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GLOSSARY OF ACRONYMS AND DEFINED TERMS 
Acronym/Defined Term 

Administratively Complete 

DFC 

Donnelly Report 

Draft Permit 

End User 

GAM 

Old GAM 
New GAM 

GMA 
LCRA 

LCRA Applications 

Meaning 

“Administratively Complete" means: (1) 
that all information requested by the District 
has been fully and accurately provided; and 
(2) that all applicable fees have been paid, as 
defined by District Rule Section 1. 

Desired Future Condition, as defined by 
Texas Water Code section 36.108(d) 

The District hydrogeologist’s report dated 
April 6, 2018 

The General Manager’s draft operating and 
transport permit for the LCRA Applications 
dated August 20, 2018 

“End User" means the person or entity that 
makes beneficial use of the water withdrawn 
from a well, including, but not limited to, an 
agricultural user, industrial user, mining 
user, municipal user, or Retail Public Water 
Utility, End user does not include the retail 
customers of a retail public water utility, as 
defined by District Rule Section 1. 

Groundwater Availability Model approved 
by the Texas Water Development Board 

2004 Central Queen City-Sparta GAM 
2018 Central Carrizo-Wilcox GAM 
Groundwater Management Area 

Lower Colorado River Authority 

LCRA‘s applications for 8 operating and 
transport permits for 8 proposed wells in 
Bastrop County, Texas submitted to LPGCD 
during February 2018 
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Acronym/Defined Term Meaning 

LPGCD or District Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation 
District 

TWDB Texas Water Development Board 
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GM EXHIBIT 5 Operating Permit issued to Forestar (USA) 
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I. WITNESS INTRODUCTION AND QUALIFICATIONS 
Please state your name and business address. 

My name is James (Jim) Totten, and my business address is 908 NE Loop 230, 

Smithville, Texas 78957. 

On whose behalf are you testifying in this proceeding? 

1 am filing testimony on behalf of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 

(District). 

By whom are you employed and in what position? 

I am the General Manager ofthe District. 

How long have you been the Lost Pines General Manager? 
I’ve been the General Manager since January 2015, and prior to that I was the Assistant 

General Manager of the District for over two years, 

What are your responsibilities as the District’s General Manager? 

I carry out the day—to—day operations of the District, 1 also see to it that the District Rules, 

Management Plan and orders of the Board of Directors are carried out, at the direction of 

the Board 1 am also responsible for developing and recommending a budget for the 

District, and then implementing that budget. I also regularly participate in the regional 

and groundwater management area water planning process. That process involves, and l 

have developed experience in, assessing current and future water demand, including 

demand for groundwater resources. My duties also involve conducting reviews of each 
application filed with the District for an Operating Permit or a Transport Permit to 

determine ifthe application is Administratively Complete. 
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Please describe your educational background and professional affiliations. 

I received a Bachelor of Science in Microbiology and a Master of Science in 

Biochemistry from Texas A&M University. I also completed almost 4 years of doctoral 

studies in Water Management and Hydrological Sciences at Texas A&M University. 
Through the District I am a member of the Texas Alliance of Groundwater 

Districts and the Texas Water Conservation Association, 

Please describe your educational and professional experience. 

I have almost 7 years of experience working for the District, and prior to that I spent 

almost 4 years studying hydrogeology and water management. In graduate school, I 

worked as a graduate research assistant in the area of water demand and consumption. 

After graduate school, I worked as the District’s Assistant General Manager. In that role, 

I worked with Joe Cooper, the previous District General Manager, reviewing pen-nit 

applications. I also assisted with regional water planning at the Groundwater 

Management Area (GMA) and Regional Water Planning Groups. In 2015, I became the 

District’s General Manager. My responsibilities focus on handling the day-to-day 

operations of the District, as directed by the Board of Directors, My work spans a broad 
base of science, policy and field work in support of the District‘s management plan and 

goals set by the Board, 

Do you participate in continuing education as the General Manager of the District? 

Yes. 

What types of continuing education do you commonly participate in? 

l have participated in and presented at conferences and other meetings on issues related to 

groundwater resources. I also regularly review technical papers and reports. 
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Please describe your experience with groundwater resources in the Carrizo-Wilcox 

Aquifers. 

During my time at the District, I have managed the resources in the Carrizo-Wilcox 

Aquifers. This includes development of water budget information for the management 

plan and assisting with the development of desired future conditions. I have also 

thoroughly evaluated the Simsboro Formation as part of my work as Assistant General 

Manager and General Manager, and assisted with the development of an aquifer 

monitoring plan, I am also part of a team of designees from the other groundwater 

conservation districts in Groundwater Management Area 12 (GMA 12). That team works 

on the DFCs for the formations in the Central Carrizo Wilcox Aquifers. 

Is GM EXHIBIT 2 a true and correct copy ofyour resume? 
Yes. 

[DISTRICT GM OFFERS GM EXHIBIT 2] 
II. SUMMARY OF TESTIMONY 

Please summarize your testimony. 

I provide testimony regarding the District’s operating and transport permit review 

process, generally, and how that process was applied to the Lower Colorado River 

Authority’s (LCRA) Applications. I also testify on the statutory factors that the District 

Board considers when reviewing an application for an operating or transport permit and I 

highlight key technical and regulatory issues with those factors, In the middle of my 

testimony I respond to LCRA’s testimony, namely LCRA‘s suggestions to revise the 

Draft Permit. I have accepted some of the non-substantive changes and one substantive 

change presented by the LCRA. I base the acceptance of any change on consistency with 
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District precedent. Then near the end of my testimony I respond to issues raised by the 

Protestants’ witnesses. 

Dr. William R. Hutchison has also filed testimony on behalf of the District. His 

testimony addresses the technical components that apply to groundwater management. 

Dr. Hutchison‘s testimony covers the reliability of the model used to evaluate impacts to 

groundwater systems, impacts to overlying and underlying formations from groundwater 

production, impacts to surface water, subsidence, LCRA‘s requested phased approach, 

the effect on existing water resources and permitholders, and responses to LCRA 

witnesses and the Protestants’ witnesses. Dr. Hutchison has also prepared a report at my 

direction evaluating impacts to water resources on a district-wide basis from the proposed 

production. 

What information have you reviewed and relied upon for your testimony. 

I have relied upon and reviewed the following information: 

I My experience as General Manager of the District; 
0 My education and studies in Microbiology, Biochemistry and Water Management and 

Hydrological Sciences; 

o LCRA applications; 
0 The Administrative Record filed in this proceeding; 

0 Written pre—filed testimonies submitted by the LCRA and Protestants in this 

proceeding and exhibits attached to those testimonies; 

0 Documents produced by the District in discovery in this proceeding; and 

o The District’s Rules and Management Plan, and Texas Water Code, Chapter 36. 
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Ill. DISTRICT PERMIT APPLICATION PROCESS 
Does the District require a permit or registration to operate a well in the District? 

Yes. District Rule 3.2 requires the owner of a proposed well that is not classified as an 

exempt well to obtain an Operating Permit from the District before drilling the well. 

Exempt wells must still be registered with the District. 

Does the District require a permit to transfer water outside District boundaries? 

Yes. District Rule 6.1 provides that no person may transfer water outside the District 

boundaries for use outside the District boundaries without first obtaining a Transport 

Permit from the District unless that person or entity is exempt, such as if the person is 

serving water within an area covered by a Certificate of Convenience and Necessity that 

includes area within and outside ofthe District. 

What are your responsibilities with regard to applications for Operating Permits 

and Transport Permits? 

District Rule 15.1 requires the General Manager to conduct a review of each application 

for an Operating Permit and a Transport Permit to determine if the application is 

Administratively Complete. The Rules define “Administratively Complete” to mean: (I) 

that all information requested by the District has been fully and accurately provided; and 

(2) that all applicable fees have been paid. 

Rule 15.1 also requires the General Manager to notify the applicant in writing that 

the application has been found to be Administratively Complete, The written notice must 

contain a summary of the General Manager‘s recommendation on the Application and 

may include a draft permit. 
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Within 60 days of the date on which the General Manager declares an application 

to be Administratively Complete, the General Manager must set the application on the 

agenda for a public hearing before the District Board. The General Manager must also 

prepare a notice of the hearing on the application, and must mail the notice to the 

applicant and post it in several public places listed in the Rules. 

Please describe your processing of LCRA’s applications for Operating Permits and 

Transport Permits. 

1 reviewed the 8 applications for Operating and Transport Permits submitted by the 

LCRA, and determined that they were Administratively Complete. 

On August 20, 2018, I sent a letter to LCRA informing LCRA that its applications 

were Administratively Complete. Attached to the letter was the General Manager‘s Draft 

Operating Permit and Draft Transport Permit (the “Draft Permit”). Also attached was a 

notice for a hearing on the applications to be held on September 26, 2018 in Bastrop, 

Texas. A true and correct copy of this letter and the Draft Permit can be found at GM 
EXHIBIT 3. 

Prior to the Administratively Complete date, I asked the District’s hydrogeologist 

to create a model and develop a report on the impacts of LCRA’s proposed production on 

groundwater, Andrew Donnelly submitted that report to me on April 6, 2018. After 

reviewing that report, I prepared the Draft Permit in accordance with District Rules, the 

Texas Water Code, and the Management Plan, In preparing the Drafi Permit, 1 also 

considered the terms and conditions in other similarly sized permits as well as what was 

requested in LCRA’s applications. 
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I provided an advance copy of the Draft Permit to LCRA‘s Staff and counsel for 

review on May 23, 2018. LCRA and the District met on June 5, 2018 to discuss the 

advance copy. The District received LCRA‘s comments on the advance copy and agreed 

to consider LCRA’s comments for any revisions to the draft permit LCRA provided 

another set of comments to the District’s counsel on the Draft Permit after August 20, 

2018, Those comments from LCRA were generally non-substantive and were not 

included in a Draft Permit before the matter was taken to the Board at the public hearing. 

The District posted notice for the public hearing on August 27, 2018. 

I requested a contested case hearing on the applications on September 21, 2018. 

The public hearing was held on September 26, 2018, 

[DISTRICT GM OFFERS GM EXHIBIT 3] 
Q. You testified earlier that you compared LCRA applications to other similarly sized 

permits. What kinds of permits do you consider to be similarly sized to those 

requested by LCRA? 
Permits that authorize production of more than 20,000 acre feet of water per year. 

Can you summarize your recommendation on the LCRA applications? 
I recommended that the Board grant the LCRA applications for Operating and Transport 

Permits under the terms and conditions set out in the General Manager’s Draft Permit. 

The Draft Permit proposes to authorize LCRA to withdraw an aggregate of 25,000 acre- 

feet per year from the Simsboro Aquifer from 8 wells, at an instantaneous withdrawal 

rate of 3,000 gallons per minute per well, for public water supply use in LCRA’s service 

area, subject to the following summarized special conditions requiring that: (l) LCRA 

enter into a Monitoring Well Agreement; (2) the authorized annual withdrawal amount 
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and the authorized maximum rate of withdrawal be aggregated for the proposed LCRA 

wells; (3) the authorized annual Withdrawal amount and the authorized maximum rate of 

withdrawal be staged; (4-7) LCRA comply with a formula and method for determining 

whether production will exceed the District’s DFCs; (8) LCRA provide Written contracts 
with End Users to the District; (9) LCRA submit drought contingency and water 

conservation plans for certain End Users; (10) a variance be issued to LCRA for time 

limits for the completion of permitted wells or well operation; (11) LCRA be subject to 

any future production limits adopted by the District; (12) LCRA pay Production Fees; 

(13) completion of wells be within 100 feet of the location identified in the Applications; 

(14) LCRA conduct 36-hour pump tests; (15) the permit be subject to the General 

Manager’s final approval of well design specifications; (16) a procedure be established 

for challenging an application based on a well—spacing violation; and (17) water 

withdrawn and transported under the permit be put to beneficial use at all times and 

neither transported pursuant to a bed and banks permit nor discharged to any surface 

water. The majority of the 17 special conditions were intended to address requests for 

variances from the District’s rules that LCRA had included in its applications. 

You testified that LCRA requested variances from the District’s rules. What were 
those requests? 

LCRA sought 4 variances from District Rules. Those were: (1) a variance from the 

District’s well-spacing requirement due to uncertainty with the proposed well locations; 

(2) a variance from the District’s production fee payments to allow payments to be due 

according to the phase of production; (3) a variance from the time limits for completing 

and operating a well; and (4) a variance to allow LCRA to amend its permit when it 
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confirmed the locations of its wells. LCRA also sought a waiver from the requirement to 

submit the results ofa 36-hour pump test as part oftheir application. 

Are those variances similar to those that have been granted by the District for 

similar permits? 

Some of them are. The City of Bastrop asked for a waiver from the 36-hour pump test 

requirement after the test well collapsed during the pump test, As a result of the 

contested case on its application, the City of Bastrop also requested a variance from 

spacing requirements in the event that previously unregistered wells were found to be 

completed in the Simsboro formation. LCRA’s remaining requests are neither typical 

requests nor similar to any that the District has granted for similarly sized permits. 

Which variance requests did the General Manager incorporate into the Draft 

Permits? 

I incorporated the request for a variance from the 36»hour pump test requirement and in 

doing so included a special condition that continues to be protective ofpumping from the 

aquifer. I also incorporated a condition that allowed payment of the production fees 

based on the current phase of production. This is not a variance as the rules do not speak 

to a timeline for payment of the fees. The Draft Permit has the same provision as other 

permit holders, for example, Recharge’s Operating Permit. 

Which variance requests did you not incorporate into the Draft Permit? 

1 did not incorporate the two requested variances from spacing and well location 

requirements. 
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Why did you request a contested case hearing on the LCRA applications? 
I recommended that the Board grant the applications for the Operating and Transport 

Permits only under the terms and conditions of the Draft Permit. There were several 

requests for variances from the District Rules that I did not recommend. 

Did you provide the Board with any information in support of your 

recommendation on the LCRA applications before the public hearing? 
Yes. I presented the Board with the General Manager’s Draft Permit, and a memorandum 

to the Board dated April 6, 2018 from the District’s hydrogeologist Andrew Donnelly 

(Donnelly Report). A true and correct copy of the Donnelly Report can be found at GM 
EXHIBIT 4, 

[DISTRICT GM OFFERS GM EXHIBIT 4] 
Q. 

A. 

What is the purpose of the General Manager’s recommendation? 

The General Manager‘s recommendation in the Draft Permit has a number of purposes. 

First, 1 inform the Board that the application is Administratively Complete and ready for 

consideration. Second, I address the various statutory factors to be considered, including, 

among others, beneficial use and impact on existing users, Finally, the Draft Permit 

addresses various concerns such as LCRA‘s request to transport water to its service area 

using the Colorado River. Special Condition No. 1 of the proposed Transport Permit 

prohibits such a transport. 

Under the District Rules, is your recommendation binding on the Board? 

No. My recommendation is not binding, and the Board may adopt different approaches in 
its consideration of whether an application meets the standards set by the Water Code and 

District Rules. 
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IV. FACTORS TO BE CONSIDERED 
What are the factors that the Board must consider in making a decision on an 

Operating Permit application? 

Under the Texas Water Code and District Rule 5,2.D4, the Board shall consider: 

(1) whether the application conforms to the requirements prescribed by 

Chapter 36 ofthe Texas Water Code and the District Rules; 

(2) whether the proposed use of water unreasonably affects existing 

groundwater and surface water resources or existing permit holders; 

(3) whether the proposed use of water is dedicated to a beneficial use; 

(4) whether the proposed use of water is consistent with the District 

Management Plan; 

(5) whether the applicant has agreed to avoid waste and achieve water 

conservation; 

(6) whether the applicant has agreed to use reasonable diligence to protect 

groundwater quality; 

(7) whether the applicant will follow well plugging guidelines at the time of 

well closure; 

(8) whether granting the application is consistent with the District’s duty to 

manage total groundwater production on a long»term basis to achieve an applicable DFC, 

considering: 

(a) the MAG determined by the TWDB executive administrator; 
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(b) the TWDB executive administrator’s estimate of the current and 
projected amount of groundwater produced under exemptions granted by District Rules 

and Texas Water Code § 36.117; 

(c) the amount of groundwater authorized under permits previously 

issued by the District; 

(d) a reasonable estimate of the amount of groundwater that is actually 

produced under permits issued by the District; 

(e) yearly precipitation and production patterns; 

(9) whether the conditions and limitations in the Operating Permit prevent 

Waste, achieve water conservation, minimize as far as practicable the drawdown of the 

water table or the reduction of artesian pressure, or lessen interference between wells; and 

(10) whether the applicant has a history of non-compliance with District Rules 

and Chapter 36 of the Texas Water Code, including any record of enforcement actions 

against the applicant for violation of District Rules or Chapter 364 

What are the factors that the Board must consider in making a decision on a 

Transport Permit? 

Under the Texas Water Code and District Rule 6.3.B., the Board must consider: 

(1) the availability of water in the District and in the proposed receiving area 

during the period for which the water supply is requested; 

(2) the projected effect of the proposed transfer on aquifer conditions, 

depletion, subsidence, or effects on existing permit holders or other groundwater users 

within the District; and 

(3) the approved regional water plan and the District Management Plan. 
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A. Completeness of Application 

What did you consider when assessing whether the application conforms to the 

requirements of Chapter 36 of the Texas Water Code and the District Rules? 

As part of determining whether the applications were Administratively Complete, 1 

determined that LCRA had provided the information required by the District Rules and 

the Texas Water Code, but the applications were not submitted on the con'ect District 

form. Consistent with District Rule 15.1.B.l, I notified LCRA and asked LCRA to 

resubmit the applications using the most current Form-100, LCRA resubmitted the 

applications on the correct form on February 21, 2018. 

Did LCRA have complete applications after the amended forms were submitted? 
Yes. 

B. Beneficial Use 

What did you review in assessing whether the proposed use of water is dedicated to 

beneficial use? 

In the Application, LCRA proposes to use the water in LCRA’s service area. This area 

includes a 35-county area, In assessing the beneficial use in those counties 1 reviewed the 

2017 State Water Plan and the 2016 Regional Water Plans covering the area of LCRA’s 

service area for growth projections and projected Water shortages. The regional water 

plans showed supply shortages and demand in LCRA’s broad service area to justify the 

production requested. A review of the state Water plans is an accepted method for 

reviewing whether there is a need for water and that the water will be put to beneficial 

use. 
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What did you recommend to the Board based on this review? 

I recommended that the Operating Permit include a special condition that requires the 

permittee to submit one or more binding contracts to supply the 25,000 acre-feet per year 

for the permitted uses to the District, The Draft Permit allows LCRA to proceed to Phases 

2 and 3 of their proposed production if LCRA provides contracts showing firm 

commitments to provide water. This special condition is intended to ensure that water is 

actually dedicated to a beneficial use during the term of the Operating Permits. The exact 

language proposed is in Special Conditions Nos, (3)(b) and (3)(c) in the Draft Operating 

Permit. 

I also limited the Transport Permit by restricting use of the bed and banks of a 

river to transport water. There was no plan in the requested permit to prevent waste 

during the transpofl of water to the farthest areas in LCRA’s service area. Such a 

transport using the river could cause significant loss of water via evaporation or by 

carriage losses. 

Has the District Board previously approved a special condition requiring binding 

contracts? 

Yes. On May 15, 2013, the Board issued to Forestar USA (Forestar) ten Operating 
Permits that include similar provisions. A true and correct copy ofone ofthose permits is 

found at GM EXHIBIT 5. Also on September 21, 2016, the Board issued 14 operating 
permits with similar provisions to End Op (now Recharge). A true and correct copy of 

one ofthose permits is found at GM EXHIBIT 6. 
[DISTRICT GM OFFERS GM EXHIBITS 5 and 6] 
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Has LCRA submitted any “binding contracts” for review under the proposed 
special condition? 

Although LCRA claims that it has commitments for the anticipated production, LCRA 

has submitted only a list of contracts, The time has not passed yet for them to submit the 

contracts under the Draft Permit. 

Has the LCRA previously stated that it seeks to change the place of water use? 
Yes. In a November 29, 2018, letter from LCRA‘s General Manager Phil Wilson to me, 

LCRA claimed that it would limit its request “during the hearing” to Bastrop, Lee, and 

Travis Counties. LCRA also requested to amend its application to restrict water use to 
LCRA’s service area in these three counties in John Hofi’nann’s Prefiled Direct 

Testimony filed on May 31, 2019, at pg. 21. 

How does LCRA’s request to change its Applications impact the pending 

applications? 

Without an amended and swom application submitted in accordance with the District’s 

rules, it does not impact LCRA‘s pending applications. 

C. Consistency with District Management Plan 

What did you consider in assessing whether LCRA’s proposed use of water is 

consistent with the District Management Plan? 

I reviewed the Management Plan. 1 concluded that, with the permit conditions proposed 

in the Draft Permit, the proposed use of water is consistent with the District’s long-tenn 

plan to manage groundwater to meet demands on a sustainable basis. According to the 

Management Plan this means reasonable long—term management of groundwater 

resources so that those resources can continue to be used by future generations. 
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D. Water Conservation 

What did you consider in assessing whether LCRA has agreed to avoid waste and 
achieve water conservation? 

In its applications, LCRA has generally agreed to avoid waste and conserve water, It has 

also submitted its proposed drought contingency plan. However, LCRA has not identified 

its End Users, so I have not seen any other relevant water conservation plans or drought 

contingency plans. 

Have you identified any concerns with LCRA’s water conservation efforts in its 

service area? 

Yes. Based on its list of wholesale customers, and my review of the Region K Water 

Plan, some of LCRA‘s wholesale customers appear to use an extremely high volume of 

water. The regional water plans look at the gallons per capita of daily (GPCD) water use. 

The GPCD represents the average number of gallons of water used per person per day 
and these values help form municipal water demand projections. 1 made the following 

table based on data in the TWDB’s 2016 Regional K Water Plan. It contains the GPCD 

for some of LCRA’s wholesale customers. 

Water User Group Estimated 2020 GPCD Estimated 2070 GPCD 
West Travis County PUA 384 381 

Travis County MUD #4 749 746 

Horseshoe Bay .559 .553 

These figures are high. LCRA has claimed that it seeks to serve these utilities. 

Without seeing the Wholesale customers’ water conservation measures, there are 
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significant concerns regarding the water conservation measures taken, or not taken, by 

LCRA’s wholesale customers, 

What did you recommend to the Board based on this review and your concerns? 

1 recommended that the Operating Permits contain a special condition requiring that 

LCRA provide the District with LCRA‘s End Users’ water conservation plan and drought 

contingency plan, which must comply with the relevant provisions of the Texas Water 

Code and rules of the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality. 

Has the District’s Board previously approved a special condition of this kind? 

Yes. The permits issued to Recharge and Forestar attached as GM EXHIBITS 5 and 6 

contain a condition like this. E»y 
What did you consider in assessing whether LCRA has agreed to use reasonable 
diligence to protect groundwater quality? 

As part of the Applications, LCRA agreed to use reasonable diligence to protect 

groundwater quality. 

In addition, a standard permit provision in the General Manager’s Draft Operating 

Permit reinforces that commitment, providing: “This permit is granted in accordance with 

the District Rules, and acceptance of this Permit constitutes an acknowledgement and 

agreement that permittee will comply with the terms, conditions, and limitations set forth 

in this permit, the District Rules, and the District Management Plan.” 

The District Rules contain a number of provisions relating to water quality: for 

example, District Rule 10.2 (Well Construction), District Rules Section 12 (Prohibition 

Against Waste and Pollution), and District Rule 13.5 (Closing or Capping ofWells). 
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F. Long-Term Management to Achieve Desired Future Condition 

What did you consider in determining whether granting the applications for 

Operating Permits is consistent with the District’s duty to manage total 

groundwater production on a long-term basis to achieve an applicable Desired 

Future Condition? 

1 reviewed the Desired Future Conditions (DFCs) for the Simsboro Aquifer within the 

District. The DFCs for Bastrop and Lee Counties were developed in the Groundwater 

Management Area 12 joint planning process required by Texas Water Code §36.108, 

The joint planning group includes the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District, the 

Brazos Valley Groundwater Conservation District, the Fayette County Groundwater 

Conservation District, the Mid-East Texas Groundwater Conservation District, and the 

Post Oak Savannah Groundwater Conservation District, The DFC adopted for the 

Simsboro aquifer in the District is district-wide average aquifer drawdown of 240 feet in 

2070, The DFC is the same in Bastrop in Lee Counties, 

Did anyone challenge the Simsboro Aquifer DFC for the District that was adopted 
as part of the 2016 Groundwater Management Area 12 joint planning process? 

No. 

What else did you consider when assessing whether granting the applications is 

consistent with the District’s duty to manage groundwater production on a long- 

term basis to achieve the applicable DFC? 

I also considered the availability of monitoring data. The District already has monitoring 

wells in the various aquifers in the District, including seven wells in the Simsboro 

Aquifer, and it intends to expand its monitoring network. The District’s well monitoring 
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network will allow the District to determine whether and how it is achieving compliance 

with its DFC going forward 

I also considered that, if granted, the Permits would be reviewed for renewal in 5 

years, under District rules, and that appropriate modifications or revisions could be made 

at that time, if necessary, pursuant to District rules. 

I also considered the TWDB’s Modeled Available Groundwater (MAG), which is 

one of the statutory considerations under the Water Code. 

Did you consider any other information in assessing whether granting the 

applications is consistent with the District’s duty to manage groundwater 

production on a long-term basis to achieve an applicable DFC? 

I also considered the results of two different runs of the 2004 version of the Central 

Queen City-Sparta Groundwater Availability Model (GAM) prepared by the District’s 

hydrologist. There was a new GAM published in 2018 after the District received the 
LCRA applications, Dr. Hutchison will address the differences in the old 2004 GAM and 
the new 2018 GAM in his pre-filed direct testimony. The assumptions in those GAM 
runs and the results of the runs that I reviewed for the LCRA Applications are discussed 

in the Donnelly Report attached as EXHIBIT 3. 

What did you recommend to the Board based on this review? 

I recommended that the Board grant Operating Permits for the 25,000 acre»feet per year, 

but with a special condition that the permit is granted subject to any future production 

limits adopted by the District under its rules. 

I also addressed the 3-phased production that LCRA requested in its Applications. 

That request included a phasing up to an aggregate withdrawal of 25,000 acre»feet per 
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year. The District uses a formula to ensure this type ofphased request is protective ofthe 

DFC. This formula has been included in the LCRA Draft Permit to ensure that LCRA’s 

production at all phases is protective of the DFC. This formula is included as Special 

Condition No. 4 of the Draft Permit. 

The purpose of the formula in the LCRA Draft Permit and the existing Forestar 

and Recharge permits is to project current aquifer conditions into the future based on how 

the aquifer has responded to real world pumping. The formula looks at average response 

in terms of change in hydraulic head as a function of known pumping from non-exempt 

wells and estimated pumping from exempt wells. This average annual rate of change can 

be used to project hydraulic heads into the future to determine whether current pumping 

is likely to achieve the DFCs. If the current production rates are unlikely to achieve the 

DFCs then the District can consider allowing non—exempt permit holders a higher tier of 

production. 

Has the District Board previously approved a special condition regarding future 

production limits? 

Yes. All recent permits issued by the District contain a provision that the permit can be 

subject to any future production limits imposed by the District. 

G. Effect on Existing Water Resources and Permit Holders 

What did you consider in assessing whether the proposed use of water unreasonably 

affects existing groundwater and surface water resources or existing permit 

holders? 

1 considered the results ofthe same two GAM runs, as discussed in the Donnelly Report. 
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What did you recommend to the Board based on this review? 

Based on the Draft Permit, I believe that the five-year terms of the permit and the 

language included in Special Condition No. (11) regarding future production limits would 

allow the Board to reduce pumping for all users if existing groundwater and surface water 

resources or existing permit holders are unreasonably impacted by LCRA’s groundwater 

withdrawals, 

Are there other reasonable approaches that the District could take to meet its duty 

to manage groundwater production on a long-term basis to achieve the applicable 

DFC and to prevent unreasonable impacts on groundwater and surface water 
resources and existing permit holders? 

Yes. The Draft Permit for the requested amount, if issued, would be but subject to future 

reductions of the authorized amount to achieve the DFC and protect existing users. 

Another equally reasonable approach would be to limit the authorized amount in the 

permit based on the best available information on the impacts of pumping on the DFC 

and existing users in the future. The phased production and calculations supporting the 

increase to the next phase of production allow the District to manage production 

compared to the DFC while also attempting to avoid the need for future curtailments that 

could disadvantage permitholders District-wide, Today, the GAM is the best available 
tool for predicting future drawdowns in the Simsboro Aquifer. 

Are your familiar with the CAM runs conducted by Dr. Hutchison on behalf of the 
District and discussed in a report attached to his pre-filed direct testimony? 

Yes. 
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Were the results of all of these GAM runs available to you when you completed the 
Draft Permit? 

They were not. 

Do the results of those GAM runs provide information that you or the Board could 
reasonably consider in evaluating LCRA’s applications for Operating Permits? 

Yes, along with the Donnelly Report, those GAM runs and their results are helpful in 

evaluating the magnitude ofthe projected impacts of LCRA’s withdrawals using different 

assumptions regarding the amount that LCRA will produce from the proposed wells and 

the amounts that other water users will produce from the Simsboro Aquifer in the future. 

Please describe any other District tools used to manage groundwater resources and 

the impacts from permitted production on existing water resources and permit 

holders. 

The Modeled Available Groundwater (MAG) provides the District with an estimate for 

the amount of annual production needed, on average, to achieve the DFC By comparing 
reported production with the MAG and the current state of groundwater in a formation, 
the District can better determine how the aquifer responds to pumping in the short and 

medium terms. This information can be used by the District to make modifications to 

existing permits, ifneeded. 

H. Compliance Histofl 

In assessing LCRA’s applications for Operating Permits, did you consider whether 

LCRA has a history of non-compliance with District Rules? 
Yes, LCRA does not have a history ofnon—compliance with District Rules. 
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l. Permit Conditions and Limitations 

In assessing LCRA’s applications for Draft Permit, did you consider whether the 

conditions and limitations in the Draft Permit prevent Waste, achieve water 

conservation, minimize as far as practicable the drawdown of the water table or the 

reduction of artesian pressure, or lessen interference between wells? 

Yes, and it is my opinion that the conditions in the Draft Permit that 1 prepared are 

appropriate and adequate to address these concerns. 

J. Transport Permit Factors 

Did you also review the factors that the Board must consider in making a decision 

on LCRA’s applications for Transport Permits? 

Yes. As part of my review ofthe Operating Permit factors relating to beneficial use, long- 

term management to achieve applicable DFCs, and effect on existing water resources and 

permit holders, 1 reviewed information relevant to the first factor that the Board must 

consider in making a decision on a Transport Permit: the availability of water in the 

District and in the proposed receiving area during the period for which the water supply 

is requested As part of my review of the Operating Permit factors relating to long-term 

management to achieve applicable DFCs and their effect on existing water resources and 

permit holders, 1 also reviewed information relevant to the second factor that the Board 

must consider in making a decision on a Transport Permit: the projected effect of the 

proposed transfer on aquifer conditions, depletion, subsidence, or effects on existing 

permit holders or other groundwater users within the District. Finally, as part of my 

review of the Operating Permit factors relating to beneficial use and consistency with the 

District Management Plan, I reviewed information on the third factor: the approved 
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regional water plan and the District Management Plan. My conclusions and 

recommendations on those issues are discussed in the earlier part of my testimony. 

V. REBUTTAL TO LCRA 

What are you addressing in this section ofyorlr testimony? 

I address certain issues raised by LCRA witnesses John B. Hofmann, Van Kelley and 

Steve Young in their Prefiled Direct Testimonies. 

Have you reviewed the direct testimony of John B. Hofmann filed in this proceeding 

on the behalf of LCRA? 
Yes. 

Does Mr. Hofmann’s testimony on behalf of LCRA propose changes to the General 
Manager’s Draft Permit? 

Yes. I will address each change suggested by Mr. Hofmann here by tracking the page and 

line numbers in his testimony, and when needed, the corresponding permit condition 

number in LCRA Exhibit S-A. 

Do you recommend acceptance of his changes? 

I recommend acceptance of some, but not all, of his non-substantive changes and one 

substantive change. 

You testified earlier that LCRA received an advance copy of the Draft Permit. 
Were LCRA’s comments on that draft as substantive as the suggestions made in 

LCRA’s May 31, 2019 testimony? 

No. LCRA provided mostly non-substantive comments on the Draft Permit from its 

counsel to District counsel. These comments included changes to Draft Permit to clarify 

issues that the LCRA was uncertain about. 
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Did LCRA’s comments on that draft include the requested changes its witnesses 

propose in their pre-filed testimony? 

Only a few of the comments raised by the witnesses in testimony were included in the 

LCRA comments on the Draft Permit. LCRA added a host of requested changes in its 

pre-filed witness testimony after the District had given it over 3 months to address any 

concerns with the Draft Permit before I deemed the applications were Administratively 

Complete. 

Have you considered the proposed changes that Mr. Hofmann identifies as “non- 

substantive changes” found on pages 19-20? 

Yes. I have considered them and incorporated most of the changes requested on page 19, 

line 10 to page 20, line 17 into a Revised Draft Permit dated July 26, 2019. A true and 
con'ect copy of the Revised Draft Permit reflecting the changes incorporated can be 

found at GM EXHIBIT 7. 
[DISTRICT GM OFFERS GM EXHIBIT 7] 
Q. 

A. 

Q. 

Are there any proposed changes that Mr. Hofmann identifies as “non-substantive 

changes” that you are rejecting? 

Yes. I am rejecting the following non-substantive change identified as (f) on page 24 of 

Mr. Hofmann’s testimony, The General Manager can administratively correct typos so 

this change is not necessary at this time. 

Have you considered the proposed changes that Mr. Hofmann identifies as 

“substantive changes” found on pages 21-25? 

Yes. I have considered them, and I will address each request separately by page and line 

number. 
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a) 

b) 

c) 

d) 

Place of water use page 25 line 5 : LCRA requested to change its place of water use in 

its applications without submitting a revised application, LCRA proposes to reduce the 

service area to three counties 7 Bastrop, Lee, and Travis Counties. It is not the District’s 

practice to amend an application while litigation on the application is pending in a 

contested case. However, the District would administratively accept and review a 

modified application reflecting this change on the approved District forms. If the 

amendment submission is consistent with the request in Hofmann’s testimony, then there 

should be no need for any additional notice and public hearing on the applications, 1 

have not included this request in the Revised Draft Permit. 

Type of water use (page 21 line 141: l have not included this request in the Revised Draft 

Permit. I have already incorporated the beneficial uses as provided by statute and rule. 

Special Conditions 3(c)(ii) & 3(d)(i) (page 22 line 7): l have considered the changes 

requested on page 22, lines 7 to 15. Consistent with District precedent, I have 

incorporated those changes into a Revised Draft Permit dated July 26, 2019. 

Special Conditions 3(b) 3(c)(iv) 3(dWiii) and 8 (page 22 line 20): The General 

Manager requires contract commitments to ensure that water is used beneficially and to 

allow the District to use that information to aid with groundwater management. The 

District has required those contract commitments from other permit holders. LCRA does 

not provide a reasonable basis for special treatment that differs from that given to other 

permit holders. State law and the District’s rules provide no basis for treating a river 

authority or any governmental agency differently with respect to District permitting and 

enforcement. Proof of contract commitments is needed to evaluate whether LCRA is, in 
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e) 

63 

.> 

.> 

63 

fact, putting the water to a beneficial use. I have not included this request in the Revised 

Draft Permit. 

Special Conditions 1 Sta) 3(cl(iv) 3(d)(iii) and 4(1)) (page 23 line 14): I have 

considered the changes requested on page 23, lines 18 to 22, In recognition that LCRA’s 

Board may not meet as frequently as needed to meet the 90-day deadline regarding the 

monitoring well agreement in the Draft Permit, I incorporated modifications into a 

Revised Draft Permit dated July 26, 2019. 

Special Conditions 7 and 16 page 24 line 21 : I have considered the changes requested 

on page 24, line 21 to page 25, line 2. LCRA claims that these provisions are duplicative 
of the District’s rules. Duplication in the rules and permit does not make either less 

enforceable. I have seen that it draws attention to the rules and assists the permit holder 

and regulator with permit compliance. I did not accept this request. 

Did Mr. Hofmann propose any changes to the Draft Transport Permit? 

Yes. 

What did he propose to change in the Draft Transport Permit? 

LCRA proposes to remove the Special Condition 1 prohibiting LCRA from transporting 

groundwater via the bed and banks of a river or discharging groundwater to any surface 

water in light of Mr. Hofmann’s proposal to reduce the service area. I have not included 

this request in the Revised Draft Permit as this Special Condition 1 is an important 

limitation on any use LCRA might want to make ofthe water in the future, 

Does Mr. Kelley’s testimony on behalf of LCRA propose to change the General 
Manager’s formula? 

Yes. 
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Do you accept his changes? 

1 have not incorporated a change in the Revised Draft Permit, but 1 may consider a future 

recommendation to the District Board regarding the clarifications between drawdown and 

hydraulic head in the permit special conditions. I would recommend that any change to 

LCRA‘s permit be reflected in all similarly sized permits that contain such a phased 

production formula and would recommend to the District Board that those permits be 

reviewed and amended upon renewal. Such an amendment would not require notice or a 

public hearing under current District rules, 

Has LCRA requested that its permit include a grandfathered DFC provision? 
Yes, and 1 reject that request, 

Why do you reject LCRA’s request to grandfather the DFC? 
Yes. The District Rules allow the Board to consider changed circumstances, including 

changes in the DFC and the District Management Plan, as part of its consideration of an 

application for renewal of the five-year Operating Permit In addition, allowing 

consideration of changed circumstances is essential to protecting the rights of all permit 

holders and to complying with the directives in Chapter 36 of the Water Code, 

Has the District Board previously approved a special condition regarding 

grandfathered DFCs? 

No. LCRA provides no basis for special treatment that would enable it to operate under a 

grandfathered DFC 
VI. REBUTTAL TO PROTESTANTS 

What are you addressing in this section ofyour testimony? 

Toner: Direct Page 32



10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

I address certain issues raised by the Protestants in their Pre filed Direct Testimony. 

Some issues overlap and were raised by multiple protestants, For the same or similar 

issue, the General Manager‘s testimony responds to all Protestants. 

Agua Water Supply Corporation 

Have you reviewed the direct testimony of Dave McMurry filed in this proceeding 

on behalf of Aqua Water Supply Corporation? 

Yes. 

How do you respond to Mr. McMurry’s contention on page 6 of his testimony that 
issuing the LRCA permits ties up a large volume of water on paper and creates 
uncertainty to existing users regarding groundwater availability? 

Permits provide a maximum amount of annual groundwater production. Most permit 

holders typically use on average one third of that. The Board can and should take into 

consideration the actual use, maximum impacts to the aquifer, and effects on existing 

users when granting or denying pen-nits 

Are you familiar with the Recharge mitigation fund described in Mr. McMurry’s 

testimony on page 8? 

Yes. 

What is your response to Mr. McMurry’s contention on page 7 of his testimony that 

LCRA’s production could adversely impact Aqua’s cost recovery from the 

Recharge mitigation fund? 

The District was not directly involved in the Recharge/End Op mitigation fund creation. 

That fund was created through a separate negotiation between End Op and Aqua, While 
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the terms of the fund were included in the final End Op permit, the District is not 

required to consider the fund or potential impacts on it in future permitting decisions. 

What is your position on a mitigation fund created for LCRA’s proposed permit 

and implemented to mitigate impacts from LCRA’s production to wells in Bastrop 

and Lee Counties? 

1 would not be opposed to this. 

Have you reviewed the direct testimony of David Fleming, P.E. filed in this 

proceeding on behalf oqua Water Supply Corporation? 
Yes. 

How do you respond to Mr. Fleming’s recommendation on page 9 of his testimony 
that LCRA’s production be lowered to 8,000 acre feet per year, cumulative from all 

wells? 

The proposed reduction amounts to limiting the LCRA permit to the first tier of 

production. lf production of the proposed 8,000 acre—feet per year showed adverse 

impacts to the aquifer or existing users then the District would be within its authority to 

stop LCRA from increasing its production to the second tier. But imposing that reduction 

at the outset, after review of the statutory criteria, unnecessarily limits the permit. 

How do you respond to Mr. Fleming’s contention starting on page 12 of his 

testimony that the LCRA has not adequately demonstrated a need for groundwater 
for the three counties that LCRA has claimed it seeks to serve? 
LCRA has not formally amended its applications to narrow the place of use to Lee, 

Bastrop, and Travis Counties. Under its current applications, LCRA has provided the 

appropriate explanation to serve its 35-county service area. LCRA has not demonstrated 
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the need to serve only 3 counties and why the same annual production amount is needed 

for 3 versus 35 counties. 

Brown Landowners 

Have you reviewed the direct testimony of Brown Landowners 1 to 29 filed in this 

proceeding? 

Yes. 

How do you respond to the Brown Landowners stating that they do not think the 
LCRA Applications are Administratively Complete? 
Some landowners testified that the LCRA Applications were not Administratively 

Complete because (1) LCRA did not have a “need” for the permits, (2) the applications 

contradict LCRA testimony and LCRA changed the place of use without formally 

changing their applications with the District, (3) the LCRA does not meet the 

requirements of a transport permit, and (4) the LCRA’s plan for conjunctive use and 

stated plan in the applications to transport groundwater via a river violates their 

declaration to avoid waste. Many of these concerns can be addressed by explaining the 

purpose of the General Manager’s finding that an application is Administratively 

Complete. Under the District’s Rules, “Administratively Complete” means: (1) that all 

information requested by the District has been fully and accurately provided; and (2) that 

all applicable fees have been paid. Those requirements have been satisfied. 

In light ofthe District’s definition of“Administratively Complete,” [will address 

the Brown Landowners concerns summarized above from the permitting and regulatory 

perspective. 
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How does the General Manager address “need” in an administrative review? 

(1) Regarding the “need” for the groundwater, the General Manager is required to collect 

information that is useful or necessary to address the factors that the Board will consider 

in making a decision on “need.” The LCRA Applications contain sufficient infom‘iation 

for the Board to make this decision. I drafted Special Conditions in the Draft Permit that 

address what might be considered inadequate need. Those conditions require binding 

contracts. 1 recommended issuance of the permits subject to the conditions included in 

the Draft Permit, and not solely based on the requests in LCRA’s Applications. The 

Board makes the final decision on need. 

How do you respond to the claim that the applications are incomplete because of 

statements made after the Administratively Complete date? 

(2) 1 agree that the Applications contradict LCRA testimony and LCRA statements made 

after the Applications were deemed Administratively Complete. The Applications were 

deemed Administratively Complete on August 20, 2018, and l issued Draft Permits 

allowing a place of water use as the LCRA Water Service Area. Then, on November 29, 
2018, LCRA’s General Manager Phil Wilson wrote me a letter stating that it would limit 

its request “during the hearing“ to Bastrop, Lee, and Travis Counties. See LCRA Exhibit 
No. 4. LCRA’s pre-filed direct testimony of John Hofmann states that LCRA “seeks to 

use groundwater within its water service areas in Bastrop, Lee, and Travis Counties." 

See page 1 1, Mr. Hofmann’s testimony further describes the November 29 letter on page 

15 without any additional description of the place of use and need for use in these 

counties. Neither the November 29 letter nor Mr. Hofmann’s testimony amend the place 

of water use in the Applications with the District. They show an intent to limit the water 
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use, but that intent is not a representation that can be incorporated in the District permits 

or the Applications, Pursuant to Standard Permit provision no. 7 in the Draft Permit, and 

mostly all other District permits, the application is incorporated into the permit by 

reference and the permit is granted contingent upon the accuracy of information in the 

application. The statements made after the Administratively Complete letter was sent do 

not change the Application and the Application that is being processed by the District is 

the one that was filed on February 1, 2018, and amended on February 21, 2018. IfLCRA 

wants the Board to consider any amendments to the Applications, the amendments must 

be made in writing and notarized as the February 21 amendment was done. The need for 

water in the requested counties must also be fully explained, the exact locations for use 

must be mapped, and a declaration must be made that water will not be transported via 

the bed and banks of any water course, in addition to declaring that the applicant will 

avoid waste. So long as the amendments do not increase production and do not qualify 

for notice under District Rules, 1 will recommend to the Board that the amendments are 

not subject to additional public notice and hearing process. 

What are the District’s qualifications for an applicant to be eligible for a Transport 

Permit? 

(3) The District follows the requirements of Chapter 36 for considerations for granting a 

Transport Permit. Some of the Brown Landowners claim that LCRA is not eligible to 

apply for a Transport Permit because of conditions in contracts between LCRA and its 

customers. The District is not bound by those contracts in review and approval of 

transport permits. 1 reviewed the three statutory factors for granting a transport permit. 

Those factors do not include a review of LCRA contracts or its contract rules. Based on 
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my review of the statutory factors, 1 determined that LCRA is an eligible applicant for a 

transport permit and recommended permit provisions that address the three statutory 

factors in the Draft Permit. 

Please explain why you included a permit provision in the Draft Transport Permit 

restricting the transport of water via the bed and banks of any surface water course. 

(4) LCRA has agreed to prevent waste of the groundwater resource and to only use the 

water for a beneficial purpose. Putting the water into a watercourse constitutes waste 

according to state law and the District’s rules, Further, groundwater can be lost to 

evaporation and carriage losses from transport in open water. Such a loss would be 

avoided if LCRA constructed infrastructure to transport the water to its destination in its 

Service Area. 

Do you recommend a reduction in annual groundwater production or the number 

of proposed LCRA wells as contemplated in the Brown Landowner testimony? 
No. 

Why not? 
The District is charged with balancing the private property rights of all landowners, 

including LCRA, with conservation and preservation of groundwater. The District 

accomplishes this balance by managing groundwater according to state law, the District’s 

Rules and the District’s Management Plan. I did not find adverse impacts to the aquifer 

at the applied-for levels or the applied-for number of wells, nor adverse impacts to 

existing permitholders, so reductions are not recommended. 

What is your position on requiring that a mitigation fund be available for all 

registered or permitted users in the District? 
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The District does not have statutory authority to require the creation of a mitigation fund 

as part of issuance of a new permit If a mitigation fund is created as part of an 

agreement between parties, however, I would not oppose that solution. 

How do you respond to the notion that the Applications at full production would 

violate the DFCs and are therefore not protective of the aquifer? 

DFCs are a management tool. Whether or not the production will violate the DFCs can 

only be determined by real pumping. The results ofmodeling efforts are reflective of the 

assumptions built into the pumping scenarios used for the model. Most District modeling 

assumes that full production by all permitholders will occur over a very short time line 

and will exhibit little, if any, any significant variations once full production is achieved. 

This results in model runs that depict the greatest amount of possible draw from 

permitted production but not necessarily a realistic amount of drawdown, Additionally, 

all model runs are done with the assumption that pumping is carried out without any 

management on the part of the District, As such, strategies such as curtailment of 

production are not reflected in the District’s modeling results. 

How do you respond to the notion that the Applications at full production would 

violate the Modeled Available Groundwater (MAG) and are therefore not protective 

of the aquifer? 

