
 

so
w

 c
o

lu
m

n
 E

 

X

H
5A

05
.4

B
ra

ck
is

h
 

G
ro

u
n

d
w

at
er

 

an
d

 

G
ro

u
n

d
w

at
er

 

B
le

n
d

in
g

Id
en

ti
fy

 a
re

as
 w

it
h

in
 R

eg
io

n
 H

 w
h

er
e 

w
at

er
 f

ro
m

 

tw
o

 d
if

fe
re

n
t 

aq
u

if
er

s 
co

u
ld

 b
e 

b
le

n
d

ed
 t

o
 o

b
ta

in
 

a 
co

m
b

in
ed

 s
u

p
p

ly
 n

o
t 

re
q

u
ir

in
g 

ad
va

n
ce

d
 

tr
ea

tm
en

t.
  A

ss
es

s 
vi

ab
le

 a
re

as
 in

 t
h

e 
co

n
te

xt
 o

f 

cu
rr

en
t 

re
gu

la
to

ry
 s

tr
u

ct
u

re
s 

to
 id

en
ti

fy
 a

re
as

 o
r 

en
ti

ti
es

 t
h

at
 c

o
u

ld
 b

en
ef

it
 f

ro
m

 b
le

n
d

ed
 

gr
o

u
n

d
w

at
er

 s
o

u
rc

es
. C

o
o

rd
in

at
e 

w
it

h
 c

u
rr

en
t 

u
se

rs
 o

f 
b

ra
ck

is
h

 w
at

er
 r

eg
ar

d
in

g 
p

o
te

n
ti

al
 f

u
tu

re
 

ex
p

an
si

o
n

s 
o

f 
b

ra
ck

is
h

 g
ro

u
n

d
w

at
er

 c
ap

ac
it

y.
  

U
p

d
at

e 
te

ch
n

ic
al

 d
et

ai
ls

, y
ie

ld
s,

 c
o

st
s,

 a
n

d
 o

th
er

 

ap
p

ro
p

ri
at

e 
fa

ct
o

rs
 a

s 
ap

p
lic

ab
le

.  
   

Te
ch

n
ic

al
 m

em
o

ra
n

d
u

m
 d

es
cr

ib
in

g 

st
ra

te
gy

 a
n

d
 s

u
m

m
ar

iz
in

g 
as

 a
p

p
lic

ab
le

 

su
p

p
ly

 s
o

u
rc

es
 a

n
d

 q
u

an
ti

ti
es

, s
p

o
n

so
rs

 

an
d

 u
se

rs
, f

ac
ili

ty
 lo

ca
ti

o
n

s,
 

im
p

le
m

en
ta

ti
o

n
 s

ch
ed

u
le

, c
o

st
, i

ss
u

es
 

an
d

 c
o

n
si

d
er

at
io

n
s 

re
ga

rd
in

g 

im
p

le
m

en
ta

ti
o

n
, a

n
d

 r
el

e
va

n
t 

re
fe

re
n

ce
s.

 

32
,3

00
$ 

   
   

 M
u

lt
ip

le
 

p
o

te
n

ti
al

 W
W

P
s 

an
d

 W
U

G
s 

in
 

R
eg

io
n

 H
 in

 

p
ro

xi
m

it
y 

to
 

b
ra

ck
is

h
 

gr
o

u
n

d
w

at
er

 

 Y
es

 -
 in

cr
ea

se
d

 

d
ev

el
o

p
m

en
t 

o
f 

b
ra

ck
is

h
 

gr
o

u
n

d
w

at
er

 

su
p

p
lie

s 
in

 t
h

e 

R
eg

io
n

 

 W
as

 a
 

re
co

m
m

en
d

ed
 

W
M

S 
in

 2
01

6 

R
eg

io
n

al
 W

at
er

 

P
la

n
 

 Y
es

 -
 4

th
 

p
la

n
n

in
g 

cy
cl

e 
 N

o
 

X

H
5A

06
.1

R
eg

io
n

al
 

R
et

u
rn

 F
lo

w
s

Ev
al

u
at

e 
p

o
te

n
ti

al
 s

o
u

rc
e 

av
ai

la
b

ili
ty

 w
it

h
 

co
n

si
d

er
at

io
n

 f
o

r 
u

p
d

at
ed

 d
em

an
d

 d
is

tr
ib

u
ti

o
n

, 

u
ti

lit
y-

b
as

ed
 W

U
G

 b
o

u
n

d
ar

ie
s,

 a
n

d
 e

xi
st

in
g 

an
d

 

p
en

d
in

g 
re

u
se

 a
u

th
o

ri
za

ti
o

n
s.

  I
n

co
rp

o
ra

te
 

co
n

se
rv

at
io

n
 W

M
S 

d
at

a 
fr

o
m

 t
h

e 
20

1
6 

R
W

P
 t

o
 

as
se

ss
 p

o
te

n
ti

al
 im

p
ac

ts
 t

o
 s

o
u

rc
e 

av
ai

la
b

ili
ty

.  

C
o

o
rd

in
at

e 
w

it
h

 s
tr

at
eg

y 
sp

o
n

so
rs

 r
eg

ar
d

in
g 

im
p

le
m

en
ta

ti
o

n
 c

o
n

ce
p

ts
.  

 U
p

d
at

e 
te

ch
n

ic
al

 

d
et

ai
ls

, y
ie

ld
s,

 c
o

st
s,

 a
n

d
 o

th
er

 a
p

p
ro

p
ri

at
e 

fa
ct

o
rs

 a
s 

ap
p

lic
ab

le
. 

Te
ch

n
ic

al
 m

em
o

ra
n

d
u

m
 d

es
cr

ib
in

g 

st
ra

te
gy

 a
n

d
 s

u
m

m
ar

iz
in

g 
as

 a
p

p
lic

ab
le

 

su
p

p
ly

 s
o

u
rc

es
 a

n
d

 q
u

an
ti

ti
es

, s
p

o
n

so
rs

 

an
d

 u
se

rs
, f

ac
ili

ty
 lo

ca
ti

o
n

s,
 

im
p

le
m

en
ta

ti
o

n
 s

ch
ed

u
le

, c
o

st
, i

ss
u

es
 

an
d

 c
o

n
si

d
er

at
io

n
s 

re
ga

rd
in

g 

im
p

le
m

en
ta

ti
o

n
, a

n
d

 r
el

e
va

n
t 

re
fe

re
n

ce
s.

 

45
,9

00
$ 

   
   

 W
W

P
s 

an
d

 

W
U

G
s 

in
 t

h
e 

Sa
n

 J
ac

in
to

 

R
iv

er
 B

as
in

  

 N
o

 

 W
as

 a
 

re
co

m
m

en
d

ed
 

W
M

S 
in

 2
01

6 

R
eg

io
n

al
 W

at
er

 

P
la

n
 

 Y
es

 -
 4

th
 

p
la

n
n

in
g 

cy
cl

e 
 Y

es
 

X

H
5A

06
.2

W
U

G
-L

ev
el

 

R
eu

se

C
o

o
rd

in
at

e 
w

it
h

 s
tr

at
eg

y 
sp

o
n

so
rs

 r
eg

ar
d

in
g 

th
e 

st
at

u
s 

o
f 

th
e 

p
ro

je
ct

.  
 U

p
d

at
e 

te
ch

n
ic

al
 d

et
ai

ls
, 

yi
el

d
s,

 c
o

st
s,

 a
n

d
 o

th
er

 a
p

p
ro

p
ri

at
e 

fa
ct

o
rs

 a
s 

ap
p

lic
ab

le
.  