MAGs are also a management tool. At the District level the MAG provides a guideline 
for the amount of production needed to achieve the DFC. If the MAG was taken as a 

hard cap to permitting, it would be almost impossible for any district to achieve the DFC 

because permit holders do not produce their full permit values in most years, 
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Please describe the “remedies” requested by various Brown Landowners that are 

not within the District’s jurisdiction. 

Many of the requested remedies are not within the District’s authority to require. This 

list is not exhaustive, but the following remedies sought by Brown Landowners are not 

within the District’s powers for relief. 

I Requiring LCRA to am waterlines to cattle pastures. 
o Requiring LCRA to compensate landowners for loss of property value. 
- Requiring LCRA to pay landowners’ increase in property taxes after a loss of an 

agricultural exemption. 

o Denying the applications because LCRA’s use of the Griffith League Ranch may not 

be consistent with testamentary wishes. 

I Denying the applications or imposing permit conditions on the basis of increased 

traffic, predatory wildlife populations, dust and particulates, or noise. 

If the permit is issued, why would the General Manager agree to push the 

negotiation of the Monitoring Well Agreement until after permit issuance? 

As shown in the General Manager’s Revised Draft Permit dated July 26, 2019, I agreed 

to negotiate the terms of the Monitoring Well Agreement if the Board approves the 

Applications. The locations and number of wells for the proposed Monitoring Well 

Agreement should be based on monitoring need and science. Given that the parameters 

of the production could change a result of this contested case, or if modifications to the 

Applications are made by the Board, it would be premature to plan monitoring that best 

protects the aquifer before the issuance of final and approved permits. 
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Have you reviewed the direct testimony of Beau Perry, RE. filed in this proceeding 

on behalf of the City of Elgin? 

Yes. 

How to you respond to the contention that section 36.113(d)(2)’s requirement that 
the District to review impacts to existing permit holders is more relevant to the 

District’s decision to grant or deny an application than any other factor? 

The District reviews all criteria under the statute, The statute does not indicate that 

different weight should be given to particular criteria. Elgin has focused on the 

requirement to consider effects on existing permit holders, but that same factor suggests 

that the District should also look at effects on existing groundwater and surface water 

resources. The District looks at both. And the District gives each factor the appropriate 

weight under the particular circumstances presented in each application. 

Is future demand in an area an appropriate basis for denying or reducing 

production limits? 

The District has not looked at future demand to curtail a production permit. However, 

demand and need for the water are considerations when evaluating whether to grant a 

transport permit 

How do you respond to the contention that Elgin will have stranded facilities or 
lost costs if LCRA’s permits are issued? 

Chapter 36 of the Water Code does not speak to whether or not a well with reduced 

capacity is stranded. It further does not restrict the Board from taking action if the Board 
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has weighed all the factors for granting or denying a permit and decides to impose more 

restrictive permit conditions to address the potential losses, 

Environmental Stewardship 

Have you reviewed the direct testimony of Joseph Trungale filed in this proceeding? 

Yes. 

What is your opinion on his assertion that increased groundwater pumping will 

adversely impact existing surface water rights holders? 

The District is not charged with managing or regulating surface water rights holders, 

Hernandez 

Have you reviewed the direct testimony of Elvis Hernandez filed in this proceeding 

on behalf of himself and his wife Roxanne Hernandez? 

Yes. 

Have you used TWDB’s subsidence tool referred to on page 3 of Mr. Hernandez’ 

testimony? 

Yes. 

What does the tool show for the likelihood of subsidence in the District? 

The tool and report show that subsidence will likely be limited and insignificant. 

Are you familiar with the Final Report: Identification of the Vulnerability of Major 

and Minor Aquifers to Texas Subsidence? 

Yes. 
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When did you first become aware that this report was published? 

On or about November 6, 2018, The District was asked to share data for inclusion with 

this report prior to that date, but before that date, I was not aware that the work on this 

report was done or that it was published. 

Were you obligated to inform the Board about the existence of the Report? 

No 
Did you inform the Board? If so, how? 

Yes. I invited LRE Water to make a presentation to the Board summarizing its findings 

on subsidence, especially as applied to the District. 

On what basis or scale does the District implement or adopt DFCs? 

The District implements or adopts DFCs on a District-wide scale. No special attention is 

given to any particular landowner when adopting them. 

How does the District keep track of the entire permitted amount of production in 

the District? 

The District compiles reported monthly production from non-exempt permit holders on 

an aggregate, per-permit holder basis, and also collects production on a per-well basis 

where that data is relevant. 

Recharge Water, LP 

Have you reviewed the direct testimony of Joel G. Katz filed in this proceeding on 

behalf of Recharge Water, LP? 

Yes. 

Have you reviewed the direct testimony of Michael Thornhill filed in this 

proceeding on behalf of Recharge Water, LP? 
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Yes. 

How does the District develop the content and requirements for monitoring well 

agreements? 

The monitoring well agreements all follow a similar general format that can be adapted 

based on the science and data needed at the time. 

Are the Monitoring Well Agreement terms reviewed on a regular basis by the 

District? 

Yes. 

When are the terms reviewed? 

The Monitoring Well Agreements are incorporated into the permit. When a permit is 

up for renewal, the terms of the agreement are also subject to review. 

How does the Draft Permit address LCRA’s payment of production fees? 
Recharge suggests that LCRA will not pay for permitted annual production until actual 
production occurs, Special Condition No, 12 addresses this issue: “Permit fees charged 

to Permittee under this Permit shall be based upon the amounts authorized to be produced 

under this Permit at the time that Production Fees are due,” This draft provision does not 

allow LCRA to postpone payment of fees until groundwater is actually produced. The 

General Manager has not accepted any proposed change from LCRA that would allow 

LCRA to postpone production payments. 

Why does the District include a requirement in the permits for binding contracts? 
The requirement for binding contracts is intended to address the issue of beneficial use 

under the parameters that the District is required to consider for a permit, 
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What is your response to the suggestion that the District has adopted a “Bastrop- 

last” policy (as described by Mr. Katz at page 11 of his testimony) that limits permit 

holders to pumping in Bastrop County until pumping has occurred in Lee County 

or other sources of water have been exhausted first? 

The District has not adopted such a policy. Special Condition No. 14 in the Recharge 

permit does require that wells in Lee County be completed and operated before wells in 

Bastrop are completed and operated. This provision is the product of the settlement 

between Aqua Water Supply Corporation and Recharge. Settlement term 29 in the 

Aqua/Recharge settlement agreement limits the total production in Bastrop County 

associated with Recharge’s permits to 20,000 acre-feet or 35% oftotal production. These 

terms were agreed to by the representatives of End Op at the time the permit was granted. 

They in no way reflect District policy. 

What is your response to the suggestion that the District has eliminated a cap on 

LCRA’s Bastrop County Production that appears in Recharge’s permits? 

The cap referred to in Recharge‘s permit was a result of a settlement between Aqua and 

Recharge. In paragraph 2.9 of the Settlement Agreement, Recharge agreed to be subject 

to a cap of 35% on the annual withdrawal allocation authorized by Recharge’s permit. 

The District is not discriminating against Recharge -- the permit holder set that cap itself 

in an effort to resolve issues in a contested case. A true and correct copy of this 
settlement agreement is attached as GM EXHIBIT 8. 

[DISTRICT GM OFFERS GM EXHIBIT 8] 
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How is the District’s policy to process each application on a non-discriminatory 
basis impacted by the terms negotiated in settlement agreements to which the 

District is not a party? 

The District strives to treat all permit holders equally when issuing permits and applying 

state law and the District rules. The District has no role in the terms agreed to between 

parties in an attempt to dissolve a contested case other than to ensure those terms do not 

conflict with state law requirements or District Rules. The District was not a signatory to 

Recharge’s and Aqua’s Settlement Agreement, Any requirements for a mitigation fund 

to address costs for impacts for production were agreed to between the parties, and it is 

not appropriate to apply the same terms to LCRA Without LCRA’s participation in a 

bargained for exchange. Mitigation terms are not required to be in the Draft Permit in 

order to comply with the District’s policy against discrimination, 

VII. CONCLUSION 
Are there any additional documents that you would like to include with your 

testimony? 

Yes. 

What are those documents? 

I am adding the District Rules as last amended and re-adopted on April 20, 2016, and the 

District Management Plan as last amended and re-adopted on September 20, 2017. A 
true and correct copy of the District’s Rules can be found at GM EXHIBIT 9. A true and 
correct copy ofthe District Management Plan can be found at GM EXHIBIT 10. 

[DISTRICT GM OFFERS GM EXHIBITS 9 and 10] 
Q. Are GM EXHIBITS l - 10 accurate representations ofwhat they purport to be? 

Toner: Direct Page 46



w 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

Yes. 

Does this conclude your prefiled testimony? 

Yes, but I reserve the right to amend this testimony as necessary. 
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AFFIDAVIT 

STATE OF TEXAS 

COUNTY OF BASTROP 
I am the witness identified in the preceding testimony‘ I have read the testimony and the 

accompanying attachments and am familiar with their contents. Based upon my personal 

knowledge, the facts stated in the testimony are true and correct. In addition. in myjudgment and 

based upon my professional experience, the opinions and conclusions stated in the testimony are 

true. valid and accurate. 

SUBSCRIBED TO AND SWORN before m on rhisgéday ofJuly 2019.

r 
. L Wm H 

E 

;‘ 
"WW/Wm" Notary u min and for 

1 Nam m at 544097 y The State of Texas 
I 

l My Commussmr mm / Maya! 2020 a”. 

Tmleu Direc/ Page 48



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify by my signature below that on the 26‘“ day of July, 2019, a true and correct copy 
of the above and foregoing document was forwarded Via SOAH E-Filing, email or First Class 
Mail to the parties on the attached Service List 

/s/ Natasha J. Martin 
Natasha J i Martin 
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SOAH DOCKET NO. 95249-0705 
SERVICE LIST 

APPLICATION OF LCRA FOR OPERATING AND TRANSPORT PERMITS FOR 
EIGHT WELLS IN BASTROP COUNTY, TEXAS 

Eric Allmon 
1206 San Antonio Street 
Austin, TX 78701 
eallmon @1f—1awfinn.com 

Michael A. Gershon 
Lloyd Gosselink Rochelle & 
Townsend, RC, 
816 Congress Avenue, Suite 1900 Austin, 
TX 78701 
mgershon a)lglawfirm.com 

Lyn Clancy 
Lower Colorado River Authority 
PO Box 220 
Austin, TX 78703 
lyn.clancy§a)lcra.org 

Gregory M. Ellis 
Attorney at Law 
2104 Midway Court 
League City, TX 77573 
greg a)gmellis.law 

Emily W, Rogers 
Douglas G, Caroom 
Bickerstaff Heath Delgado Acosta LLP 
3711 S1 MoPac Expressway 
Building One, Suite 300 
Austin, Texas 78746 
erogers whiskerstafficom 
dcaroom @bickerstafflcom 

Donald H. Grissom 
Grissom & Thompson, LLP 
509 W. 12th Street 
Austin, TX 78701M 
J. Troupe Brewer 
Lloyd Gosselink Rochelle & Townsend, 
PC, 
816 Congress Avenue, Suite 1900 
Austin, TX 78701 
tbrewergfilglawfirmeom 

Paul Terrill 
Attorney 
810 West 10th Street 
Austin, TX 78701 
pterrillgwterrillwaldrop,com 

Elvis and Roxanne Hernandez 
644 Herron Trail 
McDade, TX 78650 
ranchozunzunga)gmail.com 

Verna L, Dement 
9621 N, Hwy 77 
Lexington, TX 78947 
vernal 01 @yahoo.com 

Richard Martinez 
701 Skyline Ridge Lookout 
Wimberley, TX 78676 
martinez rik@hotmai1.com
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James Michael Totten 
204 Wilkes St. - Smithville TX, 78957 
‘im.totten@gmail.com - 979.575.4999 

Education: 
BS. Microbiology, 2000 Texas A&M University, College Station, TX 
M:S. Biochemistry, 2007 Texas A&M University, College Station, TX 
Doctoral Studies in Water Management and Hydrological Sciences, 2008-2012 

Texas A&M University, College Station, TX 2008-2012 (incomplete) 
Experience: 

General Manager: January 2015 — Present 
Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District, Smithville, TX 
Responsibilities: 1 am tasked with overseeing the day to day operations of the District, supervision of 
District staff, consultants and operations. Working with permit applicants in developing their 
applications for Drilling, Operating and Transport permits from the District. Consulting with District 
attorneys and hydrogeologst in reviewing permit applications and preparing applications for presentation 
to the District Board of Directors. In addition to office based duties I also act as the District’s primary 
interface for water well drillers and landowners who are seeking assistance with groundwater related 
issues. Conduct annual groundwater level measurements throughout the District in conjunction with our 
consulting hydrogeologist to ensure compliance with state water management laws and District policies. 
Sewing on the boards of the Groundwater Management Area 12 and the Region K regional water 
planning group: Groundwater Management Area 12 is charged with developing groundwater availability 
for a 8 full counties and 6 sub county regions in central Texas, The Region K regional water planning 
group is charged with developing 50 year water plans to meet the of residents in the Lower Colorado 
River Basin of Texas. 

Assistant General Manager: November 2012 — December 2014 
Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District, Smithville, TX 
Responsibilities: I worked under the previous General Manager for two years learning District 
operations and procedures. I was responsible for preparing monthly reports to the District Board of 
Directors on staff actions. I worked closely with the General Manager in processing and presenting 
permit application to the Board of Directors. 

Research Positions: 
Graduate Research Assistant: Fall 2009 — May 2012 
Texas A&M University, College Station, TX 
Research Project: Efficacy of treatment based interventions in reducing water consumption among high 
use residential accounts: 

Graduate Research Assistant: Fall 2004 7 Spring 2007 
Texas A&M University, College Station, TX 
Research Project: Mechanisms of organelle homeostasis in Saccharomyces cerevisiae
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Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
908 NE Loop 230 
Post Oflice Box 1027 512-360-5088 
Smithville, TX 78957 FAX: 512-360-5448 
Tax ID Number 74-2955722 Email: lpgcdmlasipincsnaiemrg 
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r ‘ "
l 

GRDUNDWAIER ‘ 

Lriiisriiyumu mm“ James Totten, General Manager

~ 

August 20, 2018 

Karen Bondy 
Senior Vice President, Water Resources 
Lower Colorado River Authority 
P.O. Box 220 
Austin, Texas 78767-0220 

Re: Application of LCRA for Eight Operating and Transport Permits in Bastrop 
County, Texas (Well Nosl 58-55-5-0032; 58-55-5-0033; 58-55-4-0016; 5855-4- 
0017; 58-55-4-0018; 58-55-4-0019; 58-55-4-0020; and 58-55-4—0021) 

Dear Ms Bondy: 
The District staff has reviewed the Lower Colorado River Authority (LCRA) Applications 

for Operating and Transport Permits for eight (8) wells located in Bastrop County, Texas (Well 
Nos. 58—55—5—0032 (Well Not I); 58556-0033 (Well N0. 2); 58-55-4-0016 (Well Not 3); 58-55- 
4—0017 (Well No.4); 58—55-4-0018 (Well No, 5); 58-55-4—0019 (Well N0, 6); 58-55-4—0020 (Well 
No. 7); and 58-55-4—0021 (Well No. 8)) to be located at approximately eight (8) miles northeast of 
the City of Bastrop, and approximately 2.3 miles southwest of Highway 290 (30°12‘8“N, 
97°12‘26"W for Well No. l). I hereby give notice under District Rule 151.8(2) that the 
Applications have been declared Administratively Complete for purposes of further processing. 

The District Board of Directors will consider the Applications at a special meeting on 
September 26, 2018, Please let me know ifyou have any problems with that date. 

The public hearing for these Applications will also be held on the same date and the 
District will issue notice of the hearing in accordance with the applicable rules and law, Please be 
advised that I intend to request a contested case hearing on the Applications, as such, the Board 
may not take action on the Applications at the special meeting if the Applications are contested. 

I have prepared the attached drafi Operating and Transport Permit to reflect the requested 
operations. Please review this drafi Operating and Transport Permit and let me know if it is 

accurate. 

Board of Directors 
Micluicl lalhm Piesident, Billy Slierrill Vicer csident. Doug Prin7 Secrelaryr l reasurcr 

Herbei'l ('ook. David Fleming. Larry Scliaiie. Clifton Seidel. Michael Siininang. Slieril Sinilli. Carl Sreinbacli



Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
908 NE Loop 230 
Post Office Box 1027 512-360-5088 
Smithville, TX 78957 FAX: 512-360-5448 
Tax ID Number 74-2955722 Email: nctlmIosipiuewuiemrg 

Web Site: ww“ losigineswaiemrg 
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James Totten, General Manager 

Thank you for your attention to this matter, and please do not hesitate to contact me ifyou 
have any questions. 