St
ra

te
gi

es
 in

cl
u

d
e 

p
o

te
n

ti
al

 W
U

G
-

le
ve

l r
eu

se
 p

ro
je

ct
s 

fo
r 

sp
o

n
so

rs
 id

en
ti

fi
ed

 in
 t

h
e 

20
16

 R
W

P
, p

o
te

n
ti

al
 e

xp
an

si
o

n
 o

f 
cu

rr
en

t 
re

u
se

 

fa
ci

lit
ie

s,
 a

n
d

 w
as

te
w

at
er

 r
ec

la
m

at
io

n
 f

o
r 

m
u

n
ic

ip
al

 ir
ri

ga
ti

o
n

.  

Te
ch

n
ic

al
 m

em
o

ra
n

d
u

m
 d

es
cr

ib
in

g 

st
ra

te
gy

 a
n

d
 s

u
m

m
ar

iz
in

g 
as

 a
p

p
lic

ab
le

 

su
p

p
ly

 s
o

u
rc

es
 a

n
d

 q
u

an
ti

ti
es

, s
p

o
n

so
rs

 

an
d

 u
se

rs
, f

ac
ili

ty
 lo

ca
ti

o
n

s,
 

im
p

le
m

en
ta

ti
o

n
 s

ch
ed

u
le

, c
o

st
, i

ss
u

es
 

an
d

 c
o

n
si

d
er

at
io

n
s 

re
ga

rd
in

g 

im
p

le
m

en
ta

ti
o

n
, a

n
d

 r
el

e
va

n
t 

re
fe

re
n

ce
s.

 

21
,9

00
$ 

   
   

 M
u

lt
ip

le
 

p
o

te
n

ti
al

 W
U

G
s 

in
 R

eg
io

n
 H

 

 V
ar

ie
s 

b
y 

p
ro

je
ct

 

 R
eu

se
 

co
n

si
d

er
ed

 o
r 

re
co

m
m

en
d

ed
 in

 

20
01

, 2
00

6,
 

20
11

, a
n

d
 2

01
6 

R
eg

io
n

al
 W

at
er

 

P
la

n
s 

 Y
es

 -
 1

st
, 2

n
d

, 

3r
d

, a
n

d
 4

th
 

p
la

n
n

in
g 

cy
cl

es
 

 Y
es

 

X

H
5A

07
.1

B
R

A
 S

ys
te

m
 

O
p

er
at

io
n

 

P
er

m
it

R
ev

ie
w

 w
at

er
 r

ig
h

t 
la

n
gu

ag
e 

fo
r 

B
R

A
 S

ys
te

m
 

O
p

er
at

io
n

 P
er

m
it

 a
s 

w
el

l a
s 

te
ch

n
ic

al
 in

fo
rm

at
io

n
 

re
ga

rd
in

g 
im

p
le

m
en

ta
ti

o
n

 f
ro

m
 2

01
6

 R
W

P
s 

fo
r 

R
eg

io
n

s 
H

 a
n

d
 G

.  
C

o
o

rd
in

at
e 

w
it

h
 t

h
e 

B
ra

zo
s 

R
iv

er
 A

u
th

o
ri

ty
 a

n
d

 B
ra

zo
s 

G
 W

at
er

 P
la

n
n

in
g 

G
ro

u
p

 r
eg

ar
d

in
g 

an
ti

ci
p

at
ed

  s
u

p
p

ly
 v

o
lu

m
es

 

p
o

te
n

ti
al

ly
 a

va
ila

b
le

 t
o

 R
eg

io
n

 H
.  

Id
en

ti
fy

 li
ke

ly
 

en
ti

ti
es

 t
o

 b
en

ef
it

 f
ro

m
 t

h
e 

p
ro

je
ct

.  
U

p
d

at
e 

te
ch

n
ic

al
 d

et
ai

ls
, y

ie
ld

s,
 c

o
st

s,
 a

n
d

 o
th

er
 

ap
p

ro
p

ri
at

e 
fa

ct
o

rs
 a

s 
ap

p
lic

ab
le

.  
   