Sincerely, azi/ 
Totten, General Manager 

~~~ 
Encl. 

cc: Natasha J. Martin, Attorney for the District 

Board of Directors 
Michael lalbol President. Billy Slierrill Vice-President. Doug Prinz Secretary-Treasurer 

Herbert Cook. David Fleming. Larry Schattc. Clifton Seidel. Michael Sinimang. Slieril Smith. Carl Steinbacli



DRAFT PERMIT FOR CONSIDERATION 

LOST PINES GROUNDWATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT 
OPERATING PERMIT 

District Well Number: 58-55-5-0032 

Permit Approved: 

Permittee: 
Lower Colorado River Authority 
PO. Box 220 
Austin, Texas 7876770220 

Location of Well: Approximately eight (8) miles northeast of the City of Bastrop in Bastrop 
County (30,202285/97207107), Well Not 1 

Permittee is authorized to operate Well No. 58-55-5-0032 within the Lost Pines Groundwater 
Conservation District under the following conditions: 

Authorized annual withdrawal: See Special Conditions 

Maximum rate of withdrawal: See Special Conditions 

Aquifer unit: Simsboro 

Type ofwater use: Municipal, Industrial, Recreational, Irrigation, and Agricultural 

Place of water use: LCRA Water Service Area 

Standard Permit Provisions: 

This Operating Permit is granted subject to the District Rules, the orders of the Board, the 
District Management Plan, and Chapter 36 of the Texas Water Code In addition to any well- 
specific permit provisions and special conditions included in this Operating Permit, this 
Operating Permit includes the following provisions: 

(1) This permit is granted in accordance with District Rules, and acceptance of this 
permit constitutes an acknowledgement and agreement that Permittee will comply with the 
terms, conditions, and limitations set forth in this permit, the District rules, the orders of the 
Board, and the District Management Plan‘ 

(2) Water withdrawn under the permit must be put to beneficial use at all times, 
and operation ofthe permitted well in a wasteful manner is prohibited.



DRAFT PERMIT FOR CONSIDERATION 

(3) Water produced from the well must be measured using a water measuring 
device or method approved by the District that is within plus or minus 10% of accuracy 

(4) The well site must be accessible to District representatives for inspection, and 
permittee agrees to cooperate fully in any reasonable inspection of the well and well site by 
District representatives 

(5) Permittee will use reasonable diligence to protect groundwater quality. 

(6) Permittee will follow well plugging guidelines at the time of well closure. 

(7) The application pursuant to which this permit has been issued is incorporated in 
this permit by reference, and this permit is granted on the basis of and contingent upon the 
accuracy of the information provided in that application. A finding that false or inaccurate 
information has been provided is grounds for revocation of the permit, 

(8) Violation of the permit’s terms, conditions, requirements, or special provisions, 
including pumping amounts in excess of authorized withdrawals, may subject the permittee to 
enforcement action under District Rules. 

(9) Whenever the special conditions in the permit are inconsistent with other 
provisions of the permit or the District Rules, the special condition will prevail. 

Special Conditions: 

This Operating Permit is granted subject to the following special conditions: 

(1) Within ninety (90) days of the issuance of the Permit, Permittee shall enter into 
the Monitoring Well System Construction and Maintenance Agreement approved by the District 
Board (the “Monitoring Well Agreement”) Permittee shall construct, operate, and maintain the 
New Monitoring Wells and the Existing Monitoring Well, as defined in the Monitoring Well 
Agreement, in accordance with the terms and provisions of the Monitoring Well Agreements 
Any violation of the terms of the Monitoring Well Agreement shall constitute a violation of this 
Permits 

(2) The authorized annual withdrawal amount and the authorized maximum rate of 
withdrawal under this permit are hereby aggregated with the authorized annual withdrawal 
amount and the authorized maximum rate of withdrawal for the following designated wells: 
Well No. 58-55-5-0033 (Well No, 2); Well No. 58-55-4»0016 (Well No. 3); Well No, 58-55-4-0017 
(Well No. 4); Well Not 58-55-4-0018 (Well No.5); Well No, 58-55-4-0019 (Well No, 6); Well No. 
58-55-4»0020 (Well No. 7); and Well No. 585540021 (Well No. 8). Well No. 58555-0032 and 
the designated wells are collectively referred to as the "Aggregated Wells,” 

Draft LCRA Permit Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
Bastrop County Page 2 of 11
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(3) Subject to the other terms of this Permit, Permittee is authorized to withdraw an 
aggregated annual withdrawal amount of up to 25,000 acreefeet per year from the Aggregated 
Wells with a maximum rate of withdrawal of 18,000 gallons per minute for the Aggregated 
Wells as follows: 

(a) Phase I, Permittee may not withdraw water from any Aggregated Well 
until the date that Permittee conveys the Existing Monitoring Well, the New Monitoring 
Wells and the Monitoring Well Equipment to the District in accordance with the terms 
and provisions of the Monitoring Well Agreement (the "Phase H Date”). 

(b) Phase II. If Permittee has a binding contract to provide water to one or 
more End Users in one or more authorized places of use, then beginning on the Phase H 
Date, Permittee may withdraw an aggregated annual withdrawal amount from Well 
Nos. 7 and 8 equal to the lesser of: (i) the amount of water per year that Permittee has a 
binding contract to provide; or (ii) 8,000 acre-feet of water per year from the 
Aggregated Wells (the "Phase II Withdrawal Amount"). A maximum rate of withdrawal 
of 6,000 gallons per minute for Well Nos. 7 and 8 shall apply in this phase (the "Phase II 

Maximum Rate of Withdrawal”). "End User” shall be defined, consistent with the 
District Rules as the person or entity that makes beneficial use of the water withdrawn 
from a well, including, but not limited to, an agricultural user, industrial user, mining 
user, municipal user, or Retail Public Water Utility. End User does not include the retail 
customers of a retail public utility, For any agricultural commitments, LCRA shall be the 
End User. 

(c) Phase III. Permittee may request that the aggregated annual withdrawal 
amount be increased to an amount not to exceed 15,000 acre-feet of water per year 
from Well Nos. 5, 6, 7 and 8 (the “Phase III Withdrawal Amount”), with a maximum rate 
of withdrawal of 10,000 gallons per minute for Well Nos 5, 6, 7 and 8 (the “Phase III 

Maximum Rate of Withdrawal”), and the General Manager shall grant that request, if 

and when Permittee submits information to the District demonstrating that: 

(i) At least three years have passed since the issuance of the Permit; 

(ii) Permittee has withdrawn an aggregate amount of at least 8,000 
acreefeet per year from a combination of one or more of the Aggregated Wells for two 
(2) consecutive twelve calendar month periods; 

(iii) the Estimated DFC Vear Water Level, as defined in the Monitoring 
Well Agreement, is less than the Desired Future Condition for the Simsboro Aquifer in 
effect when the Permittee submits the information to the General Manager; and 

(iv) Permittee has a binding contract to provide the Phase III 

Withdrawal Amount that Permittee has requested to one or more End Users in one or 
more authorized places of use. 

Draft LCRA Permit Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
Bastrop County Page 3 of 11
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(d) Phase IV Permittee may request that the aggregated annual withdrawal 
amount be increased to an amount not to exceed 25,000 acreefeet per year from Well 
Nos 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8 (the "Phase IV Withdrawal Amount"), with a maximum rate 
of withdrawal of 18,000 gallons per minute for Well Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8 (the 
"Phase IV Maximum Rate of Withdrawal”), and the General Manager shall grant that 
request, if and when Permittee submits information to the District demonstrating that: 

(i) Permittee has withdrawn an aggregate amount of at least 15,000 
acreefeet per year from a combination of one or more of the Aggregated Wells for three 
(3) consecutive twelve calendar months periods; 

(ii) the Estimated DFC Year Water Level, as defined in the Monitoring 
Well Agreement, is less than the Desired Future Condition for the Simsboro Aquifer in 
effect when the Permittee submits the information to the General Manager; and 

(iii) Permittee has a binding contract to provide the Phase IV 
Withdrawal Amount that Permittee has requested to one or more End Users in one or 
more authorized places of use. 

(4) For purposes of this Operating Permit, each of the following terms has the 
following meanings: 

(a) "Monitoring Well System" means the monitoring wells used to calculate 
the Estimated DFC Year Water Level, as defined in this Special Condition (4), and shall 
consist of the New Monitoring Wells. as defined in the Monitoring Well Agreement, 
Monitoring Well System may consist of any current or future District monitoring wells or 
third-party wells used for Desired Future Condition compliance district-wide, county- 
wide or for any applicable existing or future District management zone, 

(b) “Annual Static Water Level” means the measured water level in each 
Monitoring Well in the Monitoring System that best represents the static water level in 
that Monitoring Well at the end of a calendar year. All water levels shall be determined 
using scientifically appropriate methodologies. 

(c) "Average Annual Static Water Level" means the average of Annual Static 
Water Levels in all Monitoring Wells, as follows: 

Average Annual Static Water Level = Sum of Annual Water Levels in Monitoring 
Wells / Number of Monitoring Wells 

(d) "Annual Drawdown” in each Monitoring Well means subtracting the 
Annual Static Water Level for the Monitoring Well at the end of the calendar year from 
the Annual Static Water Level for that Monitoring Well at the end of the previous 
calendar year, as follows: 

Draft LCRA Permit Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
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Annual Drawdown = Annual Static Water Level for the Monitoring Well at the 
end of the previous calendar year - Annual Static Water Level for the Monitoring Well at 
the end of a current calendar year 

(e) “Average Annual Drawdown” means the average of the Annual 
Drawdowns for all wells in the Monitoring Well System for which Annual Drawdowns 
were able to be calculated for that calendar years 

(f) "Rate of Change" means the Average Annual Drawdown during a 
calendar year divided by the Total Production in that calendar year, as follows: 

Rate of Change = Average Annual Drawdown during one calendar year / Total 
Production from that calendar year 

(g) "Total Production” means the actual reported withdrawals from the 
Simsboro Aquifer from permitted wells within the District in a calendar year plus the 
Estimated Simsboro Exempt Well Production for the same calendar year. 

(h) "Estimated Simsboro Exempt Well Production" means 1,143121 acre-feet 
per year in 2015, 1,143.21 acre-feet plus 15.14 acre-feet per year for each year after 
2015, and 1,976.06 acre-feet per year in 2070, The General Manager may update the 
Estimated Simsboro Exempt Well Production if additional data allows for a more 
accurate accounting of exempt use estimates 

(i) "Average Rate of Change" means the average of the Rates of Change for 
each calendar year beginning in 2011 and ending the calendar year before Permittee 
submits the documentation described in Special Conditions (3)(c) or (d) of the Operating 
Permits, as follows: 

Average Rate of Change = Sum of Rate of Change for past years beginning in 
2011/ Number of past years 

(j) "Estimated DFC Year Water Level” means the projected water level for 
the year identified in the thenecurrent Desired Future Condition statement for the 
Simsboro Aquifer, calculated by subtracting the Estimated Future Drawdown from the 
Annual Static Water Level for the calendar year before Permittee submits the 
documentation described in Special Conditions (3)(c) or (d) of the Operating Permits, as 
follows: 

Estimated DFC Year Water Level = Average Measured Water Level in prior year - 

Estimated Future Drawdown 

Draft LCRA Permit Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
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The Estimated DFC Year Water Level applies to the Permittee and the terms of 
this Permit, It does not apply to the District’s determination of Desired Future Condition 
compliance district-wide, county-wide or for any applicable existing or future District 
management zone. 

(k) “Estimated Future Drawdown” means the sum of the Estimated Annual 
Drawdowns for each year beginning in the year in which Permittee submits the 
documentation described in Special Conditions 3(c) or (d) of the Operating Permit and 
ending in year identified in the then-current Desired Future Condition for the Simsboro 
Aquifers 

(I) "Estimated Annual Drawdown" means the Average Rate of Change times 
the Estimated Existing Well Production plus the Current Phase Withdrawal and the Next 
Phase Withdrawal for a calendar year, as follows: 

Estimated Annual Drawdown = (Estimated Existing Well Production + Current 
Phase Withdrawal + Next Phase Withdrawal) x (Average Rate of Change) 

(m) "Estimated Existing Well Production” is based on the Texas Water 
Development Board‘s Modeled Available Groundwater for the District and means: 

(i) 8,508 acre-feet per year from January 1, 2010 to December 31, 2019; 
(ii) 14,253 acre-feet per year from January 1, 2020 to December 31, 2029; 
(iii) 15,673 acreifeet per year from January 1, 2030 to December 31, 

2039; 
(iv) 16,311 acreifeet per year from January 1, 2040 to December 31, 

2049; 
(v) 17,334 acreifeet per year from January 1, 2050 to December 31, 2059; 
(vi) 16,279 acre-feet per year from January 1, 2060 to December 31, 

2069, 

(n) “Current Phase Authorized Withdrawal" means the amount of 
groundwater authorized to be withdrawn in the current phase under the Operating 
Permits 

(0) “Next Phase Authorized Withdrawal” means the additional amount that 
Permittee has requested it be authorized to withdraw in the next phase under the 
Operating Permit, 

(5) The General Manager may approve a weighted average methodology for 
calculating the Average Water Level or Average Rate of Change if the new methodology is 

supported by data gathered by the Monitoring Well System. 

(6) If Permittee submits information that Permittee claims demonstrates that the 
conditions for increasing groundwater withdrawal to the Phase III Withdrawal Amount or the 
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Phase IV Withdrawal Amount have been met, then, within 60 days of receipt of the 
information, the General Manager will notify Permittee, in writing, if the General Manager has 
determined that the required conditions have been met or if the General Manager disputes 
that the desired conditions have been met, If the General Manager disputes that the required 
conditions have been met, the General Manager shall supply the information and analysis 
supporting his determination with his written notice, If the General Manager and the 
Permittee are unable to agree within 60 days of receipt of the information provided by the 
General Manager disputing that the required conditions have been met, then the General 
Manager and Permittee will mutually agree upon a registered professional engineer or a 
certified groundwater professional with expertise in hydrology, hydraulics and hydrogeology to 
mediate the dispute. If the General Manager and Permittee are unable to resolve the dispute 
through mediation, Permittee may request a contested case hearing as provided in the District 
Rules and the Texas Water Code to resolve the dispute. Permittee and the General Manager 
shall be the sole parties to the contested case hearing. 

(7) If the Permittee files an application to renew the Permit, then the General 
Manager and Permittee shall evaluate the methodology for determining the Estimated DFC 
Year Water Level described in Special Conditions (3) and (4) based on data collected prior to the 
date of the application to renew and jointly propose revisions to the Permit based on that data. 
If the General Manager and the Permittee are unable to agree to joint proposed revisions 
within sixty (60) days of the date that the application to renew is filed, then the General 
Manager and Permittee will mutually agree upon a registered professional engineer or a 
certified groundwater professional with expertise in hydrology, hydraulics and hydrogeology to 
mediate the dispute, If the General Manager and Permittee are unable to resolve the dispute 
through mediation, then the General Manager may propose revisions to the Permit as provided 
in District Rules. 

(8) Beginning no later than the fifth (5th) anniversary of the date of the Phase H 
Date, Permittee shall have a binding contract or contracts to provide water to one or more End 
Users in one or more authorized places of use, If Permittee does not have any binding contracts 
before the fifth (5th) anniversary of the Phase H Date, the permit expires on the 5th anniversary 
of the Phase H Date. 

(9) Before providing water withdrawn from the Aggregated Wells to any End User, 
Permittee shall submit to the District: (a) each End User’s water conservation plan and drought 
contingency plan, if the Texas Water Code or Texas Commission on Environmental Quality rules 
require the End User to prepare a water conservation plan and drought contingency plan; or (b) 
if the Texas Water Code or Texas Commission on Environmental Quality rules do not require 
the End User to prepare a water conservation plan and drought contingency plan, a certification 
from the End User that the End User agrees to avoid waste and achieve water conservation. 
Any End User water conservation plans and drought contingency plans that are submitted must 
comply with the relevant provisions of the Texas Water Code and rules of the Texas 
Commission on Environmental Quality or successor agency. 
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(10) This Permit is not subject to the District’s rules on time limits for the completion 
of a permitted well or the operation of a permitted well. 

(11) This permit is issued subject to any future production limits adopted by the 
District under the District Rules. 

(12) Production Fees charged to Permittee under this Permit shall be based upon 
amounts authorized to be produced under this Permit at the time that Production Fees are due. 

(13) Permittee is subject to the District Rules that require that all wells be completed 
within 100 feet of the location identified on the application pursuant to which this permit has 
been issued; provided that the well location complies with the applicable well spacing 
requirements under the District Rule 8.2.5. 

(14) Prior to operation of any of the Aggregated Wells, Permittee shall complete a 36» 
hour pump test that complies with District Rule 5.1.B(5) and report the results of the test to the 
District. 

(a) Permittee shall produce groundwater from the well at an instantaneous 
rate of withdrawal at the Maximum Rate of Withdrawal for each phase in Special 
Condition No.3 during the 36»hour pump test for each well. 

(b) Permittee shall provide the District with not less than 75 days’ prior 
notice of the date the 36-hour pump test will begin, 

(c) Permittee shall pay all costs of the 36-hour pump test. 

(d) Within ninety (90) days of the completion of the 36-hour pump test, 
Permittee shall provide the data gathered at any of the Aggregated Wells tested during 
the pump test to the General Manager. 

(e) The General Manager will review the results of the 36-hour pump test to 
determine if the permitted maximum rate of withdrawal results in any adverse impacts 
to groundwater or the Simsboro Aquifer. If the pump test results indicate aquifer 
parameters that result in unanticipated impacts on water levels in nearby wells that are 
materially different than the model predictions, then the General Manager may reduce 
the authorized maximum rate of withdrawal under this permit. The General Manager 
will mail notice of his decision to reduce the maximum rate of withdrawal or not to 
reduce the maximum rate of withdrawal to Permittee no later than the 90th day after 
receipt of the information described in subsection (d). 

(f) Permittee may appeal the General Manager’s decision under subsection 
(e) to the Board under the District Rules. 
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(15) This permit is issued subject to the General Manager’s final approval of the total 
depth of the well, the depth of the screened interval, and the pump size of the completed well, 
Prior to operation of the well, Permittee must provide the General Manager with the design 
specifications, including the total depth of the well, the depth of the screened interval, and the 
pump size, for the completed well within thirty (30) days of completion of the well The 
General Manager may administratively approve the design specifications so long as the 
specifications are in accordance with those provided in the permit application without notice or 
a hearing if the design amendments do not trigger notice or a hearing under District Rules 7.2 
or 7.3. 

(16) If the District gives written notice to Permittee that the District has received an 
application for an Operating Permit for a well whose location would violate District spacing 
requirements because of that well’s distance from the Permitted Well, the Permittee shall have 
an opportunity to request a contested case hearing on that application in accordance with the 
District Rules. If the Permittee does not object to the location of the proposed well, Permittee 
must provide the District with a signed and notarized waiver stating that Permittee does not 
object to the location of the proposed well within thirty (30) days of the date of such notice, If 

no contested case hearing request or waiver is received, the District may take action to 
authorize an application for an Operating Permit for a well whose location would violate District 
spacing requirements because of that well’s distance from the Permitted Wells 

Term: 

(1) This Operating Permit shall be effective for a period of five (5) years from the 
date the permit is approved, unless terminated, amended, renewed, or revoked as provided in 
the District Rules. 

Acceptance of this permit by the Permittee constitutes acknowledgment and agreement to 
comply with all of the terms, provisions, conditions, and restrictions stated in the permit and 
the rules of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 

ISSUED: 

President, Lost Pines Groundwater 
Conservation District Board of Directors 

Date: 
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LOST PINES GROUNDWATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT 
TRANSPORT PERMIT 

District Well Number: 58-55-5-0032 

Permit Approved: 

Permittee: 
Lower Colorado River Authority 
PO. Box 220 
Austin, Texas 7876770220 

Location of Well: Approximately eight (8) miles northeast of the City of Bastrop in Bastrop 
County (30:202285/97207107), Well Not 1 

Permittee is authorized to transfer water produced from Wall No. 58-55-5-0032 outside the 
boundaries of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District under the following 
conditions: 

Maximum annual transfer amount: An aggregated annual amount of not more than 25,000 
acre-feet per year from Well No, 58-55-5-0032 (Well No. 1); Well No: 58-55-5-0033 (Well No. 
2); Well No. 58-55-4-0016 (Well No, 3); Well No. 58-55-4-0017 (Well No, 4); Well No. 58-55-4- 
0013 (Well No. 5); Well No. 58-55-4-0019 (Well No. 6); Well No, 58-55-4-0020 (Well No, 7); and 
Well No. 58-55-4—0021 (Well No. 8), subject to the terms and conditions of the Operating 
Permits for those wells, 

Type ofwater use: Municipal, Industrial, Recreational, Irrigation, and Agricultural 

Place of water use: LCRA Water Service Area 

Standard Permit provisions: 

This Transport Permit is granted subject to the District Rules, the orders of the Board, the 
District Management Plan, and Chapter 36 of the Texas Water Code: In addition to any well, 
specific permit provisions and special conditions included in this Transport Permit, this 
Transport Permit includes the following provision: 

(1) Water withdrawn and transported under the permit must be put to beneficial 
use at all times, and operation of the permitted well in a wasteful manner is prohibited 

Special Permit provisions: 
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Term: 

(1) Water withdrawn and transported under the permit must be put to beneficial 
use at all times, and may not be transported pursuant to a bed and banks permit nor 
discharged to any surface water, as defined by Section 11.021 of the Texas Water Code, 
as amended (e.g., a stream, river, or lake). 

(1) The term of this Transport Permit shall be three (3) years if construction of a 
conveyance system has not been initiated prior to the issuance of the permit, 

(2) The term of this Transport Permit shall be thirty (30) years if construction of a 
conveyance system has been initiated prior to the issuance of the permit. 

(3) A three-year term under subsection (1) shall automatically be extended to a 30- 
year term under subsection (2) if construction of a conveyance system is begun before 
the expiration of the initial three-year term. 

Acceptance of this permit by the Permittee constitutes acknowledgment and agreement to 
comply with all of the terms, provisions, conditions, and restrictions stated in the permit and 
the rules of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District. 

ISSUED: 

President, Lost Pines Groundwater District 
Board of Directors 

Date: 
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MONITORING WELL SYSTEM 
CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT 

THIS MONITORING WELL SYSTEM CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTENANCE 
AGREEMENT (the “Agreement") is entered into as of the 7 day of , 2018 
(the “Effective Date”), by and between the LOST PINES GROUNDWATER CONSERVATION 
DISTRICT, a groundwater conservation district organized pursuant to the provisions of Article 
XVI, Section 59 of the Texas Constitution (the “District”), and LOWER COLORADO RIVER 
AUTHORITY, a conservation and reclamation district of the State of Texas (“LCRA”). The 
District and LCRA are sometimes collectively referred to as the “Parties.” 

RECITALS 

A, The District has issued Operating Permits to LCRA for the following eight 
groundwater wells located in Bastrop County, Texas: Well No. 58-55—5-0032 (Well No. 1), Well 
No, 58-55-5-0033 (Well No, 2); Well No. 58-55-4-0016 (Well No. 3); Well No. 58-55-4-0017 
(Well N0. 4); Well No. 58654-0018 (Well No. 5); Well No. 58-55»4-0019 (Well No. 6); Well 
No, 58-55-4—0020 (Well No. 7); and Well No. 58-55-4-0021 (Well No, 8) (the “Aggregated 
Wells”). 

B. The Operating Permits require the construction, operation and maintenance of 
new monitoring wells designed to measure drawdown in the Simsboro aquifer. 

C. The District and LCRA desire to enter into this Agreement regarding the 
construction, operation and maintenance of the new monitoring wells. 

AGREEMENT 
NOW THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the mutual promises, covenants, 

obligations and benefits of this Agreement and the District’s issuance of the Operating Permits 
for the Aggregated Wells, the District and LCRA agree as follows: 

ARTICLE I 

CONSTRUCTION OF NEW MONITORING WELLS 
Section 1. The Pro'ect. The “Project shall consist of six (6) new groundwater 

monitoring wells drilled at locations that are available and approved by the District General 
Manager (the “New Monitoring Wells”), together with equipment for monitoring the 
groundwater levels in those wells that is compatible with the District’s existing monitoring well 
system equipment (the “Monitoring Equipment”), and all easements as are necessary for the 
operation and maintenance of and access to the New Monitoring Wells and Monitoring 
Equipment (the “Monitoring Well Authorizations"). The General Manager may substitute 
surface water monitoring sites for any of the six (6) groundwater monitoring wells, Surface 
water monitoring sites shall only be added to the Monitoring Well System ifthe District provides 
written notice to LCRA of the addition of a surface water monitoring site to the Monitoring Well 
System and LCRA does not object to the inclusion of that surface water monitoring site in the



Monitoring Well System within 30 days of the date of the notice. If LCRA timely objects to the 
inclusion of a surface water monitoring site in the Monitoring Well System, then the General 
Manager may propose the inclusion of a surface water monitoring site to the Board of Directors 
for action. 

Section 2, Monitoring Well System, Monitoring Well System has the meaning set out in 
the Operating Permits 

Section 3. Design of the Project. The plans and specifications for the Project shall be 
prepared by consultants selected by LCRA and approved by the District. LCRA shall pay all 
costs and expenses associated with the design of the Project. The design shall comply with all 
applicable state and federal requirements. LCRA will submit the plans and specifications to the 
District General Manager for approval before it begins construction of the Project. The District 
General Manager agrees to review the plans and specifications and either approve them or 
provide written comments specifically identi ing required changes within thirty (30) days of 
submittal. If the District General Manager fails to either approve the plans and specifications or 
provide written comments specifically identifying required changes within thirty (30) days of 
submittal, the plans and specifications will be deemed approved If the District General Manager 
provides written comments to LCRA, LCRA will amend the plans and specifications to address 
the written comments and resubmit the plans and specifications to the District for approval. 
LCRA shall obtain approval of the plans and specifications by all other governmental agencies 
with jurisdiction LCRA shall not begin construction of the Project until the District and all other 
agencies with jurisdiction have approved the plans and specifications.

~ 

Section 4. Completion of Pro'ect. 

(a) The Project shall be completed by a contractor or contractors selected by LCRA 
and approved by the District, 

(b) No changes to the approved plans and specifications for the Project may be made 
without the approval of the District General Manager. 

(c) The Project shall be constructed in a good and workmanlike manner and all 

material used in such construction shall be new, free from defects and fit for their intended 
purpose, 

(d) LCRA shall provide notice to the District General Manager at least five (5) days 
in advance of the drilling of any New Monitoring Well or the installation of the Monitoring 
Equipment at a New Monitoring Well. The notice shall include the location of the New 
Monitoring Well to be drilled or equipped. 

(e) The District may inspect the constmction or installation at any reasonable time. 

(0 Upon completion of construction of a New Monitoring Well and installation of 
the Monitoring Equipment, LCRA shall provide the District General Manager with applicable 
acceptance letters and a certificate of completion from LCRA’s consultants and contractors



certifying that the New Monitoring Well and the Monitoring Equipment have been completed in 
accordance with the plans and specifications approved by the District. 

Section 5. Cost of Proiect to be Funded by LCRA. LCRA will pay all costs of the 
Project, including without limitation: all reasonable costs of design, engineering, materials, labor, 
construction, and inspection arising in connection with the Project; all payments arising under 
any contracts entered into for the construction of the Project; and all reasonable costs incun'ed in 
connection with obtaining governmental approvals, certificates, or permits required for the 
Project (collectively, the “Project Costs”). The District shall have no responsibility for Project 
Costs. 

Section 6. Acceptance and Conveyance. Within sixty (60) days of the District’s receipt 
of the applicable acceptance letters and a certificate of completion, and provided that LCRA has 
fully complied with all requirements and obligations set forth in this Agreement and the 
Operating Permits, (i) the District General Manager shall accept the Project and (ii) LCRA shall 
convey all New Monitoring Wells, Monitoring Equipment, and Monitoring Well Authorizations 
to the District free and clear of any liens or encumbrances except such that may be agreed to by 
the District, by such instruments and documents required by the District. At any time during term 
of this Agreement, upon the request of the District, LCRA will take reasonable steps to assist the 
District in maintaining access to the New Monitoring Wells and Monitoring Equipment, 

Section 7. Use of Existing Wells. LCRA may use an existing well as a New Monitoring 
Well under this Agreement subject to the General Manager’s approval, Any existing well used as 
a New Monitoring Well must comply with the requirements of Sections 4, 5 and 6 ofthis Article 
1. 

ARTICLE II 
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF 

NEW MONITORING WELLS 
Section I. Monitoring Equipment. The District shall be responsible for operating, 

maintaining, repairing and replacing the Monitoring Equipment, at the District’s sole cost. The 
District shall maintain the Monitoring Equipment in good condition and working order and in 
accordance with all applicable regulatory requirements and accepted operating practices. All data 
obtained shall be available to the District and LCRA, and LCRA shall have access to all 

Monitoring Wells and Monitoring Equipment upon reasonable notice to the District. 

Section 2. Wells, LCRA shall be responsible for repairing and replacing any part of the 
New Monitoring Wells except the Monitoring Equipment, at LCRA’s sole cost. If repairs or 
replacement of any part of the New Monitoring Wells except the Monitoring Equipment are 
reasonably necessary or convenient for the continuous and adequate performance of the wells, 
the District shall provide notice to LCRA and LCRA shall make such repairs or replacement as 
soon as reasonably practical. In the event that LCRA fails to adequately make such repairs or 
replacements, the District shall have the right, but not the obligation, to perform such repairs and 
replacements as are reasonably required to effect the continuous and adequate performance of 
the wells.



Section 3, Inaccurate Data, Data collected from a New Monitoring Well during a period 
in which the New Monitoring Well is not providing accurate water level data for that well shall 
not be used for any purpose under this Agreement or the Operating Permits. If the General 
Manager determines that any monitoring well is providing inaccurate data, the General Manager 
shall notify LCRA, in writing, of the data that the General Manager has determined is inaccurate. 
LCRA shall have 30 days to object to the exclusion of the data identified. Ifthe Parties an unable 
to agree on the use of the data within 60 days of the date of the General Manager’s notice to 
LCRA, then the General Manager and LCRA will mutually agree upon a registered professional 
engineer or a certified groundwater professional with expertise in hydrology, hydraulics and 
hydrogeology to mediate the dispute. 

ARTICLE IV 
INDEMNITY 

Section 1. LCRA AGREES TO INDEMNIFY THE DISTRICT, ITS SUCCESSORS 
AND ASSIGNS, AND HOLD IT FREE AND HARMLESS FROM AND AGAINST ANY 
AND ALL LIENS, CLAIMS, DEBTS, CHARGES, DAMAGES, LOSS, PENALTIES, AND 
EXPENSES, LIQUIDATED OR UNLIQUIDATED, EXECUTED 0R EXECUTORY, 
ORAL OR WRITTEN, EXPRESS OR IMPLIED, ACTUAL OR CONTINGENT, 
WHETHER OR NOT HEREBY EXPRESSLY LISTED OR DESCRIBED, BUT WHICH 
MAY BE ASSERTED NEVERTHELESS AGAINST THE DISTRICT, ITS SUCCESSORS 
OR ASSIGNS ARISING OUT OF OR RELATED TO THE DESIGN, CONSTRUCTION 
AND INSTALLATION OF ANY NEW MONITORING WELL, AND/OR ARISING OUT 
OF OR RELATED TO ANY REPAIR OR REPLACEMENT OF ANY NEW 
MONITORING WELLS PERFORMED BY LCRA, BUT EXCLUDING (i) THE 
MONITORING EQUIPMENT AND/OR (ii) CLAIMS ARISING OUT OF THE 
NEGLIGENT AND/OR INTENTIONAL ACTS OF THE DISTRICT, ITS SUCCESSORS, 
OR ASSIGNS OUTSIDE OF THE DIRECT CONTROL OF LCRA. 

ARTICLE V 
REMEDIES 

Section 1, Default by Either Party. In the event of default by either Party, the other Party 
must give to the defaulting Party written notice of such default specifying the failure or default 
relied upon. If the defaulting Party fails to fully cure the default specified in such notice within 
thirty (30) days after receipt of such notice, the nondefaulting Party shall be entitled: (a) to a 
proper writ issued by a court of competent jurisdiction compelling and requiring the defaulting 
party to observe and perform the covenants, obligations and conditions described in this 
Agreement; or (b) to pursue all other legal or equitable remedies. The nondefaulting Party may 
employ attorneys to pursue its legal rights and if it prevails before any court or agency of 
competent jurisdiction, the defaulting party shall be obligated to pay all expenses incurred by the 
nondefaulting Party, including reasonable attomeys’ fees, 

Section 2. Default by LCRA. A default by LCRA that is not cured within thirty (30) 
days after LCRA receives written notice of the default is a Violation of the Operating Permits.



ARTICLE VI 
MISCELLANEOUS 

Section 1. Modification. This Agreement represents the entire Agreement between the 
Parties relating to construction and conveyance of the Project and supersedes all prior oral and 
written agreements This Agreement shall be subject to change or modification only with the 
mutual written consent ofDeveloper and the District. 

Section 2 Assiggabilim, LCRA may not assign this Agreement except in conjunction 
with the transfer of ownership of the Operating Permits 

Section 3. Monitoring Well System Data. LCRA shall have the right to review all data 
obtained by the District from the monitoring well system owned or operated by the District and 
may request, at its expense, copies of all documents, data and information obtained by the 
District in the operation ofthe District’s entire monitoring well system. 

Section 4, Captions. The captions appearing at the first of each numbered section or 
paragraph in this Agreement shall never be considered or given any effect in constming this 
Agreement. 

Section 5. Applicable Law, This Agreement shall be governed by, and construed in 
accordance with the laws of the State of Texas, 

Section 6. Parties at Interest. This Agreement shall be for the sole and exclusive benefit 
of the parties hereto and shall never be construed to confer any benefit to any third party. 

Section 7. Waiver. Each Party may specifically, but only in writing, waive any breach of 
this Agreement by the other party, but no such waiver shall be deemed to constitute a waiver of 
similar or other breaches by such other Party,

~ 
Section 8. Notices. All notices from LCRA to the District shall be in writing and mailed 

by Certified Mail, Return Receipt Requested, addressed to: 

Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
Attn: General Manager 
PO. Box 1027 
Smithville, Texas 78957 

All notices from the District to LCRA shall be in writing and mailed by Certified Mail, Return 
Receipt Requested, addressed to: 

Lower Colorado River Authority 
PO. Box 220 
Austin, Texas 787610220



Either Party may change its address by giving written notice of such change to the other Party. 

Section 9, Term. Except as otherwise provided herein, this Agreement shall be in force 
and effect from the Effective Date until the earlier of the expiration or revocation of all of the 
Operating Permits. 

Section 10, Authority for Execution. The District certifies, represents, and warrants that 
the execution of this Agreement is duly authorized and adopted in conformity with its statutory 
authority and bylaws. LCRA hereby certifies, represents, and warrants that the execution of this 
Agreement is duly authorized and adopted in conformity with its statutory authority and bylawst 

Section 11. Multiple Originals, This Agreement shall be executed in a number of 
counterparts, each of which shall for all purposes, be deemed to be an original, and all such 
counterparts shall together constitute and be one and the same instmment. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, LCRA has caused its authorized representatives to execute 
this instrument; and the President of the District has executed this instrument on behalf of said 
District pursuant to an Order passed and approved by the Board of Directors of said Districts 

{SIGNATURE PAGES FOLLOW}



LOST PINES GROUNDWATER 
CONSERVATION DISTRICT 
By: 

Michael H. Talbot, President 

Date: 

STATE OF TEXAS § 

COUNTY OF BASTROP § 

This instrument was acknowledged before me on the 7 day of , 2018, 
by MICHAEL H, TALBOT, as President of the LOST PINES GROUNDWATER 
CONSERVATION DISTRICT, on behalfof said District. 

NOTARY PUBLIC, State of Texas 
(SEAL)



LOWER COLORADO RIVER AUTHORITY 

By: 

Printed Name: 

Title: 

Date: 

STATE OF TEXAS § 

COUNTY OF TRAVIS § 

This instrument was acknowledged before me on the 7 day of , 2018, 
by as of LOWER COLORADO RIVER 
AUTHORITY, on behalf of said river authority. 

NOTARY PUBLIC, State of Texas 
(SEAL)



GM EXHIBIT 4 

Daniel B. Stephens & Associates, Inc.~ 
Memorandum 

To: Jim Totten, General Manager 
Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 

From: Andrew Donnelly 
Copy: Natasha Martin 
Date: April 6, 2018 
Subject: Review of LCRA Permit Application Packet 

DBS&A has reviewed the operating permit application packet submitted by LCRA for eight wells 
to be completed in the Simsboro Aquifer in Bastrop County. The wells would be located on the 
Griffith League Ranch property, located between Lake Bastrop and the town of Paige, as shown 
in Figure 1 below‘ 

a McDade Well~ 
~

~* 
a? wy 21 Well 
rfi/ Proposed "Recharge" —/ Well No, 4 *

~ Proposed 
LCRA Wells

~
~ 
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Daniel B. Stephens & Associates, Inc. 

Figure 1. Location of proposed LCRA wells. 

The proposed LCRA wells are located near several existing Simsboro Aquifer wells and near 
several proposed Simsboro Aquifer well locations in the pending Recharge Texas, LP (formerly 
End Op, LP) permit application. The LCRA wells are: 

- as close as 5,200 feet south of the proposed “Recharge” Well No. 4 location 
a as close as 5,600 feet west of the proposed "Recharge" Well No. 2 location 
a as close as 11,000 feet south/southwest of three Aqua wells (McDade, Behrend, and 

Highway 21), and 
o as close as 13,000 feet from four existing LCRA wells in their Lake Bastrop well field. 

The proposed pumpage is to occur in three phases. Phase I consists of 8,000 ac»ft/yr of 
pumping from wells 7 and 8. Phase II consists of 15,000 ac-ft/yr of pumping from wells 5 
through 8. Phase III consists of 25,000 ac-ft/yr of pumping from all eight wells. For the purposes 
of modeling, it was assumed that Phases | and II would each last for three years, and that 
Phase I would begin in 2020. 

The Central Queen City-Sparta Groundwater Availability Model (GAM) was run with the 
proposed pumpage added in the model cells in which the proposed wells are located. A map of 
project-specific drawdown estimated using the GAM is shown in Figure 2, and a close-up map 
of the project-specific drawdowns using the GAM is shown in Figure 3, The model run results 
indicate that at the end of 40 years of pumping (in 2060), the project-specific drawdown 
(drawdown due to the proposed LCRA wells only) is as follows: 

- approximately 225 to 250 feet at the three Aqua well locations (McDade, Behrend, and 
Highway 21). 

0 approximately 250 to 275 feet at the proposed “Recharge” (End Op) well locations, 
- approximately 160 to 180 feet at the existing LCRA wells near Lake Bastrop. 

These drawdown estimates are an approximation obtained using the regional-scale GAM, which 
may not account for local hydrogeologic conditions. However, it is reasonable to conclude that 
the pumpage from the proposed LCRA wells will result in approximately 200 or more feet of 
drawdown at nearby permitted wells and the proposed permitted well locations by the year 
2060, This model run was completed in the same manner as previous model runs conducted to 
evaluate permit evaluations requested by the Board, so that a direct comparison to previous 
model runs can be made. 
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Figure 2. Project-specific 50-year drawdown (in feet) in the Simsbaro Aquifer attributable to the 
proposed LCRA pumpage estimated using the GAM. 

LCRA Review Flnalr 20150405 Guam 3



Daniel B. Stephens & Associates, Inc. 
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Figure 3. Close up of project-specific 50-year drawdown (in feet) in the Simsbora Aquifer 
attributable to the proposed LCRA pumpage estimated using the GAM. 
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Daniel B. Stephens & Associates, Inc. 

Required Application Items 

All items required in an operating permit application are present in the application. 

Permit Review Items 2 and 8 

(2) Whether the proposed use of water unreasonably affects existing groundwater and 
surface water resources or existing permit holders 

The production of 25,000 ac-ft/yr by eight LCRA wells in Bastrop County will impact Simsboro 
Aquifer water levels in the District. Estimated drawdowns are summarized in Table 1. As 
indicated in the table, the drawdown estimated to occur due to the proposed project is 
approximately 60 feet when averaged across the District. A map of project-specific drawdowns 
estimated using the GAM is shown in Figure 2, and a detailed map of the project-specific 
drawdowns using the GAM is shown in Figure 3. Although the GAM estimates that the proposed 
LCRA project pumpage results in over 200 feet of drawdown after full production through 2060 
in some nearby wells or proposed well locations, these nearby wells have static water levels 
that are approximately 550 to 600 feet above the top of the Simsboro Aquifer in the LCRA Lake 
Bastrop well field, and approximately 900 to 1000 feet above the top of the Simsboro in the 
three Aqua wells. Therefore, although the proposed LCRA project pumpage will cause water 
levels in these adjacent wells to decline significantly, this decline may not unreasonably impact 
these wells or other users in the District. 

Table 1. Projected drawdown in 2060 from pumpage included in the 
LCRA well application 

Drawdown (feet) 
Bastrop Lee Lost Pines Pumpage County County District 

LCRA pumpage only 80 37 60 
LCRA pumpage + anticipated production from existing 
LPGCD pumpage and other permits 246 399 318 

A quantitative evaluation of the impact of the proposed pumpage on surface water resources 
within the District is difficult to make. The only quantitative tool available for such a calculation 
is the GAM. which is not well suited to accurately evaluate impacts to surface water within the 
District attributable to this application. However, because the majority of the flow in the 
Colorado River is controlled by the release of water from the Highland Lakes, the impacts from 
the proposed pumping on flow in the Colorado River is probably small. 
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(8) Whether granting the application is consistent with the District‘s duty to manage total 
groundwater production on a long-term basis to achieve the applicable Desired Future 
Condition 

The average estimated drawdown due to production from these wells is approximately 60 feet 
when averaged across the entire District. The production from the proposed wells combined 
with existing sources of groundwater production, including recently approved permits in the 
District, and groundwater production outside of the District (as modeled in the final Groundwater 
Management Area 12 GAM run) is estimated to cause 318 feet of drawdown in the Simsboro 
Aquifer across the District, which is greater than the desired future condition (DFC) for the 
Simsboro Aquifer in the District of 240 feet. 

The Modeled Available Groundwater (MAG) for the Simsboro Aquifer in the District is 32,246 
ac-ft/yr in 2020 and 30,843 ac-ft/yr in 2060. The total permitted pumpage in the Simsboro 
Aquifer is currently 89,021 ac-ft/yr. However, the estimated recent production under these 
permits has been approximately 13,000 to 17,000 ac-ft/yr. The proposed production of 25,000 
ac-ft/yr in this application is greater than difference between the MAG and what is currently 
being produced under existing permits 

The District’s duty to manage total groundwater production on a long-term basis to achieve the 
DFC will be based on a monitoring network that will be developed for each aquifer for which a 
DFC has been established. The District’s intended approach is to diligently monitor the 
drawdown within the Simsboro Aquifer across the entire District and manage (i,e., reduce) 
groundwater production when and if information from the monitoring network indicates that the 
DFC may be exceeded. If water levels in the Simsboro Aquifer monitoring network indicate the 
potential for the DFC to be exceeded, then the District's approach is to cut back production for 
all permitted users. This approach is consistent with the requirement that the DFC be achieved. 

Summary 
The LCRA application is for eight Simsboro Aquifer wells in Bastrop County for a total of 25,000 
ac-ft/yr. The application includes all of the technical items required by the District. 

A model run was done to simulate the impact of the proposed pumpage on the aquifer using the 
same assumptions applied in previous permit evaluations requested by the District Board. The 
simulated impact of the proposed pumping is approximately 60 feet of drawdown in the 
Simsboro Aquifer averaged across the District. The total drawdown in the Simsboro Aquifer 
including the proposed LCRA production is 318 feet across the District, which is greater than the 
DFC for the Simsboro Aquifer. 
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GM EXHIBIT 5 

LOST PINES GROUNDWATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT 
OPERATING PERMIT 

District Well Number: 5933122 

Permit Approved: December 21, 2015 

Permittee: 
Forestar (USA) Real Estate Group, Inc. 
6300 Bee Caves Rd, Bldg. 2, Suite 500 
Austin, Texas 78746—5149 

Location of Well: approximately 4.5 miles northeast of the City of Lexington and 1.5 miles east 
of US Highway 77 off County Road 411 in Lee County (W096‘58’6" N30‘28’22”), Well in 

Permittee is authorized to operate Well No. 5933122 within the Lost Pines Groundwater 
Conservation District under the following conditions: 

Authorized annual withdrawal: See Special conditions 

Maximum rate oi withdrawal: 3,500 gallons per minute 

Aquifer unlt: Simsburo 

Type of water use: Municipal 

Place of water use: Bastrop, Hays, Lee, Travis and Williamson Counties 

Standard Permit provisions: 

This Operating Permit is granted subject to the District Rules, the orders of the Board, the 
District Management Plan, and Chapter 36 of the Texas Water Code. in addition to any well— 
specific permit provisions and special conditions included in this Operating Permit, this 
Operating Permit includes the following provisions: 

(1) This Permit is granted in accordance with District Rules, and acceptance of this 
Permit constitutes an acknowledgement and agreement that Permittee will comply with the 
terms, conditions, and iimitatlons set forth in this Permit, the District rules, the orders of the 
Board, and the District Management Plan. 

(2) Water withdrawn under the Permit must be put to beneficial use at all times, 
and operation of Well NO: 5933122 (the "Permitted Well”) in a wasteful manner Is prohibited. 
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(3) Water produced from the Permitted Well must be measured using a water 
measuring device or method approved by the District that is within plus or minus 10% of 
accuracy. 

(4) The Permitted Well site must be accessible to District representatives for 
inspection, and Permittee agrees to cooperate fully in any reasonable inspection of the 
Permitted Well and Permitted Well site by District representatives. 

(5) Permittee will use reasonable diligence to protect groundwater quality 

(6) Permittee will tollowwell plugging guidelines at the time of well closure. 

(7) The application pursuant to which this Permit has been issued is incorporated in 
this Permit by reference, and this Permit is granted on the basis of and contingent upon the 
accuracy of the information provided in that application. A finding that false or inaccurate 
information has been provided is grounds for revocation of the Permit. 

(8) Violation of the Permit‘s terms, conditions, requirements, or special provisions, 
including pumping amounts in excess of authorized withdrawals, may subject the Permittee to 
enforcement action under District Rules. 

(9) Whenever the special conditions in the Permit are inconsistent with other 
provisions of the Permit orthe District Rules, the special conditions will prevail. 

Special conditions: 

This Operating Permit is granted subject to the following special conditions: 

(1) Within ninety (90) days of the issuance of the Permit, Permittee shall enter into 
the Monitoring Well System Construction and Maintenance Agreement approved by the District 
Board (the "Monitoring Well Agreement“). Permittee shall construct, operate, and maintain the 
New Monitoring Wells and the Existing Monitoring Well, as defined in the Monitoring Well 
Agreement, in accordance with the terms and provisions of the Monitoring Well Agreement. 
Any violation of the terms of the Monitoring Well Agreement shall constitute a violation of this 
Permit. 

(2) The authorized annual withdrawal amount under this Permit is hereby 
aggregated with the authorized annual withdrawal amount for the following designated wells: 
Well No 5933409 (Well #2); Well No. 5933410 (Well #3); Well No 5933411 (Well #4); Well No. 
5933412 (Well #5); Well No. 5933217 (Well #6); Well No. 5933123 (Well #7); Well No. 5933413 
(Well #8); Well NO. 5933504 (Well #9); and Well No. 5933505 (Well #10). Well No. 5933122 
and the designated wells are collectively referred to as the "Aggregated Wells”. 
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(3) Subject to the other terms ofthls Permit, Permittee is authorized to withdraw an 
aggregated annual withdrawal amount of up to 28,500 acrevfeet per year from the Aggregated 
Wells as follows; 

(a) Phase is Permittee may not withdraw water from any Aggregated Well 
until the date that Permittee conveys the New Monitoring Wells and Monitoring Well 
Equipment to the District in accordance with the terms and provisions of the Monitoring 
Well Agreement (the "Phase Ii Date”). 

(b) Phase II. It Permittee has a binding contract to provide at least 12,000 
acre-feet of water per year to one or more End Users in one or more authorized places 
of use, then beginning on the Phase H Date, Permittee may withdraw an aggregated 
annual withdrawal amount of not more than 12,000 acre~feet of water per year from 
the Aggregated Wells.

~ 
(c) Phase ill. Permittee may withdraw an aggregated annual withdrawal 

amount of not more than 20,000 acre—feet of water per year from the Aggregated Wells 
if and when Permittee submits information to the District demonstrating that: 

(ii At least five years have passed since the issuance ofthe Permit; 

(ii) Permittee has withdrawn an aggregate amount of at least 6,000 
acre-feet per year from a combination of one or more of the 
Aggregated Wells for three (3) consecutive twelve calendar month 
periods; 

(iii) the Estimated DFC Year Water Level, as defined in Special 
Condition (4), is less than the Desired Future Condition for the Simsboro Aquifer 
in effect when the Permittee submits the inlormatlon to the General Manager; 
and 

(iv) Permittee has a binding contract to provide at least 20,000 acre» 
feet of water per year to one or more End USers in one or more authorized 
places of use. 

(d) Phase IV. Permittee may withdraw an aggregated annual withdrawal 
amount of not more than 28,500 acre-feet of water per year from the Aggregated Wells 
If and when Permittee submits information to the District demonstrating that: 

(i) Permittee has withdrawn an aggregate amount of at least 15,000 
acre—feet per year from a combination of one or more of the Aggregated Wells 
for three (3) consecutive twelve calendar months periods; 
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iii) the Estimated DFC Year Water Level, as defined in Special 
Condition (4), is less than the Desired Future Condition for the Simsboro Aquifer 
in effect when the Permlttee submits the information to the General Manager; 
and 

(iii) Permlttee has a binding contract to provide at least 28,500 acre- 
feet of water per year to one or more End Users in one or more authorized 
places of use. 

(4) For purposes of this Operating Permit, each of the following terms has the 
following meanings: 

(a) "Monitoring Well System” means the monitoring wells used to calculate 
the Estimated DFC Year Water Level, as defined in this Special Condition (4], and shall 
consist ofthe following: (i) the New Monitoring Wells, as defined in the Monitoring Well 
Agreement, (Ii) other existing wells currently monitored by the District, and (Ill) other 
third-party wells that the District may obtain authorization to monitor and include in the 
System ("Other Monitoring Wells")t Other Monitoring Wells shall only be added to the 
Monitoring Well System if the District provides written notice to Permlttee of the 
addition of an Other Monitoring Well to the Monitoring Well System and Permlttee 
does not object to the Inclusion of that Other Monitoring Well in the Monitoring Well 
System within 30 days of the date of the notice. if Permlttee timely objects to the 
inclusion of an Other Monitoring Well in the Monitoring Well System, then the General 
Manager and Permittee wili mutually agree upon a registered professional engineer or a 
certified groundwater professional with expertise in hydrology, hydraulics and_ 
hydrogeology to mediate the dispute. If the General Manager and Permlttee are unable 