Te
ch

n
ic

al
 m

em
o

ra
n

d
u

m
 d

es
cr

ib
in

g 

st
ra

te
gy

 a
n

d
 s

u
m

m
ar

iz
in

g 
as

 a
p

p
lic

ab
le

 

su
p

p
ly

 s
o

u
rc

es
 a

n
d

 q
u

an
ti

ti
es

, s
p

o
n

so
rs

 

an
d

 u
se

rs
, f

ac
ili

ty
 lo

ca
ti

o
n

s,
 

im
p

le
m

en
ta

ti
o

n
 s

ch
ed

u
le

, c
o

st
, i

ss
u

es
 

an
d

 c
o

n
si

d
er

at
io

n
s 

re
ga

rd
in

g 

im
p

le
m

en
ta

ti
o

n
, a

n
d

 r
el

e
va

n
t 

re
fe

re
n

ce
s.

 

20
,2

00
$ 

   
   

 W
U

G
s 

an
d

 

W
W

P
s 

in
 t

h
e 

B
ra

zo
s 

an
d

 

ad
jo

in
in

g 

co
as

ta
l b

as
in

s 

 Y
es

 -
 C

o
n

ti
n

u
ed

 

ev
o

lu
ti

o
n

 o
f 

p
er

m
it

 

d
ev

el
o

p
m

en
t 

 W
as

 a
 

re
co

m
m

en
d

ed
 

W
M

S 
in

 2
00

6,
 

20
11

, a
n

d
 2

01
6 

R
eg

io
n

al
 W

at
er

 

P
la

n
s 

 Y
es

 -
 2

n
d

, 

3r
d

, a
n

d
 4

th
 

p
la

n
n

in
g 

cy
cl

es
 

 N
o

 

R
eg

io
n

H
_T

as
k5

_R
eq

u
es

t0
2_

2
01

80
91

3
P

ag
e

 1
 o

f 
2



ASR

Conservation/Drought Management

Groundwater Desal

Groundwater Dvlp

Reuse

New Major Reservoir

Other Surface Water

Seawater Desal

Conjunctive Use

Other WMS (Subordination, etc)
R

e
gi

o
n

O
ve

ra
ll

 

TW
D

B
 

Ta
sk

 

N
u

m
b

e
r

Su
b

Ta
sk

 

W
M

S 

e
va

lu
at

io
n

 

n
u

m
b

e
r

Su
b

Ta
sk

 

W
M

S
Su

b
Ta

sk
 S

co
p

e
 o

f 
W

o
rk

 W
ri

te
-u

p
D

e
li

ve
ra

b
le

 S
u

b
Ta

sk
 

B
u

d
ge

t 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

($
) 

 W
U

G
(s

) 

&
/O

R
 W

W
P

 

En
ti

ti
e

s 

P
o

te
n

ti
al

ly
 

Se
rv

e
d

 b
y 

W
M

S(
s)

 

 A
d

d
re

ss
in

g 
a 

ch
an

ge
d

 

co
n

d
it

io
n

 f
ro

m
 

p
re

vi
o

u
s 

cy
cl

e
? 

If
 y

e
s,

 

d
e

sc
ri

b
e

 t
h

e
 

ch
an

ge
d

 

co
n

d
it

io
n

. 

 W
h

e
n

 w
as

 

th
is

 W
M

S 

id
e

n
ti

fi
e

d
 b

y 

R
W

P
G

 a
s 

p
o

te
n

ti
al

ly
 

fe
as

ib
le

? 

 W
as

 t
h

e
 

W
M

S 

e
va

lu
at

e
d

 

in
 a

n
y 

p
re

vi
o

u
s 

R
e

gi
o

n
al

 

W
at

e
r 

P
la

n
n

in
g 

C
yc

le
s?

 

 Is
 e

va
lu

at
io

n
 a

 

li
m

it
e

d
 u

p
d

at
e

 t
o

 

p
re

vi
o

u
s 

te
ch

n
ic

al
 

e
va

lu
at

io
n

 

in
fo

rm
at

io
n

? 
If

 n
o

, 

in
d

ic
at

e
 s

p
e

ci
fi

c 

u
p

d
at

e
 in

 s
u

b
ta

sk
 

so
w

 c
o

lu
m

n
 E

 

X

H
5A

07
.2

In
te

rb
as

in
 

Tr
an

sf
er

s

Ex
am

in
e 

av
ai

la
b

le
 li

te
ra

tu
re

 r
eg

ar
d

in
g 

p
o

te
n

ti
al

 

in
te

r-
b

as
in

 t
ra

n
sf

er
s 

to
 s

u
p

p
ly

 u
se

rs
 in

 R
eg

io
n

 H
, 

in
cl

u
d

in
g 

st
ra

te
gi

es
 c

o
n

si
d

er
ed

 o
r 

re
co

m
m

en
d

ed
 

in
 p

ri
o

r 
R

W
P

s.
  C

o
o

rd
in

at
e 

w
it

h
 s

p
o

n
so

rs
 

re
ga

rd
in

g 
th

e 
st

at
u

s 
o

f 
p

ro
je

ct
s 

an
d

 s
p

o
n

so
r 

an
al

ys
es

, i
n

cl
u

d
in

g 
ex

p
ec

te
d

 c
h

an
ge

s 
to

 p
ro

je
ct

 

ca
p

ac
it

y,
 im

p
le

m
en

ta
ti

o
n

 t
im

el
in

e,
 a

n
d

 c
o

st
s.

  

W
h

er
e 

ap
p

lic
ab

le
, r

ef
in

e 
R

W
P

-l
ev

el
 e

st
im

at
es

 o
f 

in
fr

as
tr

u
ct

u
re

 c
o

m
p

o
n

en
ts

 a
n

d
 p

o
te

n
ti

al
 t

ra
n

sf
er

 

ro
u

ti
n

g.
  U

p
d

at
e 

te
ch

n
ic

al
 d

et
ai

ls
, y

ie
ld

s,
 c

o
st

s,
 

an
d

 o
th

er
 a

p
p

ro
p

ri
at

e 
fa

ct
o

rs
 a

s 
ap

p
lic

ab
le

.  
   

Te
ch

n
ic

al
 m

em
o

ra
n

d
u

m
 d

es
cr

ib
in

g 

st
ra

te
gy

 a
n

d
 s

u
m

m
ar

iz
in

g 
as

 a
p

p
lic

ab
le

 

su
p

p
ly

 s
o

u
rc

es
 a

n
d

 q
u

an
ti

ti
es

, s
p

o
n

so
rs

 

an
d

 u
se

rs
, f

ac
ili

ty
 lo

ca
ti

o
n

s,
 

im
p

le
m

en
ta

ti
o

n
 s

ch
ed

u
le

, c
o

st
, i

ss
u

es
 

an
d

 c
o

n
si

d
er

at
io

n
s 

re
ga

rd
in

g 

im
p

le
m

en
ta

ti
o

n
, a

n
d

 r
el

e
va

n
t 

re
fe

re
n

ce
s.