to resolve the dispute through mediation, then the General Manager may propose the 
inclusion of the Other Monitoring Well to the Board of Directors for action. 

(b) “Annual Water Level” means the measured or interpolated water leVel in 
each Monitoring Well in the Monitoring System that best represents the static water 
level in that Monitoring Well at the end of a calendar year. All water levels shall be 
determined using scientifically appropriate methodologies. 

(c) "Average Water Level" means the average of Annual Water Levels in all 

Monitoring Wells, as follows: 

Sum of Annual Water Levels in Monitoring Well = Average Measured Water Level 
Number of Monitoring Wells 

(d) "Annual Drawdown" means the change in the Average Measured Water 
Level betWeen January 1 of a calendar year and January 1 ofthe previous calendar year, 
calculated as follows: 
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(e) "Rate of Change” means the Annual Drawdown on January 1 of a 
calendaryear divided bythe Total Production in the previous calendaryear/ 

Average Water Level — prior year Annual Water Level = Annual Drawdown 

(f) “Total Production" means the actual reported withdrawals from the
l 

Slmsboro Aquifer from permitted wells within the District In a calendar year plus the
l 

Estimated Simsboro Exempt Well Production for the same calendaryear. ‘ 

(g) "Estimated Exempt Well Production" means 1,143,21 acre—feet per year 
in 2015, 1,143,21 acre-feet plus 1514 acre-feet per year for each year after 2015, and 
1,976.06 acreefeet per year in 2070. 

(h) “Average Rate of Change" means the average of the Rates of Change for 
each calendar year beginning in 2011 and ending the calendar year before Permittee 
submits the documentation described'ln Special Conditions (3)(c) or (d) ofthe Operating 
Permits] as follows: 

Sum of Rate of Change for past years beginning In 2011 = Average Rate of Change 
Number of past years 

(i) "Estimated DFC Year Water Level” means the projected water level for 
the year identified in the then-current Desired Future Condition for the Simsboro 
Aquifer, calculated by subtracting the Estimated Future Drawdown from the Average 
Water Level for the calendar year before Permittee submits the documentation 
described in Special Conditions (3)[c) or (d) of the Operating Permits, as follows: 

Average Water Level in prior year— Estimated Future Drawdown = 
Estimated DFC Year Water Level 

(1) "Estimated Future Drawdown” means the sum of the Estimated Annual 
Drawdowns for each year beginning in the year in which Permittee submits the 
documentation described in Special Conditions 3(c) or (d) of the Operating Permit and 
ending in year Identified in the then-current Desired Future Condition for the Simsboro 
Aquifers 

(k) "Estimated Annual Drawdown" means the Average Rate of Change times 
the Estimated Existing Well Production plus the Current Phase Withdrawal and the Next 
Phase Withdrawal for a calendar year, as follows: 

Estimated Existing Well Production + current Phase Withdrawal + Next Phase Withdrawal 
x Average Rate of Change = Estimated Annual Drawdown 
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(I) "Estimated Existing Weil Production” means: 
(i) 20,298 acre~feet per year from January 1, 2010 to December 31, 2019; 

(ii) 28,184 acre-feet per year from January 1, 2020 to December 31, 2029; 
(iii) 31.240 acre-feet per year from January 1, 2030 to December 31, 2039; 

(iv) 34,235 acre-feet per year from January 1, 2040 to December 31, 2049; 

iv) 37,361 acre-feet per year in from January 1, 2050 to December 31, 2059-, 

(vi) 40,406 acre~feet per year from January 1, 2060 to December 31, 2069. 

(m) “Current Phasa Authorized Withdrawal" means the amount of 

groundwater authorized to be withdrawn In the current phase under the Operating 

Permit. 

in) "Next Phase Authorized Withdrawal” means the additional amount that 
would be authorized to be withdrawn in the next phase under the Operating Permit. 

(5) The General Manager may approve a weighted average methodology for 

calculating the Average Water level or Average Rate of Change if the new methodology is 

supported by data gathered by the Monitoring Well Symam. 

(6) if Permittee submits information that Permittee claims demonstrates that the 

conditions for increasing groundwater withdrawal to Phase ii or Phase ill amounts have been 

met, then, within 60 days of receipt of the information, the General Manager will notify 

Permittee, in writing, If the General Manager has determined that the required conditions have 

been met or if the General Manager disputes that the desired conditions have been met. lfthe 

General Manager disputes that the required conditions have been met, the General Manager 
shall supply the information data and analysis supporting his determination with his written 

notice. If the General Manager and the Permittee are unable to agree within 60 days of receipt 
of the information provided by the General Manager disputing that the required conditions 

have been met, then the General Manager and Permittee will mutually agree upon a registered 
professional engineer or a certified groundwater professional with expertise in hydrology, 

hydraulics and hydrogeoiogy to mediate the dispute. if the General Manager and Permittee are 

unable to resolve the dispute through mediation, Permittee may request a contested case 
hearing as provided in the District Rules and the Texas Water Code to resolve the dispute. 

Permittee and the General Manager shall be the sole parties to the contested case hearing. 

(7) if the Permittee flies an application to renew the Permit, then the General 

Manager and Permittee shall evaluate the methodology for determining the Estimated DFC 

Year Water Level described in Special Conditions (3), l4) and (5) based on data collected prior to 

the date of the application to renew, and jointly propose revisions to the Permit based on that 

data. lithe General Manager and the Permittee are unable to agree to joint proposed revisions 

within sixty (60) days of the date that the application to renew is filed, then the General 

Manager and Permittee will mutually agree upon a registered professional engineer or a 

certified groundwater professional with expertise in hydrology, hydraulics and hydrogeoiogy to 

mediate the dispute. if the General Manager and Permittee are unable to resolve the dispute 
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through mediation, then the General Manager may propose revisions to the Permit as provided 
in District Rule 7.2. 

(8) Beginning no later than the fifth (5m) anniversary of the date of issuance of the 
Permit, Permittee shall have a binding contract or contracts to provide at least 12,000 acre-feet 
of water per year to one or more End Users In one or more authorized places of use. If 

Permittee does not have such a contract or contracts, then the aggregated annual withdrawal 
amount in this Permit shall be automatically reduced to the amount for which Permittee has a 
binding contract or contracts, and the General Manager Is authorized to issue an amendment 
to this Permit reflecting the reduced amount. 

(9) Before providing water withdrawn from the Aggregated Wells to any End User, 
Permittee shall submit to the District: (a) each End Usel’s water conservation plan and drought 
contingency planI if the Texas Water Code or Texas Commission on Environmental Quality mles 
require the End User to prepare a water conservation plan and drought contingency plan; or (b) 
if the Texas Water Code or Texas Commission on Environmental Quality rules do not require 
the End Userto prepare a water conservation plan and drought contingency plan, a certification 
from the End User that the End User agrees to avoid waste and achieve water conservation. 
Any End User water conservation plans and drought contingency plans that are submitted must 
comply with the relevant provisions of the Texas Water Code and mles of the Texas 
Commission on Environmental Quality or successor agency. 

(10i This Permit is Issued subject to any future production limits adopted by the 
District under the District Rules that apply within the District or within the applicable 
management zone. 

(11) This Permit is not subject to the District‘s rules on time limits forthe completion 
of a permitted well or the operation of a permitted well. 

(12) Production Fees charge to Permittee under this Permit shall be based upon 
amounts authorized to be produced under this Permit at the time that Production Fees are due. 

Term: 

(1) The District may terminate this Permit if the District gives written notice to 
Permittee that the District has received an application for an Operating Permit for a well whose 
location would violate District spacing requirements because of that well’s distance from the 
Permitted Well, and Permittee fails to: (a) provide the District with a signed and notarized 
waiver stating that Permlttee does not object to the location of the proposed well within thirty 
(30) days of the date of such notice; (b) request a variance irom the District spacing 
requirements In the manner provided In the District Rules within thirty (30) days of the date of 
such notice; or (c) complete the Permitted Well and file the well log required by Texas 
Occupations Code Section 1901.251 with the District within 180 days of the date ofsuch notice, 
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(2) This Operating Permit shall be effective for a period of five (5) years from the 
date the Permit is approved, unless terminated, amended or revoked as provided in the District 
Rules. 

Acceptance of this Permit by the Permlttee constitutes acknowledgment and agreement to 
comply wlth all of the terms, provisions, conditions, and restrictions stated in the Permit and 
the rules ufthe Lost Pines Groundwater Conservatlon District. 

ISSUED: , 

Q-‘T‘ 
President, Lost Pines Groundwater 
Conservatlon District Board of Directors 
Date: ( 

” 2" A \ 4h 
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LOST PINES GROUNDWATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT 
TRANSPORT PERMIT 

District Well Number: 5933122 

Permit Approved: Renewed December 12, 2018; Originally Approved December 21, 2015 

Permittee: 
Forestar (USA) Real Estate Group, inc. 
6300 Bee Caves Rd, Bldg. 2, Suite 500 
Austin, Texas 787466149 

Location of Well: approximately 4.5 miles northeast of the City of Lexington and 15 miles east 
of US Highway 77 off County Road 411 in Lee County (W096°58’6” N30“28'22"), Well til 

Permittee is authorized to transfer water produced from Well No. 5933122 outside the 
boundaries of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District under the following 
conditions: 

Maximum annual transfer amount: an aggregated annual amount of not more than 28,500 
acre-feet per year from Well No: 5933122 (Well #1); Well No. 5933409 (Well #2); Well No. 
5933410 (Well #3); Well No: 5933411 (Well #4); Well No. 5933412 (Well #5); Well No. 5933217 
(Well #6); Well No. 5933123 (Well #7); Well No. 5933413 (Well #8); Well No. 5933504 (Well #9); 
and Well No: 5933505 (Well #10), subject to the terms and conditions ofthe Operating Permits 
for those wells. 

Type of water use: Municipal 

Place of water use: Bastrop, Hays, Lee, Travis and Williamson Counties 

Standard Permit provisions: 

This Transport Permit is granted subject to the District Rules, the orders of the Board, the 
District Management Plan, and Chapter 36 of the Texas Water Code. In addition to any well- 
specific permit provisions and special conditions included in this Transport Permit, this 
Transport Permit includes the following provision: 

(1) Water withdrawn under the permit must be put to beneficial use at all times, 
and operation ofthe permitted well in a wasteful manner is prohibited. 

LPGM002871



Term: 

This Transport Permit, as renewed, shaii be effective for a period of time commensurate with 
the Operating Permit for Well No 5933122 and shall expire on January 26, 2021, unless 
terminated, amended or revoked in accordance with the ruies of the Lost Pines Groundwater 
Conservation District. 

Acceptance of this permit by the Permittee constitutes acknowiedgment and agreement to 
comply with ail of the terms, provisions, conditions, and restrictions stated in the permit and 
the rules of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District, 

iSSUED: 

/, 
, r 

President, Lost Pines Groundwater District 
Board of Directors 

N A5? 
Date: 1’"w§§’w 

i 

ii 
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GM EXHIBIT 6 

LOST PINES GROUNDWATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT 
OPERATING PERMIT 

District Well Number: 5855514 

Permit Approved: September 7, 2016 

Permittee: 
End 0p, LP. 
9430 Research Blvd, Suite 350 
Austin, TX 78759 

Lomtion of Well: approximately 1,9 miles north of the intersection ofState Highway 21 and 
County Road 359 in Bastrop County (W097'10’36" N30'12’23"), Well No. 3 

Permittee is authorized to opemte Well No. 5855514 within the Lost Pines Groundwater 
Conservation District under the following conditions: 

Authorized annual withdrawal: See Special conditions 

Maximum rate of withdrawal: 3,500 gallons per minute/per well 

Aquifer unit: Simsboro 

Type of water use: Municipal 

Place of water use: Hays, Travis and Williamson Counties 

Standard Permit provisions: 

This Operating Permit is granted subject to the District Rules, the orders of the Board, the 
District Management Plan, and Chapter 36 of the Texas Water Code. In addition to any well- 
specific permit provisions and special conditions included in this Operating Permit, this 
Operating Permit includes the following provisions: 

(1) This permit is granted in accordance with District Rules, and acceptance of this 
permit constitutes an acknowledgement and agreement that Permittee will comply with the 
terms, conditions, and limitations set forth In this permit, the District rules, the orders of the 
Board, and the District Management Plan. 

(2) Water withdrawn under the permit must be put to beneficial use at all times, 
and operation of Well No. 5855514 (the "Permitted Well") in a wasteful manner is prohibited.



(3) Water produced from the Permitted Well must be measured using a water 
measuring device or method approved by the District that is within plus or minus 10% of 
accuracy. 

(4) the Permitted Well site must be accessible to District representatives for 
inspection, and Permittee agrees to cooperate fully in any reasonable inspection of the 
Permitted Well and Permitted Well site by District representatives. 

(5) Permittee will use reasonable diligence to protect groundwater quality 

(6) Permittee will follow well plugging guidelines at the time of well closure. 

(7) The application pursuant to which this permit has been issued is incorporated in 
this permit by relerence, and this permit is granted on the basis of and contingent upon the 
accuracy of the information provided in that application. A finding that false or inaccurate 
information has been provided is grounds for revocation ofthe permit. 

(8) Violation of the permit's terms, conditions, requirements, or special provisions, 
including pumping amounts in excess of authorized withdrawals, may subject the Permittee to 
enforcement action under District Rules. 

(9) Whenever the special conditions in the permit are inconsistent with other 
provisions of the permit or the District Rules, the special conditions will prevail. 

Special conditions: 

This Operating Permit is granted subject to the following special conditions: 

(1) Within ninety (90) days of the issuance of the Permit, Permittee shall enter into 
the MonitoringWell System Construction and Maintenance Agreement approved by the District 
Board (the "Monitoring Well Agreement”). Permittee shall construct, operate, and maintain the 
New Monitoring Wells and the Existing Monitoring Well, as defined in the Monitoring Well 
Agreement, in accordance with the terms and provisions of the Monitoring Well Agreement 
Any violation of the terms of the Monitoring Well Agreement shall constitute a violation ofthis 
Permit. 

(2) The authorized annual withdrawal amount under this permit is hereby 
aggregated with the authorized annual withdrawal amount for the following designated wells: 
Well No, 5855512 (Well No. 1), Well No 5855513 (Well No. 2); Well No. 5855216 (Well No, 4); 
Well No, 5855217 (Well No. 5); Well NO. 5855323 (Well Not 6); Well No. 5847809 (Well No. 7); 
Well No, 5855218 (Well No, 8); Well No. 5847602 (Well No, 9); Well No. 5847303 (Well No. 10); 
Well No. 5847304 (Well No. 11); Well No. 5848212 (Well No. 12); Well No. 5848121 (Well No. 
13); and Well No. 5848122 (Well No. 14). Well No. 5855514 and the designated wells are 
collectively referred to as the "Aggregated Wells.”



(3) Subject to the other terms of this Permit, Permittee is authorized to withdraw an 
aggregated annual withdrawal amount of up to 46,000 acre-feet per year (tom the Aggregated 
Wells as follows: 

(a) Phase I. Permittee may not withdraw water from any Aggregated Well 
until the date that Permittee conveys the Existing Monitoring Well, the New Monitoring 
Wells and the Monitoring Well Equipment to the District in accordance with the terms 
and provisions of the Monitoring Well Agreement (the "Phase II Date"). 

(b) Phase II. It Permittee has a binding contract to provide water to one or 
more End Users in one or more authorized places of use, then beginning on the Phase II 

Date, Permittee may withdraw an aggregated annual withdrawal amount equal to the 
lesser of: (i) the amount of water per year that Permittee has a binding contract to 
provide; or (ii) 25,000 acreeleet of water per year from the Aggregated Wells (the 
"Phase II Withdrawal Amount”). If Permittee enters into additional contracts to provide 
water to one or more End Users after the Phase II Date, then the Phase II Withdrawal 
Amount will increase to the total amount of water per year that Permittee has binding 
contracts to provide; provided, however, that the Phase II Withdrawal Amount will 
never exceed 25,000 acre-feet per year. 

(c) Phase IIL Permittee may request that the aggregated annual withdrawal 
amount be increased to an amount not to exceed 36,000 acre-feet of water per year 
(the "Phase Ill Withdrawal Amount”), and the General Manager shall grant that request, 
if and when Permittee submits information to the District demonstrating that: 

(i) At least five years have passed since the issuance ofthe Permit; 

(ii) Permittee has withdrawn an aggregate amount of at least 12,500 
acre-feet per year from a combination of one or more of the Aggregated Wells for two 
(2) consecutive twelve calendar month periods; 

(iii) the Estimated DFC Year Water Level, as defined in Special 
Condition (4), is less than the Desired Future Condition for the Simsboro Aquifer in 
effect when the Permittee submits the information to the General Manager; and 

(iv) Permittee has a binding contract to provide the Phase III 

Withdrawal Amount that Permittee has requested to one or more End Users in one or 
more authorized places 01 use. 

(d) Phase IV. Permittee may request that the aggregated annual withdrawal 
amount be increased to an amount not to exceed 46,000 acre-feet per year (the "Phase 
IV Withdrawal Amount"), and the General Manager shall grant that request, if and when 
Permittee submits information to the District demonstrating that:



(i) Permitlee has withdrawn an aggregate amount of at least 27,000 
acre—feet per year from a combination of one or more of the Aggregated Wells for three 
(3) consecutive twelve calendar months periods; 

(ii) the Estimated DFC Year Water Level, as defined in Special 

Condition (4), is less than the Desired Future Condition for the Simsboro Aquifer 
in effect when the Permittee submits the information to the General Manager; 
and 

(iii) Permittee has a binding contract to provide the Phase IV 

Withdrawal Amount that Permittee has requested to one or more End Users in 
one or more authorized places of use 

(4) For purposes of this Operating Permit, each of the following terms has the 
following meanings: 

(3) "Monitoring Well System" means the monitoring wells used to calculate 
the Estimated DFC Year Water Level, as defined in this Special Condition (4), and shall 
consist of the following: (i) the New Monitoring Wells, as defined in the Monitoring Well 
Agreement, (ll) other existing wells currently monitored by the District, and (iii) other 
thlrd-party wells that the District may obtain authorization to monitor and include in the 
System ("Other Monitoring Wells”). Other Monitoring Wells shall only be added to the 
Monitoring Well System if the District provides written notice to Permittee of the 
addition of an Other Monitoring Well to the Monitoring Well System and Permittee 
does not object to the inclusion of that Other Monitoring Well in the Monitoring Well 
System within 30 days of the date of the notice. If Permittee timely objects to the 
inclusion of an other Monitoring Well in the Monitoring Well System, then the General 
Manager and Permittee will mutually agree upon a registered professional engineer or a 

certified groundwater professional with expertise in hydrology, hydraulics and 
hydrogeology to mediate the dispute. ifthe General Manager and Permittee are unable 
to resolve the dispute through mediation, then the General Manager may propose the 
inclusion of the Other Monitoring Well to the Board of Directors for actions 

(b) “Annual Water Level" means the measured or interpolated water level in 
each Monitoring Well in the Monitoring System that best represents the static water 
level in that Monitoring Well at the end of a calendar year. All water levels shall be 
determined using scientifically appropriate methodologies. 

(c) "Average Water Level" means the average of Annual Water Levels in all 

Monitoring Wells, as follows: 

Sum of Annual Water Levgls in Monitoring Well = Average Measured Water Level 
Number of Monitoring Wells



(d) “Annual Drawdown" means the change in the Average Measured Water 
Level between January 1 of a calendar year and January 1 of the previous calendar year, 
calculated as follows: 

Average Water Level - prior year Annual Water Level = Annual Drawdown 

(e) "Rate of Change” means the Annual Drawdown on January 1 of a 
calendar year divided by the Total Production in the previous calendar year/ 

(f) "Total Production" means the actual reported withdrawals from the 
Simsboro Aquifer from permitted wells within the District in a calendar year plus the 
Estimated Simsboro Exempt Well Production for the same calendar year. 

(g) "Estimated Exempt Well Production“ means 1,143.21 acre-feet per year 
in 2015, 1,143.21 acre-feet plus 1514 acre-feet per year for each year after 2015. and 
11976.06 acreefeet per year in 2070. 

(h) "Average Rate of Change" means the average of the Rates of Change for 
each calendar year beginning in 2011 and ending the calendar year before Permittee 
submits the documentation described in Special Conditions (allc) or (d) of the Operating 
Permits, as follows: 

Sum of Rate of Change for past years beginning in 2011 = Average Rate of Change 
Number of past years 

(i) "Estimated DFC Vear Water Level” means the projected water level for 
the year identified in the then-current Desired Future Condition for the Simsboro 
Aquifer, calculated by subtracting the Estimated Future Drawdown from the Average 
Water Level for the calendar year before Permittee submits the documentation 
described in Special Conditions (3)(c) or (d) of the Operating Permitsl as follows: 

Average Water Level in prior year ~ Estimated Future Drawdown : 
Estimated DFC Year Water Level 

(j) "Estimated Future Drawdown" means the sum of the Estimated Annual 
Drawdowns for each year beginning in the year in which Permittee submits the 
documentation described in Special Conditions 3(c) or (d) of the Operating Permit and 
ending in year identified in the then~current Desired Future Condition for the Simsboro 
Aquifer, 

(k) "Estimated Annual Drawdown" means the Average Rate of Change times 
the Estimated Existing Well Production plus the Current Phase Withdrawal and the Next 
Phase Withdrawal for a calendar year, as follows:



Estimated Existing Well Production + Current Phase Withdrawal + Next Phase Withdrawal 
x Average Rate of Change : Estimated Annual Drawdown 

(I) "Estimated Existing Well Production" means: 
(i) 20,298 acre—feet per year from January 1, 2010 to December 31, 2019; 
(ii) 28,184 acre»feet per year from January 1, 2020 to December 31, 2029: 
(iii) 31,240 acre~feet per year from January 1, 2030 to December 31, 2039; 
(iv) 34,295 acre-feet per year from January 1, 2040 to December 31. 2049; 
(v) 37,361 acre-feet per year in irom January 1, 2050 to December 31, 2059; 
(vi) 40,406 acreJeet per year from January 1, 2060 to December 31, 2069. 

(m) "Current Phase Authorized Withdrawal" means the amount of 
groundwater authorized to be withdrawn in the current phase under the Operating 
Permit. 

(n) "Next Phase Authorized Withdrawal” means the additional amount that 
Permittee has requested it be authorized to withdraw in the next phase under the 
Operating Permit. 

(S) The General Manager may approve a weighted average methodology for 
calculating the Average Water Level or Average Rate of Change if the new methodology is 

supported by data gathered by the Monitoring Well System. 

(6) If Permittee submits information that Permittee claims demonstrates that the 
conditions for increasing groundwater withdrawal to the Phase III Withdrawal Amount or the 
Phase IV Withdrawal Amount have been met, then, within 60 days of receipt of the 
information, the General Manager will notify Permittee, in writing, if the General Manager has 
determined that the required conditions have been met or if the General Manager disputes 
that the desired conditions have been met‘ If the General Manager disputes that the required 
conditions have been met, the General Manager shall supply the information data and analysis 
supporting his determination with his written notice. lithe General Manager and the Permittee 
are unable to agree within 60 days of receipt of the information provided by the General 
Manager disputing that the required conditions have been met, then the General Manager and 
Permittee will mutually agree upon a registered professional engineer or a certified 
groundwater professional with expertise in hydrology, hydraulics and hydrogeology to mediate 
the dispute. If the General Manager and Permittee are unable to resolve the dispute through 
mediation, Permittee may request a contested case hearing as provided in the District Rules 
and the Texas Water Code to resolve the dispute. Permittee and the General Manager shall be 
the sole parties to the contested case hearing, 

(7) if the Permittee files an application to renew the Permit, then the General 
Manager and Permittee shall evaluate the methodology for determining the Estimated DFC 
Year Water Level described in Special Conditions (3), (4) and (5) based on data collected prior to 
the date of the application to renew and jointly propose revisions to the Permit based on that



data. ll the General Manager and the Permittee are unable to agree to joint proposed revisions 
within sixty (60) days of the date that the application to renew is filed, then the General 
Manager and Permittee will mutually agree upon a registered professional engineer or a 
certified groundwater professional with expertise in hydrology, hydraulics and hydrogeology to 
mediate the dispute. if the General Manager and Permittee are unable to resolve the dispute 
through mediation, then the General Manager may propose revisions to the Permit as provided 
in District Rules. 

(8) Beginning no later than the fifth (Sm) anniversary ofthe date ol the Phase II Date, 
Permittee shall have a binding contract or contracts to provide water to one or more End Users 
in one or more authorized places of use. If Permittee does not have any binding contracts 
before the fifth (5“) anniversary of the Phase II Date, the permit expires on the 5‘“ anniversary 
of the Phase II Date. 

(9) Before provldlng water withdrawn from the Aggregated Wells to any End User, 
Permittee shall submit to the District: (a) each End User’s water conservation plan and drought 
contingency plan, ifthe Texas Water Code or Texas Commission on Environmental Quality rules 
require the End User to prepare a water conservation plan and drought contingency plan; or (b) 
if the Texas Water Code or Texas Commission on Environmental Quality rules do not require 
the End User to prepare a water conservation plan and drought contingency plan, a certification 
from the End User that the End User agrees to avoid waste and achieve water conservation. 
Any End User water conservation plans and drought contingency plans that are submitted must 
comply with the relevant provisions of the Texas Water Code and rules of the Texas 
Commission on Environmental Quality or successor agency. 

(10) Permittee shall pay Aqua Water Supply Corporation ("Aqua WSC”) $15.00 per 
acre—foot of groundwater actually produced by Permittee‘s Wells into a fund created by Aqua 
Water Supply Corporation (“Aqua's Mitigation Fund”) within 20 calendar days of the end of the 
calendar month during which Permittee produced the groundwater. if the payment is late, a 
late payment penalty of five percent (5%) of the monthly payment that is overdue shall be 
imposed and shall be due to Aqua WSC in the immediately following month. If payment has not 
been received 15 (fifteen) calendar days after the payment is due, interest of twelve percent 
(12%) compounded annually shall accrue and be due on the balance of the late payment that is 
due. The dollar (5) per-acre-toot rate applicable to calculate the payment due from Permittee 
to Aqua's Mitigation Fund shall be increased each January based on the Consumer Price Index- 
South Urban Region. Permittee’s obligation to make payments into Aqua‘s Mitigation Fund 
begins when Permittee's Wells commence production and ends at the earlier of twenty (20) 
years or when the total contributiOns to Aqua’s Mitigation Fund equals $5,000,000.00. If the 
Operating Permits for all of Permittee's Wells are not renewed or extended, Permittee's 
obligation to pay into Aqua's Mitigation Fund ends when production of groundwater from all of 
Permittee's Wells ceases. 

(11) Permittee‘s failure to make payments into Aqua's Mitigation Fund, as provided 
in Special Condition (10), is a violation of this Permit.



(12) Permittee shall create a fund that is administered by a third party for the benefit 
of all landowners or persons or entities with an ownership interest in the Simsboro aquifer who 
have demonstrated an adverse impact on and potential increased costs for groundwater wells 
existing as of the date of issuance of this Permit caused, at least in part, by production from 
Permittee’s Wells (the "General Mitigation Fund”). Permittee shall pay $5.00 per acre-foot for 
groundwater actually produced by Permittee's Wells into the General Mitigation Fund within 20 
calendar days of the end of the calendar month during which Permittee produced the 
groundwater. Ifthe payment is late, a late payment penalty of five percent (5%) of the monthly 
payment that is overdue shall be imposed and shall be due in the immediately following month. 
if payment has not been received 15 (fifteen) calendar days after the payment is due, interest 
of twelve percent (12%) compounded annually shall accrue and be due on the balance of the 
late payment that is due. The dollar (5) per—acre— foot rate applicable to calculate the payment 
due from Permittee to the General Mitigation Fund shall be increased each January based on 
the Consumer Price Index-South Urban Region. Permittee's obligation to make payments into 
the General Mitigation Fund begins when Permittee's Wells commence production and ends at 
the earlier of twenty (20) years or when total contributions to the fund equals $3,750,000.00. if 
the Operating Permits for all of Permittee's Wells are not renewed or extended, Permittee’s 
obligation to pay into the General Mitigation Fund ends when production from all of 
Permittee‘s Wells ceases. 

(13) Permittee‘s failure to make payments into the General Mitigation Fund, as 

provided in Special Condition (12), is a violation of this Permit. 

(14) Permittee may not complete any Aggregated Well authorized to be completed in 
Bastrop County until Permittee has completed and operated at least four wells in Lee County. 

(1.5) This Permit is issued subject to any future production limits adopted by the 
District under the District Rules that apply within the District or within the applicable 
management zone. 

(16) This Permit is not subject to the District's rules on time limits lor the completion 
of a permitted well or the operation of a permitted wellt 

(17) Production Fees charge to Permittee under this Permit shall be based upon 
amounts authorized to be produced under this Permit at the time that Production Fees are due. 

(18) Subject to meeting all other terms of this Operating Permit, Permittee may 
request, and the General Manager shall approve, a change in the place of use. 

Term:



(1) The District may terminate this Permit if the District gives written notice to 
Permittee that the District has received an application for an Operating Permit for a well whose 
location would violate District spacing requirements because of that well’s distance from the 
Permitted Well, and Permittee fails to provide the District with a signed and notarized waiver 
stating that Permittee does not object to the location of the proposed well within thirty (30) 
days of the date ofsuch notice. 

(2| This Operating Permit shall be effective for a period of five (5) years from the 
effective date, which shall be January 1, 2017, unless terminated, amended or revoked as 
provided in the District Ruless 

Acceptance of this Permit by the Permittee constitutes acknowledgment and agreement to 
comply with all of the terms, provisions, conditions, and restrictions stated in the Permit and 
the rules ofthe Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District. 

ISSUED: 

M; 
President, Lost Pines Groundwater 
Conservation District Board of Directors 
Date: (+—Q~



LOST PINES GROUNDWATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT 
TRANSPORT PERMIT 

District Well Number: 5855514 

Permit Approved: September 7, 2016 

Permittee: 
End Op, LP. 
9430 Research Blvd, Suite 350 
Austin, TX 78759 

Location of Well: approximately 1.9 miles north ofthe intersection oiState Highway 21 and 
County Road 359 in Bastrop County (WO97“10’36" N30'12'23"), Well No. 3 

Permittee is authorized to transfer water produced from Well No. 5855514 outside the 
boundaries of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District under the following 
conditions: 

Maximum annual transfer amount: an aggregated annual amount of not more than 46,000 
acre-feet per year from Well No. 5855512 (Well No. 1) Well No. 5855513 (Well No. 2); Well No 
5855514 (Well No, 3}; Well No, 5855216 (Well No. 4); Well No. 5855217 (Well No. 5); Well No. 
5855323 (Well No. 6); Well No, 5847809 (Well No, 7); Well No. 5855218 (Well Not 8); Well No, 
5847602 (Well No 9); Well No. 5847303 (Well No. 10); Well No. 5847304 (Well No. 11); Well 
No. 5848212 (Well No. 12); Well No. 5848121 (Well ND, 13); and Well No, 5848122 (Well No. 
14), subiect to the terms and conditions of the Operating Permits for those wells. 

Type of water use: Municipal 

Place of water use: Hays, Travis and Williamson Counties 

Standard Permit provisions: 

This Transport Permit is granted subject to the District Rules, the orders of the Board, the 
District Management Plan, and Chapter 36 of the Texas Water Code. In addition to any well- 
specifil: permit provisions and special conditions included in this Transport Permit, this 
Transport Permit includes the following provision: 

(1) Water withdrawn under the permit must be put to beneficial use at all times, 
and operation of the permitted well in a wasteful manner Is prohibited. 

‘l’erm:



(1) The term of this Transport Permit shall be three years if construction of a 

conveyance system has not been initiated priurto the issuance of the permit. 

(2) The term of this Transport Permit shall be thirty (30) years if construction of a 

conveyance system has been initiated prior to the issuance ofthe permit. 

(3) A three-year term under subsection (1) shall automatically be extended to a 30- 
year term under subsection (2) If construction of a conveyance system is begun before 
the expiration ofthe initial three-year term, 

Acceptance of this permit by the Pennittee constitutes acknowledgment and agreement to 
comply with all of the terms, provisions, conditions, and restrictions stated in the permit and 
the rules of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District. 

ISSUED: 

M“ lit 1;. Lil Lie 
President. Lost Pines Groundwater District 
Board of Directors 

Date: 
C: ’31 ‘\KC
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REVISED DRAFT PERMIT FOR CONSIDERATION 7 JULY 26, 2019 

LOST PINES GROUNDWATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT 
OPERATING PERMIT 

District Well Number: 58-55-5-0032 

Permit Approved: 

Permittee: 
Lower Colorado River Authority LCRA 
PO. Box 220 
Austin, Texas 7876770220 

Location of Well: Approximately eight (8) miles northeast of the City of Bastrop in Bastrop 
County (30:202285/97207107), Well Not 1 

Permittee is authorized to operate Well No. 58-55-5-0032 within the Lost Pines Groundwater 
Conservation District under the following conditions: 

Authorized annual withdrawal: See Special Conditions 

Maximum rate of withdrawal: See Special Conditions 

Aquifer unit: Simsboro 

Type of water use: Municipal, Industrial, Recreational, Irrigation, and Agricultural 

Place of water use: LCRA Water Service Area 

Standard Permit Provisions: 

This Operating Permit is granted subject to the District Rules, the orders of the Board, the 
District Management Plan, and Chapter 36 of the Texas Water Code In addition to any well- 
specific permit provisions and special conditions included in this Operating Permit, this 
Operating Permit includes the following provisions: 

(1) This permit is granted in accordance with District Rules, and acceptance of this 
permit constitutes an acknowledgement and agreement that Permittee will comply with the 
terms, conditions, and limitations set forth in this permit, the District rules, the orders of the 
Board, and the District Management Plan. 

(2) Water withdrawn under the permit must be put to beneficial use at all times, 
and operation of the permitted well in a wasteful manner is prohibited



REVISED DRAFT PERMIT FOR CONSIDERATION 7 JULY 26, 2019 

(3) Water produced from the well must be measured using a water measuring 
device or method approved by the District that is within plus or minus 10% of accuracy, 

(4) The well site must be accessible to District representatives for inspection, and 
permittee agrees to cooperate fully in any reasonable inspection of the well and well site by 
District representatives 

(5) Permittee will use reasonable diligence to protect groundwater quality. 

(6) Permittee will follow well plugging guidelines at the time of well closure. 

(7) The application pursuant to which this permit has been issued is incorporated in 
this permit by reference, and this permit is granted on the basis of and contingent upon the 
accuracy of the information provided in that application, A finding that false or inaccurate 
information has been provided is grounds for revocation of the permit. 

(8) Violation of the permit’s terms, conditions, requirements, or special provisions, 
including pumping amounts in excess of authorized withdrawals, may subject the permittee to 
enforcement action under District Rules 

(9) Whenever the special conditions in the permit are inconsistent with other 
provisions of the permit or the District Rules, the special condition will prevails 

Special Conditions: 

This Operating Permit is granted subject to the following special conditions: 

(1) Within ninety—one hundred and eighty (gage) days of the issuance of the 
Permit, Permittee shall enter into athe Monitoring Well System Construction and Maintenance 
Agreement approved by the District Board (the “Monitoring Well Agreement”). Permittee shall 
construct, operate, and maintain the New Monitoring Wells and the Existing Monitoring Well, 
as—defined—in—the—Menitering—WeH—AgreeFH-entrin accordance with the terms and provisions of 
the—a_Monitoring Well Agreement, Any violation of the terms of the Monitoring Well 
Agreement shall constitute a violation of this Permit. 

(2) The authorized annual withdrawal amount and the authorized maximum rate of 
withdrawal under this permit for Well No. 58555-0032 are hereby aggregated with the 
authorized annual withdrawal amount and the authorized maximum rate of withdrawal for the 
following designated wells: Well No. 58-55-5-0033 (Well No, 2); Well No. 58-55-4—0016 (Well 
No‘ 3); Well No. 58-55-4-0017 (Well No, 4); Well No. 58-55-4-0018 (Well No. 5); Well No, 58-55- 
4»0019 (Well No. 6); Well No. 58-55-4—0020 (Well No, 7); and Well No. 584554-0021 (Well No, 
8). Well Nor 58-55-5-0032 and the designated wells are collectively referred to as the 
"Aggregated Wells.” 

Revised Draft LCRA Permit Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
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(3) Subject to the other terms of this Permit, Permittee is authorized to withdraw an 
aggregated annual withdrawal amount of up to 25,000 acre-feet per year from the Aggregated 
Wells with an aggregated maximum rate of withdrawal of 18,000 gallons per minute for the 
Aggregated Wells as follows: 

(a) Phase I, Permittee may not withdraw water from any Aggregated Well 
until the datethat Permittee , 

th 5 ' t' g“ 't ' b‘“ “,th "' "" ’t ‘

b w H ,4 w [ill '+ ' bw || c»l 'V ++ m n' + ' r ,4 has added New 
Monitoring Wells that the District agrees are necessarv before Permittee mav increase 
its pumping under Phase II and has complied with the terms and provisions of the—g 
Monitoring Well Agreement (the “Phase H Date”). 

(b) Phase II, If Permittee has a binding contract to provide water to one or 
more End Users in one or more authorized places of use, then beginning on the Phase H 
Date, Permittee may withdraw an aggregated annual withdrawal amount from Well 
Nos. 7 and 8 equal to the lesser of: (i) the amount of water per year that Permittee has a 
binding contract to provide; or (ii) 8,000 acre-feet of water per year from the 
Aggregated Wells—(the—“Phase—H—Withd-rawal—Amewfil). An authorized aggregated 
maximum rate of withdrawal of 6,000 gallons per minute for Well Nos, 7 and 8 shall 
apply in this phase—(theiPlrase—H—MaWi—Rate—ef—Withmwall). "End User” shall be 
defined, consistent with the District Rules as the person or entity that makes beneficial 
use of the water withdrawn from a well, including, but not limited to, an agricultural 
user, industrial user, mining user, municipal user, or Retail Public Water Utility, End 
User does not include the retail customers of a retail public utility. For any agricultural 
commitments, LCRA shall be the End User. 

(c) Phase III. Permittee may request that the aggregated annual withdrawal 
amount be increased to an amount not to exceed 15,000 acreefeet of water per year 
from Well Nos, 5, 6, 7 and 8 (the “Phase III Withdrawal Amount"), with an authorized 
aggregated maximum rate of withdrawal of 10,000 gallons per minute for Well Nos. 5, 6, 
7 and 8—(theJP-hase—lll-Maximem—Rate-ef—Withd-rawall), and the General Manager shall 
grant that request, if and when Permittee submits information to the District 
demonstrating that: 

(i) At least three years have passed since the issuance of the Permit; 

(ii) Permittee has withdrawn an aggregate amount of at least 58,000 
acre-feet per year from a combination of one or more of the Aggregated Wells for 
during two (2) consecutive twelve calendar month periods; 

(iii) the Estimated DFC Year Water Levelras-defined-in—the-Menitefing 
Well-AgreementTis less than the Desired Future Condition for the Simsboro Aquifer in 
effect when the Permittee submits the information to the General Manager; and 
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(iv) Permittee has a binding contract to provide the Phase III 

Withdrawal Amount that Permittee has requested to one or more End Users in one or 
more authorized places of use‘ 

(d) Phase IV, Permittee may request that the aggregated annual withdrawal 
amount be increased to an amount not to exceed 25,000 acreefeet per year from Well 
Nos 1, Z, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8 (the "Phase IV Withdrawal Amount”), with an authorized 
aggregated maximum rate of withdrawal of 18,000 gallons per minute for Well Nos‘ 1, 2, 
3, 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8 (th “Dh "’ M ’ D t ‘ WW“ "‘l, and the General 
Manager shall grant that request, if and when Permittee submits information to the 
District demonstrating that: 

(i) Permittee has withdrawn an aggregate amount of at least W11 250 acre-feet per year from a combination of one or more of the Aggregated 
Wells fer—during three (3) consecutive twelve calendar months periods; 

(ii) the Estimated DFC Year Water Levelras-defined-in—the—Menitering 
Well—Agéeemeefi is less than the Desired Future Condition for the Simsboro Aquifer in 
effect when the Permittee submits the information to the General Manager; and 

(iii) Permittee has a binding contract to provide the Phase IV 
Withdrawal Amount that Permittee has requested to one or more End Users in one or 
more authorized places of uses 

(4) For purposes of this Operating Permit, each of the following terms has the 
following meanings: 

(a) “Monitoring Well System” means the monitoring wells used to calculate 
the Estimated DFC Year Water Level, as defined in this Special Condition (4), and shall 
consist of the New Monitoring Wells, as defined in the Monitoring Well Agreement, 
Monitoring Well System may consist of any current or future District monitoring wells or 
thirdeparty wells used for Desired Future Condition compliance districtewide, county, 
wide or for any applicable existing or future District management zonet 

(b) "Annual Static Water Level" means the measured water level in each 
Monitoring Well in the Monitoring MSystem that best represents the static water 
level in that Monitoring Well at the end of a calendar year. All water levels shall be 
determined using scientifically appropriate methodologies. 

(c) "Average Annual Static Water Level" means the average of Annual Static 
Water Levels in all Monitoring Wells, as follows: 
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Average Annual Static Water Level = Sum of Annual Static Water Levels in 

Monitoring Wells / Number of Monitoring Wells 

(d) “Annual Drawdown” in each Monitoring Well means subtracting the 
Annual Static Water Level for the Monitoring Well at the end of the calendar year from 
the Annual Static Water Level for that Monitoring Well at the end of the previous 
calendar year, as follows: 

Annual Drawdown = Annual Static Water Level for the Monitoring Well at the 
end of the previous calendar year - Annual Static Water Level for the Monitoring Well at 
the end of a current calendar year 

(e) "Average Annual Drawdown” means the average of the Annual 
Drawdowns for all wells in the Monitoring Well System for which Annual Drawdowns 
were able to be calculated for that calendar years 

(f) "Rate of Change" means the Average Annual Drawdown during a 
calendar year divided by the Total Production in that calendar year, as follows: 

Rate of Change = Average Annual Drawdown during one calendar year / Total 
Production from that calendar year 

(g) "Total Production” means the actual reported withdrawals from the 
Simsboro Aquifer from permitted wells within the District in a calendar year plus the 
Estimated Simsboro Exempt Well Production for the same calendar yeart 

(h) "Estimated Simsboro Exempt Well Production" means 1,143t21 acre-feet 
per year in 2015, 1,143,221 acreefeet plus 1514 acreefeet per year for each year after 
2015, and 137606 acre-feet per year in 2070‘ The General Manager may update the 
Estimated Simsboro Exempt Well Production if additional data allows for a more 
accurate accounting of exempt use estimates 

(i) "Average Rate of Change" means the average of the Rates of Change for 
each calendar year beginning in 2011 and ending the calendar year before Permittee 
submits the documentation described in Special Conditions (3)(c) or (d) of the Operating 
Permits, as follows: 

Average Rate of Change = Sum of Rate of Change for past years beginning in 
2011/ Number of past years 

(j) "Estimated DFC Year Water Level” means the projected water level for 
the year identified in the then-current Desired Future Condition statement for the 
Simsboro Aquifer, calculated by subtracting the Estimated Future Drawdown from the 
Annual Static Water Level for the calendar year before Permittee submits the 
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documentation described in Special Conditions (3)(c) or (d) of the Operating Permits, as 
follows: 

Estimated DFC Year Water Level = Average Measured Water Level in prior year 7 

Estimated Future Drawdown 

The Estimated DFC Year Water Level applies to the Permittee and the terms of 
this Permit, It does not apply to the District’s determination of Desired Future Condition 
compliance district»wide, county-wide or for any applicable existing or future District 
management zone. 

(k) "Estimated Future Drawdown" means the sum of the Estimated Annual 
Drawdowns for each year beginning in the year in which Permittee submits the 
documentation described in Special Conditions 3(c) or (d) of the Operating Permit and 
ending in year identified in the then-current Desired Future Condition for the Simsboro 
Aquifers 

(I) "Estimated Annual Drawdown" means the Average Rate of Change times 
the Estimated Existing Well Production plus the Current Phase Authorized Withdrawal 
and the Next Phase Authorized Withdrawal for a calendar year, as follows: 

Estimated Annual Drawdown = (Estimated Existing Well Production + Current 
I 

Phase Authorized Withdrawal + Next Phase Authorized Withdrawal) x (Average Rate of 
Change) 

(m) "Estimated Existing Well Production” is based on the Texas Water 
Development Board’s Modeled Available Groundwater for the District and means: 

(i) 8,508 acre-feet per year from January 1, 2010 to December 31, 2019; 
(ii) 14,253 acreefeet per year from January 1, 2020 to December 31, 2029; 
(iii) 15,673 acre-feet per year from January 1, 2030 to December 31, 

2039; 
(iv) 16,311 acre-feet per year from January 1, 2040 to December 31, 

2049; 
(v) 17,334 acre-feet per year from January 1, 2050 to December 31, 2059; 
(vi) 16,279 acreifeet per year from January 1, 2060 to December 31, 

2069‘ 

(n) "Current Phase Authorized Withdrawal” means the amount of 
groundwater authorized to be withdrawn in the current phase under the Operating 
Permit. 

(0) "Next Phase Authorized Withdrawal” means the additional amount that 
Permittee has requested it be authorized to withdraw in the next phase under the 
Operating Permit. 
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(5) The General Manager may approve a weighted average methodology for 
calculating the Average Annual Static Water Level or Average Rate of Change if the new 
methodology is supported by data gathered by the Monitoring Well Systems 

(6) If Permittee submits information that Permittee claims demonstrates that the 
conditions for increasing groundwater withdrawal to the Phase III Withdrawal Amount or the 
Phase IV Withdrawal Amount have been met, then, within 60 days of receipt of the 
information, the General Manager will notify Permittee, in writing, if the General Manager has 
determined that the required conditions have been met or if the General Manager disputes 
that the desired conditions have been met, If the General Manager disputes that the required 
conditions have been met, the General Manager shall supply the information and analysis 
supporting his determination with his written notice. If the General Manager and the 
Permittee are unable to agree within 60 days of receipt of the information provided by the 
General Manager disputing that the required conditions have been met, then the General 
Manager and Permittee will mutually agree upon a registered professional engineer or a 
certified groundwater professional with expertise in hydrology, hydraulics and hydrogeology to 
mediate the dispute If the General Manager and Permittee are unable to resolve the dispute 
through mediation, Permittee may request a contested case hearing as provided in the District 
Rules and the Texas Water Code to resolve the dispute Permittee and the General Manager 
shall be the sole parties to the contested case hearing. 

(7) If the Permittee files an application to renew the Permit, then the General 
Manager and Permittee shall evaluate the methodology for determining the Estimated DFC 
Year Water Level described in Special Conditions (3) and (4) based on data collected prior to the 
date of the application to renew and jointly propose revisions to the Permit based on that data. 
If the General Manager and the Permittee are unable to agree to joint proposed revisions 
within sixty (60) days of the date that the application to renew is filed, then the General 
Manager and Permittee will mutually agree upon a registered professional engineer or a 
certified groundwater professional with expertise in hydrology, hydraulics and hydrogeology to 
mediate the disputes If the General Manager and Permittee are unable to resolve the dispute 
through mediation, then the General Manager may propose revisions to the Permit as provided 
in District Rules. 

(8) Beginning no later than the fifth (5th) anniversary of the date of the Phase H 

Date, Permittee shall have a binding contract or contracts to provide water to one or more End 
Users in one or more authorized places of use, If Permittee does not have any binding contracts 
before the fifth (5th) anniversary of the Phase H Date, the permit expires on the 5th anniversary 
of the Phase H Date. 

(9) Before providing water withdrawn from the Aggregated Wells to any End User, 
Permittee shall submit to the District: (a) each End User’s water conservation plan and drought 
contingency plan, if the Texas Water Code or Texas Commission on Environmental Quality rules 
require the End User to prepare a water conservation plan and drought contingency plan; or (b) 
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if the Texas Water Code or Texas Commission on Environmental Quality rules do not require 
the End User to prepare a water conservation plan and drought contingency plan, a certification 
from the End User that the End User agrees to avoid waste and achieve water conservation 
Any End User water conservation plans and drought contingency plans that are submitted must 
comply with the relevant provisions of the Texas Water Code and rules of the Texas 
Commission on Environmental Quality or successor agency. 

(10) This Permit is not subject to the District’s rules on time limits for the completion 
of a permitted well or the operation of a permitted well. 

(11) This permit is issued subject to any future production limits adopted by the 
District under the District Rules. 

(12) Production Fees charged to Permittee under this Permit shall be based upon 
amounts authorized to be produced under this Permit at the time that Production Fees are due. 

(13) Permittee is subject to the District Rules that require that all wells be completed 
within 100 feet of the location identified on the application pursuant to which this permit has 
been issued; provided that the well location complies with the applicable well spacing 
requirements under the District Rule 82.8, 

(14) Prior to operation of any of the Aggregated Wells, Permittee shall complete a 36- 
hour pump test that complies with District Rule 5.1.B(5) and report the results of the test to the 
District. 

(a) Permittee shall produce groundwater from the well at an instantaneous 
rate of withdrawal at the Maximum Rate of Withdrawal for each phase in Special 
Condition Not 3 during the 36-hour pump test for each well. 

(b) Permittee shall provide the District with not less than 75 days’ prior 
notice of the date the 367hour pump test will begin, 

(c) Permittee shall pay all costs of the 367hour pump test. 

(d) Within ninety (90) days of the completion of the 367hour pump test, 
Permittee shall provide the data gathered at any of the Aggregated Wells tested during 
the pump test to the General Manager. 

(e) The General Manager will review the results of the 36-hour pump test to 
determine if the authorizedpeemit-ted maximum rate of withdrawal results in any 
adverse impacts to groundwater or the Simsboro Aquifer. If the pump test results 
indicate aquifer parameters that result in unanticipated impacts on water levels in 

nearby wells that are materially different than the model predictions, then the General 
Manager may reduce the authorized maximum rate of withdrawal under this permit. 
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The General Manager will mail notice of his decision to reduce the authorized maximum 
rate of withdrawal or not to reduce the authorized maximum rate of withdrawal to 
Permittee no later than the 90th day after receipt of the information described in 

subsection (d). 

(f) Permittee may appeal the General Manager’s decision under subsection 
(e) to the Board under the District Rules 

(15) This permit is issued subject to the General Manager’s final approval of the total 
depth of the well, the depth of the screened interval, and the pump size of the completed well, 
Prior to operation of the well, Permittee must provide the General Manager with the design 
specifications, including the total depth of the well, the depth of the screened interval, and the 
pump size, for the completed well within thirty (30) days of completion of the well. The 
General Manager may administratively approve the design specifications so long as the 
specifications are in accordance with those provided in the permit application without notice or 
a hearing if the design amendments do not trigger notice or a hearing under District Rules 72 
or 7.3. 

(16) If the District gives written notice to Permittee that the District has received an 
application for an Operating Permit for a well whose location would violate District spacing 
requirements because of that well’s distance from the Permitted Well, the Permittee shall have 
an opportunity to request a contested case hearing on that application in accordance with the 
District Rules. If the Permittee does not object to the location of the proposed well, Permittee 
must provide the District with a signed and notarized waiver stating that Permittee does not 
object to the location of the proposed well within thirty (30) days of the date of such notice. If 

no contested case hearing request or waiver is received, the District may take action to 
authorize an application for an Operating Permit for a well whose location would violate District 
spacing requirements because of that well’s distance from the Permitted Wellt 

Term: 

(1) This Operating Permit shall be effective for a period of five (5) years from the 
date the permit is approved, unless terminated, amended, renewed, or revoked as provided in 
the District Rules. 

Acceptance of this permit by the Permittee constitutes acknowledgment and agreement to 
comply with all of the terms, provisions, conditions, and restrictions stated in the permit and 
the rules of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District. 

ISSUED: 

President, Lost Pines Groundwater 
Conservation District Board of Directors 
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Date: 
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LOST PINES GROUNDWATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT 
TRANSPORT PERMIT 

District Well Number: 58-55-5-0032 

Permit Approved: 

Permittee: 
Lower Colorado River Authority LCRA 
PO. Box 220 
Austin, Texas 7876770220 

Location of Well: Approximately eight (8) miles northeast of the City of Bastrop in Bastrop 
County (30:202285/97207107), Well Not 1 

Permittee is authorized to transfer water produced from Well No. 58-55-5-0032 outside the 
boundaries of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District under the following 
conditions: 

Maximum annual transfer amount: An aggregated annual amount of not more than 25,000 
acre-feet per year from Well No, 58-55-5-0032 (Well No. 1); Well No: 58-55-5-0033 (Well No. 
2); Well No. 58-55-4-0016 (Well No. 3); Well No. 58-55-4-0017 (Well No, 4); Well No. 58-55-4- 
0018 (Well No. 5); Well No: 58-55-4-0019 (Well No: 6); Well No, 58-55-4-0020 (Well No. 7); and 
Well No. 58-55-4—0021 (Well No. 8), subject to the terms and conditions of the Operating 
Permits for those wells, 

Type ofwater use: Municipal, Industrial, Recreational, Irrigation, and Agricultural 

Place of water use: LCRA Water Service Area 

Standard Permit provisions: 

This Transport Permit is granted subject to the District Rules, the orders of the Board, the 
District Management Plan, and Chapter 36 of the Texas Water Code. In addition to any well, 
specific permit provisions and special conditions included in this Transport Permit, this 
Transport Permit includes the following provision: 

(1) Water withdrawn and transported under the permit must be put to beneficial 
use at all times, and operation of the permitted well in a wasteful manner is prohibited 
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Special Permit provisions: 

Term: 

(1) Water withdrawn and transported under the permit must be put to beneficial 
use at all times, and may not be transported pursuant to a bed and banks permit nor 
discharged to any surface water, as defined by Section 11021 of the Texas Water Code, 
as amended (e.g., a stream, river, or lake)r 

(1) The term of this Transport Permit shall be three (3) years if construction of a 
conveyance system has not been initiated prior to the issuance of the permit. 

(2) The term of this Transport Permit shall be thirty (30) years if construction of a 
conveyance system has been initiated prior to the issuance of the permit. 

(3) A three-year term under subsection (1) shall automatically be extended to a 30- 
year term under subsection (2) if construction of a conveyance system is begun before 
the expiration of the initial three-year term. 

Acceptance of this permit by the Permittee constitutes acknowledgment and agreement to 
comply with all of the terms, provisions, conditions, and restrictions stated in the permit and 
the rules of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District, 

ISSUED: 

President, Lost Pines Groundwater District 
Board of Directors 

Date: 
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GM EXHIBIT 8 

SOAII DOCKET NO. 95343—5210 
AYPLICATIONS 0F END 01’, LJ’. FOR 9‘ I} ELFORE THE STATE OFFICE WELL REGISTRKI'ION, OPERATING- § (3F 
PERMITS AN D TRANSFER PERMIT S § ADMINXS X‘RA'I'IVE HEARINGS

~ Arm AQUA WATER saggy comoggmm’s 
9mg; ED STII‘ULAI’IOES 

Op, LP. (“EM 012") and Aqua Water Supply Cmpoxation C'Aqua“) file Lhasa Agmcd 

E131) UP, I P ’ ~ 
Sdpumions. and wrmld allow as fellows; 

I. 

I. In July 2007, End Op, LP, ("End 0p") filed applicannns for uperaling and kansfcr 

{termites wiih the Lost Pines Groundwater Conmsrvation District (the “District“) for fourteen] (11:) 

wells seeking, m withdraw an aggmgaw of 56,000 acmfect of groundwater per year from the 
Simslmm aquifcr to be used For public, water supply purposes in ’T‘ravis and Williamson Cmmtias 
(“Applications”), 

2. On March 18, 201.")> the Disgrict rimmed End Op‘s Applications udministraxivaly 

complete. 

3. Bagel! upon (ha Apjallcau'ons and all supporting infoxmaliou, on March 20, 2013, the 
Dishim’s Gmeml Managex recommended that tlw Dislrict grant Em] 011’s Applianlious under the 
terms and Conditions set out in 1113 draft upmafing and transfer pemxils provided and 

mcummcndml by the General Manager. 

4. In April 2013. Aqua filed a protz‘si againsl mud requcsmd a contesmd cam hearing on End 
Op's Applicatimm On April 18, 2013, a publm hearing was held on End 09’s Applications. 
5. Per End Op‘s Inquest in May 2013, the: District contracwl with SOAH m conduct the: 
contested case hearing «squealed by Aqua. on End Op‘s; Apphcatkmsz that is 11m subjz-mt of this 
proceeding. 
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6. In order to rcsoivc issues raised by Aqua 1n its protest specificflly cmmmning poimtial 
adversc impacts to Aqua, End 0p and Aqua (wliccu'vely, the: “Pmies") cxmumd a settlement 
agreemmt on Dacembm [6, 2013 ("Setticmeut Agecment”), that, among oLher things, required 
ihe Parties to: (I) file before “15 harming an the mm'ts on February 11-14, 2014 (Hearing on the 

Merits") agrcad stipulations and exhibits rcflacfing the: Pmics’ diffexeut conclusions concarning 

the impacts, if any, on Aqua‘s permitS, groundwater weils‘ and water utility intiastructm that 

could potentiafly result from pumping associated with End Op‘s psm'lits, if granted in whom or 
in pan; and (V2) Imam: pmpnssd permit conditions that Aqua amass, if included in End Op’s 

parmits, would snmcienfly mitigate any potential impacts: on Aqua and other users at" (hr: sama 
mlux'fer and address Aqua’s aliagcd financial impacts oflong term pumping by End Op. 
7. On December 18, 2013, and pm-suant m Ordu' No. 2 and the Seulemcmr Agreemrml, End 
0p filed its; direct cast: including 2].! pmwfiled xestimany, exhibits, and proposad ordar of 

witnezsws, Tm: mammal evidemse and exhibits filed by End Op on Decemhmr 18, 2013, includebd 
evidmxcc addressing the impacts, if my, on Aqua’s pumitm wells, and water utility Infrastrucmm 
that could potentially result from pumping associated With End Op's permits, if grimicd in whole 

or in part. 

53. On January 10, 7.014, and pursuant In Order Na, 2 and the Smut-mum Awwmcnh Aqua 
filed prcvfiled testimony and exhibits demonstrating what Aqua considms to be the impacts on 
Aqua’s permits, groundwalcr wells, and water utility infiwtmamrc that could potentially mack 
from pumping associated with End Op‘s permits, if granted in whole or in part, 
9. On January 23, 2014, pat the pait'zes’ mquest, a stains «Inference was held at which like 
Parties vided the: Adiniuistmuve Law Judge ("AU") with a copy of the Sect-Human: 

Agraemem and explained the terms of me Settlement Agra-mum Specifically, the Parties 

described how the Settlement Agremxenl slroamiincd the proccss fur introducing cvidcncc an

n 
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potmnal impams associated wiili End Op’s propageo pumping, cummiiicd tin: Parties to waive 

crossuexamination of each others witness‘s» and how Agra-25:41 siipulaiions wuuid propose agrscd 

permit conditions that Aqua. agroes Will address my potential impacts on Aqua’s penniis, walls, 
and Watm’ utility infrastructure. The A1,} ordered End Up and Aqna to file their agxccd 

stipulations and agreed proposed pcmu’t conditions no latex than Febmsry 4) 20 | 34 

ll. Aggeeé gtigulgggwxg 

50‘ The document eitiauimd as Exhibit A is a true and correct copy of tha Seiilemsut 

Agrwmcni. 

11. Tim prcnfilcd testimony, exhibits, and witness: list filed by End 0;: on December 18: 

2013, include the following: 

a. Appliqam End 0p LEW; Exhibit Lia! and exhibits L41 anachcdtlmmo; 

b, the Dcclatation 0F Slime)! V. Renew; 

a, the: Affidavit ofMiciiaal R. Kecstcr; 

d, the; Affidavit of'l’imothy E. Haynie; 

(1m Dimut Expert Testimony and i'<>f::-mnt:-:(I atmcl'mmms ofMinhacl R Koestcr; 5,] 

E the. Direm Testimony and referenced attachmenrs of Timothy l-laynic; and 

g, Appiicam End 0p, L.P.‘s Witneas List. 

12. End Op’s evidence: damomtrating what Em! Up considers to be. the impacts. if any, on 
Aqua’s pcxmits, groundwater walls. and water utility iiifmstiucmm mm mum potentially result 
fmm‘pumping asaociatcd with End Op’s permits, if granted in whole or in part, is caniainnd 

within the above i'efeierisxeil yaw-filed testimany and axhibits filed on Decamhe-r 18, 1013. 

13. Th: prt‘rfiicd tcatianony, exhibits, and witness list flied by Aqua on January 10, 201.3, 

ilk-Ind: the {allowing 
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av Aqua Watcr Supply Comorauou‘s Index of ’l‘asiimnny and Exhibits and (ha 

following seven cxbibils attached thereto; 

i. Pre-filexl Dirmt Testimony of Dave McMuny, 

ii. Prcufiled Dim! ’l‘bstimuny of David Flaming; 

iii. Curriculum Vitae ofIJavid Fleming; 

ivl li‘mufilnd Dirac: Testimony ofJnums Beam; 

v, Curriculum Vitae of Iamcs Beach; 

vi, Map: Aqua Water Supply Coxporarian Well Localiun; and 

vii. Calaulmious Daumnatmu'ng Impacts to Wells. 

M, The above rufcrmwd wldmma, exhibits and pro—51ml testimony filed by Aqua on 

Jammy 10, 2104, dwuuuslmtr‘: what Aqua smlsislers m be the impacts. if any. on Aqua’s pem’u'w, 
groundwater wells, and wake: utility infrastrumuw that could potentially result fwm pumping 
:muooiumd with End Op’s permits, if granted in whale, ox In part, 

15. The Parties will not no object to (moi) caller‘s evidence, prediled testimony, ox exhibits, or 

m’ossmxumina oath mum’s witnesses. 

16. Although End 01) dissgrms ‘mch Aqua's evidmce, prefiled tustimony and exhibixs filed 

on Jammy 10, 7,014. (m yomuial impacts, End Op shall not object {:0 Aquu's; evidence, pm» filml 
Sestimony or exhibits and shall not pmVicle: rebuttal to sddrrzss Auua’s cvidmux; prvfiled 

testimony or cxhibixs on patential implants. 

17. Although Aqua disagrees with End Op's avidarma, pre—filed mummy and exhibits filed 
on December 18, 2013.7 on polemisl impacts, Aqua xhull nut object lo any of End Op‘s; cviésnw, 

lam-filed testimony or uxkubhs. 

18. Although 1h: Pmfies do not agree on each mum’s evidence; pr¢~filed testimnuy and 

exhibits on potential impacts} the Parties agree that the parmfi conditions in Sections 27-19 of

4 
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tbs Settlement Agx’cmnent and the Standard Permit and Special Conditions pmvxsicma contained 

in thc operating and transfer pan-nits in the General Manager's Recommandiltiou (except that the 

agglssgzltcd annual withdraw amount shall be 46.000 acte~fc¢t not 56,000 acrenfcet) should be: 

includrxl in any permits issued to End Op as the conditions would address any potential impacts 

on Aquéa‘s pmnils, groundwater wells, and water utility infmslnmmm that may result from 

pumping assocuimd with kind Op’s permits. 

19. After the I’m-Ila,- pzesem their evidence: on poxenlial impaats to Aquu’s pamlts, wells, m- 

watm' utility infrasucturc at flu: Healing on the Merits, End Op may pl‘flsmi ew'dcnoc regaxd'mg 

and witnesses to testify on the factors set out in 011,3m 36 (exwpt for Texas Walcx Code section 

36,113(d)(2) as it relates to Aqua) that the ALJ shall consider in granting ur denying End Op's 

panniw. End Op may respond In any evidence put form by the Ganm-al Manage: and cross» 

examine any witnesses the General Manager pmscnta. Aqua shall not participate in the, portion of 

the Hearing, on the Merits during which End Op presents evidence and witneasm; on the fmms 
set our in Chapter 36' (except for Texas Water Code semen 36.113(d)(2.) as it relates to Aqua) nr 

ctwwxaminc mxy WlmeSSBK or reapond to any evidence the Gensml Manager presents (except 
f'ot'Texas Water Cude section 36.1 13(d)(2) as it relates lo Aqua), 

20. Aqua agrees that Aqazsz will not names! permits isstmd to End 0}: provided they include~ the conditions sat mat in Sections 2 .9 of the Settlement Agrcmtcm and the Simiclard Permit 

and Spacial Conditions provisions coniainad in the. operating and trzutsf‘er ymmts in. 1116 General 
Mazmgm’s Recommendation (cxwpt that the aggregated annual willitlraw amount shall be 

46,000 acre-foe! not 56,000 acrc~£eet). Aqua agrees that these conditions would adequately

~ address any potential impacts on Aqila’s pannits, wells. W Water utility lzlfilifi! 42mm thzst may 
wsull from pumping associaled with End Op's permits 
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21. The Agreed Proposed l’mmil Commons filed on February 4, 2014, include; all “1:: 

pmpnsed permit sonditions oullinad in the Scitlcmam Agreenm‘lt and the, Standard Pennil and 
Spccxal Conditions pravisions contained in the openmng and transfer psrmhs in the General 
Manager‘s Recolmnendatioh (except that the aggregamd annual withdraw amount shall be 

46,000 acrakfeer not 56,000 acre-fact). The Agnew Prapnsod Permit Conditions filed on 
February 4, 2014, address potential impacts on Aqua’s permits, wells, and wast utility 

infrasmmmm and addrws Aqun’s allegwd financial lmpams of long, [mm pumping by End Opl 

Respectfully submitmd, 

MCGFNNIS, Lucrmuxm Sc KlL-DORE, LL? 
Russell S. Johns Slat Bar No. 10790550 
rjolmsongngnug 
600 Cnngrcss Avenue, 
Austin {X 78701 
(5.19.) 4525uao74 
(512) 50563713 FAX

~ 
9.600~ 

And 

S'I'ACEY V. REESE LAW PLLC 
Slacty V. 1Q” State Bar No. 24056) 83 
§1a§§1@:ees=1_aw2 
2405 W. 9‘ Street 
Austin, 112a 78703 
(512) 289 «4262 
(512) 3336917 DFAX

~ ~~

~ Stacey V. Rease 
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1', 

AND 
Michael A. Gershon 
Adam M. Friedman 
LLOYD GOSSELINR ROCHELLE 82 TOWNSEND, RC 
816 Congxesa Avenue, Suite 1900 
Austin, T exits 78701 
T elephant; (512) 322-5872 
Fax: 512-472n0532 

Aimmayxflv Aqua Water Supply Carper/111m: 
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CER “3195'”; OF SERV! CE 
{ hereby :xvrlify [hm on February 4, 2014, a mm and correct «my of thx: forcgmng End 

0p, .LP, ’5 and/1mm Water Supply Carpm-atiun’s Agreed Stipulatious was filed elmcmmicnlly 
with SOAfl and 131m served on the following in accordance wnh the rules of Lhc sum: Office of 
Admimsh‘ativc Hearings and the Texas Rulm of Civil Prowdurc on the following counsel of 
record: 

Mr Michael A‘ Cm’shon Via. Facsimile 
M1: Adam M ‘edman 
hwy» Ga NK ROCHELLE & ’l‘owmmn 
816 Congress Avenue“ Suite: 1900 
Austin, Texas 78701 
’li‘ulmahono: (512) 3223872 
Fax: 5124720532 
Email: magslwm’é 

afimdmmtgfl lawfir 

~~ 
~~ 

~~ 
A {formats for Aqua Watw Sumfly paration 

Ms. David I". Lain Via Famimiin 
M55; Helen CV Foster 
Mr, Matthew B Kutac 
GRAVES Doucmm HEARON & MOODY, RCL 
40! Culngm‘w Avenue, Suite 2200 
Austin, Tsxa; 7 8701 
Telephone: ('33 12) 480671 7 
Fur ' "-536u9917 
Ema; DLein@gdhm.oom 

MKutacQflgdhmcum

~ 
Attorneys for The Genami [Manager oflize 
Lnsl Pines Gmmdwumr (Z'mwcrmlic-n Districl 

By 

Elmizy M Q??? 
Stacey V Rccsc NW 
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SOAH DOCKET 1‘“) 9552-13-52 [0 

APPLJCATloNia 0F£Nl)0l‘,b.l’. ll ,.. .,. l , u . l. 
you WELL REGISTRATION, “mom “"‘gl‘lAm mm“é 
OPERA‘I‘ING PERMITS AND § . , a . . 

TRANS FER PERMITS § 
ADMINIb’YRA'l‘t “LA RING-la 

This Sculwwm Agrccmcm (the “Agre:ment”) is madc: by and bu’twwn 15ml Op, LP, 
(“find Op“) and Aqua Water Supply Corpmslivu ("Aqua"). 

3.~ 
WI-ifillEAS‘ in April 2013’ Aqua filed a promsl against and requaswd a aomcstcd case 

hearing on End ()p‘s Applicalinns. 

Wl-IEKSAS, pm‘ [and (.lp‘s raqwsl in May 2013, lhe Diwinl commulud wilh SOAFI to 
conduct the Cami-stud Case flaming. 

Wl'll'IREAS, at a hearing lwld by the District in April 2013, and again Gluing the 
pmliminary hearing held by SOAH in August 2013, 15nd 0p slipulntcd that Aqua hurl 
demouslmlecl llmt Aqua was qualified BS '4 party purauanl to section 36.4[5 ol‘ the: Texas: Wawr 
{Jade and UK: Dism ' ~~~ l 2; mm. 

Wl-lFREAS, aflcr a prcllmiom‘y hearing held on Augusl 12. 2013, the AL] determined 
that Aqua had qualified as a party m pmfiulpnte in thc Cantata! Case Hearing and that 
fluvimnnmnlal SWWNtlp, Heme Brown, Andrmw Meyer. and Dal-Wyn Hanna dld not qualify to 
participate: as pmlas m Ills Conlcséml Case Hearing. 

W‘HPRFAS, the Hearing on lhc Merits; in me Contented Case Hunting manually 
mlmllukfid 'cbrnmy 1 H4, 2014, and olher pmwiuml deadlines, wan: aslxlbllsbcd by order of 
the ALL The; Parlies subsequemly “Luca? to modify some procedural deudlims pumuanl’ w 
Tcxaa Rule ofCivil l‘mcedum ll.

~~ 
WHEREAS, Aqua"! pilotily i3 lo meet ils stamwry and Itgulmmry nbligaliuns Lo lmwidc 

ils member-customers with continuum and adequate lulu“ public water ulilily ECJ'VlCC, and lo dfi 
so with exceptional uusemmcr smice at an zifl’ordahlc cost tn its mbml» minimums, and has 

b 
l in this pmoccding to p :L it and its nmnhsmummm ‘ mums in Aqua’s 

gx‘onndwnler supply. gxmmdwalcr wells assoc. led utility infr; clung irlmn‘zions ll) implement 
I'Is ussociaual capital lmpmvcmults plan, and lo pmlccl them inwrmts and anhicvc: mesa goals in 
an economically responsible Infllmcl'. 

~ ~ ~ ~ ~~ 
~ ~ ~ Wl , taking mm cormldmatirm the gaals and prion crlml m llxe imnmdialely 

prcucdmg paragraph. Aqua believua that this Agreement is the mom advmlngrwut; uppmach w 
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Aqua for resolving the Dispulc, prolccling Aqua’s inmmsts in an economically mspnnsible 
manual: 

WHEREAS, lint! 01”: goal is to be a which: by which iiroundwaler can be militia] in 
lriczxtion lime 1! can be pm to beneficial use while Siill protccling private propcrly rights and 
the uquifl‘:r in the pmcetss. Bud Op heliavas that impmzsible :itewardship al’ the aqml‘cr includes: 
sharing. (he msuum: among all landowners who lmvc a right to bwnofil from the groundwater 
hanmxth their land while simultaneously (addressing any adversc impacts on existing mm This 
agreement memni‘ifllizm 3nd Op’s commihmnl to miligalc «my advtmm impacts in projcct may 
have an existing use cvcn though 13nd Op is nut wquu-ecl by law to do sot Taking into 
considamllon these goals and comminncnls, End Op believes that this Agrocmani ls lhc most 
ndvanmgmus approach tn msolve the Dlspnia.

~ 

WHEREAS, thc Pumas agree than rcsalving and settling tin-2 Dispute ma sm forth herein is 
in their respacfive best internal (filer consulting with counsel of their changing. 

NOW ‘l‘flILREFORE. in comidemlion of film lmitnls, representations and Mmanfics, 
release»? and «armaments: contained herein, and for othm- gand and valuahlc considmalimi, the 
weeipt mid sul'lioittnoy uf which an: hereby mknuwlcdgad, the Partivs agxae and haw agvemi at; 
follows: 

I . DEFINITIONS 

In ihls Agrecmqm, the: following terms shall have the follcwing meanings: 

1.]. “find 0))” as used lml'Dlll shall mum! and includc End 01), L.P., and its agems, 
guttemrs, assigns, wprcsemativus, employees, omccrs, tliiccwrs, affiliates, 
mlmidiarica, and pm'uicrs, and any ()e peisuns 01‘ entities muting on its behalf. 

'l.Z. “Aqua” 21:; used horein shall mean and include Aqua Water Supply Corporation 
mid its agents, successors, assigns, rcprescsntativss, cmployws, officm, directors, 
affiliates, Subsifiisxicae, and psuwm-s, and any mhcr pemoxis or entities acting m1 its 
bchalt‘. 

1,3, “SOAII” as used lmmin shall mean the State Office of Healing Examiners. 
i All “ALJ” as used herein shall mum ills; Honorable Judge Michael I. ()‘Mallt:y, the 

Administraiiwi Law Judge assigned to the Contested Case l-‘le, or any other 
Administrative law Judge that may plcsidc over the Contested Jase Hearing.

~ 
i .5, “Tim Cmilcstcd [3395 Healing” 119 used immln shall mam SDAH Docket No. 952v 

13~5210 mulling before the Slate: Office at” Administrative Hearings with [he 
i'lonornble Judgb Miclumcl J. ()‘Malley presiding. 

' mm" as used lunch: shall mean my and all taclual, currently exieting, or 
puicutial Issues between lht; Parties relating to End 0])"3 Appliceiiiuns, Aqun’s 

~Zoi'12v 
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Applicaiians, Aqun’s Pcnnits, and the (.Lurilcsted Case Hearing on End (bp’s 
Applications fur npcraiing and [tampon pal-mini, 

The “Parker” us used herein shall mean "12d 0;. and Aqua. End Op and Aqua are 
referred to lumin individunlly :13 A “Park~ 
‘l‘hu “District” as used hemln shall mean the Lost Pines Groundwaier 
Commvaiion Districi and any of its 393mm, successors, assigns, representatlvcs, 
genmil manager, office”, directors, fimploycm, sncwasors, or any oilmr persons 
nr mlitirs acting on its helium 

The "Gmmml Manager” as Mad herein shall menu Joe Camper, Lina Ganewl 
Manager of ihc Difaln’c‘, or any successnr to Joe Cooper or any I'cpmrenta'iva 
acting on the, General Manager’s lxclmifl 

"End Op’s Applicatimu” as user} hcmiii shall mcaiu End 012's l4 appliL‘ iuns for 
Lug-mating and trauma: parmiltz and any amendments cuirmnly on lilo will) the 
District making to withdraw 56,000 acre that per year of groundwater from (hi: 
Simshom Aquifer that are the subject or the Cnntcswd Cw; Naming and that End 
Op may seek to amend prior to a final dcoision by (he: District 

"kind Op’s Permiis" ax usud herein shall mean any permits including without 
limits/lion, an operating, reservation. or transfer pennil iasued 17y flu: District in 
connection with End Op’s Applicaflmis expressly iliuluding any mmcwal nr 
exu‘mion ofpraviously issued permits. 

“Aqua‘s Amnicaiiom" as mind here shall mean (my llWliGiflifl‘nS for an migrating 
u‘ahsfar or xwervation permit cumntly mi file with the Districi but not yet ismd 
as nl‘ the Eli‘eciivc {Jaw- of this Agracment or any application that Aqua may file 
that Males 10 well sites referred by Aqua as McDaile 2, Grimm l, Griffith 5, 
Tixm' and F menu, as described with more specificity in Attachment "A," 

“Aquu’s Permits“ as used Immin shall mean tiny pmrmit issued by the Dislrict to 
Aqua plim' m the mfecuve Date of rho Agrwmcm cupmssly including any 
renewal or exmnsion of previously issued permits and any pmmiw including 
without limitation, an Operating, msmvmion. or transfer pumfi‘. issued by the 
D13 'm in connwlion with Aqua’a Applicaflmis cxmsfily including my renewal 
er exiwnsirm of pmvmusly issued purmiis. ' 

~~

~ The ifi‘ectiw. Data" M used herein shall mean the draw upon which the 
Agreement s executed by 1h: Parriss, and if the Agi’cumm‘t ir. moaned on 
din‘ercm dates by web ui‘rhe Parties, ix ii; deemed to 1):: the date upon which tho 
but Party signs tin: Agiecrimnl‘

~ 

‘30l- 

Lgmwoaz 
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Ill].

~ 

“Proposal for l‘kcision” as used herein shall mean 1h: ALJ’S xmmmmidalion on 
15nd Op’s Appllcifllmm sud/o: ind Ou’s Planning in (he Contested Cane Hearing 
made lu [lac Dislrlcl,

~ 

“Final Decision" a»; "5i Maxim Shall mean llie Districl's final and appealnblc 
decision on End Clp’s Applications nfim' reviewing and cunsidcriug the ALl‘s 
l‘mpnsnl for Decision and issued pursuant to Section 36,4” ofxlic "rams Walt: 
Code. 

"Hunting on (he Merils" as used herein shall mwm the: final hauling on me merila 
of End Op's Applications conducted by the ALJ in the Conlnsmd Case Hcaring mummy gel for Febrlwy llvl4, 2014, 01 any oilinr hem-lug: held on the merits in 
the Cunlulslcd Cast: Huufing. 

“Aqus's Mitigation Fund" as uscd hnlcln shall mean :1 fund crclllml by Aqua 
solely for Aqua lo be :xdminiflcmd when, in Aqm‘s sole discrcllnn, there is an 
mh’x‘zrs‘c affect on Aqua requiring the cxpcruiilum ul‘ funds. 

“Gun-ml Miligmiun Fund" as need harem shall mean i1 fund creawd by End ()1: 
llwi is umuinislcmd by a Guild puny fur lhc lmnel'u ufall landowners; ul' pammw or 
Unfillufi with an nwnmsliip illittrc'fit in the Sinmhom aquifer (excluding Aqua) who 
have damonsuulcd a need for mitigation due [0 some ndversz effect on (heir 
groundwulcx wcll mused at law in pm by End Op, 
“(‘ycuuml Munngrzr‘s Rccomummlmlun" as used hemin shall mean llm ‘memu 
submitted by the General Mnuugcx to the winners llouul ol’ Bil-actors dnlcd 
March 20, 2013. which includns a llmsuription or End ()p’s Ayplicaliom, 
taconnnenduljuns. and proposed opt-raring and n‘ansl‘urpcrmits. 

"Aqua’s [Evidence on Potential Impacls” as used llczn‘m shall mean evidence 
(lumonsuoling when Aqua considers to be the impams on Aqua‘s I’m-nuts and Aqua’s gmumlwalex walk and water ulilily inf: askumurc (hm could potentially 
rmull from pumping up elated Willi End Op’s Pcrmils, Aquu's Bvidcncc (m 
Poumzirll Impact-5 expressly excludes any uvldeuw on any fimlms 531 out ill 
(Elmpwr 36 of we 'l‘exus Walm' Code including without limimlkm soctimls 36.1 13‘ 
36.1 ml, 36.”:3’1; and 36.122 ol’lhe ’l‘axtw Wale! Code cxcnpl for the fnclur in sacfinn 36.113Ld)(2) relating lo any potential impacts on Aqun’s Permit; and Aqua"; gmuudwmcr wells and wulsx utility lull-“structure as Se; 0m in [MG 
Aglw.‘ m. 

~ ~ 

~ ~

~ "’l-Zud Op‘s livldcncu nu Potential lmpa 2;" as um! hum'n shall mclln evidence 
nl‘lk‘rcd ‘oy L-‘nd 0p pumuaui (0 section 36l1l3(d)(2.) (lumanslmling wlml End 0p 
considers to be the impacls‘ ifany, nu Anna’s l‘ermjls and Aqual’s groundwater 
wells and w; -lillly lul‘mslruclum that could pulcnfiully msult noun pumping 
associuwl with d 011's Permits, if granted in whole lll’ in pint. 

~ ~~ 
mom. 

5124356093 MEGINNIS LUCHRIUBE KlLPlM Wolff/€31? 

LPGM002567



G’HJQXZO’M 17 P‘: FAX 5W4fl58053 MCGINNIS LGEH‘RIDGE KILGM 

’2. Sill‘ITlJt‘M BENT TERMS AND CONSUHCRA'I'ION 
2.17

~ 
2.3. 

2.5. 

Aqua shall nnl wighdmw its Wilucfi'l Fur a mulch-Ml C(lluL‘ hearing an End Op‘s 
Applications and shall mnm‘ln a pm'ly in (he Cnnluslcd Can: llcm'inp, through the 
Hearing (in the M . and will (he ALI ' suns n Pmposnl for Decision. Aqua 
shall panielpale in the Contested L. so Ham 3 and [leaving on the McriL as ael 
0m in Scelions 2.l 1-114 haluw.

~ 
~ ~ 

Aqua shall no! talus any actinn, legal in Mimi-wise, to challmgc, appcnl, 01' 

commence litigmlon on (no l’mpmul for Denision, the Final Decision, or find 
Op‘s Pmmim unless (bl: AlJ‘s Pmposal for Decision, the Final Decision, 0r End 
Op‘s Pmmils an: incon ‘iswnt with the mild" committed m under this Agrcument, 
or unless ofhmach affirm 5 Agrcemcni by End 03L

~ 

Aqua shall not assist, request, antics, cosrw, sulicit, or nllmrwisc ciiwuragfi any mm [)crsm‘l or guilty l0 mks any action, legal or when-wise, to challenge. mammal 
0r commence illigmian on till: Proposal for 1)ncision, the Final Dacisiun, End 
Op‘s Applications. or End Op‘s Permils. 

End Op shall nol: (i) suck :1 (wnlfislfid cam henring on or ill: n forum! pmwst 
challenging mum’s Applluaaiom; (ii) pmvirlc cm’nmcnm in Opposition to ma 
issunncn or Aqua‘a Applimtions prior to the District‘s decisian on Aqua’s 
Applimlions; (iii) mka any nation, Ingnl or ntherwiem; m challsngc, nppual, or 
Commence litigation on any propustfl For decision ur final decision by the District 
on Aqun‘s Applicant) 5; (iv) appeal or othnrwiso challengn or support a challenge 
of Anna’s Applications whether to the District or my mum at nther nilaunulyor 
(v) assist, mqncsl, entice, comm, solicit, m' otherwise amnumgw any other pmxon 
nr entity to balm any action, legal or Otherwise, to challmgq appeal m‘ commence 
litigation on any pmposal for decision, final decision or any timer haais associatcd 
with Aqua’s Applicalimlu orAqnu’s Pcnniw, 

So long as End \lp‘s ubligulion in ilxnd Anna‘s Millgalion Fund or (he (lancral 
Mitigation Fund ‘nlw no! GUM‘ End Op shall um: (i) seek 2x annealed cum 
hunting on or file a foymal pmtcsi challenging any mmzwul or uxmnslon of Aqufl’s 
Pannits or any mncwul or extension oi' permits ssucd in connuctiun with Aquu’s 
Applicmions; (ii) provide comments in on»: ion to the: kill/lance ufany mlmwnl 
or extension of Aqnn’a Permits or any renewal or mlcnsilm of permits issued in‘ 
cnnnmtion will: Aqun’s Applications prior lo the District‘s decision on gush 
rcrmwals or cxlcnsions; (iii) (aka any Malian, lagnl or otilcrwisc. u: challenge the 
final decisions by the imam an any renewal 1)? extension of Aqna’s Pcymils or 
any renewal or extension of permits isennd in mnnmnian with Aqun’s 
ApylliCatinns; (iv) appwal 0t olhlzrwise chullcngt or snppml a challenge of any mmq or uxlelmlnn of Aq’s Yarmil‘s or any renewal or cxlcnsiou of pm'mixa 
issued in conmmllon with Aqun’s Applicmlam whether in 111:: Dis-min! at (my mum

~ 

or 011m ll‘lbulllll: and (v) sack a: spacing; variance on any renuwal or an» aim oi’ 
End Opls l’cnnils, any pannits issued in cummulkm Willi .ind Op's Applications, 

~3$oll2~ 
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2.7. 

2.8. 
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or any renewal mt extrusion nt‘ tiny pcmnts issueti in commufiun wtth lint] (Jp‘s 
Applications. 

Sn long as find Op’s obligation to limd /\q\la’s' Mitigation Fund or the (Mural 
Mitigation Fund has not Cflflsfid, Aqua shall um. (i) Suck It contented cuss: hearing; 
on or file a fomml pmicxt challenging any renewal m- uxtmsioh of End ()p‘s 
I’CtS; (5) Provide wmntcnts in opposition to thc issuance of any rancwzil or 
extension of ml ()p’s Penmtx prior in the District‘s decision on any Miami or 
(mansion of End Op‘t: Permits; (i ) take any nation, legal ‘or aflwrwise, to 
challenge the final decislontt by the District nn any renewal or extension of End 
()p‘s Permits; (iv) appeal at ntllemise alialltmgc or mlppnrt a challenge cf any 
mncwal ox utension of End ()p's Permits whatnot- to the District or any mun ox- 
other tribunal; and (v) sack & spacing variant“: on tiny renewal or extcnsiun of 
Aqua's Permits, any permits issued in connection with Aqim’s Applications, or 
(my renewal or extension or any pL‘rmitS .. tied in commotion with Aqua‘s 
Application.

~ 
~ ~ 

~~ 

End 0}) shall gay £15.00 per $.c foot of gJ'tiuntlwalc: hmunlly produced by walls 
authoriztcd under End ()p's P-mnils into Aqua‘s Mitigation Fund within 20 
unicntlm days nt‘ the sand of the: valmrlzn' month tltu’int; which kind Op produced 
the gmundwumr. if the payment iii Into, n late payment pcnulty of live parccnt 
(5%) ut’the monthly payment that is overdue shall lie, imposed and shall be due in 
thu immediately following muntlt. If payment has not bean twoivell 15 (fifteen) 
calsndar (lays aflzr (ht: payment is due. interwt of twalvtt percent (12%) 
compotmded annually shall accrue and be due. mi this balance nl‘tlae late payment 
that its due. Contamporancoua with End Op’s mmitltly payment, End Op shall 
provide Aqua with a wt'ittmt statement Lhnt idcttlifics i110 amount of gtauudwalm‘ 
ptoduced from each well BIKHIIG meter reading from each well produced during 
flit: ptcctding month and any other infnrmation sequesied by Aqua that ii 
mmonflbly necessary to verify tht: quantity of grnundwater prorlutzrxi and 
[my-menus nmtlc Mrclllldt‘u'. Em! Up agrees to provide Aqua with access ta inspect 
and verify the nauumuy ofthc mcm‘s. The dullat‘ (3) p8|‘-El(:l‘e-Ibt)( nut: applimble 
in calculi“): the paymmt due from [ind Op tu Aqua shall be increased each 
January band on (In: Commit-rt Price index-South Urban l’tngiuu. End Op’s 
obligation to fund Aqua’s Mitigation Fund begins when production associated 
with lind Op’s Permits contractions and cnds at the earlier of twenty (.20) y or 
when the mm; contributions to the rum! nquals 315.000.000.00. If End Op'u 
Permits are not mncwcd or :xtnntlwi, End ()p’s nbligatiun to pay into Aqaa's 
Miligtttinn Fund and: when production (if gmimdwaicr associated with End Op‘a 
Permits ceases.

~ 

End Op shall pay $5.00 pct um’ovfimt {02' gmumiwulcr timuetlly pt'otlucrd by Wells 
audioriwtl under hm] Oil‘s; Pat'miirs into the Gwnumi Mitigution Fund within 20 
Cslclldfli‘ days (if the and of the (mlendm month during which End 0p produced 
the groundwater. ‘If the payment is late. a late payment penalty of five pelwtt 
(5%) of tho monthiy payment that is ovmfiue shall La: impumod and will be due in 

‘Ee2-‘ 
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the immediately following munxh. li‘pnymcm has rim been received 15 (imam) 
calendar days afitr the payment is due, intficsi ul' iimlvc percent ( [2%) 
compuundcd annually small nun-um and be due: 0“ (ha balance of the late pnymcm 
that is duel Contamimxaneous with 13m Op‘s monthly paymcm, End Op shall 
provide ihe adminislmiui of this Gcnci'nl Mitigation Fund WiUllI wrillcn sialmcm 
shat idemi‘fies the amount of gxowidwntcr pmduccd from each well and the mOlGi' 
reading from ouch well producedi The dollar {$) 1wihacrte-rl'uulraw applicable :0 
calculate the payment due {mm End 01: in lhb Gcncxul Mitigation Fund shall be 
inm‘aaiacd each January based on tllC‘ L‘onxumei Price index Scull) Urbuu Region 
End 013’s obligaxion to fund the General Mitigation Fund begin. when produuiion 
associated wizh End 0;)‘5 Permits cummcnms and ends ai the mrlicr of twenty 
(20) years or when Lola] conlribuliunn in the fund equals $3,750,000.00. if End 
()p'x Permits are not renewed or extended, End ()p‘a obligation in pay inn) [he 
General Miilgalinn Fund midi: when prudmxion of groundwater associated with 
End Op’s Permits cease; ~ 33nd Op uni-All limit and will seek and ( n Di'l‘mi! condiiinns that limit annual 
groundwater wiihdmvnls l‘mni End Op's; walls in Linsitop County lo 20.000 acre-v» 
feel or 35% of the anmual withdrawal allocation authorized by End 09's Pea-mks 
and Final Decision, whichevar ainauni i5 levy. End Op shrill limit annual 
groundwater production, banglliziul use and cxpuri to no man: than 46,000 am: 
123% of groundwater, and will amend its pending nppliuntlmls to :ll‘cctuutc these 
limlvs,

~ 

Eml 094176111 mim’imrszt Aqua up to 315000000 in dummmntcd professional fans 
(enginncring‘ professional geosciemist, and legal) inclined up In the. El‘lbctivc 
Dim: at" this Agimnent to he pnid once production associated wilh End Up’s 
Permits nommcnms ml thc rain: US$100 per acrc~fool produced with no Confilllilfl' 
l’nine index increase (it inturem, 

Once the Agrmncnl is in influx: the Parties shall jointly advise the Cimmml 
Manager of this Agreement and dicir intent to advise [hm AM of thin Ammcnt. 
Ailcr advising the General Mmmzcr, the Pattie» shall jointly ndvlst: the AL} of: 
(i) this .Ayyzmncm and {hilt [lie greemanl includes an zigwxzmcut to include 
pmpflstxi pcrmit conditions sullicicmto mitigum any powuial impacts on Aqua if 
the mndilions are includml; (2) (in: Parlics’ int/2m to pmcced {inward wiih ihu 
Hearing on tin: Mails on l‘v'nbruniy ll- (.1) the Parlias’ imam it.» caordixmie the: 
schixluling of :lfmllines for filing agreed sn'pulaiiuns and exhibits as sol out in 
Scullun 2‘12 pursuan‘i m A Ruin: l l agreement, 

~

~ 
Aqua shall submil Aqua‘s Evidence on Potential impacts in [he tin-m ol’agmcd 
ulipulaflom and exhibiw lilell hermit llm Hearing on the Marlin mad the 
imrmluclion of live tastmnmy and exhibits uonsisicnl will) (in; m; ml :iilpulzilinns 
and exhibits filed licfum the “wring on ilm Merits, lincl (Lip :1h 1 smhmii End 
Op’s Evidcmw on Polmitizil impacts in the film 01‘ agreed siipulniiom rind 
exhibits filed bcfine the Hearing on lht Merits llni] the inlmduciiun of live: 

MOW/03’! 
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2.143. 

testimony and exhibits consistcnt with the animal stipulations and exhibits filed 
bulbm the Hearing; on the Misfits. Beach Party t‘ectlgnims that thu Parties mny file 
ptefitnd testimuuy in the Contested Case linm-ing because the. Gena-a] Manager 
(1) cities not ngrw to waive the lanthanum to file: prelilcd tcstimony and (2) is of 
this pnsitinn that the Parties must file: prefilml testimony, lt‘pt'cfileil testimony is 
filed by cithcr Party, that profiled testimony must be. substantively oomistcnt with 
the agreed Stipulations and exhibits zefened to in this section, and Aqua’s prafiled 
testbnony must be limited in sworn: in Anna’s l? dance on Potential impacts. 
[inch t’urly ngtnuts nut to object to “It! other Party‘s profiled tesfinmny that is 
drafted in accotfiancc with this Agmmtrml. The agmcti stipulations and any 
pt'tefiltxl testimony filed by the Partieg m1 Aqlm’s Evidannc on Potential lumncts 
and End Op‘s [Evidence on l’utentinl Impacts hall ulna state or includt: the 
following: (I) Although End 0p disagrees with Anna’s Evidenm on Potential 
Impacts, End 0p shall not Object to Aqua’s Evidence on i’otantial impacts and 
Shall not pmvido twhutml to address Aqtm‘s Evidenw on Potential Impnelsi; (2) 
Although Aqtm (lisngnws with End 01ft: Evidence mt Potential impacts, Aqua 
shall nut object to End Op’s Evidence on Potential impacts: unit (3) Although it»: 
Patties do not agreis on each Patty‘s; Evidence on Potential impacts, this Parties 
ngm: that tin.- pcmiit mndi‘tiuns propoacd in Suclinns 2.7-2.9 tutti the Smdmd 
Permit and Special Conditions pmvisiuns contained in the opcmting and tmnsfm‘ 
permits in the Gianni-til Manager’s Racommchdittiun (excfipt that the aggregated 
annual withdraw ammmt shall be 40,000 narc~fmt not 56,001) (wrcz‘t'ect) would 
lttidt'efis any potential impacts on Aquu’s Permits that may result from pumping 
assacimed with End 013’: Permits. laud Op shall submit ymposed (spanning and 
transfer permits an End Op’s Applications to the ALT liefott: a)" at the Hearing on 
the Merits for cunsjdcration in the Proposal for Dccislnn. Aqua shall run contest 
End Up‘s proposed upmting and transfer permits providcd they lncludn the 
conditions set out in Stmtimta 2.7-2.9 and the Standaul Pmnit amt Special 
Cnnditinns m'oviaiuns containcti in the operating and transfer permits in tin; 
()cncml Munagct’s Recmnmc’ndnlicn (except that the nggmgnwd nmiual withdraw 
amount shall be 46,000 tints-fact net 56,000 acre-that) unit shall agme that these 
proposed conditions would addxtss any puttmtinl impacts on Anna’s Pannier that 
may result from pumping ttasacimd with End Op’s Permits.

~

~ 

Pt‘it‘ll’ in tlic Hearing on the Marita and (luring the Contcsmtl (Just: limiting, the 
Paul“ shrill not notice depositions of «act: Patty’s respective witnessms) m 
expert Wilnc‘vi s)‘ Aqua shall not examine ox crossfixmnlnr: any witness for the: 
General Manager that is noticed for clepositinn by End Up during the Contained 
Cast: Hearing. Aqua shall not examtna or m‘OES‘FMm'linfi any of End Op’s 
wimussws) or expert \vitnezas(cs) nuéiccd for ticpotsition by the (lcltt‘ml Manager 
(lining the Contested Caste Hoisting. 

Afiev the l‘miiw present (ht: information to the AL] on each Party’s Evident»: on 
l’ntenlial impacts txmsisttmt with Section 2.12 at the Hearing an 9h: Mcrits, End Up may present evidence Icgtn'ding and witneflcs to testify on the factuva Sift out 
in Clinptnr .36 (except tbr 'l‘cxxts Water Code section 36.1 13(d)(2) as it minim m 

~80fll-- 
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Aqua) that the All] shall zlmlsislnr in granting or denying; End 013‘s l’crmits. End 
Op may respond lo (my (cvldmnw pnl fulfill by (he Geneml Mnnugfl and cross- 
nxamlue any winwsses the Gimcml Manager pltscms. Aqua shall not participate 
in the portion nl‘ the Hearing on tlu: Meme durlng which End Op presenls 
cvidi’yncc and wllnmscn an the {actors sci nut in Chapter 36 (except for Texas 
Wan-x Codi: swim) 36.ill(d)(2) as it relates to Aqua) or crosaAmmmincs any 
will) ‘ or :cspands no any cviden 9 file Gnmral Mmmlgar prcsmu (except for 
Texas Watcr Cede secrlun 36.113(<l)(2_ ll Mama :0 Aqua).
~ 

~ ~ 
3. MXSCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS 

3.]. 

3,4, 

3.6. 

ln (he event of any alleged beach of this Agrccmcnl by either of the 95mins, tlm 
puny claiming breach shall give the other Party 30 day’s written nolice, after 
which, if the Party has failed in (mm, the piil‘ly claiming breach may pursue any 
and all legal nnd equitable remedies in court. Because; ol'lhn unique nature of the 
Palllns’ phrfilmmnce under this Agl‘mmcm, llle mm; mm that the breach or 
default of this Agreemam will nlluw mu nonvh'muhimg l’m'ly tn haw my cf the 
following omions. or combination llluteof‘ with regard to remedies for thn breach 
or dcfnull‘: (i) speuifiu pcrformmxw nl‘thie Agmcmcnl; (ii) injunclive relief, (ill) 
recomy of damages; and (iv) reasonahln and nor/essay mlomays’ Fees, casts and 
mum cum! costs fox the prevailing Pally. 
The Parties agree that this Agswmcnl is clear, unambiguous, negotiated A: anns« 
length and that any :mlblgulties are not to be construed ugalngl mu dmlllng parlyl 
l‘he Parties agree: and slipulnw lhnt “my hnve :‘nvinwml this Agwcnmni, and that 
such Party has rccelvcd independent legal advice from their mspaclivn attorneys 
a» w the lame: and impoxl of its: provisions. The Purina filnhcr agree that this 
Agmcmum is lacing cnmwd into for the express pumnse and inlcmlon uf making 
and «1n inla a full and final compromise and sculcnwm mfull matters in Lhc 
Dispute and that in so doing, neither Pany l3 maklng any udmlsnlnn of {null or 
linlyilily, but [he Parlias an: mmuly buying llwl: peace. 

The Parties each represent and wal'mnt, as of the dill: hereof, that they have all 
mquisllu pomr and authority so mm: into this Algammml and lo pcrform nll of 
their mmmcxivu (Jbll‘lydfiuus llmundcr. 

The Parking alum: that this Agre-cmcnl nonsLllulcss 1h“. 30e and (satire agreemcnl 
betwueu the Parties and Superscdbs all prim aglwmcnls, negotiafions, Mid 
mmmunlcnllons hum/«mu the: Parties with Tespccl w the» Dispulcv 
‘lhe l‘mlca achmwlwgu that. in cmcring inn) thin Agvcnmmt, they me: not 
{clymg upon any i'uprwcntalions or warmnlics whey mnn the rams and provisions 
cxprlmaly sul forth in this Agnwmenl. 

vaurlw 
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lt is expressly undcrsluod and agreed that ihis Agreement may not be altered, 
amended, waived modifiud, m othsrwlse changexl in any respect or particular 
whatsoever cxccpt by a mid g duly excunlnd by :ulthm'lmd rapxascnlallves uflhc 
l'asliw 

All of the xcgpective covenants, Imderlskings, and abllgallmls of each of 11m 
Plumes will bind that Party and will apply to and bind any saunas-sum or assigns of 
thm Pal-Ly. [ind Op shall provide written notice or its lmcm to assign any interests 
lmplicated by this Agmcmem by certified mall 10 Aqua’s General Manager and 
“()5l I’msidcnl :35 (Folly-(1w) days; hrfl‘urs it eflectualn‘s the assignment. Jim! on 
agxeas w FCqIIc that each assigncc of any metres: lmpllcswd by this Agxemncnt 
sepammly ugrm: in wrilixlp,‘ to the assignmenl of all duties and obligations 
established by this Agrenmam. Failure to comply with llxis paragraph shall 
mmlimk: a breach of this Agreement, which is subjccl to all wmedics pmvidcd 
fur hereunder. 

‘l‘hz: Parsley \lndm‘slund and as)“: that (his Agfizumml sshull bf: inlmpmcd (and 
construed under the laws of the Sta» of Tums, which laws shall pmvall in lhl: 
evem ofany vanilla: of law. and venue ul‘ any dispula cunwming this Agmcmenl 
shall be in Baslmp County, Tums. 

This Agreemam may he executed in connisrplm cach of which shall 1): 

cunsidttred an origixmL all ofwhich together shall be considered om: null I)“: same 
instrument. This Agreement may be axeuulcd by facsimile and such sigpntmcs 
shall be; binding and deem/xi ariginal for the purposes of enforcing lhis 
Agreement. 

IN WX'IWESS WHEREUF, Ibis Agrocmcnt is executed as oftlle dale and year indicated 
.WMJWN.‘ w “MA.”~ ~~ www swuuuc 

5mm. oi man By: Dm'miun Water, LL12, its General Partner "V / mm. ML 0444.20” 

w. 
Natma: 

‘l‘illa:~
~ 

,. 11 . 

:Z‘QM
I 

i£;’(.<./)/"fl¢ .m 
' 

Names: > _ 

flhz‘xz/(régr 
. 77777 Tim: N 

. A 
1:" ‘5’. V f ’ 

By: x’ [fiefig‘fiirfi- (jafimtmav v.~~ 
Dam: 

Immu— 
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ATTACHNIEN '1‘ “A.” 
Site descriptions for Aqua Wells referenced in S¢ction 1.12

~ ~ ~ ~ 

~ ~~

~ ~
~ ~ ~ 

WELL“ Lgrmfiifiiéfi COUNTY m1 

) 
McDADE #2 E[LS-341M143 SE OF Mummy: UN .8 511))“. ()F BASTROP 

V : HWY 290 
I i 

‘i 

7 

. 
.2 

FL “Tm [INIERSECHON OF FM 7l3 AND M300 BAS'I‘ROI' 
' “’ ” “WAD IN SOUTHERN BASTROP COUNTY 

x

.

I 

TINFR ‘V’xclNITY()FZI,N'I‘HRS}£CT10N OPJEDDO RD BAS’J'ROP 
‘ mu CISTERN RD IN BASTROP COUNTY 

: 

(.mmm“ #1 SE CORNER OF THE INTERSECTION OF BASTHDP 
: 

’ FMM41ANDCHAROLAISDRIVE 

z GRIFFITH #5 1mm 'IIQN 09 OAK Hm, LELTETEBY ammo!) 
5 

ROAD AND CKAPH MYRTI ,1.» ROAD 
1 ._, 

-|20{12~ 
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SECTION 1: DEFINITIONS 

“Agriculture” means: 

(1) cultivating the soil to produce crops for human food, animal feed, or 
planting seed or for the production of fibers; 

(2) the practice of floriculture, viticulture, silviculture, and horticulture, 
including the cultivation of plants in containers or nonsoil media, by a nursery grower; 

(3) raising, feeding, or keeping animals for breeding purposes or for the 
production of food or fiber, leather, pelts, or other tangible products having a 
commercial value; 

(4) planting cover crops, including cover crops cultivated for transplantation, 
or leaving land idle for the purpose of participating in any governmental program or 
normal crop or livestock rotation procedure; 

(5) wildlife management; and 

(6) raising or keeping equine animals. 

“Administratively Complete” means: (1) that all information requested by the District 
has been fully and accurately provided; and (2) that all applicable fees have been paid. 

“Agricultural Use" means any use or activity involving agriculture, including irrigation. 
Irrigation of a golf course is not an agricultural use. 

“Aquifer Unit" means the Sparta aquifer unit, the Queen City aquifer unit, the Carrizo 
aquifer unit, the Calvert Bluff aquifer unit, the Simsboro aquifer unit, the Hooper aquifer 
unit, or any other formation or sand from which groundwater is produced. 

“Beneficial Use" means use of water for one of the following beneficial purposes, 
without waste: 

(1) agricultural, gardening, domestic, stock raising, municipal, mining, 
manufacturing, industrial, commercial, recreational, or pleasure purposes; 

(2) exploring for, producing, handling, or treating oil, gas, sulphur, or other 
minerals; or 

(3) any other purpose that is useful and beneficial to the user. 

“Board” means the Board of Directors of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation 
District.
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“Completion of a well“ means the date when the construction of a water well is 

finished, excluding setting the pump. 

“Contested Case" means an application or other matter for which the Board has 
granted a request for a contested case hearing. 

“Critical Infrastructure" means the infrastructure provided in Texas Government Code 
section 421 .001 (2). 

“Dedicated” means committed to a definite use. 

“Desired Future Condition" means a quantitative description, adopted in accordance 
with Texas Water Code section 36.108, of the desired condition of the groundwater 
resources in the District at one or more specified future times. 

“Deteriorated Well” means a well that, because of its condition, will cause or is likely to 
cause pollution of any water in the State, including groundwater. 

“District” means the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District. 

“District Fee Schedule” means the schedule of fees charged by the District, adopted in 
accordance with Rule 2.3. 

“District Management Plan” means a management plan developed by the District 
pursuant to Texas Water Code section 36.1071. 

“District Office" means the office of the District, which is designated by and may be 
changed by resolution of the Board. 

“Domestic Use" means use of water by an individual or a household to support 
domestic activity. Such use may include water for drinking, washing, or culinary 
purposes; for irrigation of lawns, or of a family garden and/or orchard; for watering of 
domestic animals; and for water recreation including aquatic and wildlife enjoyment. 
Domestic use does not include water used to support activities for which consideration 
is given or received or for which the product of the activity is sold. 

“End Usel" means the person or entity that makes beneficial use of the water 
withdrawn from a well, including, but not limited to, an agricultural user, industrial user, 
mining user, municipal user, or Retail Public Water Utility. End user does not include 
the retail customers of a retail public water utility. 

“Exempt well” means a well that is not required to obtain an Operating Permit, as 
described in Rule 3.1. 

“General Manager” means the General Manager of the District, as described in Rule 
2.2.
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“GPM” means gallons per minute. 

“Hearings Examiner" means a person, other than a Board member, appointed by the 
Board to conduct a hearing on a permit or enforcement action. 

“Landowner” or “owner of land” means the owner of the right to use the surface of a 
tract of land, if that owner is different from the owner or holder of the right to produce 
groundwater from the tract of land. 

“Livestock Use" means the use of water for the watering of livestock, poultry, or 
wildlife, including exotic livestock, game animals, fur-bearing animals, birds, or 
waterfowl, and for maintaining aquatic life. Livestock use includes watering livestock 
that are kept for pleasure, recreational use, or commercial use. 

“Management Zone" means one or more of the zones into which the Board may divide 
the District, as set forth in Rule 9.2. 

“Modeled Available Groundwater” means the amount of groundwater that the 
executive administrator of the TWDB determines may be produced on an average 
annual basis to achieve a Desired Future Condition established under Texas Water 
Code section 36.108. 

“New well" means a well drilled after June 21, 2000. 

“Non-exempt well” means a well that is required to obtain an Operating Permit under 
Section 5 of these Rules. 

“Open Meetings Act” means chapter 551 of the Texas Government Code. 

“Operating Permit” means a permit issued under Section 5 of these Rules. 

“Operating Permit holder" means the person or entity to whom an Operating Permit is 
issued or the person or entity to whom an Operating Permit has been transferred in 
accordance with these Rules. 

“Owner” means the owner or holder of the right to produce groundwater from a tract of 
land. 

“Pre-existing well" means a well drilled before June 21, 2000. 

“Production Fee" means a fee, adopted in accordance with Rule 2.3, to be paid to the 
District for either the amount of water authorized by permit to be withdrawn from a non- 
exempt well or the amount of water actually withdrawn from a non-exempt well, as 
authorized by Texas Water Code section 36.205(c). 

“Property Line" means a line at which the ownership of the right to produce 
groundwater changes.
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“Replacement well" means a well drilled with the purpose of replacing an existing well. 

“Retail Public Water Utility” means a person or entity, including a municipality, that 
provides potable water to the ultimate consumerfor compensation. 

“SOAH” means the State Office of Administrative Hearings. 

“State Plugging Report” means the report that a person who plugs a well is required to 
complete under 16 Texas Administrative Code section 76.700(2). 

“State Well Report” means the report that every well driller who drills, completes, 
deepens, or alters a well is required to complete under the Texas Department of 
Licensing and Regulation Rules, as defined in 16 Texas Administrative Code sections 
76.10(45) and 76.700(1). 

“TCEQ” means the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality, or any successor 
agency. 

“Transport Fee” means a fee, adopted in accordance with Rule 2.3, to be paid to the 
District for the amount of water transported outside the District boundaries, as 
authorized by Texas Water Code section 36.122(e). 

“Transport Permit" means a permit issued under Section 6 of these Rules. 

“Transport Permit holder" means the person or entity to whom a Transport Permit is 
issued or the person or entity to whom a Transfer Permit has been transferred in 

accordance with these Rules. 

“TWDB” means the Texas Water Development Board, or any successor agency. 

“Waste” means any one or more of the following: 

(1) The withdrawal of groundwater from a groundwater reservoir at a rate and 
in an amount that causes or threatens to cause intrusion into the reservoir of water 
unsuitable for agricultural, gardening, domestic, or livestock raising purposes. 

(2) The flowing or producing of wells from a groundwater reservoir if the water 
produced is not used for a beneficial purpose. 

(3) The escape of groundwater from one groundwater reservoir to any other 
reservoir or geologic stratum that does not contain groundwater. 

(4) The pollution or harmful alteration of groundwater in a groundwater 
reservoir by saltwater or by other deleterious matter admitted from another stratum or 
from the surface of the ground.



AS AMENDED APRIL 20, 2016 
(5) Willfully or negligently causing, suffering, or allowing groundwater to 

escape into any river, creek, natural watercourse, depression, lake, reservoir, drain, 
sewer, street, highway, road, or road ditch, or onto any land other than that of the owner 
of the well, unless such discharge is authorized by permit, rule, or order issued by the 
TCEQ under chapter 26 of the Texas Water Code. 

(6) Groundwater pumped for irrigation that escapes as irrigation tailwater onto 
land other than that of the owner of the well unless permission has been granted by the 
occupant of the land receiving the discharge. 

(7) Unless the water from an artesian well is used for a purpose and in a 
manner in which it may be lawfully used on the Well Owner’s land, willfully causing or 
knowingly permitting the water to run off the owner’s land or to percolate through the 
stratum above which the water is found. 

(8) Drilling or operating a well or wells without a required permit or producing 
groundwater in violation of a permit condition or a District Rule. 

(9) Operating a Deteriorated Well. 

“Well System“ means two or more non-exempt wells that are owned by the same Well 
Owner and connected to the same water collection or distribution system. 

“Water well” or “well” means an artificial excavation constructed to explore for, 
produce, sample, or monitor the water level of groundwater. 

“Well Owner" or “owner of well" means the owner of a water well or well or the owner 
of the right to produce groundwater from that well, if that owner is different from the 
owner of the well. 

“Well registration" means the registration required by Rule 4.2. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; definition of “Production Fee” amended 12/18/12; effective 1/1/13; 
definition of "Reservation Fee” deleted and definition of “SOAH” added 4/20/16] 

SECTION 2: GENERAL PROVISIONS 
Rule 2.1 Board of Directors 

A. Board structure; officers. The Board consists of appointed members, qualified 
as required by law. Each year at its regular January meeting, and if there is no January 
meeting, at its next regular meeting, the Board will select one of its members to serve 
as president to preside over Board meetings and proceedings, one to serve as vice- 
president to preside over Board meetings and proceedings in the absence of the 
president, and one to serve as secretary—treasurer to keep a true and correct account of 
all proceedings of the Board and to preside over Board meetings and proceedings in the 
absence of the president and vice-president, The Board may appoint an assistant

5
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secretary to assist the secretary-treasurer and to preside over Board meetings and 
proceedings in the absence of the president, vice-president and secretary-treasurer. In 
the event of a vacancy in an office, the Board will select out of its members a person to 
serve out the remaining term of office. Unless a vacancy occurs, members and officers 
serve until their successors are selected and qualified to hold office. In the absence of a 
General Manager, the president will serve as General Manager. 

B. Meetings. The Board will hold regular meetings at least four times a year on a 
day and at a place that the Board may establish from time to time by resolution. At the 
request of the president, or upon written request of at least three Board members, the 
Board may hold a special meeting. The business of the District will be conducted at 
regular or special Board meetings when a quorum is present. All Board meetings will be 
held in accordance with the Open Meetings Act. 

C. Committees. The president may establish committees for formulation of policy 
recommendations to the Board, and may appoint the chair and membership of the 
committees, which may include persons who are and who are not Board members. 
Committee members serve at the pleasure of the president. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13; Rule 2.1.A amended 4/20/16] 

Rule 2.2 General Manager 

A. Authority. The Board may employ a person to be the General Manager, who is 
the chief administrative officer of the District. The General Manager will have full 

authority to manage and operate the affairs of the District, subject only to the direction 
given by the Board through policies and orders adopted by the Board. At least annually, 
the Board will determine the compensation to be paid to the General Manager, and shall 
review the actions and performance of the General Manager to determine whether the 
General Manager has fulfilled his or her responsibilities and whether additional 
responsibilities should be delegated to the General Manager. The General Manager, 
with the approval of the Board, may employ all persons necessary for the proper 
handling of the business of the District. 

B. Delegation of authority. The General Manager may delegate duties as may be 
necessary to effectively and expeditiously accomplish those duties, provided that no 
delegation will relieve the General Manager from his or her responsibilities under the 
Texas Water Code. the act creating the District, these Rules, or the policies. orders, and 
permits promulgated by the Board. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13] 