 

60
,6

00
$ 

   
   

 M
u

lt
ip

le
 

p
o

te
n

ti
al

 W
W

P
s 

an
d

 W
U

G
s 

in
 

R
eg

io
n

 H
 

 Y
es

 -
 C

h
an

ge
s 

in
 

su
p

p
ly

 

re
se

rv
at

io
n

s 

am
o

n
g 

b
as

in
s 

 C
o

n
si

d
er

ed
 o

r 

re
co

m
m

en
d

ed
 in

 

20
01

, 2
00

6,
 

20
11

, a
n

d
 2

01
6 

R
eg

io
n

al
 W

at
er

 

P
la

n
s 

 Y
es

 -
 1

st
, 2

n
d

, 

3r
d

, a
n

d
 4

th
 

p
la

n
n

in
g 

cy
cl

es
 

 N
o

 

X

H
5A

08
.1

N
o

rt
h

ea
st

 

W
at

er
 

P
u

ri
fi

ca
ti

o
n

 

P
la

n
t 

Ex
p

an
si

o
n

C
o

o
rd

in
at

e 
w

it
h

 t
h

e 
C

it
y 

o
f 

H
o

u
st

o
n

 r
eg

ar
d

in
g 

th
e 

st
at

u
s 

o
f 

p
ro

je
ct

 d
ev

el
o

p
m

en
t 

an
d

 id
en

ti
fy

 a
n

y 

ex
p

ec
te

d
 c

h
an

ge
s 

to
 p

ro
je

ct
 c

ap
ac

it
y,

 

im
p

le
m

en
ta

ti
o

n
 t

im
el

in
e,

 a
n

d
 c

o
st

s.
   

U
p

d
at

e 

te
ch

n
ic

al
 d

et
ai

ls
, y

ie
ld

s,
 c

o
st

s,
 a

n
d

 o
th

er
 

ap
p

ro
p

ri
at

e 
fa

ct
o

rs
 a

s 
ap

p
lic

ab
le

.  
   

Te
ch

n
ic

al
 m

em
o

ra
n

d
u

m
 d

es
cr

ib
in

g 

st
ra

te
gy

 a
n

d
 s

u
m

m
ar

iz
in

g 
as

 a
p

p
lic

ab
le

 

su
p

p
ly

 s
o

u
rc

es
 a

n
d

 q
u

an
ti

ti
es

, s
p

o
n

so
rs

 

an
d

 u
se

rs
, f

ac
ili

ty
 lo

ca
ti

o
n

s,
 

im
p

le
m

en
ta

ti
o

n
 s

ch
ed

u
le

, c
o

st
, i

ss
u

es
 

an
d

 c
o

n
si

d
er

at
io

n
s 

re
ga

rd
in

g 

im
p

le
m

en
ta

ti
o

n
, a

n
d

 r
el

e
va

n
t 

re
fe

re
n

ce
s.

 

36
,9

00
$ 

   
   

 W
W

P
s 

an
d

 

W
U

G
s 

re
ce

iv
in

g 

su
p

p
ly

 f
ro

m
 t

h
e 

N
EW

P
P

 

 N
o

 

 W
as

 a
 

re
co

m
m

en
d

ed
 

W
M

S 
in

 2
01

1 

an
d

 2
01

6 

R
eg

io
n

al
 W

at
er

 

P
la

n
s 

 Y
es

 -
 3

rd
 a

n
d

 

4t
h

 p
la

n
n

in
g 

cy
cl

es
 

 Y
es

 

X

H
5A

08
.2

O
th

er
 F

ac
ili

ty
 

an
d

 S
to

ra
ge

 

P
ro

je
ct

s

C
o

o
rd

in
at

e 
w

it
h

 id
en

ti
fi

ed
 o

r 
p

o
te

n
ti

al
 s

p
o

n
so

rs
 

re
ga

rd
in

g 
th

e 
st

at
u

s 
o

f 
p

ro
je

ct
s.

   
U

p
d

at
e 

te
ch

n
ic

al
 d

et
ai

ls
, y

ie
ld

s,
 c

o
st

s,
 a

n
d

 o
th

er
 

ap
p

ro
p

ri
at

e 
fa

ct
o

rs
 a

s 
ap

p
lic

ab
le

.  
St

ra
te

gi
es

 

in
cl

u
d

e 
A

lle
n

s 
C

re
e

k 
R

es
er

vo
ir

, D
o

w
 s

to
ra

ge
 

ex
p

an
si

o
n

, C
LC

N
D

 W
es

t 
C

h
am

b
er

s 
Sy

st
em

, 

se
aw

at
er

 d
es

al
in

at
io

n
, a

n
d

 o
th

er
 t

re
at

m
en

t,
 

tr
an

sm
is

si
o

n
, a

n
d

 s
to

ra
ge

 p
ro

je
ct

s.

Te
ch

n
ic

al
 m

em
o

ra
n

d
a 

d
es

cr
ib

in
g 

st
ra

te
gy

 a
n

d
 s

u
m

m
ar

iz
in

g 
as

 a
p

p
lic

ab
le

 

su
p

p
ly

 s
o

u
rc

es
 a

n
d

 q
u

an
ti

ti
es

, s
p

o
n

so
rs

 

an
d

 u
se

rs
, f

ac
ili

ty
 lo

ca
ti

o
n

s,
 

im
p

le
m

en
ta

ti
o

n
 s

ch
ed

u
le

, c
o

st
, i

ss
u

es
 

an
d

 c
o

n
si

d
er

at
io

n
s 

re
ga

rd
in

g 

im
p

le
m

en
ta

ti
o

n
, a

n
d

 r
el

e
va

n
t 

re
fe

re
n

ce
s.

 

13
0,

30
0

$ 
   

 
 M

u
lt

ip
le

 
 V

ar
ie

s 
b

y 
p

ro
je

ct
 

 V
ar

io
u

s 

in
fr

as
tr

u
ct

u
re

 

an
d

 s
to

ra
ge

 

co
n

ce
p

ts
 in

 p
ri

o
r 

R
eg

io
n

al
 W

at
er

 

P
la

n
s 

 Y
es

 -
 2

n
d

, 

3r
d

, a
n

d
 4

th
 

p
la

n
n

in
g 

cy
cl

es
 

 Y
es

 

34
8,

10
0

$ 
   

 
R

EG
IO

N
-S

P
EC

IF
IC

 S
U

B
T

A
SK

S 
TO

TA
L 

B
U

D
G

ET

R
eg

io
n

H
_T

as
k5

_R
eq

u
es

t0
2_

2
01

80
91

3
P

ag
e

 2
 o

f 
2



 

Agenda Item 11 
 

Discuss the 86th Regular Session of the Texas Legislature 
and Approve the Region H Water Planning Group Legislative 

Committee.    



  



▪ 86th Texas Legislature

▪ Begins January 8, 2019

▪ Concludes May 27, 2019

▪ Prior sessions have impacted 
RWP/SWP process

Agenda Item 11

Legislative Session

Action:

Approve the Region H Water Planning Group Legislative 
Committee.

Agenda Item 11

Legislative Session





 

Agenda Item 13 
 

Agency communications and general information. 



  







	
	 	

 

P.O. Box 13231, 1700 N. Congress Ave. 
Austin, TX 78711-3231, www.twdb.texas.gov 
Phone (512) 463-7847, Fax (512) 475-2053 

	

Our Mission 
 

To provide leadership, information, education, and 
support for planning, financial assistance, and 
outreach for the conservation and responsible 

development of water for Texas 

	

. . . . . . . . . . . . . 

	

Board Members 
 

Peter M. Lake, Chairman │ Kathleen Jackson, Board Member │Brooke T. Paup, Board Member 

 
 
Jeff Walker, Executive Administrator 

	

	

TO:	 	 	 Board	Members	
	
THROUGH:	 	 Jeff	Walker,	Executive	Administrator	
	 	 	 David	Carter,	Director,	Support	Services	and	Contracts	