Rule 2.3 Regulatory Fees, The Board will adopt a District Fee Schedule following 
the procedures in Rule 14.1 or Rule 14.2. The District Fee Schedule shall set out the 
administrative fees, production fees, and transportation fees that the District will collect. 
A copy of the District Fee Schedule may be obtained from the District Office.
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[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13] 

Rule 2.4 Purpose and Effect of Rules. The District Rules are promulgated under 
the act creating the District and the Texas Water Code chapter 36 authority to make and 
enforce rules to provide for the conservation, preservation, protection, and recharge of 
groundwater and aquifers within the District, while recognizing the ownership and rights 
of the owners of the land and their lessees and assigns in groundwater. These Rules 
may not be construed to limit, restrict, or deprive the District or the Board of any 
exercise of any power, duty, or jurisdiction conferred by the act creating the District, 
Texas Water Code chapter 36, or any other applicable law or statute. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13] 

Rule 2.5 Amending of Rules. The Board may from time to time amend or revoke 
these Rules or adopt new Rules following the procedures in Rules 141 and 14.2. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13] 

Rule 2.6 Headings and Captions, The section and other headings and captions in 
these Rules are for reference purposes only, and do not affect in any way the meaning 
or interpretation of these rules. 

[Adopted 11/14/12,- effective 1/1/13] 

Rule 2.7 Severability. If any provision of these Rule or its application to any person 
or circumstance is held invalid or unenforceable, the invalidity does not affect other 
provisions or applications of the Rules which can be given effect without the invalid 
provision or application, and to this end the provisions of these Rules are severable. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13] 

Rule 2.8 Confidential Information. The District shall use reasonable effort to 
protect the confidentiality of information within its custody in compliance with all 

applicable federal, state and local regulations. including federal Homeland Security 
laws, the Texas Public Information Act, and Texas Government Code section 418.181 
relating to Critical Infrastructure information. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13] 

SECTION 3: EXEMPT WELLS AND NON-EXEMPT WELLS 
Rule 3.1: Wells Exempt From Obtaining Operating Permit (Exempt Wells) 

A. Domestic and livestock well. 

(1) A water well completed before January 1. 2013, that is used solely for 
Domestic Use or for Livestock Use is exempt from obtaining an Operating Permit under
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Section 5 of these Rules if the well is drilled, completed, or equipped so that it is 

incapable of producing more than 25,000 gallons of groundwater a day. 

(2) A water well completed after January 1, 2013, that is used solely for 
Domestic Use or Livestock Use is exempt from obtaining an Operating Permit under 
Section 5 of these Rules if the well is: 

(a) located or to be located on a tract of land larger than two (2) acres; 
and 

(b) drilled, completed, or equipped so that it is incapable of producing 
more than 25,000 gallons of groundwater a day. 

(3) A water well used to supply water for a subdivision of land for which a plat 
approval is required by Chapter 232, Local Government Code is not an exempt well 
under this Rule 3.1.A, 

B. Agricultural well. Except as provided in 4.3.D, a water well that uses less than 
200 acre-feet of water per year solely for Agricultural Use is exempt from obtaining an 
Operating Permit under Section 5 of these Rules. 

C. Rig supply well. A water well used solely to supply water for a rig that is 

actively engaged in drilling or exploration operations for an oil or gas well permitted by 
the Railroad Commission of Texas is exempt from obtaining an Operating Permit under 
Section 5 of these Rules, provided that the person holding the permit is responsible for 
drilling and operating the water well and the water well is located on the same lease or 
field associated with the drilling rig. A well that is no longer used solely to supply water 
for a rig that is actively engaged in drilling or exploration operations for an oil or gas well 
permitted by the Railroad Commission of Texas must obtain an Operating Permit under 
Section 5 of these Rules, unless the well will be an exempt well under Rule 3.1.A, Rule 
3.1.B, Rule 3.1.D, or Rule 3.1.E. 

D. Mining well. A water well authorized under a permit issued by the Railroad 
Commission of Texas under Chapter 134, Natural Resources Code, or for production 
from the well to the extent the withdrawals are required for mining activities regardless 
of any subsequent use of the water, is exempt from obtaining an Operating Permit 
under Section 5 of these Rules. 

E. Test or monitoring well. A water well drilled and completed solely for purposes 
of aquifer testing. including a test well or a well for monitoring water levels or water 
quality, is exempt from obtaining an Operating Permit under Section 5 of these Rules. 
An applicant for an Operating Permit may operate and produce water from a well for the 
36-hour pump test described in Rule 5.1.B(5) without obtaining an Operating Permit, but 
must obtain an Operating Permit for any other use of water from the well. 

F. Required registration. The exempt wells described in this Rule must be 
registered as provided in Section 4 of these Rules.

8
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[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13,' Rule 3.1.B amended 4/20/16] 

Rule 3.2 Wells Requiring Operating Permit (Non-exempt Wells) 

A. A well that does not qualify for an exemption under Rule 3.1 is a non-exempt 
well. 

B. A non—exempt well completed before or on June 21, 2000 must apply for an 
Operating Permit on or before August 31, 2001. 

C. No person may operate or produce water from a non-exempt well completed 
after June 21, 2000 without first obtaining an Operating Permit from the District, except 
as provided in Rule 3.1.E. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13] 

SECTION 4: WELL REGISTRATION FOR EXEMPT WELLS AND NON- 
EXEMPTWELLS 

Rule 4.1 Required Well Registration 

A. All water wells drilled before June 22, 2000, may be registered with the District 
Such wells are referred to as pre—existing wells. 

B. Beginning on June 22. 2000, no new water well may be drilled or operated 
without first registering the proposed well with the District. Such wells are referred to as 
new wells. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13] 

Rule 4.2 Well Registration Application 

A. The Well Owner shall apply for the registration of a well. Forms for registering 
wells are available from the District Office. 

B. An applicant for registration of a well shall provide the following information: 

(1) the name, address. and phone number of the applicant, and the name, 
address and phone number of the Owner and the owner of the land on which the well is 
located, if different from the applicant; 

(2) if the applicant is different from the Owner or the owner of the land on 
which the well is located, documentation of the applicant’s authority to construct and 
operate a well on the property for the proposed use;
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(3) a statement of the nature and purposes of the proposed use of water from 

the well; 

(4) a description of the well’s location; 

(5) the proposed total depth of the well; 

(6) the proposed depth of the screened intervals; 

(7) the pump size; and 

(8) a registration fee if one has been established under Rule 2.3. 

C. The General Manager may require the applicant to submit any additional 
information necessary to make a determination under Rule 4.3.A. 

D. The General Manager will assist the applicant in filing an application to register a 
well that is exempt under Rule 3.1 .A. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13; Rule 4.28, C and D amended 4/20/16] 
Rule 4.3. Approval of Well Registration 

A. At the time of filing of a registration, the General Manager will determine whether 
the water well is an exempt well or a non-exempt well, as defined in Rules 3.1 and 3.2. 

B. If the well is a non-exempt well, the Well Owner shall apply for an Operating 
Permit under Section 5 of these Rules. If the District grants the application for an 
Operating Permit, the Operating Permit is an approval of the well registration on the 
terms and conditions set out in the Operating Permit. 

C. If a well is a pre—existing well that was drilled before June 21, 2000, and is an 
exempt well, the General Manager shall approve the registration if the information 
provided is complete. Upon the General Manager’s approval, the District shall issue a 
certificate of registration to the applicant. 

D. If a well is a new well drilled after April 20, 2016, and is an exempt well under 
Rule 3.1.B, then the General Manager may: 

(1) approve the well registration if: 

(a) the information provided is complete; and 

(b) the new well will comply with the applicable spacing requirements 
under Rule 8.2 or the applicant has obtained a variance under Rule 8.3; or 

(2) refer the well registration to the Board, which may:

10
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(a) approve the well registration; or 

(b) require the Well Owner to apply for an Operating Permit under 
Section 5 of these Rules. 

E. If a well is a new well drilled after June 21, 2000, and is an exempt well under 
any provision of Rule 3.1 except 3.1.8, the General Manager shall approve the 
registration if: 

(1) the information provided is complete; and 

(2) the new well will comply with the applicable spacing requirements under 
Rule 8.2 or the applicant has obtained a variance under Rule 8.3. 

F. Upon the General Manager’s approval of a well registration, the District shall 
issue a certificate of registration to the applicant. 

G, An applicant may appeal any decision of the General Manager under this Rule 
4.3 to the Board as provided in Rule 15.6. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13; Rule 4.3.D, E F and G amended 4/10/16] 
Rule 4.4 Time Limit for Completion of New Exempt Well 
A. A certificate of registration for a new exempt well shall expire if the new well is 
not completed and the well log required by Texas Occupations Code Section 1901.251 
is not filed with the District within 180 days of the issuance of the certificate of 
registration. A certificate holder may request an extension of the time to drill a well. The 
request must be submitted in writing and must include the reasons for the request. The 
General Manager may grant the request, deny it, or grant a different extension than the 
one requested, without notice and hearing. 

B. An applicant may appeal any decision of the General Manager under this Rule 
4.4 to the Board as provided in Rule 15.6, 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13; amended 4/20/16] 

SECTION 5: OPERATING PERMITS FOR NON-EXEMPT WELLS 
Rule 5.1 Operating Permit Application 

A. The owner of a proposed non-exempt well shall submit an application for an 
Operating Permit on a form obtained from the District. The form shall be signed and 
sworn to by the applicant. A separate application is required for each well.

11
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B. For applications for Operating Permits other than applications described in Rule 
5.23 and Rule 5.2.C, the applicant shall provide the following information: 

(1) a copy of the completed registration form for the well; 

(2) a location map or property plat drawn on a scale that adequately details 
the proposed well site by latitude and longitude or by GPS coordinates, and the location 
of other registered or permitted wells within 5,000 feet of the location of the proposed 
well; 

(3) the maximum instantaneous production rate requested (in gallons per 
minute); 

(4) the maximum annual production amount requested (in gallons per year 
and acre feet per year) for each purpose; 

(5) if the application requests a total maximum annual production amount of 
200 acre-feet or greater, the results of a 36-hour pump test of a test well performed in 
accordance with procedures approved by the District, unless the General Manager 
waives this requirement in writing; 

(6) the location of the use of the water; 

(7) information describing how the amount of water requested addresses an 
existing or projected water supply need; 

(8) if the applicant is not the End User of the water, then: (a) if the applicant 
has identified an End User, the identity of the End User and a description of the 
applicant’s regulatory, statutory, contractual or other legal obligation to address the End 
User‘s water supply need, or (b), if the applicant has not identified the End User, a 
statement that the End User has not been identified; 

(9) the applicant’s water conservation plan, if the Texas Water Code or TCEQ 
rules require the applicant to have a water conservation plan, and, if the applicant is 

different from the End User, the End User's water conservation plan, if available; 

(10) the applicant’s drought contingency plan, if the Texas Water Code or 
TCEQ rules require the applicant to have a drought contingency plan, and, if the 
applicant is different from the End User, the End User’s drought contingency plan, if 

available; 

(11) a water well closure plan or a declaration that the applicant will comply 
with well plugging guidelines and report closure to the TCEQ; 

(12) for new wells, an Operating Permit application fee if one has been 
established under Rule 2.3; and
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(13) any other information deemed necessary by the District to comply with the 

requirements of Texas Water Code chapter 36, its enabling statutes, and general law. 

C. For applications for Operating Permits described in Rule 5.2.B and Rule 5.2.C, 
the applicant shall provide the information described in Rule 5.1.B(1), (3) through (7), 
(11)and (12). 
D. The applicant may provide the District with any other information relevant to the 
considerations in Rule 5.2.D. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13; amended 10/21/15; Rule 5.1.B amended 4/20/16] 

Rule 5.2 Processing of Operating Permit Application 

A. Processing. Except as provided in Rule 5.2.B. and Rule 5.2.C, an application for 
an Operating Permit will be processed as provided in Rule 15.1. If an applicant files 
more than one application for an Operating Permit at the same time, the District shall 
process those applications together, unless the applicant requests otherwise. 

B. No additional withdrawal amount requested. An application for an Operating 
Permit will be processed as provided in Rule 15.3, if: 

(1) the application requests that production from the well be aggregated with 
the permitted annual withdrawal amount of other wells pursuant to Rule 5.3.0.; and 

(2) the application does not seek authority to withdraw any amount of water in 
addition to the aggregated permitted annual withdrawal amount of the other designated 
wells. 

C. Less than 50 acre-feet per year requested. If an application for an Operating 
Permit requests an annual withdrawal of 50 acre-feet per year or less, then the General 
Manager may: (1) grant the application, (2) approve the Operating Permit with terms 
other than those requested in the application, (3) deny the application; or (4) refer the 
application to the Board for decision under Rule 15.3. An applicant may appeal any 
decision of the General Manager under this Rule 5.2.0 to the Board as provided in Rule 
15.6. 

D. Consideration. In deciding whether to grant an application for an Operating 
Permit, approve the Operating Permit with terms other than those requested in the 
application, or deny the application, the Board shall consider the requirements of Texas 
Water Code chapter 36 and the District Rules, including, but not limited to, the following: 

(1) whether the application conforms to the requirements prescribed by 
chapter 36 of the Texas Water Code and the District Rules; 

(2) whether the proposed use of water unreasonably affects existing 
groundwater and surface water resources or existing permit holders;

13
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(3) whether the proposed use of water is dedicated to a Beneficial Use; 

(4) whether the proposed use of water is consistent with the District 
Management Plan; 

(5) whether the applicant has agreed to avoid waste and achieve water 
conservation; and 

(6) whether the applicant has agreed that reasonable diligence will be used to 
protect groundwater quality; 

(7) whether the applicant will follow well plugging guidelines at the time of well 
closure. 

(8) whether granting the application is consistent with the District’s duty to 
manage total groundwater production on a long-term basis to achieve an applicable 
Desired Future Condition, considering: 

(a) the Modeled Available Groundwater determined by the TWDB 
executive administrator; 

(b) the TWDB executive administrator’s estimate of the current and 
projected amount of groundwater produced under exemptions granted by District 
Rules and Texas Water Code § 36.117; 

(c) the amount of groundwater authorized under permits previously 
issued by the District; 

(d) a reasonable estimate of the amount of groundwater that is actually 
produced under permits issued by the District; and 

(e) yearly precipitation and production patterns; 

(9) whether the conditions and limitations in the Operating Permit prevent 
Waste, achieve water conservation, minimize as far as practicable the drawdown of the 
water table or the reduction of artesian pressure, or lessen interference between wells; 

(10) whether the applicant has a history of non-compliance with District Rules 
and chapter 36 of the Texas Water Code, including any record of enforcement actions 
against the applicant for violation of District Rules or chapter 36. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13; amended 10/21/15; Rule 5.2.A, B and C amended 
4/20/16]
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Rule 5.3 Operating Permit Provisions 

A. Well-specific permit provisions. Every Operating Permit issued by the District 
will include the following: 

(1) the name and address of the person to whom the permit is issued; 

(2) the location of the well; 

(3) the date the permit is to expire if the permitted well is not drilled and 
completed; 

(4) a statement of the purpose(s) for which water from the well is to be used; 

(5) the location of the use of the water from the well; 

(6) the total depth of the well and the aquifer unit from which the well will 

produce water; 

(7) the maximum amount of water that may be withdrawn from the well in a 
calendar year; 

(8) the maximum instantaneous rate at which water may be withdrawn from 
the well; and 

(9) the term of the permit. 

B. Standard permit provisions. All Operating Permits are granted subject to the 
District Rules, the orders of the Board, the District Management Plan, and Chapter 36 of 
the Texas Water Code. In addition to any well-specific permit provisions and special 
conditions included in the Operating Permit, each Operating Permit includes the 
following standard permit provisions: 

(1) This permit is granted in accordance with District Rules, and acceptance 
of this permit constitutes an acknowledgement and agreement that permittee will 

comply with the terms, conditions, and limitations set forth in this permit, the District 
rules, the orders of the Board, and the District Management Plan. 

(2) Water withdrawn under the permit must be put to beneficial use at all 

times, and operation of the permitted well in a wasteful manner is prohibited. 

(3) Water produced from the well must be measured using a water measuring 
device or method approved by the District that is within plus or minus 10% of accuracy. 

(4) The well site must be accessible to District representatives for inspection, 
and permittee agrees to cooperate fully in any reasonable inspection of the well and 
well site by District representatives.
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(5) Permittee shall use reasonable diligence to protect water quality. 

(6) Permittee shall follow well plugging guidelines at the time of well closure. 

(7) The application pursuant to which this permit has been issued is 

incorporated in this permit by reference, and this permit is granted on the basis of and 
contingent upon the accuracy of the information provided in that application. A finding 
that false or inaccurate information has been provided is grounds for revocation of the 
permit. 

(8) Violation of the permits terms, conditions, requirements, or special 
provisions, including pumping amounts in excess of authorized withdrawals, may 
subject the permittee to enforcement action or permit revocation under the District 
Rules. 

(9) Whenever the special conditions in the permit are inconsistent with other 
provisions of the permit or the District Rules, the special condition will prevail. 

C. Aggregation of withdrawals. The Board may include a special condition in an 
Operating Permit allowing the aggregation of the permitted annual withdrawal amount in 
the Operating Permit with the permitted annual withdrawal amount of other wells 
designated in the Operating Permit or of other wells within a geographic area 
designated in the Operating Permit, so that the aggregated annual withdrawal amount 
may be withdrawn from any one or more of those designated wells, if: 

(1) the wells whose withdrawal will be aggregated are part of the same Well 
System; and 

(2) the wells whose withdrawals will be aggregated are completed in the 
same aquifer unit. 

D. Other special conditions. 

(1) If the General Manager has waived the pump test requirement for an 
application, as provided in Rule 5.1.B(5), then the Operating Permit may include a 
special condition requiring the Permittee to provide the District with the results of a 36- 
hour pump test performed in accordance with procedures approved by the District 
before the Permittee begins using water from the permitted well. 

(2) The Operating Permit may include any special conditions that the Board 
determines are required by the considerations in Rule 5.2.D and any other special 
conditions required or authorized by these Rules or applicable law. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13; amended 10/21/15; Rule 5.33 and D amended 
4/20/16]
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Rule 5.4 Operating Permit Term 

A. Operating Permits issued before Januan/ 1, 2013, that authorize the use of water 
solely for agricultural purposes are effective until amended or revoked as provided in 
these Rules. 

B. Except as provided in Rule 5.4,A. Rule 5.5, and Rule 5.6. Operating Permits are 
effective for a period of five years from the date the permit is granted, unless amended 
or revoked as provided in these Rules. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13] 

Rule 5.5 Time Limit for Completion of Permitted Well 

A. An Operating Permit shall automatically terminate if, within 180 days of the date 
of issuance of the permit: 

(1) the permitted well has not been completed; or 

(2) the well log required by Texas Occupations Code Section 1901.251 has 
not been filed with the District. 

B. Before an Operating Permit automatically terminates under Rule 5.5.A, the 
Operating Permit holder may request a 180-day extension of the time to drill a well. The 
request must be submitted in writing and must include the reasons for the request. The 
Board will take action on the request under Rule 15.3. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13; Rule 55.8 amended 4/20/16 

Rule 5.6 Time Limit for Operation of Permitted Well 

A. An Operating Permit shall automatically terminate if, within 24 months of the date 
that the permitted well is completed, the permittee has not used water from the 
permitted well for a purpose authorized in the Operating Permit. 

B. Before an Operating Permit automatically terminates under Rule 5.6.A, the 
Operating Permit holder may request a 24-month extension of the time to operate a 
well. The request must be submitted in writing and must include the reasons for the 
request, The Board will take action on the request under Rule 15.3. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13; Rule 5.23 amended 4/20/18] 

Rule 5.7 Renewal of Operating Permit 

A. Application. At least 60 days before the term of an Operating Permit expires, an 
Operating Permit holder may apply for renewal of the permit. An application for renewal 
shall be in writing. A renewal application fee must also be submitted, if one has been
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established under Rule 2.3. An Operating Permit holder who has timely filed an 
application for renewal may continue to operate the permitted well under the existing 
terms and conditions of the Operating Permit until the General Manager acts on the 
application for renewal. 

B. Approval. The General Manager shall approve an application for renewal of an 
Operating Permit on the existing terms and conditions if the application is timely filed 
and accompanied by a renewal application fee, if one has been established under Rule 
2.3. 

C. Permittee-proposed amendments, If the Operating Permit holder proposes a 
change in the Operating Permit that requires an amendment under Rule 7.2 in 

conjunction with an application to renew the Operating Permit, the application to amend 
shall be processed separately from the application for renewal and as provided in Rule 
7.2. 

D. General Manager proposed amendments. Within 60 days of the date that an 
Operating Permit holder files an application for renewal of an Operating Permit, the 
General Manager may propose an amendment to the Operating Permit under Rule 
7.2.H. A General Manager-proposed amendment shall be processed separately and as 
provided in Rule 7.2.H. 

E. Enforcement proceedings. Any enforcement proceedings against the 
Operating Permit holder shall be processed separately from the application for renewal 
as provided in Rule 5.8 and Section 13 of the District Rules, and shall not be affected by 
the renewal of the Operating Permit under this Rule 5.7. 

F. Renewal term. If an application for renewal is granted, the Operating Permit is 
effective for a period of five (5) years from the date of the expiration of the prior term, 
unless amended or revoked as provided in these Rules. 

G. Failure to apply. If an Operating Permit holder fails to timely file an application 
for renewal, the Operating Permit will expire at the end of its stated term. 

[Adopted 1 1/14/12; effective 1/1/13; amended 4/20/16] 

SECTION 6: TRANSPORT PERMITS 
Rule 6.1 Required Transport Permit 

A. Except as provided in Rule 6.1 .3, no person may transfer groundwater outside of 
the District’s boundaries for use outside the District’s boundaries without first obtaining a 
Transport Permit. 

B. A Transport Permit is not required for the transfer of groundwater outside of the 
District's boundaries under the following circumstances:
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(1) if the groundwater will be used on a contiguous property owned by the 

same person that is partly inside and partly outside the District boundaries; 

(2) if the groundwater will be used by a Retail Public Water Utility that is 

required to obtain a certificate of convenience and necessity under Texas Water Code 
chapter 13 to supply water within a certificated service area that lies partly inside and 
partly outside the District boundaries; 

(3) if the groundwater will be used by a Retail Public Water Utility that is not 
required to obtain a certificate of convenience and necessity under Texas Water Code 
chapter 13 to supply water to a retail service area that lies partly inside and partly 
outside the District boundaries; and 

(4) if the groundwater is transferred outside of the District’s boundaries under 
a continuing arrangement in effect before March 2, 1997; provided, however, that a 
Transport Permit is required for any increase in the amount of groundwater transferred 
outside the District’s boundaries under a continuing arrangement in effect before March 
2, 1997. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13] 

Rule 6.2 Transport Permit Application 

A. A Well Owner shall submit an application for a Transport Permit on a form 
obtained from the District. The form shall be signed and sworn to by the applicant. A 
separate application is required for each well from which the water to be transferred 
outside the District‘s boundaries will be produced 

B. The application form for a Transport Permit shall require the applicant to provide 
the following information: 

(1) a copy of the completed registration form for the well; 

(2) the maximum amount of water proposed to be transferred outside the 
District’s boundaries annually (in gallons per year or acre-feet per year); 

(3) the location of the use of the water; 

(4) information describing how this application addresses a water supply need 
in the receiving area, including information on when that water supply need is projected 
to occur; and 

(5) if the applicant is not the End User of the water, then (a) if the applicant 
has identified an End User, the identity of the End User and a description of the 
applicant’s regulatory, statutory, contractual or other legal obligation to address the End 
User‘s water supply need, or (b) if the applicant has not identified the End User, a 
statement that an End User has not been identified;
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(6) a Transport Permit application fee if one has been established under Rule 
2.3; and 

(7) any other information deemed necessary by the District to comply with the 
requirements of Texas Water Code chapter 36, its enabling statutes. and general law. 

C. The applicant may provide the District with any other information relevant to the 
considerations in Rule 63.8. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13] 

Rule 6.3 Processing of Transport Permit Application 

A. Processing. An application for a Transport Permit shall be processed as 
provided in Rule 15.1. If an application for a Transport Permit for a well is submitted with 
an application for an Operating Permit for the same well, the applications will be 
combined and processed together. 

B. Considerations. In deciding whether to grant an application for a Transport 
Permit, deny the application, or approve the Transport Permit with terms other than 
those requested in the application, the Board shall consider the requirements of Texas 
Water Code chapter 36 and the District Rules, including, but not limited to, the following: 

(1) the availability of water in the District and in the proposed receiving area 
during the period for which the water supply is requested; 

(2) the projected effect of the proposed transfer on aquifer conditions, 
depletion, subsidence, or effects on existing permit holders or other groundwater users 
within the District; and 

(3) the approved regional water plan and the District Management Plan. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13; Rule 6.3.A amended 4/20/16] 

Rule 6.4 Transport Permit Provisions 

A. Standard permit provisions. Every Transport Permit issued by the District will 
include the following: 

(1) the name and address of the person to whom the permit is issued; 

(2) the location of the well; 

(3) the purpose for which water from the well is to be used;
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(4) a provision requiring water withdrawn under the permit be put to beneficial 

use at all times; 

(5) the location of the use of the water from the well; 

(6) the maximum amount of water withdrawn from the well that may be 
transferred outside the District‘s boundaries in a calendar year; and 

(7) the term of the permit. 

B. Special conditions. A Transport Permit may also include any other special 
conditions required or authorized by these Rules or other applicable law for Operating 
Permits. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13] 

Rule 6.5. Term of Transport Permit 

A. The term of a Transport Permit shall be three years if construction of a 
conveyance system has not been initiated prior to the issuance of the permit. 

B. The term of a Transport Permit shall be thirty (30) years if construction of a 
conveyance system has been initiated prior to the issuance of the permit, 

0. A three-year term under Rule 6.5.A shall automatically be extended to a 30-year 
term under Rule 6.5.B. if construction of a conveyance system is begun before the 
expiration of the initial term. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13] 

Rule 6.6 Renewal of Transport Permit 

A. Application. Before the term of a Transport Permit expires, a Transport Permit 
holder may apply for renewal of the permit. An application for renewal shall be in writing. 
A renewal application fee must also be submitted, if one has been established under 
Rule 2.3. A Transfer Permit holder who has timely filed an application for renewal may 
continue to transfer water outside the District‘s boundaries under the terms of the permit 
while the District considers the application. 

B. Processing. An application for renewal of a Transport Permit will be processed 
as provided in Rule 15.3. 

C. Considerations. In deciding whether to grant an application for renewal, deny it, 
or approve renewal of the Transport Permit with amended terms or conditions, the 
Board shall consider the following:
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(1) if the well requires an Operating Permit, whether the Operating Permit for 

the well remains in effect; 

(2) whether the Transport Permit holder has complied with the terms and 
conditions of the permit, the District Rules, and chapter 36 of the Texas Water Code, 
including any record of enforcement actions against the Transfer Permit holder; 

(3) whether any inaccurate information provided in the application justifies 
non-renewal or any changes in the permit conditions; 

(4) whether any changes in the Texas Water Code or the District Rules on 
which the permit or a permit condition was based or any judicial decision issued after 
the permit was granted require any changes in the permit conditions; and 

(5) whether any changes in the District's Desired Future Conditions or the 
District Management Plan that were approved after the permit was granted require any 
changes in the permit conditions. 

C. Renewal term. If an application for renewal is granted, the Transport Permit is 
effective for a period of three (3) years from the date of the expiration of the prior term, 
unless amended or revoked as provided in these Rules. 

D. Failure to apply. If a Transport Permit holder fails to timely file an application for 
renewal, the Transport Permit will expire at the end of its stated term. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13; amended 4/20/16] 

SECTION 7: CHANGE IN WELL CONDITIONS OR OPERATIONS; CHANGE 
IN OWNERSHIP; REPLACEMENT WELLS 

Rule 7.1 Changes to Well Conditions or Operations of Exempt and Non- 
exempt Wells Requiring Operating Permit Application 

A. Changes to exempt wells. No person may make any change to an exempt well 
that would cause the exempt well to become a non-exempt well until the Well Owner 
files and receives District approval of an application for an Operating Permit under 
Section 5 of these Rules. 

B. Changes to non-exempt wells. No person may make a change to a non- 
exempt well that would change the applicable spacing requirements for the non-exempt 
well or that would othenNise cause the non—exempt well to operate in a manner not 
authorized by the terms and provisions of the wells Operating Permit until the Operating 
Permit holder files and receives District approval of an application for an amendment of 
the Operating Permit under Section 7.2 of these Rules. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13; amended 4/20/16]
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Rule 7.2. Amendments to Operating Permit for Non-exempt Wells 

A. Required amendments. An amendment to an Operating Permit is required for 
any change to the terms, provisions or special condition in the Operating Permit. 

B. Application. An application for an amendment to an Operating Permit shall be in 
writing and signed and sworn to by the applicant, An amendment application fee must 
also be submitted, if one has been established under Rule 2.3. 

C. Amendment without increase in authorized amount or withdrawal rate. If an 
application to amend an Operating Permit does not seek to increase the maximum 
amount of water that may be withdrawn from the well in a calendar year, or the 
maximum instantaneous rate at which water may be withdrawn from the well, then the 
application will be processed as provided in Rule 15.3; provided, however, that the 
Board may, in its sole discretion, require the application to be processed as provided in 
Rule 15.1 

D. Amendment to aggregate without increase in withdrawal rate. If an 
application to amend an Operating Permit requests that the existing authorized annual 
withdrawal amount from the well be aggregated with the existing authorized annual 
withdrawal amounts of other wells pursuant to Rule 5.3.0. and does not seek to 
increase the maximum instantaneous rate at which water may be withdrawn from the 
well, then the application may be processed as provided in Rule 154; provided, 
however, that the Board may, in its sole discretion, require the application to be 
processed as provided in Rule 15.1 

E. Amendment to decrease authorized amount or withdrawal rate. The General 
Manager may grant an application to amend an Operating Permit that seeks solely to 
decrease the maximum amount of water that may be withdrawn from the well in a 
calendar year, or the maximum instantaneous rate at which water may be withdrawn 
from the well, without notice or hearing. 

F. Processing. Except as provided in Rule 72.0, Rule 7.2.D and Rule 7.2.E, an 
application for an amendment shall be processed as provided in Rule 14.3. 

G. Considerations. Except as provided in Rule 7.2.H, in deciding whether to grant 
an application for an amendment, deny it, or approve the amendment with terms other 
than those requested in the application, the District shall use the considerations 
provided in Rule 5,2.D, 

H. General Manager-proposed amendments. The General Manager may propose 
an amendment to an Operating Permit: (1) if the Operating Permit has a term, then 
within 60 days of the date on which the Permittee files an application for renewal of the 
Operating Permit; or (2) if the Operating Permit does not have a term, then not more 
than once every five years. The General Manager shall provide the Permittee with 
written notice of the proposed amendment. A General Manager-proposed amendment
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shall be processed as provided in Rule 15.1C-F. The Board will grant a General 
Manager-proposed amendment if the General Manager demonstrates that: 

(1) false or inaccurate information provided in the application justifies the 
proposed change in the permit terms or conditions; or 

(2) relevant information that has become available since the permit was 
issued justifies the proposed changes in permit terms or conditions; or 

(3) changes in the Texas Water Code or the District Rules on which the 
permit or a permit condition was based or any judicial decision issued after the permit 
was granted require the proposed change in permit terms or conditions; or 

(4) changes in the District’s Desired Future Conditions or the District 
Management Plan that were approved after the permit was granted require the 
proposed change in permit terms or conditions. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13; amended 10/21/15; amended 4/20/16] 

Rule 7.3 Amendments to Transport Permit 

A. Required amendments. An amendment to a Transport Permit is required for 
any change to the terms, provisions or special conditions in the Transport Permit. 

B. Application. An application for an amendment to a Transfer Permit shall be 
signed and sworn to by the applicant. An amendment application fee must also be 
submitted, if one has been established under Rule 2.3, 

0. Amendment without increase in authorized transport amount. If an 
application to amend a Transport Permit does not seek to increase the maximum 
amount of water that may be transported outside the boundaries of the District in a 
calendar year, then the application will be processed as provided in Rule 15.3; provided, 
however, that the Board may, in its sole discretion, require the application to be 
processed as provided in Rule 15.1. 

D. Amendment to decrease authorized amount. The General Manager may grant 
an application to amend a Transport Permit to decrease the maximum amount of water 
that may be transferred outside the boundaries of the District in a calendar year, without 
notice or hearing. 

E. Processing. Except as provided in Rule 7.3.0 and Rule 7.3.D., an application for 
an amendment to a Transport Permit shall be processed as provided in Rule 15.1. 

F. Considerations. In deciding whether to grant an application for an amendment, 
deny it, or approve the amendment with terms other than those requested in the 
application, the Board shall use the considerations provided in Rule 6.3.B.
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[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13; amended 4/20/16 

Rule 7.4 Transfer of Ownership and Well Registration for Exempt Wells and 
Non-Exempt Wells 

A. The new owner of an exempt or non-exempt well shall report the change in 

ownership of the well to the District The new Well Owner shall submit to the District: 

(1) the name, address and phone number of the new Well Owner; 

(2) a copy of the written instrument transferring ownership of the well to the 
new Well Owner; and 

(3) a change of ownership fee, if one has been established under Rule 2.3. 

B. The General Manager shall reflect the change in ownership of the well and the 
well registration in the records of the District if the General Manager determines that: 

(1) the information provided is complete; and 

(2) any required fee has been paid. 

C. An applicant may appeal any decision of the General Manager under this Rule 
7.4 to the Board as provided in Rule 15.6. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13; amended 4/20/16] 

Rule 7.5 Transfer of Operating Permit for Non-exempt Wells 

A. Prior approval required. Except as provided in Rule 7.5.E, an Operating Permit 
holder may not transfer ownership of an Operating Permit to another person or entity 
without the District’s prior approval. 

B. Application. The proposed transferee shall submit an application to transfer an 
Operating Permit. The Application shall be writing and signed by the applicant and shall 
include: 

(1) the name. address and phone number of the new applicant; 

(2) a copy of the written instrument transferring ownership of the Operating 
Permit to the proposed transferee; and 

(3) a transfer application fee, if one has been established under Rule 2.3. 

0. Processing. An application to transfer an Operating Permit will be processed as 
provided in Rule 15.3.
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D. Considerations. In deciding whether to grant an application for transfer, deny it, 
or approve the transfer with conditions, the Board shall consider: 

(1) whether the proposed transferee has complied with the terms and 
conditions of any other District permits issued to the proposed transferee, the District 
Rules, and chapter 36 of the Texas Water Code, including any record of enforcement 
actions against the proposed transferee; and 

(2) whether the proposed transferee has the financial and managerial 
capabilities necessary to comply with the terms and conditions of the permit to be 
transferred. 

E. Agricultural Wells. The holder of an Operating Permit for a well that is used 
solely for Agricultural Use may transfer ownership of the Operating Permit without the 
District’s prior approval. The new owner shall report the change of ownership to the 
District as provided in Rule 7.4. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13; Rule 7.5.3 and C amended 4/20/16] 

Rule 7.6 Transfer of Transport Permit 

A. Prior approval required. A Transport Permit holder may not transfer ownership 
of a Transfer Permit to another person or entity without the District's prior approval. 

B. Exempt wells. A Transport Permit for an exempt well may only be transferred 
with the ownership of the well. An application to transfer a Transport Permit for an 
exempt well will be processed as provided in Rule 15.3. In deciding whether to grant an 
application for transfer, deny it, or approve the transfer with conditions, the Board shall 
use the considerations provided in Rule 7.5.D. 

C. Non-exempt wells. A Transport Permit for a non-exempt well may only be 
transferred with the Operating Permit for the well. An application to transfer 3 Transport 
Permit for a non-exempt well shall be processed with the application for transfer of the 
Operating Permit under Rule 7.5. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13; Rule 7.68 and C amended 4/20/16] 

Rule 7.7 Replacement Wells for Exempt Wells and Non-exempt Wells 

A. No person may drill a replacement well for an exempt well or a non-exempt well 
without the District’s prior approval. 

B. An application for a replacement well shall be in writing and signed and sworn to 
by the proposed transferee. A replacement well application fee must also be submitted, 
if one has been established under Rule 2.3.
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C. The General Manager shall approve the application in writing if the General 
Manager determines that: 

(1) either: (a) the location of the proposed replacement well is within 500 feet 
of the existing well and complies with the applicable spacing requirements under Rule 
8.2; or (b) the applicant has obtained a variance under Rule 8.3 or Rule 14.7; and 

(2) the replacement well will be located in the same aquifer unit as the well 
being replaced. 

D. A replacement well must be drilled within 30 feet of the approved location, and 
not elsewhere. Rule 10.1 .A does not apply to a replacement well. 

E. The approval of a replacement well shall expire if the new well is not completed 
and the well log required by Texas Occupations Code Section 1901.251 is not filed with 
the District within 180 days of the issuance of the approval. The applicant may request 
an extension of the time to drill a replacement well. The request be submitted in writing 
and must include the reasons for the request. The General Manager may grant the 
request, deny it, or grant a different extension than the one requested, without notice 
and hearing. 

F. If a replacement well is completed and the well log is filed with the District within 
the applicable time limit under Rule 7.7.E, then the well registration, Operating Permit, 
and other permits for the well that is being replaced will be assigned to the replacement 
well, unless the Well Owner notifies the District in writing that the Well Owner intends to 
plug the replacement well and retain the original well. Immediately after determining 
whether the replacement well or the original well will be retained for production, the Well 
Owner shall plug the other well in accordance with applicable law, unless the District 
and the Well Owner mutually agree that the District will use that other well as a 
monitoring well. 

G. An applicant may appeal any decision of the General Manager under this Rule 
7.7 to the Board as provided in Rule 15.6. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13; Rule 7. 7.3 and G amended 4/20/16] 
SECTION 8: SPACING REQUIREMENTS 
Rule 8.1. Purpose and Applicability 

A. The purpose of these well spacing requirements is to minimize as far as 
practicable the drawdown of the water table or the reduction of artesian pressure, to 
prevent interference between wells, to prevent degradation of water quality, and to 
prevent waste. 

B. The requirements of this Rule 8 apply to all new wells drilled within the District 
after January 13, 2013, except exempt wells described in Rule 3.10 and Rule 3.1.D.
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[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13] 

Rule 8.2 Minimum Well Spacing Requirements 

A. From Property Lines. A new non-exempt well may not be drilled within 100 feet 
of the nearest Property Line. A new exempt well may not be drilled within 50 feet of the 
nearest Property Line. 

B. From other wells. A new non-exempt well shall be spaced from the nearest well 
that is (1) registered or permitted on the date that the application for well registration is 

filed; (2) completed in the same aquifer unit; and (3) owned by a different Well Owner as 
follows:

~ 

Maximum Pump Capacity Simsboro and Carrizo 
(9pm) (feet) 
5 500 1,500 
501 — 1000 2500 
> 1000 5,000

~ 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13; Rule 8.2.8 amended 4/20/16] 

Rule 8.3. Well Spacing Variances 

A. Non-exempt wells. If a variance from the spacing requirements of Rule 8.2 is 

required for a proposed new well that requires an Operating Permit under Section 5 of 
these Rules, then a variance will be considered with the Operating Permit application. If 

a variance from the spacing requirements of Rule 8.2 is required for an existing well that 
requires an amendment to an Operating Permit under Rule 7.3, then a variance from 
the spacing requirements of Rule 8.2 will be considered with the Operating Permit 
amendment application. 

B. Exempt wells. If the well for which the variance is required is or will be an 
exempt well, the variance shall be processed as follows: 

(1) The General Manager may grant the variance, without notice or hearing, 

(a) the applicant for well registration has submitted signed and 
notarized waivers from all Owners and Well Owners within the applicable spacing 
limits described in Rule 8.2; and 

(b) the well location complies with the requirements of Rule 10.1.3. 
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(2) The General Manager, in his or her sole discretion, may refer the well 

registration to the Board for a decision on whether a variance should be granted. 
without regard to whether the requirements of Rule 8.3.B(1) have been met. 

(3) If a variance is required and Rule 8.3.B(1) does not apply or the General 
Manager has referred the well registration to the Board under Rule 8.3.C(2), the 
variance will be set on the agenda for a Board meeting. In addition to the notice 
required by the Open Meetings Act, the District shall mail notice at least fourteen (14) 
days prior to the Board meeting at which the variance will be considered to the applicant 
for well registration and to all Owners and Well Owners located within the spacing limits 
described in Rule 8.2. The notice of the meeting shall provide the proposed location of 
the well(s), the applicant's name and address, and the date, time, and location of the 
Board meeting. The Board may grant the variance, deny the variance, or approve the 
variance with terms other than those requested at the noticed Board meeting or any 
subsequent and appropriately noticed Board meeting, 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13; amended 4/20/16] 

SECTION 9: PRODUCTION LIMITS FOR NON-EXEMPT WELLS 
Rule 9.1. Production Limits. To accomplish the purposes of Texas Water Code 
chapter 36, and to achieve the stated purposes and goals of the District, including 
managing the sustainability of the aquifers and preventing significant, sustained water- 
level declines within the aquifers, the district shall manage total groundwater production 
on a long—term basis to achieve the applicable Desired Future Condition. The District 
may establish production limits on all permits for this purpose following the procedures 
in Rule 14.1 and 14.2, All Operating Permits are issued subject to any future production 
limits adopted by the District under this Rule. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13] 

Rule 9.2. Management Zones 

A. Using the best hydrogeologic and other relevant scientific data readily available, 
the Board may create certain management zones within the District based on 
geographically or hydrogeologically defined areas, aquifers, or aquifer subdivisions, in 

whole or in part, following the procedures in Rule 14.1 or Rule 14.2. Within a 
management zone, the District may: 

(1) assess water availability; 

(2) authorize total production and make proportional adjustments to permitted 
withdrawals; 

(3) allow for the transfer of permits; and
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(4) othenivise undertake efforts to manage the groundwater resources in a 

manner that is consistent with the District Management Plan and that aids in the 
attainment of all applicable Desired Future Conditions. 

B. The District shall attempt to delineate Management Zones along boundaries that, 
to the extent practicable, will promote fairness and efficiency by the District in its 

management of groundwater and the ability of the public to identify the boundaries 
based upon land surface features. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13] 

SECTION 10: WELL LOCATION AND CONSTRUCTION STANDARDS 
Rule 10.1. Well Location 

A. All new wells must be drilled within 100 feet of the location identified in the 
approved certificate of registration or the approved Operating Permits; provided that the 
well location must comply with the applicable well spacing requirements under Rule 8.2 
or any variance granted under Rule 8.3. 

B. All new wells must comply with the location standards of Texas Department of 
Licensing and Regulation rules at 16 Texas Administrative Code Section 76.1000, as 
amended, and with the minimum required separation distance for on-site sewage 
facilities under Texas Commission on Environmental Quality rules at 30 Texas 
Administrative Code Section 285.91(10), as amended. 

C. Public water system wells must comply with the location standards of 30 Texas 
Administrative Code chapter 290. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13] 

Rule 10.2 Well Construction 

A. Except as provided in Rule 10.2.0, all new construction of wells and installation 
of pumps shall be in accordance with the Texas Occupations Code Chapter 1901, 
“Water Well Drillers," and Chapter 1902, :Water Well Pump Installers,” as amended, 
and the rules of the Texas Department of Licensing and Regulation at 16 Texas 
Administrative Code, Chapter 76. as amended. 

B. All public water supply wells must be completed using the engineer-designed 
criteria approved by the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality under 30 Texas 
Administrative Code Chapter 290, as amended. 

C. All non—exempt wells other than public water supply wells must be completed in 
accordance with the stricter of the Texas Department of Licensing and Regulation rules 
set forth at 16 Texas Administrative Code, Chapter 76, the applicable county 
regulations, the applicable city ordinances, or the following specifications:
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(1) The annular space between the borehole and the casing shall be filled 
with cement slurry from the ground level to a depth of not less than 10 feet below the 
land surface or well head. 

(2) All wells shall have a concrete slab or sealing block above the cement 
slurry around the well at the ground surface. 

(3) The slab or block shall extend at least two (2) feet from the well in all 

directions and have a minimum thickness of four inches and shall be separated from the 
well casing by a plastic or mastic coating or sleeve to prevent bonding of the slab to the 
casing. 

(4) The surface of the slab shall be sloped to drain away from the well. 

(5) In all new wells: 

(a) the casing shall extend a minimum of one foot above the original 
ground surface; and 

(b) A slab or block as described in Rule 10.2.C(3) is required above the 
cement slurry except when a pitless adapter is used. Pitless adapters may be 
used in such wells provided that: 

(i) the pitless adapter is welded to the casing or fitted with 
another suitably effective seal; and 

(ii) the annular space between the borehole and the casing is 

filled with cement to a depth not less than 15 feet below the adapter 
connection. 

(6) The well casing shall be capped or completed in a manner that will 
prevent pollutants from entering the well. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13] 

Rule 10.3 Re-completions 

A. The Well Owner shall have the continuing responsibility of insuring that a well 
does not allow commingling of undesirable water with fresh water or the unwanted loss 
of water through the wellbore to other porous strata. 

B. If a well is allowing the commingling of undesirable water with fresh water or the 
unwanted loss of water, and the casing in the well cannot be removed and the well re— 
completed within the applicable rules, the casing in the well shall be perforated and 
cemented in a manner that will prevent the commingling or loss of water. If such a well
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has no casing, then the well shall be cased and cemented, or plugged in a manner that 
will prevent such commingling or loss of water. 

C. The Board may direct a Well Owner to take steps to prevent the commingling of 
undesirable water with fresh water, or the unwanted loss of water. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13] 

SECTION 11: REPORTING 

Rule 11.1 Filing State Reports 

A. Well Report. A water well driller shall submit a copy of the State Well Log report 
and, if available, a geophysical log to the District within 30 days of: (1) the cessation of 
drilling, for a well that will not be completed; (2) the completion of a well; (3) the 
deepening of a well; or (4) any other alteration to the well. 

B. Plugging Report. Within 30 days after plugging a well, the person plugging the 
well shall submit to the District a copy of the State Plugging Report, 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13] 

Rule 11.2 Water Use Reports 

A. Wells with Operating Permits. An Operating Permit holder shall keep a record 
of the total amount of water produced from a permitted well in each calendar month. 
The Operating Permit holder shall submit an annual water production report to the 
District on or before January 31 of the following calendar year that includes the amount 
of groundwater withdrawn during each calendar month of the previous calendar year. 

B. Wells with Transport Permits. A Transport Permit holder shall keep a record of 
the total amount of water produced from a well or 3 Well System and transported 
outside the boundaries of the District in each calendar year. The Transport Permit 
holder shall submit the annual water transport record to the District on or before January 
31 of the following calendar year. 

0. Other wells transporting water outside District boundaries. A Well Owner 
who transports groundwater outside the District‘s boundaries for use outside the 
District’s boundaries, but is exempted from obtaining a Transport Permit under Rule 
6.1.B.(2) or Rule 6.1.B.(3), shall keep a record of the total amount of water transported 
outside the boundaries of the District in each calendar year. The Well Owner shall 
submit the annual water transport report to the District on or before January 31 of the 
following calendar year. 

D. Exempt rig supply wells. The operator of a well that is exempted from obtaining 
an Operating Permit under Rule 3.1.B shall keep a record of the total amount of water 
produced from the well in each calendar month. The operator shall submit an annual
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water production report to the District on or before January 31 of the following calendar 
year that includes the amount of groundwater withdrawn during each calendar month of 
the previous calendar year, 

E. Exempt mining wells. An entity holding a permit issued by the Railroad 
Commission under Texas Natural Resources Code, Chapter 134 that authorizes the 
drilling of a water well shall keep a record of the total amount of water produced from 
the well in each calendar year. The entity shall submit an annual water production report 
to the District on or before January 31 of the following calendar year that includes the 
amount of groundwater withdrawn during each calendar month of the previous calendar 
year, 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13; amended 4/20/16] 

SECTION 12: PROHIBITION AGAINST WASTE AND POLLUTION 
Rule 12.1 Wasteful Use. Groundwater produced from within the District shall not be 
used in such a manner or under such conditions as to constitute Waste as defined by 
District Rules. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13] 

Rule 12.2 Groundwater Pollution. No person shall pollute or harmfully alter the 
character of the groundwater within the District by causing or allowing the introduction of 
undesirable water, pollutants, or other deleterious matter from another stratum, from the 
surface of the ground, or from the operation of a well. Injection activities that are in 

compliance with the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality regulatonl 
requirements authorized by chapter 27 of the Texas Water Code chapter 27, for which 
the US. Environmental Protection Agency and the TCEQ have approved the aquifer 
exemption specified in the federal Safe Drinking Water Act and codified in 40 Code of 
Federal Regulations, section 114.7(b) and 30 Texas Administrative Code, section 
331.13, shall not constitute groundwater pollution under this Rule 12.2. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13] 

Rule 12.3 Waste Prevention. Any person producing or using groundwater shall 
exercise due care in accordance with acceptable and approved methods to stop and 
prevent waste of groundwater. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13] 

Rule 12.4 Deteriorated Well. No person shall allow the continued existence of a 
Deteriorated Well or an abandoned well. Not later than the 180th day after the date a 
Landowner, Owner, or Well Owner or other person who possesses a Deteriorated Well 
learns of its condition and location, the well shall be plugged in accordance with the 
Rules of the Texas Department of Licensing and Regulation, 16 Texas Administrative 
Code chapter 76, as amended. It is the responsibility of the Landowner, Owner and
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Well Owner to ensure that such a well is plugged in order to prevent pollution of the 
groundwater and to prevent injury to persons. Not later than the 30th day after the date 
the well is plugged, a State Plugging Report shall be submitted to the District as 
required by Rule 11.1.B. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13] 

Rule 12.5 Open or Uncapped Well. If any Well is not in actual use, but has not 
been plugged, the Well Owner shall keep the Well permanently capped or closed with a 
covering capable of sustaining weight of at least 400 pounds. 

[Adopted 4/20/16] 

SECTION 13: INVESTIGATIONS AND ENFORCEMENT 
Rule 13.1 Notice and Access to Property. District employees and agents are 
entitled to enter any public or private property within the boundaries of the district at any 
reasonable time for the purpose of inspecting and investigating conditions relating to the 
quality of water in the State or the compliance with any rule, regulation, permit, or other 
order of the District. District employees shall make reasonable efforts to notify and 
coordinate with the permittee in advance of any entry. Entry will take place during 
normal business hours, unless the permittee agrees to entry at another time. District 
employees or agents acting under this authority shall exhibit proper credentials upon 
request, and shall observe all applicable rules and regulations concerning safety, 
internal security, and fire protection. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13] 

Rule 13.2 Notice of Violation of Water Code or District Rules. The District will 
send a notice of violation to a person who is believed to be in violation of Texas Water 
Code chapter 36. The notice of violation shall include a description of the alleged 
violation. The notice of violation will be processed as provided in Rule 15.7. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13; amended 4/20/16] 

Rule 13.3 Penalties for Violation of District Rules 

The Board may assess penalties of up to $5.000 per day per violation of a District Rule. 
and each day of a continuing violation constitutes a separate violation. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13; amended 4/20/16] 

Rule 13.4 Civil Enforcement of Water Code and District Rules. The Board may 
seek enforcement of Texas Water Code chapter 36 or the District Rules by injunction, 
mandatory injunction, or other appropriate remedy through a suit filed in a court of 
competentjurisdiction, as provided by Texas Water Code section 36.102.

34



AS AMENDED APRIL 20, 2016 
[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13; amended 4/20/16 and renumbered Rule 134]] 

Rule 13.5 Closing or Capping of Wells 

A. After notice to the Well Owner and the opportunity to request a contested case 
hearing under Rule 15.7, the Board may enter an order requiring a Well Owner to close 
or cap a well that is not in actual use in compliance with Rule 12.5, if the Board finds 
that the closing or capping is required to protect groundwater quality. 

B. If the District Board enters an order requiring the Well Owner to close or cap a 
well and the Well Owner fails to close or cap the well, the District may enter upon the 
property as provided by Rule 13.1 and close or cap the well. 

C. If the District believes that an open well may cause a threat of imminent 
endangerment to human health, safety, or the environment, the Board enter an order 
requiring closing or capping of the well on an emergency basis, and the District may 
enter upon the property as provided by Rule 13.1 and close or cap the well. Notice of 
the Board order shall be provided to the Well Owner as soon as reasonably practicable, 
and the Well Owner may request a contested case hearing on the order in accordance 
with the procedures set out in Rule 15.7. 

D. Tampering with, altering, damaging, or removing a well cap that was installed by 
the District without District approval is a violation of the District Rules. 

[Adopted 4/20/16] 

SECTION 14: PROCEDURE FOR ADOPTION OF RULES 
Rule 14.1 Hearing on Rules Other Than Emergency Rules 

A. The Board will consider proposed Rules at a regularly scheduled or specially 
called Board meeting. The Board meeting at which the proposed Rules are considered 
under this Rule shall be considered the public hearing on the proposed Rules and fulfills 
the requirement, if any, for a public hearing. 

B. Notice required by the Open Meetings Act shall be provided for the hearing. 

C. In addition to the notice required by the Open Meetings Act, not later than the 
20th day before the date of the hearing, notice shall be provided as follows: 

(1) Post notice in a place readily accessible to the public at the District office; 

(2) Provide notice to the county clerks of Bastrop County and Lee County; 

(3) Publish notice in one or more newspapers of general circulation in the 
counties in which the District is located; and
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(4) Provide notice by mail, facsimile, or electronic mail to any person who has 

requested notice under Rule 14.1.F. Failure to provide such notice does not invalidate 
an action taken by the District at a rulemaking hearing. 

D. Notice of the hearing on the proposed Rules shall include: 

(1) A brief explanation of the subject of the rulemaking hearing, including a 
statement that the Board will consider changes to the Rules. 

(2) The time, date, and location of the hearing. 

(3) The agenda of the hearing. 

(4) A statement that the proposed Rules are available to be reviewed or 
copied at the District Office prior to the hearing, 

(5) A statement that the District will accept written comments and that 
provides the deadline for submitting such written comments. 

(6) A statement that oral public comment will be taken at the hearing. 

E. Copies of the proposed Rules shall be available at the District Office during 
normal business hours at least 20 days prior to the hearing. 

F. A person may submit to the District a written request for notice of a rulemaking 
hearing. A request is effective for the remainder of the calendar year in which the 
request is received by the District. To receive notice of a rulemaking hearing in a later 
year, a person must submit a new request. 

G. The presiding officer shall conduct a rulemaking hearing in the manner the 
presiding officer determines to be most appropriate to obtain information and comments 
relating to the proposed rule as conveniently and expeditiously as possible. Comments 
may be submitted orally at the hearing or in writing. The presiding officer may hold the 
record open for a specified period after the conclusion of the hearing to receive 
additional written comments. 

H. A district may require each person who participates in a rulemaking hearing to 
submit a hearing registration form stating: 

(1) the person‘s name; 

(2) the person's address; and 

(3) whom the person represents, if the person is not at the hearing in the 
person‘s individual capacity.
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|. The presiding officer shall prepare and keep a record of each rulemaking hearing 
in the form of an audio or video recording or a court reporter transcription. 

J. The District may use an informal conference or consultation to obtain the 
opinions and advice of interested persons about contemplated rules and may appoint 
advisory committees of experts, interested persons. or public representatives to advise 
the district about contemplated rules. 

K. If the Board decides to consider substantial changes to the proposed Rules, the 
Board will provide new notice of the proposed rules and hold an additional hearing on 
the proposed Rules in accordance with this Rule. 

L. The Board shall issue a written order or resolution reflecting its decision. The 
proposed Rules that the Board has approved shall be an attachment to that written 
order or resolution. 

M. The effective date of the written order or resolution shall be the date on which the 
President of the District signs the order or resolution. The order or resolution shall 
include the date upon which the proposed Rules will become effective. Any appeal 
authorized by Texas Water Code chapter 36, subchapter H shall run from the effective 
date. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13; Rule 14.1.J amended 4/20/16] 

Rule 14.2 Hearing on Emergency Rules 

A. The Board may adopt an emergency rule without following the procedures in rule 
14.1 if the Board: 

(1) finds that a substantial likelihood of imminent peril to the public health, 
safety, or welfare, or a requirement of state or federal law, requires adoption of a rule on 
less than 20 days' notice; and 

(2) prepares a written statement of the reasons for its finding under Rule 
14.2.A(1). 

B. An emergency rule under this Rule 14.2 must be adopted at a meeting of the 
Board subject to the requirements of the Open Meetings Act. Notice required by the 
Open Meetings Act shall be provided. 

0. Except as provided by Rule 14.2.D, a rule adopted under this section may not be 
effective for longer than 90 days. 

D. If notice of a hearing under Rule 14.1 is given not later than the 90th day after the 
date the rule is adopted, the rule is effective for an additional 90 days. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13; Rule 14.2.A amended 4/20/16]
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SECTION 15: PROCEDURES FOR APPLICATIONS AND OTHER MATTERS 
Rule 15.1 Permit Applications Requiring Public Hearing 

A. “Application” defined. In this Rule 15.1, "Application" refers to: 

(1) an application for an Operating Permit, except an application described in 
Rule 5.2.0 and Rule 5.2.D; 

(2) an application for a Transport Permit; 

(3) an application to amend an Operating Permit, except an application 
described in Rule 7.2.0., Rule 7.2.D and Rule 7.2.D; or 

(4) an application to amend a Transport Permit, except an application 
described in Rule 73.0. and Rule 7.3.D. 

B. Technical review. Upon receipt of an Application, the General Manager will 
conduct a technical review as follows: 

(1) Within 60 days of the receipt of an Application, the General Manager will 
notify the applicant if the Application is incomplete or if any additional information or 
documentation is useful or necessary to address the factors that the Board will consider 
in making a decision on the Application under these Rules. If the applicant has not 
supplied the additional information or documentation within 180 days following the date 
that the General Manager notified the applicant of the need for the additional 
information or documentation, the Application shall expire. Any additional information or 
documentation timely submitted by an applicant will be considered a part of the 
Application. 

(2) Within 180 days of the later of the date the District receives an Application 
or the date that the applicant supplies the additional information or documentation 
requested under Rule 15.1.B(1), the General Manager will complete the technical 
review of the Application, and notify the applicant in writing that the Application has 
been declared Administratively Complete. The written notice will contain a summary of 
the General Manager’s recommendation on the Application, and, if the General 
Manager recommends that a permit, an amendment, or a renewal be granted, may 
include a draft permit. The General Manager may extend the 180-day period for 
technical review for a reasonable period upon written notice to the applicant if the 
General Manager determines that some specific aspect of the application requires a 
technical review period of more than 180 days. 

C. Notice. Within 60 days of the date on which the General Manager determines 
that an Application is Administratively Complete, the Application will be set for a public 
hearing. Notice of the public hearing shall be provided as required by the Open 
Meetings Act and as follows:
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(1) Contents of notice. The General Manager shall prepare a notice, which 
shall include the following information: 

(a) the name of the applicant; 

(b) the address or approximate location of the well or proposed well; 

(0) a brief explanation of the proposed permit, permit amendment, 
permit renewal, or permit transfer, including any requested amount of 
groundwater, the purpose of the proposed use, and any change in use; 

(d) the time, date, and location of the public hearing; and 

(e) any other information the General Manager considers relevant and 
appropriate. 

(2) District notice. The General Manager shall provide the notice as follows: 

(a) Not later than the 251h day before the date of the public hearing , 

the General Manager shall provide the notice to the applicant by regular mail. At 
the request of the applicant, the General Manager will also provide the notice of 
hearing to the applicant by facsimile or electronic mail. 

(b) Not later than the 20th day before the date of the public hearing , 

the General Manager shall: 

(i) post the notice in a place readily accessible to the public at 
the District Office; 

(ii) provide the notice to the county clerks of Bastrop County 
and Lee County; and 

(iii) provide the notice by regular mail, facsimile, or electronic 
mail to any person who has requested notice under Rule 143.0(4). 

(3) Applicant notice. The applicant shall provide the notice as follows: 

(a) Not later than the 20th day before the public hearing, the applicant 
shall provide the notice by regular mail to: 

(i) all Owners and Landowners of property within 5,000 feet of 
the proposed well location, as shown in the county tax rolls on the date the 
notice was mailed; and
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(ii) all Owners of registered and permitted wells within 5,000 

feet of the proposed well location, as shown in the records of the District 
on the date the notice is mailed. 

(b) Not later than the 20‘h day before the public hearing, the applicant 
shall publish the notice once in a newspaper of general circulation in each county 
within the District. 

(0) The applicant shall provide the District with proof of the mailing and 
publication of notice before the date of the hearing. Proof of publication shall 
include a publisher‘s affidavit and tear sheet of the notice. 

(4) Request for notice. A person may request notice from the District of a 
public hearing on an Application. The request must be in writing and is effective for the 
remainder of the calendar year in which the request is received by the District, To 
receive notice of a public hearing in a later year, a person must submit a new request. 
An affidavit of an officer or employee of the District establishing attempted service by 
first class mail, facsimile, or e-mail to the person in accordance with the information 
provided by the person is proof that notice was provided by the District. Failure to 
provide notice to a person requesting notice under this Rule 15.1.C(4) does not 
invalidate an action taken by the District at the meeting or hearing. 

D. Comments. The President shall be the presiding officer at the public hearing, If 

the President is not present, the Board shall select one of the Directors who are present 
to preside. Each person other than the applicant or the General Manager who desires to 
comment on the Application at the Board meeting shall submit a registration form 
provided by the District. Any person who has submitted a registration form, the General 
Manager, and the applicant may make oral comments and submit written evidence on 
the Application at the time designated for comments. The presiding officer may: 

(1) administer an oath to any person presenting evidence on behalf of the 
General Manager or the applicant or to any other person who makes oral comments on 
the Application; 

(2) take action to ensure that information and oral comments are presented 
as conveniently and expeditiously as possible without prejudicing the rights of any 
person; 

(3) prescribe reasonable time limits for oral comments and the presentation of 
evidence; and 

(4) continue the public hearing from time to time and from place to place 
without providing notice under Rule 15.10.

40



AS AMENDED APRIL 20, 2016 
E. Request for contested case hearing. 

(1) Filing of request. The General Manager, the applicant, or any other 
person may request a contested case hearing on an Application in writing no later than 
the 5th day before the date of the public hearing described in the notice required by 
Rule 15.1.C. If the applicant requests a contested case hearing on its Application, then 
the Application shall be considered contested and a contested case hearing on the 
Application will be held in accordance with Rule 15.2. If the General Manager requests 
a contested case hearing, then the Board, in its discretion, shall determine whether a 
contested case hearing on the Application should be held in accordance with Rule 15.2. 

(2) Preliminary hearing. If the District receives a request for a contested 
case hearing on the Application from a person other than the General Manager or the 
applicant, the Board shall schedule a preliminaw hearing to hear the request. 

(a) The preliminary hearing may be conducted by: 

(i) a quorum of the Board; 

(ii) a Hearings Examiner; or 

(iii) SOAH, if the applicant or a person requesting a contested case 
hearing request that the preliminary hearing be conducted by SOAH under Rule 
14.4.A. 

(b) The District shall mail notice of the preliminary hearing to the 
applicant, any person who filed a request for a contested case hearing, and 
persons requesting notice under Rule 15.1 .C(4) no later than the 10th day before 
the date of the preliminary hearing. Failure to provide notice to a person 
requesting notice under Rule 15.1.C(4) does not invalidate an action taken by the 
District at the preliminary hearing. 

(0) The sole issues at the preliminary hearing shall be: 

(i) whether the person requesting a contested case hearing has 
standing to protest the Application; and 

(ii) whether the person requesting a contested case hearing has 
raised a justiciable issue related to the Application. 

(d) A person other than the applicant or the General Manager has 
standing if that person has a personal justiciable interest that is related to a legal 
right, duty, privilege, power, or economic interest that is within the District's 
regulatory authority and that is affected by the Board’s action on the Application, 
not including persons who have an interest common to members of the public.
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(3) Decision on request for contested case hearing. Following the 

preliminary hearing, the Board shall determine whether any person requesting a 
contested case hearing has standing to make that request and whether a justiciable 
issue relating to the Application has been raised. If the Board determines that a person 
requesting a contested case hearing has standing and has raised a justiciable issue 
related to the Application, the Board shall grant that person‘s request for a contested 
case hearing, and a contested case hearing on the Application will be held in 

accordance with Rule 15.2. If the Board determines that no person who has requested a 
contested case hearing has standing or that no justiciable issue related to the 
Application has been raised, then the Application shall be considered uncontested, and 
the Board will take action on the application under Rule 15.1.F. 

F. Uncontested Applications. 

(1) If the District does not receive a timely-filed request for a contested case 
hearing on the Application, or if the Board denies all requests for a contested case 
hearing, then the Application shall be considered uncontested. The Board may take 
action on an uncontested Application at the public hearing described in the notice 
required by Rule 15.1 .C or at any later properly noticed Board meeting, The Board shall 
issue a written order or resolution reflecting its decision. 

(2) Not later than the 20th day after the date the Board issues a written order 
granting an uncontested Application, the applicant may demand a contested case 
hearing on the Application if the order: 

(a) includes special conditions that were not part of the Application as 
finally submitted; or 

(b) grants a maximum amount of groundwater production that is less 
than the amount requested in the Application. 

The hearing on the Application will be held in accordance with Rule 15.2. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13; amended 4/20/16 and renumbered Rule 15.1] 

Rule 15.2 Permit Applications Requiring Contested Case Hearing 

A. Hearing Conducted by SOAH. If timely requested by the applicant or other 
party to a contested case, the District shall contract with SOAH to conduct a preliminary 
hearing or a hearing on the merits of an Application. 

(1) The General Manager, applicant or other party requesting a contested 
case hearing must request that the preliminary hearing or hearing on the merits be 
conducted by SOAH in writing on or before the date of the public hearing described in 
notice required by Rule 15.1.0.
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(2) The requesting person shall pay all costs associated with the contract for 

the hearing and shall deposit with the District an amount sufficient to pay the contract 
amount, The requesting person shall make the required deposit with the District no later 
than the 20th day before the preliminary hearing. At the conclusion of the hearing, the 
District shall refund any excess money to the paying person. All other costs may be 
assessed as authorized by this chapter or District rules. 

(3) A hearing before a SOAH Administrative Law Judge shall be conducted as 
provided by Texas Government Code chapter 2001, subchapters C, D and F, the 
procedural rules of SOAH, and Rule 15.2 of the District Rules to the extent that Rule 
15.2 is consistent with SOAH’s procedural rules. The SOAH Administrative Law Judge 
will be the presiding officer for purposes of this Rule 15.2. 

B. Hearing conducted by Board or Hearings Examiner. Except as provided in 

Rule 15.2.A, a contested case hearing shall be conducted by a quorum of the Board, or 
the Board, at its sole discretion, may appoint a Hearings Examiner to preside at and 
conduct the hearing on the Application. The appointment of a Hearings Examiner shall 
be made in writing. If the contested case hearing is conducted by a quorum of the 
Board, the President shall preside. If the President is not present, the Board shall select 
one of the Directors who are present to preside. If the hearing is conducted by a 
Hearings Examiner, the Hearings Examiner shall be the presiding officer. 

C. Powers of Presiding Officer. The presiding officer in a contested case hearing 
may : 

(1) Convene the hearing at the time and place specified in the notice. 

(2) Set any necessary additional hearing dates. 

(3) Designate the parties. Parties shall be limited to: (i) the General Manager; 
(ii) the applicant; and (iii) persons who have a personal justiciable interest related to a 
legal right, duty, privilege, power, or economic interest that is within a district's 
regulatory authority and affected by the Application, not including persons who have an 
interest common to members of the public, and who have raised a justiciable issue 
relating to the Application. 

(4) Establish the order for presentation of evidence. 

(5) Administer oaths to all persons presenting testimony. 

(6) Examine persons presenting testimony. 

(7) Ensure that information and testimony are introduced as conveniently and 
expeditiously as possible without prejudicing the rights of any party. 

(8) Prescribe reasonable time limits for testimony and the presentation of 
evidence.
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(9) Allow or require testimony to be submitted in writing and may require that 
written testimony be sworn to. On the motion of a party to the hearing, the presiding 
officer may exclude written testimony if the person who submits the testimony is not 
available for cross—examination by phone, a deposition before the hearing, or other 
reasonable means. 

(10) Allow any discovery that is authorized by the Texas Rules of Civil 
Procedure. 

(11) Rule on motions, on discovery issues, on the admissibility of evidence, 
and on other interlocutory matters. 

(12) Refer the parties to an alternative dispute resolution (ADR) procedure on 
any matter at issue in the hearing, apportion costs for ADR, and appoint an impartial 
third party as provided by Section 2009.053 of the Government Code to facilitate that 
procedure. 

(13) Continue a hearing from time to time and from place to place without 
providing notice under Rule 14.3.C. If the continuance is not announced on the record 
at the hearing, the presiding officer shall provide notice of the continued hearing by 
regular mail to the parties. If the hearing is being conducted by a quorum of the Board, 
Open Meetings notice also shall be provided. 

(14) Apportion among the parties the costs related to: 

(a) a contract for the sen/ices of the presiding officer; and 

(b) the preparation of the official hearing record. 

D. Evidence. The presiding officer shall admit relevant evidence and may exclude 
evidence that is irrelevant, immaterial, or unduly repetitious. The Texas Rules of 
Evidence shall apply in a contested case, except that evidence inadmissible under 
those rules may be admitted if the evidence is: (a) necessary to ascertain facts not 
reasonably susceptible of proof under those rules; (b) not precluded by statute; and (c) 
of a type on which a reasonably prudent person commonly relies in the conduct of the 
person‘s affairs. 

E. Ex parte communications. A Board member, or a Hearings Examiner or 
Administrative Law Judge assigned to render a decision or to make findings of fact and 
conclusions of law in a contested case, may not directly or indirectly communicate in 
connection with an issue of fact or law in the contested case with a state agency, 
person, party, or a representative of those entities, except on notice and opportunity for 
each party to the contested case to participate. A Board member may communicate ex 
parte with another Board member in connection with an issue of fact or law in the 
contested case, if a quorum is not present. All ex parte communications that are not 
prohibited by Rule 15.2.E are expressly permitted.
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F. Official Hearing Record. The presiding officer shall prepare and keep a record 
of each hearing in the form of an audio or video recording or a court reporter 
transcription. On the request of a party to the contested case hearing and payment of 
an appropriate deposit, as set by the presiding officer, the hearing shall be transcribed 
by a court reporter. The costs of such court reporter may be assessed against the party 
requesting it or among the parties to the hearing. The presiding officer may exclude a 
party from further participation in the hearing for failure to pay in a timely manner costs 
assessed against that party under this Rule 15.2.F. 

G. Proposal for Decision. 

(1) Except as provided in Rule 152.6(4), the presiding officer shall submit a 
proposal for decision to the Board not later than the 30th day after the date the 
evidentiary hearing is concluded. 

(2) The proposal for decision shall include: 

(a) a summary of the subject matter of the hearing; 

(b) a summary of the evidence received; and 

(c) the presiding officer’s recommendations for Board action on the 
subject matter of the hearing. 

(3) The presiding officer or the General Manager shall provide a copy of the 
proposal for decision to the applicant and each designated party. A party may submit 
written exceptions to the Board not later than the 20‘h day after the date of the proposal 
for decision. 

(4) If the contested case hearing was conducted by a quorum of the Board 
and the presiding officer prepared a record of the hearing as provided in Rule 14.4.G, 
the presiding officer shall determine whether to prepare and submit a proposal for 
decision to the Board under this Rule 15.2.G. 

H. Consideration of a Proposal for Decision. If a proposal for decision is 

submitted to the Board by the presiding officer, the Board shall consider the proposal for 
decision at a final hearing. Additional evidence may not be submitted during the final 
hearing. The parties may present oral argument at a final hearing to summarize 
evidence, present legal arguments, or argue an exception to the Proposal for Decision. 
The presiding officer may continue the final hearing from time to time and from place to 
place without providing notice under Rule 15.1.0. If the continuance is not announced 
on the record at the hearing, the presiding officer shall provide notice of the continued 
hearing by regular mail to the parties. If the hearing is being conducted by a quorum of 
the Board, Open Meeting Act notice also shall be provided.
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|. Record of decision. The Board’s decision on the Application will be reflected in 
the minutes of the Board meeting. 

J. Board order. The Board shall issue a written order or resolution reflecting its 

decision. The Board’s decision shall be made within 60 days after the final hearing on 
the Application is concluded. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13; amended 4/20/15 and renumbered Rule 15. 2] 

Rule 15.3 Rehearing of Decision on Permit Application Requiring a Public 
Hearing 

A. Request for written findings and conclusions. An applicant in a contested or 
uncontested public hearing on an Application or a party to a contested case hearing on 
an Application may administratively appeal a decision of the Board described in Rule 
15.2.l or Rule 15.3.E by requesting written findings and conclusions not later than the 
20th day after the date of the Board’s decision. On receipt of a timely written request, 
the Board shall make written findings and conclusions regarding the Board's decision on 
an Application, The Board shall provide certified copies of the findings and conclusions 
to the person who requested them and to each designated party not later than the 35th 
day after the date the Board receives the request. 

B. Request for rehearing. An applicant in a contested or uncontested public 
hearing or a party to a contested hearing may request a rehearing not later than the 
20th day after the date the Board issues written findings and conclusions. A request for 
rehearing must be filed in the District office and must state the grounds for the request. 
The person requesting a rehearing must provide copies of the request to all parties to 
the hearing. 

C. Finality of Board decision. A decision by the Board on an Application is final: 

(1) If a request for rehearing is not timely filed, then on the expiration of the 
period for filing a request for rehearing; or 

(2) If request for rehearing is timely filed, then on the date: 

(a) the Board denies the request for rehearing; or 

(b) the Board renders a written decision after rehearing. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13; amended 4/20/16 and renumbered Rule 15.3] 

Rule 15.4 Applications Not Requiring Public Hearing 

A. Applicability. This Rule 15.3 applies to any application other than the 
applications described in Rule 5.7, Rule 15.1 .A and Rule 15.5.
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B. Technical review. Upon receipt of an application subject to this Rule, the 
General Manager will conduct a technical review as follows: 

(1) Within 60 days of the receipt of an application, the General Manager will 
notify the applicant if the application is incomplete or if any additional information or 
documentation is useful or necessary to address the factors that the Board will consider 
in making a decision on the Application under these Rules. If the applicant has not 
supplied the additional information or documentation within 180 days following the date 
that the General Manager notified the applicant of the need for the additional 
information or documentation, the application shall expire. Any additional information or 
documentation that is timely submitted by the applicant will be considered part of the 
application. 

(2) Within 180 days of the later of the date the District receives an Application 
or the date that the applicant supplies the additional information or documentation 
requested under Rule 15.3.B(1), the General Manager will complete the technical 
review of the Application, and notify the applicant in writing that the technical review has 
been completed and the application has been declared Administratively Complete. The 
written notice will contain a summary of the General Manager’s recommendation on the 
application, and, if the General Manager recommends that a permit, an amendment, or 
a renewal be granted, may include a draft permit. The General Manager may extend the 
180-day period for technical review for a reasonable period upon written notice to the 
applicant if the General Manager determines that some specific aspect of the 
application requires a technical review period of more than 180 days. 

C. Notice. Within 60 days of the date on which the General Manager determines 
that an application subject to this Rule is Administratively Complete, the application will 
be set on the agenda for a Board meeting. Notice of the meeting shall be provided as 
required by the Open Meetings Act. 

D. Comments. The agenda for the Board meeting shall designate a time for 
comments on the application. Each person other than the applicant or the General 
Manager who desires to comment on the Application at the Board meeting shall submit 
a registration form provided by the District. Any person who has submitted a registration 
form, the General Manager, and the applicant may make oral comments and submit 
written evidence on the Application. The Board, at its discretion, may administer an oath 
to any person presenting testimony to the Board on behalf of the General Manager or 
the applicant or to any other person making oral comments. 

E. Record of decision. The Board’s decision on the application will be reflected in 
the minutes of the Board meeting. 

F. Board order, The Board shall issue a written order or resolution reflecting its 

decision. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13; amended 4/20/16 and renumbered Rule 15.4]
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15.5 Variances or Extensions of Time 

A. Applicability. This Rule 15.5 applies to requests for variances from the 
requirements imposed by District Rules and to requests for extension of time under 
Rules 5.5, 5.6, and 7.1.E, except that requests for variances from the well spacing 
requirements in Section 8 of these Rules will be processed under Rule 8.3. 

B. Request. A request for variance or extension of time shall be submitted in writing 
and include the reasons for the request. 

C. Notice and hearing. The request for a variance or any request for an extension 
of time will be set on the agenda for a Board meeting, which shall serve as the hearing 
on the request. In addition to the notice required by the Open Meetings Act, the District 
shall mail notice to the applicant at least ten (1 0) days prior to the Board meeting at 
which the variance request will be considered, The notice to the applicant will contain a 
summary of the General Managers recommendation on the request. The agenda for 
the Board meeting shall designate a time for comments on the application. Each person 
other than the applicant or the General Manager who desires to comment on the 
request at the Board meeting shall submit a registration form provided by the District. 
Any person who has submitted a registration form, the General Manager, and the 
applicant may make oral comments and submit written evidence on the request. The 
Board, at its discretion, may administer an oath to any person presenting testimony to 
the Board on behalf of the General Manager or the applicant or to any other person 
making oral comments. 

D. Record of decision. The Board’s decision on the request will be reflected in the 
minutes of the meeting. 

E. Board order. The Board shall issue a written order or resolution reflecting its 

decision. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13; amended 4/20/16 and renumbered Rule 15. 5] 

Rule 15.6 Appeals of General Manager Decisions 

A. Applicability. An applicant who has been aggrieved by a decision of the General 
Manager under Rules 4.3, 4.4, 7.1, 7.2, or 7.7 may appeal that decision to the Board 
under this Rule 14.8. 

B. Request. The appeal shall be submitted in writing and include the reasons for 
the request. 

C. Notice and hearing. The appeal will be set on the agenda for a Board meeting, 
which shall serve as the hearing on the request. In addition to the notice required by the 
Open Meetings Act, the District shall mail notice to the applicant at least ten (10) days 
prior to the Board meeting at which the appeal will be considered. The agenda for the 
Board meeting shall designate a time for comments on the appeal. Each person other
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than the applicant or the General Manager who desires to comment on the Application 
at the Board meeting shall submit a registration form provided by the District. Any 
person who has submitted a registration form, the General Manager, and the applicant 
may make oral comments and submit written evidence on the appeal. The Board, at its 
discretion, may administer an oath to any person presenting testimony to the Board on 
behalf of the General Manager or the applicant or to any other person making oral 
comments. 

D. Record of decision. The Board’s decision on the request will be recorded in the 
minutes of the meeting. 

E. Board order. The Board shall issue a written order or resolution reflecting its 

decision. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13; amended 4/20/16 and renumbered Rule 15.6] 

Rule 15.7 Enforcement Proceedings 

A. Request for contested case hearing. Any person who receives a notice of 
violation may request a contested case hearing on the alleged violation. The request 
must be made in writing and filed with the District no later than the 30th day following 
the date the notice of violation was issued. 

B. Hearing. If a timely request for a contested case hearing is received, a hearing 
will be conducted, and the Board order will be issued, in the manner provided in Rule 
15.2 for permit actions requiring contested case hearings. except that the respondent 
and the General Manager shall be the sole parties to the contested case hearing. 

0. No hearing. If a timely request for a contested case hearing is not received, then 
the notice of violation will be set on the agenda for a Board meeting. In addition to the 
notice required by the Open Meetings Act, the District shall mail notice to the 
respondent at least ten (10) days prior to the Board meeting at which the alleged 
violation will be considered. The General Manager and the applicant may make oral 
comments and submit written evidence on the alleged violation. 

D. Record of decision. The Board’s decision on the alleged violation will be 
reflected in the minutes of the meeting. 

E. Board order. The Board shall issue a written order or resolution reflecting its 

decision. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13; amended 4/10/16 and renumbered Rule 15. 7]
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AS AMENDED APRIL 20, 2016 
SECTION 16: UNEXPIRED DRILLING PERMITS AND RESERVATION PERMITS 
Rule 16.1 Unexpired Drilling Permits 

A Drilling Permit issued by the District before January 1, 2013, and in effect on the 
January 1, 2013, shall continue in effect and shall be governed by its terms and prior 
District Rule 8.1; provided, however, that any holder of a Drilling Permit may not operate 
the well described in the Drilling Permit without first obtaining an Operating Permit under 
the District Rules in effect on the date that the application for an Operating Permit is 
filed, except that the District spacing rule in effect at the time of the initial application for 
the Drilling Permit shall continue to apply. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13] 

Rule 16.2 Unexpired Reservation Permits 

A Reservation Permit issued by the District before January 1, 2013, and in effect on the 
January 1, 2013, shall continue in effect and shall be governed by its terms and prior 
District Rule 8.10; provided, however, that any holder of a Resen/ation Permit may not 
operate the well described in the Reservation Permit without first obtaining an Operating 
Permit under the District Rules in effect on the date that the application for an Operating 
Permit is filed, except that the District spacing rule in effect at the time of the initial 

application for the Reservation Permit shall continue to apply. 

[Adopted 11/14/12; effective 1/1/13]
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Section 1. THE DISTRICT 
The Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District (District) was created in 1999 by Senate Bill 
1911, 76th Texas legislature, pursuant to Section 59, Article 16 of the Texas Constitution and 
Article 7880-3c, Texas Civil Statutes (now Chapter 36, Texas Water Code); ratified by the 77th 
Texas Legislature in 2001; and confirmed by voters in Bastrop and Lee counties in November 
2002, 

The District includes all ofBastrop and Lee counties (Map 1). 

For state water planning purposes, the District was designated by the Texas Water Development 
Board (TWDB) as part of Groundwater Management Area 12 (GMA 12) (Map 2), The District 
participates in GMA 12 along with Mid-East Texas Groundwater Conservation District, Brazos 
Valley Groundwater Conservation District, Post Oak Savannah Groundwater Conservation 
District, and Fayette County Groundwater Conservation District 

The District participates in two of the State’s sixteen Regional Planning Areas: Bastrop County 
is in Lower Colorado Regional Planning Group or Region K and Lee County is in Brazos River 
Regional Planning Group or Region G (Map 3),



Section 2. DISTRICT MISSION AND GUIDING PRINCIPLES: 
Actions, Procedures, Performance and Avoidance Necessary to Effectuate the 

Management Plan 

Mission. The District’s mission is to conserve, preserve and protect interests in groundwater in 
Bastrop and Lee counties, while addressing statutory goals and requirements. In fulfilling its 
mission, the District will endeavor to manage groundwater to meet demands on a sustainable 
basis, by which the District means development, use, and reasonable long-term management of 
groundwater resources so that those resources can continue to be used by future generations. The 
District will address applicable statutory management goals, including: 

0 Providing the most efficient use of groundwater 
- Controlling and preventing waste of groundwater 
' Addressing conjunctive surface water management issues 
' Addressing natural resource issues that impact the use and availability of groundwater 

and are impacted by the use of groundwater 
- Addressing drought conditions 
' Addressing conservation, recharge enhancement, rainwater harvesting, precipitation 

enhancement, or brush control, where appropriate and cost effective, and 
0 Addressing the desired future conditions (meaning a quantitative description, adopted in 

accordance with Chapter 36, Texas Water Code,1 of the desired condition of the 
groundwater resources for relevant aquifers (DFCs)), as those DFCs may be amended 
from time to time. 

Based on current conditions, the statutory goal of controlling and preventing subsidence is not 
applicable to the District. 

Guiding Principles. The District’s guiding principles derive from its mission statement. 
Groundwater resources within the District are of vital importance to the residents and businesses 
in Bastrop and Lee counties and effectively constitute the only source of water available for most 
of the District The District was created to provide for the conservation, preservation, protection, 
recharging, and prevention of waste of groundwater within the two counties, while complying 
with statutory requirements. The District believes its groundwater resources can be managed in 
a prudent manner through education and conservation coupled with reasonable regulation, and 
based on increasing quantitative understanding of available groundwater resources, recharge, and 
current and future demand, including real-time information on aquifer conditions developed via a 
network of monitoring wells. 

Policy. 

1, District groundwater is to be conserved, preserved, and protected and waste prevented to 
maintain the viability of the groundwater supply for future generations in the two counties, while 
complying with statutory requirements, as amended from time to time, including those applicable 

I See §§ 36.00100) (defining DFC) and 36.108 (joint planning process). References herein to 
“Chapter 36" are to Chapter 36, Texas Water Code. All references to a section of Chapter 36 are shown 
as “§ 36.[section number]."
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to permits for transport of water out-of-District, and including without limitation certain 
provisions of Chapter 36 which are summarized in Appendix A (which may be supplemented 
when appropriate). 

2, To the extent consistent with statutory goals and requirements and with its DFCs, the 
District will attempt to manage District aquifers on a sustainable basis. The District defines 
sustainability as development, use, and reasonable long-term management of groundwater 
resources so that those resources can continue to be used by future generations, 

3. The District, in cooperation with local municipalities and water supply companies, has 
established a monitoring well network and an aquifer water level monitoring program (the 
“Monitoring Well Program”), and a system for reporting water levels, The District will measure 
and monitor water levels to detect declines, to allow the District to consider appropriate action to 
avoid or minimize depletion of the water supply and to maintain or achieve water levels which 
are consistent with the DFCs. For instance, it may be necessary for the District to reduce the 
amount of groundwater that non-exempt users pump to avoid or to minimize depletion of the 
groundwater supply in specified areas within the District and to achieve water levels which are 
consistent with the DFCs. 

4, This Management Plan and the District rules, as amended from time to time, will be 
based on the best technical advice available to the District. The District will undertake 
investigations of the District’s groundwater resources, including through the Monitoring Well 
Program, and will cooperate with investigations of groundwater resources and the interaction of 
groundwater and surface water by TWDB, TCEQ, GMA l2 or other entities, and will make the 
results of such investigations available to the Board and to the public. The District recognizes 
that good long-term groundwater management is built on availability of high-quality data, 
improved understanding of groundwater flow systems, and increasingly better understanding of 
the interaction between groundwater and surface water. The District recognizes the uncertainties 
inherent in long-term management of groundwater resources created by such factors as climate, 
drought, changes in exempt uses such as mining and oil and gas development, socioeconomic 
change and population growth, and also recognizes the uncertainties created by the geology and 
other characteristics of relevant aquifers, The District believes that uncertainties affecting 
decision-making can be reduced to some extent by reliance on high-quality data. 

5. The District will treat all citizens equally. The District may exercise its discretion to 
consider unique situations or local conditions and the potential for adverse economic and 
environmental consequences, guided by this Management Plan, and such exercise of discretion 
shall not he constmed as limiting the power and authority of the District. 

6, In implementing this Management Plan, the District will seek cooperation from 
municipalities, water supply companies, irrigators, and other groundwater users, and will also 
seek to cooperate and coordinate with state and regional water planning authorities and agencies 
as well as the districts of GMA 12. 
7. In support of its mission of conserving, protecting and preserving interests in 
groundwater within Bastrop and Lee counties, while addressing statutory goals and 
requirements, the Board may, among other actions, after notice and hearing, amend or revoke 
any permit for non-compliance, or reduce the groundwater production authorized by permit for
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the purpose of managing District groundwater resources consistent with the DFCs. The District 
may also enforce the terms and conditions of permits and District rules by fine and/or by 
enjoining the permit holder in a court of competentjurisdiction as provided by § 36102 

The District’s Board of Directors will implement this Management Plan and any necessary 
changes or modifications to adhere to the policy stated herein. 

The rules are on the District website: http://Www,lostpineswaterorg/Forms----Documents.aspx.



Section 3. TIME PERIOD COVERED BY THE MANAGEM T 
PLAN 

This Management Plan was originally adopted on September 15, 2004. The first revision was on 
August 10, 2010, the second revision was approved on September 19, 2012, and this third 
revision was approved on September 20, 2017, The District may review the Management Plan 
annually, but at least once every five years, the District will review and re-adopt its Management 
Plan, with or without change, and submit it to TWDB pursuant to Chapter 36.2 

1 See § 36.1072.



Section 4. GOVERNANCE 
Board of Directors. The District is governed by a ten-member Board of Directors, five 
appointed by the Bastrop County Judge and five appointed by the Lee County Judge, qualified 
and sworn as required by law. After the initial appointment of directors and the setting of 
staggered terms, each Director is appointed to a four-year term beginning in January. Thus, 
every second year, following the initial appointment of directors, two directors are appointed by 
the Bastrop County Judge and two Directors are appointed by the Lee County Judge, The 
succeeding second year, three Directors are appointed by the Lee County Judge and three 
Directors are appointed by the Bastrop County Judge. 

Each year, in January, the Board selects one of its members to serve as president to 
preside over Board meetings and proceedings, a second member to serve as vice-president to 
preside over Board meetings and proceedings in the absence or recusal of the president, and a 
third to serve as secretary-treasurer to keep a true and correct account of all proceedings of the 
Board. The Board may appoint an assistant secretary to assist the secretary-treasurer, Unless a 
vacancy occurs, members of the Board and officers serve until their successors are appointed, 
qualified to hold office, and swom in. In the event ofa vacancy in any office, the Board shall 
select one of its members to fill out the term of officer In the absence of a General Manager, the 
president of the Board will serve as General Manager. 

The president may establish committees for formulation of policy recommendations to 
the Board and may appoint the chair and membership of the committees, which may include 
members of the Board and/or non-board members, Committee members serve at the pleasure of 
the president. 

The Board will hold regular meetings at least four times a year on a day and at a place 
that the Board may establish from time to time by Board resolution. At the request of the 
president, or by written request of at least three Board members, the Board may hold a special 
meeting. The business of the District will be conducted at regular or special Board meetings 
when a quorum is present. All Board meetings will be conducted in accordance with the Open 
Meetings Act. 

Daily Operations. The Board may employ a person to be the General Manager, with full 
authority to manage and to operate the affairs of the District, subject only to direction provided 
by the Board through policies and orders adopted by the Board. The General Manager may, with 
Board approval, employ all persons necessary to carry out daily operations, The General 
Manager may delegate duties as may be necessary to efficiently and expeditiously accomplish 
those duties; provided that no delegation will relieve the General Manager from his or her 
responsibilities under the Texas Water Code, the District enabling act, District rules, or District 
policies, orders and permits 

The Board shall establish by resolution an official office of the District, and the office 
will maintain regular business hours.



Section 5. DISTRICT DESIRED FUTURE CONDITIONS (DFCs) 
On August 10, 2010, the GMA-12 DFCs were adopted for the relevant aquifers, i.e., the major 
and minor Aquifers within the District other than the Yegua-Jaekson (the Sparta, Queen City, 
Carrizo, Calvert Bluff, Simsboro, and Hooper Aquifers) and submitted to TWDB The Yegua- 
Jackson Aquifer was considered not relevant for the District and a DFC was not established for 
it, See Appendix A. On September 8, 2010, TWDB notified GMA 12 that the GMA-12 DFC 
submission was administratively complete. 
On April 27, 2017, the second round of DFCs was formally adopted by GMA-12. At the time of 
the preparation of this Management Plan, the TWDB had not finished reviewing the GMA-12 
DFC submittal packet. 
1n adopting and submitting the GMA-12 DFCs, the District stated that in its Management Plan it 
would further divide the recommended DFCs by county, The District’s DFCs by county and by 
aquifer that were approved in 2017 are presented in Table 1. 

Table 1- Desired Future Conditions 

DFC in 2070 

Aquifer County (Eisetracg'ewéfaewaisvririfgggt) (County—wide 
average drawdown 

in feet) 

s ;% 

Queen City Bali?!) 15 

Carrizo 318;”) 62 

Calvert Bluff 315;?" 100 18412 

Simsboro 315:2)" 240 g: 
Hooper 318;”) 165



Section 6. MODELED AVAILABLE GROUNDWATER 
Pursuant to the 2011 amendment of § 3611071(e)(3), TWDB provided estimates of modeled 
available groundwater totals for the District, based on the DFCs established by GMA 12 under § 
36.108. The modeled available groundwater totals provided by the TWDB in 2012 are presented 