Jessica	Zuba,	Deputy	Executive	Administrator,	Water	Supply	&	
Infrastructure	

	
FROM:	 	 Temple	McKinnon,	Director,	Water	Use,	Projections	&	Planning	
	
DATE:	 August	23,	2018	
	
SUBJECT:	 Facilitation	Contract	for	Uniform	Standards	Stakeholder	Committee	

Prioritization	Process	
	
	
ACTION	REQUESTED	
Consider	authorizing	a	transfer	of	funds	in	an	amount	not	to	exceed	$15,000,	from	the	
Water	Assistance	Fund	to	the	Research	and	Planning	Fund,	to	contract	for	facilitation	
services	to	assist	the	stakeholders	committee	of	regional	water	planning	group	chairs	
review	and/or	modify	the	uniform	standards	for	project	prioritization	for	the	2021	
regional	water	plans.	
	
BACKGROUND	
House	Bill	4	(83rd	Legislature)	established	a	project	prioritization	process	to	be	conducted	
by	the	regional	water	planning	groups.	As	part	of	this	process,	Texas	Water	Code	§	15.436	
required	the	Texas	Water	Development	Board	(TWDB)	to	create	a	stakeholders	committee	
(Committee)	composed	of	regional	water	planning	groups	chairs	or	their	designees	to	
establish	uniform	standards	to	be	used	by	the	regional	water	planning	groups	in	
prioritizing	projects	in	their	regional	plans.	These	project	prioritizations	are	one	of	the	
criteria	utilized	by	TWDB	for	prioritizing	State	Water	Implementation	Fund	for	Texas	
projects.	Additionally,	the	TWDB	is	required	to	consult	the	Committee	from	time	to	time	
regarding	regional	prioritization	of	projects.	
	
Uniform	standards	for	project	prioritization	were	initially	developed	by	the	Committee,	
through	a	facilitated	effort,	in	November	2013	and	were	approved	by	the	Board	at	their	
December	5,	2013	meeting.	These	standards	were	applied	to	projects	in	the	2011	regional	
water	plans	by	the	regional	water	planning	groups	and	final	project	prioritizations	were	
submitted	to	the	TWDB	on	September	1,	2014.	The	Committee	reconvened	through	a	
facilitated	effort	on	January	13,	2015	to	review	the	uniform	standards	prior	to	the	
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prioritization	of	projects	in	the	2016	regional	water	plans.	The	Committee	voted	to	make	
no	changes	to	the	uniform	standards	and	project	prioritizations	were	submitted	along	with	
the	2016	regional	water	plans	by	December	1,	2015.	
	
The	TWDB	has	recommended	to	the	Committee	that	they	reconvene	at	least	once	per	
planning	cycle	to	review	the	uniform	standards	that	have	been	adopted.	At	a	May	2018	
conference	call	with	regional	water	planning	group	chairs,	it	was	requested	that	the	TWDB	
schedule	a	meeting	of	the	Committee	the	last	week	of	November	2018.	To	support	the	
Committee’s	review	of	the	uniform	standards	for	project	prioritization	of	the	2021	regional	
water	plans,	the	Executive	Administrator	is	recommending	to	again	contract	with	a	
facilitator	to	assist	in	the	Committee’s	work	effort.		To	execute	this	contract,	funds	must	be	
transferred	from	the	Water	Assistance	Fund	to	the	Research	and	Planning	Fund.	
	
KEY	ISSUES	
The	total	amount	of	the	facilitation	contract	is	an	amount	up	to	and	not	to	exceed	$15,000.	
	
RECOMMENDATION	
The	Executive	Administrator	recommends	approving	transfer	of	funds	from	the	Water	
Assistance	Fund	to	the	Research	and	Planning	Fund	to	support	the	facilitation	of	the	
Uniform	Standards	Stakeholder	Committee.	
	
	



 

Agenda Item 14 
 

Receive presentation from Galveston Bay Foundation 
regarding the 2018 Galveston Bay Report Card.  



  



ABOUT THE REPORT CARD: www.GalvBayGrade.org





GALVESTON BAY STARTS IN OUR 
BACKYARD.