below in Table 2. 

Table 2 - Modeled Available Groundwater Totals for the District 

All values are in acrerleet/year 

AQUIFER 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050 2060 
Sparla 2,405 2,236 5,315 1,980 1,885 1,877 
Queen City 1,315 1,215 2,880 1,144 1,134 1,133 
Carrizo 6,610 7,618 8,358 9,263 11,800 12,052 
Calvert Bluff 1,785 2,226 2,633 3,183 3,912 3,985 
Simsboro 29,556 32,731 31,362 34,916 36,544 37,249 
Hooper 1,174 1,427 1,715 2,095 2,589 2,592 
TOTAL 42,845 47,453 52,263 52,581 57,864 58,888 
TWDB GAM Runs 10-044 MAG, 10—045 MAG, and 10-046 MAG,



Section 7. DISTRICT GROUNDWATER RESOURCES 
This section presents information on District groundwater and surface water resources. The 
estimated historical groundwater use in the District for the last five years is provided in Table 3, 
The estimates in Tables 4-6 are from TWDB GAM Run 16—014, March 6, 2017, which is 
provided in Attachment A. The estimates below in Tables 7-10 comprise data from the TWDB 
2017 State Water Plan Dataset for the District, which is provided in Attachment B. 

The District considered and used all information referenced in this Management Plan, including 
without limitation the information in Table 9 (water supply needs) and Table 10 (water supply 
management strategies). 

Table 3 - Estimated Historical Groundwater Use 

Steam 
Year County Municipal Manufacturing Mining Electric Irrigation Livestock Total 

(Power) 
2011 Bastrop 12,129 81 2,110 0 3,861 260 18,441 
2012 Bastrop 11,010 60 45 0 2,829 215 14,159 
2013 Bastrop 10,611 81 44 0 2,533 191 13,460 
2014 Bastrop 9,771 93 34 3,400 2,444 206 15,948 
2015 Bastrop 10,466 98 44 5,519 3,204 211 19,542 
2011 Lee 2,895 7 7,707 0 1,609 422 12,640 
2012 Lee 2,503 6 5,677 0 1,017 357 9,560 
2013 Lee 2,538 6 6,081 0 837 305 9,767 
2014 Lee 2,327 6 439 0 802 316 3,890 
2015 Lee 2,316 7 6,889 0 519 324 10,055 

A. GROUNDWATER RESOURCES 
Except for a small area along the northwest border of Bastrop County south of the Colorado 
River that is not an aquifer, the geologic units exposed in Bastrop and Lee counties are Tertiary 
and Quaternary in age, All the Tertiary age geologic units dip or tilt to the southeast, and are 
composed of varying portions of sand, silt, and clay, From oldest (westernmost) to youngest 
(easternmost), these exposed Tertiary geologic units include the Midway Group, the Wilcox 
Group, the Carrizo Formation, the Reklaw Formation, the Queen City Sand, the Weches 
Formation, the Sparta Sand, the Cook Mountain Formation, the Yegua Formation, and the 
Jackson Group. Quatemary geologic units include river or stream alluvium, such as along the 
Colorado River and Middle Yegua Creek, as well as topographically higher terrace deposits.



AQUIFERS 
Most of these geologic formations found within the District will yield some quantity of water to 
wells, as shown by the stratigraphic section below in Figure 1. 

Figure 1 - Stratigraphic Section 

. . Maximum . . Water-Bearing Aquifer or Unit Thickness (feet) Description Properties 
Yields small to 

. Sand, gravel, moderate quantities of Alluv'um 100 
silt, and clay fresh to slightly saline 

water to wells 

Medium to fine Y'elds small.t.° 
. moderate quantities of Yegua-Jackson 900 sand, silt, clay, 

f ht I. h“ I. 

some ligni‘e res o s ig y sa ine 
water to wells 

Ola with some Yields small quantities 
Cook Mountain Formation 400 y 

sand of fresh to slightly 
saline water to wells 

Fine [0 medium Yields small to large 
. quantities of fresh to Sparta Sand 170 sand With some slighuy saline water to clay and silt wells 

. . Not known to yield 
Weches Greensand 100 Glauconmc Clay significant quantities of and sand water to wells 

Fine to medium Yields small to large 

Queen City Sand 600 sand, clay, With quantities. of fresh to 
some slightly saline water to 

conglomerate wells 
Glauconitic 
sand and silt Yields very small water 

Reklaw Formation 100 (lower) and clay to wells in upper part of 
with some sand formation 

_ 

(Upper) 

32:: wi‘fiogre Capable of yielding 
Carrizo Sand 600 sandstone and large quantities of 

water to wells 
clay 

Fine to coarse 
grained sand . . 

Calvert Bluff Formation 1500 and sandstone mgjgizlg oggfiilgélgof 
(Wilcox Group) with some silt, waterilo wells mudstone, and 

lignite 

Simsboro Sand (Wilcox Massive, fine to Capable of yielding 
Group) 800 medium, well large quantities 0 

sorted sand water to wells
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Predominantly Capable of yielding 
Hooper Formation (Wilcox mudstone, with small to moderate 1300 . . Group) some sand and quantities of water to 

lignite. wells 
Not known to yield 

Midway Group 7 Mostly shale significant quantities of 
water to wells 

However, only the Carrizo, Wilcox, Queen City, Sparta, and Colorado River alluvium aquifers 
yield sufficient quantities to have wells that have been permitted by the District. Each of these 
geologic units has different water»bearing characteristics and capabilities, and each is described 
separately below. 

Carrizo-Wilcox Aquifer 

The Carrizo Formation and the Wilcox Group (which includes the Hooper Formation (lower), 
the Simsboro Formation (middle), and the Calvert Bluff Formation (upper)) form a single, 
hydrologically connected aquifer system recognized by the State as the Carrizo-Wilcox Aquifer. 
The Carrizo-Wilcox Aquifer is a defined as a major aquifer by the state of Texas, and within 
Texas it stretches in a wide band from the Rio Grande in South Texas to Louisiana, The Carrizo- 
Wilcox crops out through the middle of Bastrop County and in the far northeastern portion of 
Lee County. Wells are completed in the Carrizo-Wilcox Aquifer in and near the outcrop of each 
of the four individual aquifer units, 

Hooper Formation The lowermost aquifer within the Carrizo-Wilcox is the Hooper 
Formation, which is also generally the least productive of the three Wilcox Group aquifers. The 
Hooper is used by exempt wells in and near the outcrop area, as well as for municipal purposes 
by the City of Elgin, Aqua Water Supply Corporation, Manville Water Supply Corporation, and 
Lee County Water Supply Corporation. 

The Hooper is comprised of predominantly mudstone, with varying amounts of 
sandstone, and some thin lignite beds in the upper part of the formation. The Hooper and the 
overlying Simsboro and Calvert Bluff Formations are no longer distinguishable as individual 
units much farther west than the Colorado River. Beyond this point the Wilcox Group aquifer is 
referred to as undifferentiated Wilcox. 

The Hooper crops out in a band approximately 3 miles wide in northwestern Bastrop 
County near the Travis County line, as well as in far western Lee County. From the outcrop, the 
Hooper clips at a rate of 125 to 200 feet per mile, with the top of the Hooper reaching a 
maximum depth of more than 5,000 feet in southern Lee County, although wells completed in 
the Hooper in the District are generally less than 700 feet deep. The Hooper Formation can be up 
to 1,300 feet thick within the District, 

The Hooper Formation produces a small to moderate amount of water to wells, mainly in 
the outcrop area. Well yields of larger, non-exempt wells are generally between 200 and 350 
gpm, although some Hooper wells can yield more than 500 gpm. Water quality of groundwater 
produced from the Hooper is generally good, although water quality deteriorates farther downdip 
from the outcrop.



Simsboro Formation The middle aquifer within the Wilcox Group is the Simsboro Formation. 
This aquifer is identifiable only from the middle of Bastrop County and eastward, including all 
of Lee County, and is a highly productive unit. It is used by numerous exempt wells and by the 
City of Elgin, Aqua Water Supply Corporation, and Manville Water Supply Corporation for 
municipal supplies, Water is also produced by Alcoa from the Simsboro as part of its mining 
operations. 

The Simsboro is primarily composed of a massive, fine to coarse-grained sand, with 
relatively small amounts of silt, clay, and mudstone, The Simsboro crops out in a band two to 
three miles wide across Bastrop and far northwestern Lee County. From the outcrop, the 
Simsboro dips at a rate of 125 to 200 feet per mile, with the top of the Simsboro reaching a 
maximum depth of nearly 4,500 feet in southem Lee County Wells completed in the Simsboro 
in the District are generally less than 1,000 feet deep, although wells of more than 1,500 feet 
have been completed in the District. The Simsboro is up to 800 feet thick within the District, 
although it is generally less than 500 feet thick. 

The Simsboro Formation produces large quantities of fresh to slightly saline groundwater 
to wells. Wells of over 2,000 gpm have been completed in the Simsboro Formation, and yields of 
900 to 1,200 gpm in existing non-exempt wells are common. Water quality of groundwater 
produced from the Simsboro is good, although water quality deteriorates farther downdip from 
the outcrop. 

CalvertBluf/Formation The uppermost aquifer within the Wilcox Group is the Calvert 
Bluff Formation. The Calvert Bluffis used by numerous exempt wells in and near the outcrop, as 
well as for irrigation by two non-exempt wells and for municipal purposes by Aqua Water 
Supply Corporation, Manville Water Supply Corporation, and Bastrop County Water Control 
Improvement District Nos. 1 and 2. 

The Calvert Bluff Formation is comprised primarily of fine to coarse-grained sand and 
sandstone, interbedded with silt, mudstone, and some lignite. The Calvert Bluff crops out in a 
band six to eight miles Wide in Bastrop and Lee counties, and from the outcrop the Calvert Bluff 
dips at a rate of 125 to 200 feet per mile. The top of the Calvert Bluff is more than 3,000 feet 
deep in southern Lee County, although wells completed in the Calvert Bluff within the District 
are generally less than 1,000 feet deep. The Calvert Bluff is up to 1,500 feet thick within the 
District. 

The Calvert Bluff is more productive than the Hooper but not nearly as productive as the 
underlying Simsboro or overlying Carrizo aquifers. Typical non-exempt Calvert Bluff well 
yields Within the District are 150 to 350 gpm, although several wells with yields of 500 to 1,000 
gpm are present. Water quality in the Calvert Bluff is generally good, although water quality 
deteriorates farther downdip from the outcrop. 

Carrizo Formation The uppermost aquifer Within the “Carrizo-Wilcox” Aquifer is the Carrizo 
Formation. The Carrizo is a highly utilized aquifer Within the District, with a large number of 
smaller, exempt wells producing from it in and near the outcrop. In addition, numerous non- 
exempt wells produce from the Carrizo for municipal purposes, including those operated by the 
Cities of Lexington, Smithville, and Giddings, as well as by Aqua Water Supply Corporation and 
Lee County Water Supply Corporation. Some water produced from the Carrizo is also used for 
irrigation purposes. 

The Carrizo Formation is predominantly a fine to coarse»grained massive sandr It crops 
out in a band one to two miles Wide though Bastrop and Lee counties. From the outcrop the 
Carrizo clips at a rate of about 140 feet per mile when not affected by faulting, with the top of the
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Carrizo being found at more than 2,500 feet in southern Lee County. The Carrizo can be up to 
600 feet thick within the District, but is generally between 300 and 500 feet thick. The Carrizo is 
a highly productive aquifer throughout much of its extent not only in the District but throughout 
much of Texas. 

Yields of non-exempt Carrizo wells within the District are generally between 400 and 
750 gpm, although well yields of up to 1,500 gpm have been observed. Water quality in the 
Carrizo is good, although, as with most aquifers in the District, water quality deteriorates farther 
downdip from the outcrop. 

Queen City Aquifer 

The Queen City Aquifer is defined as a mirror aquifer by the state of Texas. It is located 
stratigraphieally above the CarriZo-Wilcox aquifer, between the Reklaw and Weches formations. 
The Queen City is used by a large number of exempt wells within the District, as well as for 
municipal purposes by the cities of Lincoln and Giddings, and the Lee County Water Supply 
Corporation. 

The Queen City Fonnation is comprised of a massive to thin-bedded, fine to medium- 
grained sandstone with some silt, clay, shale, and lignite. It crops out in a band two to four miles 
wide across both Bastrop and Lee counties. From the outcrop the Queen City dips at a rate of 70 
to 140 feet per mile, with the top of the formation being found at approximately 2,000 feet in 
southern Lee County. However, most Queen City wells are located in or near the outcrop area, 
with most being less than 1,400 feet deep. The Queen City is generally between 200 and 600 feet 
thick within the District. 

The Queen City yields small to moderate quantities of fresh to slightly saline water to 
wells in and near the outcrop, Non-exempt Queen City wells in the District area typically yield 
between 130 and 250 gpm, although one Queen City well produced more than 450 gpm. 

Sparta Aquifer 

The Sparta Aquifer is defined as a minor aquifer by the state of Texas. It is located 
stratigraphically above the Queen City aquifer, between the Weches and Cook Mountain 
formations. The Sparta is used by exempt wells within the District for domestic and livestock 
purposes, and for municipal purposes by the Lee County Fresh Water Supply District and Lee 
County Water Supply Corporation 

The Sparta is primarily a loosely cemented, sand-rich unit, with some interbedded silt and 
clay. The Sparta crops out in a band one to ten miles wide from southem Bastrop County to 
northeastern Lee County. From the outcrop the Sparta dips at a rate of approximately 100 feet 
per mile, with the top of the formation being found at approximately 1,500 feet in southern Lee 
County. Most Sparta wells are located in or near the outcrop and are less than approximately 500 
feet deep. However, one well (59-50—706) is nearly 1,500 feet deep. The Sparta is up to 170 feet 
thick within the District, and yields small to moderate quantities of fresh to slightly saline water 
to wells. Yields of non»exempt wells in the District typically range from 100 to 250 gpm Water 
quality of groundwater produced from the Sparta is generally good, although, as with other 
dipping aquifers in the District, water quality deteriorates farther downdip from the outcrop area.



Other Aquifers 

Colorado RiverAlluvium Aquifer In addition to the major and minor aquifers described 
above, the alluvium along the Colorado River also yields significant quantities of water to wells, 
The Colorado River Alluvium is not defined as a major or a minor aquifer by the State, and a 
DFC was not established for this aquifer. But this aquifer is used for water for municipal supply 
by the City ofBastrop, as well as for irrigation purposes, from several non-exempt wells. 

The Colorado River Alluvium includes alluvial deposits in river bottom land along the 
Colorado River. The alluvium generally consists of sand, with some small gravel and 
disconnected layers of silt and clay. The alluvium can be on one side of the river or on both 
sides. It is not always connected beneath the river, and the maximum thickness is less than 100 
feet, The alluvium along the Colorado River generally yields small to moderate quantities of 
fresh to slightly saline water. 

In addition to the alluvium along the Colorado River, most other streams have some 
alluvium associated with them Small, exempt wells may be installed in these very localized 
alluvial aquifers. 

Trinity Aquifer The Trinity Aquifer, classified as a major aquifer by the state of Texas, 
underlies the District. However, it is virtually unused because of the extreme depth and poor 
water quality of this aquifer with the District. No known wells are completed in the Trinity 
Aquifer within the District. 

Yegua-Jacksori Aquifer The Yegua-Jackson Aquifer is classified as a minor aquifer by the 
state of Texas, and is found in the southeastern third of Lee County and a very small part of 
Bastrop County. The Yegua-Jackson Aquifer is comprised of the Yegua Formation and the 
Jackson Group. These units consist of interbedded sand, silt, and clay, with some lignite beds. 
The thickness of the Yegua-Jackson Aquifer in the District is as much as 900 feet. A few exempt 
wells are completed in the Yegua—Jackson Aquifer, primarily in Lee County. Within the District, 
no non-exempt wells are completed in this aquifer, and it is not expected to yield significant 
quantities of water to wells within the District. 

Midway Group The Midway Group is located strati graphically beneath the Wilcox Group, 
The Midway consists of clay, silt, glauconitic sand, and thin beds of limestone and sandstone and 
can be more than 800 feet thick. Wells drilled into the Midway outcrop may yield small 
quantities of slightly to moderately saline water, and a few wells within the District have been 
installed into the Midway. 

Reklaw Formation The Reklaw Formation is located stratigraphically between the overlying 
Carrizo and underlying Queen City Formations. The Reklaw is composed primarily of 
glauconitic sand and silt, and is about 100 feet thick. It is not considered to be an aquifer by the 
state of Texas, however a few exempt wells have been completed in the Reklaw within the 
District, mostly in the outcrop area, 

Weches Formation The Weches Formation, sometimes referred to as the Weches Greensand, 
is located between the Queen City and Sparta Formations. The Weches consists of glauconitic 
shale, some sandstone, and some thin limestone beds, and is about 100 feet thick It is not 
considered to be an aquifer by the state of Texas, however a few exempt wells have been 
completed in the Weches within the District, mostly in the outcrop area,
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Cook Mountain Formation The Cook Mountain Formation is located stratigraphically above 
the Sparta Formation and below the Yegua Formation The Cook Mountain consists primarily of 
clay, with some lenses of sand, sandstone, limestone, glauconite, and gypsum, and can be as 
much as 400 feet thick within the District. It is not considered to be an aquifer by the state of 
Texas, however exempt wells producing very small quantities of fresh to moderately saline 
groundwater have been completed in the Cook Mountain within the District, mostly in the 
outcrop area. 

RECHARGE, DISCHARGE, AND GROUNDWATER FLOW 
Recharge is the addition of water to an aquifer. Recharge to aquifers occurs from direct 
precipitation on aquifer outcrop at ground surface, from losses from surface water bodies to the 
underlying aquifer, and from inter-formational leakage between aquifers. Recharge estimates for 
the major and minor aquifers present within the District are included in Table 4. 

The amount of recharge that occurs due to direct precipitation appears to be more a function of 
the specific soils in an area than the amount of precipitation. Recharge of direct precipitation 
where sandy aquifer units crop out is higher than where the soils and formations at ground 
surface are clay-dominated. Effective recharge from precipitation, i.e. recharge that moves down 
dip into the deeper portions of the aquifer and is not discharged to surface streams, is typically 
only a few percent of average annual rainfall. Leakage between formations accounts for a large 
component of total recharge to an individual aquifer. Losses from surface water bodies to the 
underlying aquifers appear to be a minimal source of recharge for most of the aquifers in the 
District. 
Discharge is the loss of water from an aquifer, Before the development of aquifers for 
groundwater supply purposes, all discharge was natural. This includes discharge to surface water 
sources such as springs, streams, rivers, and lakes, as well as the removal of groundwater from 
an aquifer by evapotranspiration and inter-formational leakage. Discharge to surface water 
bodies is shown in Table 5. After the development of District aquifers for supply purposes, most 
discharge that occurs is to wells, Other sources of anthropogenic discharge may include gravel 
pits, mining operations, or other activities that intersect the water table, 

Groundwater moves from areas of higher hydraulic head to areas of lower hydraulic head, which 
is from areas of recharge to areas of discharge. Under normal conditions within the District, the 
movement of water is in a downdip direction. However, these normal, undeveloped conditions 
are altered by pumpage that occurs in the aquifer. Because pumpage has become the dominant 
form of discharge from many of the aquifers in the District, groundwater tends to flow towards 
areas of pumpage, These natural and altered flow patterns result in not only the movement of 
groundwater across District boundaries, but also between aquifers within the District. Tables 6 
and 7 summarize the amount of water that flows laterally into and out of the District to adjacent 
districts or counties, and the amount of water that moves vertically between aquifers, 
respectively. These values do not distinguish between fresh, brackish, and saline water, and 
therefore all flows include all of these water types.



Table 4 - Estimated precipitation recharge totals for major and minor aquifers 

Precipitation 
Recharge (acre- 

feet/year) 
Sparta 10,142 

Queen City 7,255 
Carrizo- 
Wilcox 29’602 

Trinity 0 
Yegua— 
Jackson 38'860 

Total 85,859 
Source: TWDB GAM Run 167014 

Table 5 - Estimated discharge to surface water bodies from major and minor 
aquifers 

Surface Water 
Discharge (acre- 

feet/year) 
Sparta 4,564 

Queen City 5,488 
Carrizo- 
Wilcox 32’781 

Trinity 0 
Yegua— 
Jackson 35'781 

Total 78,614 
Source: TWDB GAM Run 167014
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Table 6 - Estimated flow into and out of District in major and minor aquifers 
Flow Into Flow Out Of 

District (acre- District (acre- 
feetlyear) feetlyear) 

Sparta 915 593 

Queen City 516 2,610 
Carrizo- 
Wilcox 12,660 17,538 

Trinity 355 136 
Yegua- 
Jackson 5,882 10,154 

Total 20,328 31,031 
Source, TWDB GAM Run 16-014 

Table 7 - Estimated flow between major/minor and adjacent aquifers 

Flow tolfrom Overlying Flow tolfrom Underlying 
Aquifer (acre-feetlyear) Aquifer (acre-feetlyear) 

Sparta 883 957 

Queen City 934 167 
Carrizo- 
Wilcox 1’313 NA 
Trinity 2 NA 
Yegua» 
Jackson NA NA 
Total 363 791 

Source: TWDB GAM Run 167014. NA: Not applicable per GAM 
Run 15.014 report 
Note. Figure 1. Stratigraphic Section. lists the overlying and 
underlying aquifers 

B. SURFACE WATER RESOURCES 
Bastrop and Lee counties lie along the inner edge of the Texas Gulf Coastal Plain. The 
topography is flat to gently rolling, with elevations ranging from slightly less than 400 feet where 
the Colorado River exits Bastrop County to slightly more than 650 feet along the Bastrop-Lee 
county line just north ofthe upper reaches of West Yegua Creek, 

The District lies within three river basins: the Guadalupe, Colorado, and Brazos. The Colorado 
River bisects Bastrop County, and a majority of Bastrop County and the southern quarter of Lee 
County lie within the Colorado River Basin and its tributaries, including Cummins, Rabbs, Pin
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Oak, Big Sandy, Wilbarger, and Cedar Creeks, The remainder of Lee County lies within the 
Brazos River basin, with the significant tributaries to the Brazos River within Lee County being 
the Middle and West Yegua Creeks. In addition to the Colorado and Brazos River basins, the 
extreme southern portion of Bastrop County lies within the Guadalupe River basin, an area 
drained by Peach Creek. 

Currently surface water resources are little used in Bastrop and Lee counties because of lack of 
availability and because what is available has already been appropriated, Surface water from the 
Colorado River is used as make-up water for Lake Bastrop (which functions as a cooling pond 
for the LCRA Sim Gideon power plant), for cooling water for another privately owned power 
plant in Bastrop County, for some irrigation, and for livestock watering in Lee County, No other 
District uses of surface water are known, The current availability of surface water within 
Bastrop and Lee counties is summarized in Table 8, 

Table 8 - Projected Surface Water Supplies - 2017 State Water Plan 

All values are in acrerieeflyear 

RWPG Entity Name County Source Name 2020 2030 2040 2050 2060 2070 
H IGHLAN D 

COU NTY 0TH ER BASTROP LAKES 744 744 744 744 744 744 LAKE/RESERVOIR 
SVSTEM 

H IGHLAN D 

IRRIGATION BASTROP LAKES 852 742 649 565 492 443 LAKE/RESERVOIR 
SVSTEM 

LOCAL SURFACE LIVESTOCK BASTROP WATER SUPPLY 862 862 862 862 862 862 

LOCAL SURFACE MANUFACTURING BASTROP WATER SUPPLY 48 48 48 48 48 48 

LOCAL SURFACE MINING BASTROP WATER SUPPLY 8 7 7 9 9 9 

HIGHLAND 
STEAM ELECTRIC LAKES 

POWER BASTROP LAKE/RESERVOIR 12.220 11,834 11,026 10,571 10,571 10,571 

SYSTEM 
BRAZOS RUN» IRRIGATION LEE OF_RIVER 20 20 20 20 20 20 

LOCAL SURFACE LIVESTOCK Lee WATER SUPPLY 1,935 1,935 1.935 1,935 1,935 1,935
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C. DISTRICT WATER DEMANDS, NEEDS AND STRATEGIES 
Based on data from the 2017 State Water Plan, over the planning horizon, regional water 
planning data from Region G and Region K shows population is expected to increase from 
95,487 in 2020 in Bastrop County to 382,244 in 2070 (an increase of 302%), and from 19,131 in 
2020 in Lee County to 23,889 in 2070 (an increase of 25%), In addition, over the planning 
horizon, total water demands are projected to increase in Bastrop County from 35,184 acre— 
feet/year in 2020 to 89,084 acre-feet/year in 2070, and to increase in Lee County from 8,566 
acre-feet/year in 2020 to 15,507 acre»feet/year in 2070. Demands within the District are shown in 
Table 9, and a summary by county is shown in Table 10. Needs within the District are shown in 
Table 11. Water management strategies included in the State Water Plan within the District are 
shown in Table 12. 

Groundwater currently meets Virtually all District demand for municipal, manufacturing, mining, 
livestock, and irrigation purposes, with surface water used principally to meet some irrigation 
and all steam-electric demand (cooling water). Currently, the two largest uses are mining and 
municipal purposes, including rural-domestic use. Almost all mining water use is from the 
Simsboro Aquifer. 

It is important to note that the 2017 State Water Plan Projected Net Water Demands below: 
0 do not distinguish between projected demands met by surface water and those met by 

groundwater; 
- do not include out-of-District demand for District groundwater; 
0 do not account for groundwater pumpage within the District that is exported out-of- 

District (such as demand represented by the District’s current export of groundwater to 
Fayette County) (demand estimates from Regions G and K submitted to TWDB are for 
in-District demands only); 

0 do not account for demand in areas outside the District which are served by pumpage 
within the District by retail rural water sellers or other special utility districts whose 
“Certificate of Convenience and Necessity“ (CCN) extends beyond District boundaries, 

Such demands must be separately evaluated. 

The District expects that improvements to the applicable GAM and expanded data from the 
Monitoring Well Program will allow better understanding of District groundwater resources and 
better future estimates of groundwater availability as the District seeks to manage the District’s 
groundwater resources consistently with the DFCs and its mission. 

Municipal demands are expected to nearly quadruple in Bastrop County by 2070. Mining 
demands are also expected to increase significantly in both Bastrop and Lee counties by 
2070.



Table 9 - 2017 State Water Plan Projected Net Water Demands 

AII VaIues are in acre»feet/year 

Region Entity Name County WUG Type 2020 2030 2040 2050 2060 2070 

K AQUA WSC Bastrop MUNICIPAL 9,228 11,837 15,313 20,116 26,683 35,432 
K BASTROP Bastrop MUNICIPAL 1,957 2,598 3,446 4,612 6,201 8,317 

BASTROP COUNTY 
K W CID #2 Bastrop MUNICIPAL 378 544 765 1,069 1,482 2,033 

COUNTY-OTHER, 
K BASTROP Bastrop MUNICIPAL 1,873 2,250 2,753 3,444 4,382 5,634 

CREEDMOOR- 
K M AH A W5C Bastrop MUNICIPAL 24 28 35 44 57 74 

K ELGIN BastrOp MUNICIPAL 1,298 1,651 2,125 2,782 3,681 4,880 
IRRIGATION, 

K BASTROP Bastrop IRRIGATION 852 742 649 565 492 443 

K LEE COUNTv WSC Bastrop MUNICIPAL 103 131 169 221 293 388 
LIVESTOCK, 

K BASTROP Bastrop LIVESTOCK 1,522 1,522 1,522 1,522 1,522 1,522 

MANUFACTURING, 
K BASTROP Bastrop MANUFACTURING 194 227 262 295 319 345 

K MINING, BASTROP Bastrop MINING 2,884 6,813 7,498 8,263 9,085 9,996 
K P0L0NIA wsc Bastrop MUNICIPAL 29 36 45 58 75 99 
K SMITHVILLE Bastrop MUNICIPAL 842 1,074 1,385 1,817 2,410 3,201 

STEAM ELECTRIC STEAM ELECTRIC 
K POWER, BASTROP Bastrop POWER 14,000 16,720 16,720 16,720 16,720 16,720 

6 AQUA WSC Lee MUNICIPAL 466 511 536 544 551 555 

G COUNTL‘EETHER' Lee MUNICIPAL 195 207 218 222 224 226 

6 GIDDINGs Lee MUNICIPAL 1,120 1,231 1,289 1,307 1,324 1,334 
6 IRRIGATION, LEE Lee IRRIGATION 459 446 434 421 409 398 
G LEE COUNTY wsc Lee MUNICIPAL 908 991 1,035 1,048 1,060 1,067 
6 LEXINGTON Lee MUNICIPAL 242 265 277 281 284 286 
G LIVESTOCK, LEE Lee LIVESTOCK 1,935 1,935 1,935 1,935 1,935 1,935 

6 MANUFfECETUR'NG’ Lee MANUFACTURING 13 14 15 16 17 18 

G MINING, LEE Lee MINING 3,180 7,289 7,767 8,304 8,904 9,631 
SOUTHWEST G MILAM W5C Lee MUNICIPAL 48 53 55 56 56 57
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Table 10 - Projected Demands by County 
All values are m acre-feet/year 

TYPE County 2020 2030 2040 2050 2060 2070 
MINING Bastrop 2.884 6,813 7,498 8,263 9,085 9,996 

STEAM-ELECTRIC Bastrop 14,000 16,720 16,720 16,720 16,720 16,720 
MANUFACTURING Bastrop 194 227 262 295 319 345 

MUNICIPAL Bastrop 15,732 20,149 26,036 34,163 45,264 60,058 
IRRIGATION Bastrop 852 742 649 565 492 443 
LIVESTOCK Bastrop 1,522 1.522 1,522 1,522 1,522 1,522 
MINING Lee 3,180 7.289 7,767 8,304 8,904 9,631 

STEAMrELECTRIC Lee 0 0 0 O 0 0 
MANUFACTURING Lee 13 14 15 16 17 18 

MUNICIPAL Lee 2,979 3.258 3,410 3,458 3,499 3,525 
IRRIGATION Lee 459 446 434 421 409 398 
LIVESTOCK Lee 1,935 1,935 1,935 1,935 1,935 1,935 

Table 11 - 2017 State Water Plan Projected Water Needs 
AII vaIues are in acre-feeI/year 

Region Entity Name County WUG Type 2020 2030 2040 2050 2060 2070 
K AQUA WSC Bastrop MUNICIPAL 2,534 4,656 7.145 11,210 17,667 26,269 
K BASTROP Bastrop MUNICIPAL 30 671 1,519 2,685 4,274 6,390 

K EASTazII’DCSZU NTY Bastrop MUNICIPAL 0 0 O 0 93 644 

K COUNTY-OTHER Bastrop MUNICIPAL 361 519 739 907 1.158 1,490 

K Bastrop MUNICIPAL 0 0 0 0 0 D 

K ELGIN Bastrop MUNICIPAL 472 732 1.013 1,533 2.432 3,631 
K IRRIGATION Bastrop IRRIGATION 0 0 0 0 0 O 
K LEE COUNTY WSC Bastrop MUNICIPAL 0 0 0 0 0 0 
K LIVESTOCK Bastrop LIVESTOCK 0 0 O 0 O 0 
K MANUFACTURING Bastrop MANUFACTURING 55 87 120 151 174 199 
K MINING Bastrop MINING 732 4,662 5,347 6,110 6,932 7,843 
K POLONIA WSC Bastrop MUNICIPAL 0 0 0 0 0 0 
K SMITHVILLE Bastrop MUNICIPAL 0 0 0 0 0 721 

K STEA¥)$_::TRIC Basnop STEA¥)$_::TRIC 0 D 0 0 0 O 

G AQUA WSC Lee MUNICIPAL 0 0 O 0 O 0 
G COUNTY-OTHER Lee MUNICIPAL 0 0 0 0 0 0 
G GIDDINGS Lee MUNICIPAL 0 0 0 0 0 0
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G IRRIGATION Lee IRRIGATION 0 0 0 0 0 0 
G LEE COUNTY WSC Lee MUNICIPAL 0 0 O 0 O 0 
G LEXINGTON Lee MUNICIPAL 0 0 0 0 O 0 
G LIVESTOCK Lee LIVESTOCK 0 0 0 0 0 0 
G MANUFACTURING Lee MANUFACTURING 0 0 0 0 0 0 
G MINING Lee MINING 3,180 7,289 7,767 8,304 8,904 9,631 

G Lee MUNICIPAL O 0 0 O 0 0 

Table 12 - Projected Water Management Strategies - 2012 State Water Plan 
Data 

All Values are in acre-feetlyear 

Water Management Strategy
I 

Source Name 
I 

2020 
I 
2030 

I 
2040 

I 

2050 
I 

2060 
I 

2070 
AQUA WSC, BASTROP COUNTY (K) 
DROUGHT MANAGEMENT DEMAND REDUCTION 1,385 1,775 2,297 3,018 4,002 5,366 

MUNICIPAL CONSERVATION - 

AQUA W5C DEMAND REDUCTION 630 911 978 1,148 1,526 2,026 

EXPANSION OF CURRENT 
GROUNDWATER SUPPLIES - CARRIZO‘A’IIAISLESJPAQUIFER' 2,500 2,500 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 
CARRIZOVWILCOX AQUIFER 

LCRA NEW OFFeCHANNEL LCRA e PRAIRIE SITE RESERVOIR RESERVOIR 0 0 5,000 5,000 10,000 15,000 

BASTROP, BASTROP COUNTY (K) 
DROUGHT MANAGEMENT DEMAND REDUCTION 294 390 517 692 930 1,248 

MUNICIPAL CONSERVATION - DEMAND REDUCTION 195 440 688 1,084 1,459 1,958 BASTROP 
DEVELOPMENT OF NEW 

GROUNDWATER SUPPLIES r GROUNDWATER 300 300 300 300 300 0 
CARRIZOVWILCOX AQUIFER 
DIRECT REUSE - BASTROP REUSE 0 0 300 600 1.120 1,120 

LCRA - LANE CITY RESERVOIR SURFACE WATER 0 0 0 2,500 2,500 2,500 
BASTROP COUNTY WCID #2 
DROUGHT MANAGEMENT DEMAND REDUCTION 19 27 38 53 74 102 
EXPANSION OF CURRENT 
GROUNDWATER SUPPLIES r GROUNDWATER 0 0 O 0 550 550 
CARRIZO-WILCOX AQUIFER 

COUNTY-OTHER, BASTROP COUNTY (K) 
DROUGHT MANAGEMENT 

I 

DEMAND REDUCTION 
I 

281 
I 

338 
I 

413 
I 

517 
I 

657 
I 

845
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MUNICIPAL CONSERVATION - 

BASTROP COU NTYEOTH ER DEMAND REDUCTION 92 196 344 414 527 677 

EXPANSION OF CURRENT 
GROUNDWATER SUPPLIES - 

CARRIZO-WILCOX AQUIFER 
GROUNDWATER 60 60 60 60 60 

CREEDMOOR-MAHA WSC, BASTROP COUNTY (K) 
DROUGHT MANAGEMENT 

| 

DEMAND REDUCTION 
ELGIN, BASTROP COUNTY (K) 
DROUGHT MANAGEMENT DEMAND REDUCTION 195 248 319 417 552 732 
EXPANSION OF CURRENT 
GROUNDWATER SUPPLIES - 

CARRIZO-WILCOX AQUIFER 
GROUNDWATER 300 300 

LCRA - LANE CITY RESERVOIR SURFACE WATER 3.452 3,371 3,278 3,196 3,119 
MANUFACTURING, BASTROP COUNTY (K) 

EXPANSION OF CURRENT 
GROUNDWATER SUPPLIES - 

CARRIZO-WILCOX AQUIFER 
GROUNDWATER 55 87 120 151 174 199 

MINING, BASTROP COUNTY (K) 
DEVELOPMENT OF NEW 

GROUNDWATER SUPPLIES - 

CARRIZO-WILCOX AQUIFER 
GROUNDWATER 466 466 466 466 

DEVELOPMENT OF NEW 
GROUNDWATER SUPPLIES - 

QUEEN CITY AQUIFER 
GROUNDWATER 110 306 

POLONIA wsc, BASTROP COUNTY (K) 
LOCAL CARRIZO AQUIFER WITH 

CONVERSION GROUNDWATER 
SMITHVILLE, BASTROP COUNTY (K) 
DROUGHT MANAGEMENT DEMAND REDUCTION 126 161 208 273 362 480 

MUNICIPAL CONSERVATION 7 

SMITHVILLE DEMAND REDUCTION 44 72 76 88 117 155 

DEVELOPMENT OF NEW 
GROUNDWATER SUPPLIES - 

QUEEN CITY AQUIFER 
GROUNDWATER 150 

STEAM ELECTRIC POWER, BASTROP COUNTY (K) 
LCRA - EXPAND USE OF 

GROUNDWATER (CARRIZO- 
WILCOX AQUIFER) 

GROUNDWATER 300 300 300 300 300 300 

GIDDINGS, LEE COUNTY (G) 
MUNICIPAL WATER 

CONSERVATION (RURAL) - 

GIDDINGS 
DEMAND REDUCTION 39 131 231 230 232 233 

LEXINGTON, LEE COUNTY (G)
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M U NICIPAL WATER 
CONSERVATION (RURAL) - DEMAND REDUCTION 8 26 23 21 21 21 

LEXINGTON 
MINING, LEE COUNTY (G) 

INDUSTRIAL WATER 
CONSERVATION DEMAND REDUCTION 95 364 544 581 623 674 

SOUTHWEST MILAM W5C, LEE COUNTY (G) 
MUNICIPAL WATER 

CONSERVATION (RURAL) r DEMAND REDUCTION 1 0 O 0 0 0 
SOUTHWEST MILAM WSC
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Section 8. MANAGEMENT GOALS, OBJECTIVES, AND 
PERFORMANCE STANDARDS 

A. Statutory Goals. 

GOAL 1: Provide the most efficient use of groundwater. 
Management Objective 1.1: The District will develop and evaluate a schedule for expanding 
the monitoring well network in the Monitoring Well Program and will measure and record water 
levels in the monitoring wells. 

Performance Standard: The District will annually evaluate and report to the Board on 
the monitoring well network, 

Management Objective 1,2: The District will make available to the public information on 
efficient use of groundwater, at the District office, on the District website, and/or by public 
workshops or other presentations. 

Performance Standard: The General Manager will report annually to the Board, in the 
Annual Report or otherwise, on information on efficient use of groundwater which has 
been made available, identifying the publications and the number and dates of any public 
workshops or other presentations. 

GOAL 2: Controlling and preventing waste of groundwater. 
Management Objective 2.1: The District will make available to the public information on 
controlling and preventing waste of groundwater, at the District office, on the District website, or 
by public workshops or other presentations. 

Performance Standard: The General Manager will report annually to the Board, in the 
Annual Report or otherwise, on information on efficient use of groundwater which has 
been made available, identifying the publications and the number and dates of any public 
workshops or other presentations. 

Management Objective 2.2: The District will document and promptly report to the relevant 
water supply entity any water leaks from pipelines or distribution systems which are noted or 
reported to the District. 

Performance Standard: The District will report annually to the Board, in the Annual 
Report or otherwise, any leaks noted and reported. 

GOAL 3: Controlling and preventing subsidence: Under current conditions this goal is not 
applicable to the District.
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GOAL 4: Address conjunctive surface water management issues. 
Management Objective 4.]: The District will encourage the use of surface water supplies, 
where available and practical, to meet the needs of specific user groups within the District 

Performance Standard: The District will participate at least annually in the Region G 
and Region K Regional Water Planning processes, encourage the development of surface 
water supplies where appropriate, and document any such activity in the Annual Report, 

GOAL 5: Address natural resource issues that impact the use and availability of 
groundwater and which are impacted by the use of groundwater. 

Management Objective 5.]: The District will make available to the public at the District Office 
and/or on the District website or at public meetings or presentations information on issues that 
impact use and availability of groundwater and are impacted by groundwater use, which may 
include without limitation such issues as drought, mining, endangered species, District 
hydrologic data, out-of-District export of groundwater, protection of endangered species, and the 
spread of phreatophytic vegetation. 

Performance Standard: The General Manager will report annually to the Board, in the 
Annual Report or otherwise, information made available on natural resource issues that 
impact the use and availability of groundwater and are impacted by the use of 
groundwater, identifying the publications and the number and dates of any public 
workshops or other presentations, 

GOAL 6: Address drought conditions. 
Management Objective 6.]: The District will monitor information on drought severity and 
provide a link to the drought information on the District website. 

Performance Standard: The District will monitor a public source on local drought 
conditions, such as https://waterdatafortexasorg/drought , make the information available 
to the public on the District website, and report annually to the Board on the status of this 
objective in the Annual Report or otherwise. 

Management Objective 6,2, The District will monitor District monitoring wells at specified 
intervals. 

Performance Standard: A summary of water levels in District monitoring wells will be 
provided at least annually to the Board. 

GOAL 7: Address conservation, recharge enhancement, rainwater harvesting, 
precipitation enhancement, or brush control, where appropriate and cost-effective. 

Recharge enhancement: The District does not currently have the financial resources to buy 
property and construct recharge structures. Therefore, based on current conditions, this goal is 
not currently applicable.
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Precipitation enhancement: The District does not know of any precipitation enhancement activity 
currently applicable to the District. Therefore, this goal is not currently applicable. 

Management Objective 7.]: The District will make available to the public at the District office 
and/or on the District website information on water conservation on topics such as advances in 
plumbing fixtures that conserve water, xeriscaping, and other related subjects, where appropriate 
and cost-effective, identified by the District, 

Performance Standard: The General Manager will report annually to the Board, in the 
Annual Report or otherwise, on information on conservation which has been made 
available, identifying the information and the number and dates of any public workshops 
or other presentations. 

Management Objective 7.2. The District will make available to the public at the District office 
and/or on the District website information concerning rainwater harvesting where appropriate 
and cost effective, including one or more publications related to advances in rainwater harvesting 
or any other related subject identified by the District. 

Performance Standard: The General Manager will report annually to the Board, in the 
Annual Report or otherwise, on information on rainwater harvesting which has been 
made available, identifying the information and the number and dates of any public 
workshops or other presentations. 

Management Objective 7.3. The District will make available to the public information 
concerning brush control where appropriate and cost effective, including on topics related to 
brush control or any other related subject identified by the District. 

Performance Standard: The General Manager will report annually to the Board, in the 
Annual Report or otherwise, on information on brush control which has been made 
available, identifying the information and the number and dates of any public workshops 
or other presentations. 

GOAL 8: Address desired future conditions (DFCs) of the groundwater resources 
established pursuant to § 36.108. 

Management Objective 8.1: The District will report information on the consistency of water 
levels with DFCs at least annually 

Performance Standard: Water levels will be reported at least annually to the Board by 
the General Manager, and will include information on the consistency of water levels 
with DFCs, including by county, and upon review and acceptance by the Board, made 
available to the public. 

Management Objective 8.2: The District will regularly assess whether or not management 
zones should be established within its counties, or, if established, modified.
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Performance Standard: The General Manager will at least every five years assess and 
report to the Board whether management zones should be established within its counties, 
or, if established, modified. 

B. District-Specific Goals 

GOAL: Provide public education on groundwater resources. 

Management Objective: The District will make available to the public, with a focus on 
children, information related to the occurrence, distribution, behavior, and use of groundwater. 

Performance Standard: At least once each year in each county of the District, the 
District will present a program dealing with the above matters at a public school. 

GOAL: Register all wells within District boundaries. 

Management Objective: The District will register all exempt wells drilled since the District 
Rules became effective and work towards registering all pre-existing exempt wells. 

Performance Standard: The District will encourage registration of newly drilled exempt 
wells by refunding the drilling permit fee upon submittal of completion reports, well logs, 
and well registration materials. Because registration of exempt wells existing prior to the 
effective date of District rules is voluntary, the General Manager or the General 
Manager’s designated representative will note the existence of unregistered wells, locate 
such wells on a map as best possible, and visit with the landowner, if possible, to 
encourage registration of the wells. The District will document such attempts at the 
District office. 

GOAL: Publicize operating permit requirements 

Management Objective: The District will publicize the requirement for operating permits 
for non—exempt wells, not otherwise excluded, and notify operating permit holders of the need to 
renew their operating permit at least sixty days prior to expiration. 

Performance Standard: At least annually, the District will notify all known water-well 
drillers and pump installers operating in the District of the requirement for owners of 
non-exempt wells, not otherwise excluded, to obtain an operating permit and the 
requirement that the driller and/or pump installer insure that no non»exempt well, not 
otherwise excluded, is placed into service within the District without an operating permit. 
Such notice may be by publication in one or more newspapers of general circulation in 
Bastrop and Lee counties.
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GOAL: Publicize transport permit requirements 

Management Objective: The District will publicize the requirement for transport permits 
and to notify holders of transport permits of the need to renew their transfer permit prior to 
expiration. 

Performance Standard: At least annually, the District shall cause to be published in one 
or more newspapers of general circulation in Bastrop and Lee counties a publication 
including or related to the requirement to obtain a transport permit to transport 
groundwater out of the District. 

GOAL: Timely process operating permits and transport permits. 

Management Objective: The District will endeavor to set an application on the agenda for a 
Board meeting within sixty (60) days of the date on which the General Manager determines that 
an application is Administratively Complete as defined by District mles. 

Performance Standard: On an annual basis the District will track the dates on which 
applications and components of requested information are received, the dates on which 
(following technical review) an application is determined to be administratively 
complete, and the dates on which the Board considers applications. For any permit 
application taking longer than sixty days to process, the General Manager will cause a 
brief comment to be included in the files as to the reason for the delay, The General 
Manager will include an annual summary of permit application tracking in the Annual 
Report. Upon review and approval of the Annual Report, the District will make it 

available for public review at the District office. 

GOAL: Maintain a database of registration of exempt wells, operating permits of non- 
exempt wells, and transport permits, permitting development of spacing and completion 
information for District wells and other information which facilitates management of 
groundwater consistent with DFCs. 

Management Objective: The District will maintain a database of each registration of an 
exempt well, each operating permit for a non-exempt well, and each transport permit, such that 
the District can generate plots of the locations of each registered and permitted well, access 
available completion and other relevant information for wells, and compute distances between 
the wells. 

Performance Standard: Data on each registration of an exempt well, each operating 
permit for a non—exempt well, and each transport permit shall be entered in the database 
within sixty (60) days of issuance of the operating permit or registration. A summary of 
exempt wells will be provided in the annual hydrological data report.
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Section 9. DISTRICT CERTIFICATIONS 

A. Regional Cooperation and Coordination 

Evidence of coordination by the District with the relevant surface water entities in its boundaries 
is provided in Appendix B. In addition: 

Lower Colorado River Regional Planning Group (Region K). The District regularly coordinates 
with Region K by participating at regional planning meetings and by written and verbal 
communication as needed 

Brazos River Regional Planning Group (Region G). The District regularly coordinates and 
communicates with Region G. A District representative commonly attends Region G planning 
meetings 

Lower Colorado River Authority (LCRA). The District communicates with LCRA through the 
Region K planning group and directly as needed. The District will participate when regular 
communication begins on conjunctive use of surface and groundwater (which has not occurred to 
date in Bastrop and Lee counties). 

Brazos River Authority (BRA). The District communicates with BRA through the Region G 
planning group and directly as needed BRA representatives commonly attend District Board 
meetings. The District will participate when regular communication begins on conjunctive use of 
surface and groundwater (which has not occurred to date in Bastrop and Lee counties) 

B. District’s Resolution Adopting Management Plan 

Appendix C contains a certified copy of the District resolution adopting this Management Plan, 

C. Evidence of Public Notice and Hearing of Management Plan 

Appendix D contains evidence of public notice and hearing prior to adoption of this 
Management Plan. 

D. Site-Specific Information Provided to the TWDB 
No site-specific information is available to provide to the Executive Administrator regarding the 
estimates required in subsections 31 TAC §356i52(a)(5)(C), (D), and (E),
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GAM Run 16-014: Lost Pines GCD Groundwater Management Plan
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 
Texas State Water Code, Section 36.1071, Subsection [h] (Texas Water Code. 2015), states 
that. in developing its groundwater management plan, a groundwater conservation district 
shall use groundwater availability modeling information provided by the Executive 
Administrator ofthe Texas Water Development Board (TWDB) in conjunction with any 
available site-specific information provided by the district for review and comment to the 
Executive Administrator. 

The TWDB provides data and information to the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation 
District in two parts. Part 1 is the Estimated Historical Water Use/State Water Plan dataset 
report, which will be provided to you separately by the TWDB Groundwater Technical 
Assistance Section. Please direct questions about the water data report to Mr. Stephen 
Allen at (512) 463-7317 or stephen.allen@twdb.texas.gov. Part 2 is the required 
groundwater availability modeling information and this information includes 

1. the annual amount of recharge from precipitation, ifany. to the groundwater 
resources within the district; 

2. for each aquifer within the district, the annual volume ofwater that discharges from 
the aquifer to springs and any surface»water bodies, including lakes, streams, and 
rivers; and 

3. the annual volume offlow into and out ofthe district within each aquifer and 
between aquifers in the district. 

The groundwater management plan for the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
should be adopted by the district on or before August 9. 2017. and submitted to the 
Executive Administrator ofthe TWDB on or before September 8, 2017. The current



GAM Run 16—014: Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District Groundwater Management Plan 
March 6. 2017 
Page 4 of 20 

management plan for the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District expires on 
November 7. 2017. 

We used three groundwater availability models to estimate the management plan 
information for the aquifers within the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District. 
Information for the Trinity Aquifer is from the groundwater availability model [version 
2.01) for the northern portion ofthe Trinity and Woodbine aquifers [Kelley and others, 
2014]. Information for the Carrizo-Wilcox. Queen City, and Sparta aquifers is from version 
2.02 of the groundwater availability model for the central part of the Carrizo-Wilcox. Queen 
City. and Sparta aquifers (Kelley and others, 2004). Information for the Yegua-Jackson 
Aquifer is from version 1.01 of the groundwater availability model for the Yegua-Iackson 
Aquifer (Deeds and others, 2010). 

This report replaces the results ofGAM Run 10-014 (Hassan, 2010). GAM Run 16-014 
meets current standards set after the release of GAM Run 10-014 and includes results from 
the recently released groundwater availability model for the northern portion ofthe 
Trinity and Woodbine aquifers [Kelley and others, 2014). Tables 1 through 5 summarize 
the groundwater availability model data required by statute and Figures 1 through 5 show 
the area of the models from which the values in the tables were extracted. If after review of 
the figures, the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District determines that the district 
boundaries used in the assessment do not reflect current conditions, please notify the 
TWDB at your earliest convenience. 

METHODS: 
In accordance with the provisions of the Texas State Water Code, Section 36.1071, 
Subsection [h]. the three groundwater availability models mentioned above were used to 
estimate information for the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District management 
plan. Water budgets were extracted for the historical model periods (Trinity Aquifer— 
1980 through 2012. Carrizo»Wilc0x, Queen City, and Sparta aquifers— 1980 through 1999, 
and Yegua-Iackson Aquifer—1980 through 1997) using ZONEBUDGET Version 3.01 
(Harbaugh. 2009). The average annual water budget values for recharge, surface—water 
outflow. inflow to the district, and outflow from the district for the aquifers within the 
district are summarized in this report.
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PARAMETERS AND ASSUMPTIONS: 
Trinity Aquifer

0 

We used version 2.01 of the groundwater availability model for the northern 
portion ofthe Trinity and Woodbine aquifers. See Kelley and others (2014) for 
assumptions and limitations ofthe model. 

The groundwater availability model for the northern portion of the Trinity and 
Woodbine aquifers contains eight layers: Layer 1 [the surficial outcrop area of 
the units in layers 2 through 8 and units younger than Woodbine Aquifer), Layer 
2 (Woodbine Aquifer and pass-through cells), Layer 3 (Washita and 
Fredericksburg, Edwards (Balcones Fault Zone], and pass-through cells), and 
Layers 4 through 8 (Trinity Aquifer). 

The Woodbine Aquifer does not exist within the Lost Pines Groundwater 
Conservation District and thus water budgets for this aquifer were not calculated 
or included for this report. 

The model was run with MODFLOW-NWT [Niswonger and others, 2011]. 

Carrizo-Wilcox, Queen City, and Sparta aquifers 

We used version 2.02 ofthe groundwater availability model for the central part 
ofthe Carrizo-Wilcox, Queen City, and Sparta aquifers. See Dutton and others 
(2003) and Kelley and others (2004») for assumptions and limitations of the 
groundwater availability model for the central part ofthe Carrizo-Wilcox. Queen 
City, and Sparta aquifers. 

This groundwater availability model includes eight layers which generally 
represent the Sparta Aquifer (Layer 1), the Weches Formation confining unit 
(Layer 2), the Queen City Aquifer (Layer 3), the Reklaw Formation confining unit 
(Layer 4), the Carrizo Formation (Layer 5), the Calvert Bluff Formation (Layer 
6), the Simsboro Formation (Layer 7), and the Hooper Formation [Layer 8). 
Individual water budgets for the district were determined for the Sparta Aquifer 
(Layer 1), the Queen City Aquifer (Layer 3), and the Carrizo-Wilcox Aquifer 
(Layer 5 through Layer 8, collectively). 

The model was run with MODFLOW-96 (Harbaugh and McDonald, 1996).
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Yegua-lacksan Aquifer 

- We used version 1.01 of the groundwater availability model for the Yegua- 
]ackson Aquifer. See Deeds and others (2010) for assumptions and limitations of 
the groundwater availability model. 

a This groundwater availability model includes five layers which represent the 
outcrop of the Yegua-Jackson Aquifer and younger overlying units—the 
Catahoula Formation [Layer 1]. the upper portion ofthe Jackson Group [Layer 
2], the lower portion of the Iackson Group [Layer 3), the upper portion ofthe 
Yegua Group [Layer 4]. and the lower portion ofthe Yegua Group (Layer 5). 

- An overall water budget for the district was determined for the Yegua-Iackson 
Aquifer [Layer 1 through Layer 5, collectively, for the portions ofthe model that 
represent the Yegua-Jackson Aquifer). 

o The model was run with MODFLOW-ZOOO (Harbaugh and others. 2000]. 

RESULTS: 

A groundwater budget summarizes the amount ofwater entering and leaving the aquifer 
according to the groundwater availability model. Selected groundwater budget 
components listed below were extracted from the three groundwater availability models 
covering the aquifers within Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District and averaged 
over the historical calibration periods. 

1. Precipitation recharge—the areally distributed recharge sourced from 
precipitation falling on the outcrop areas ofthe aquifers (where the aquifer is 
exposed at land surface) within the district. 

2. Surface-water outflow—the total water discharging from the aquifer (outflow) 
to surface-water features such as streams, reservoirs, and springs. 

3. Flow into and out of district—the lateral flow within the aquifer between the 
district and adjacent counties. 

4. Flow between aquifers—the net vertical flow between the aquifer and adjacent 
aquifers or confining units. This flow is controlled by the relative water levels in 
each aquifer and aquifer properties of each aquifer or confining unit that define 
the amount of leakage that occurs.
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The information needed for the district's management plan is summarized in Tables 1 
through 5. It is important to note that sub-regional water budgets are not exact. This is due 
to the size ofthe model cells and the approach used to extract data from the model. To 
avoid double accounting, a model cell that straddles a political boundary, such as a district 
or county boundary. is assigned to one side ofthe boundary based on the location ofthe 
centroid ofthe model cell. For example, ifa cell contains two counties. the cell is assigned to 
the county where the centroid ofthe cell is located.
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TABLE 1: SUMMARIZED INFORMATION FOR THE TRINITY AQUIFER FOR THE LOST PINES 

GROUNDWATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT'S GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT 
PLAN. ALL VALUES ARE REPORTED IN ACRE-FEET PER YEAR AND ROUNDED TO 
THE NEAREST 1 ACRE-FOOT. 

Management Plan requirement Aquifer or confining unit Results 

Estimated annual amount of recharge from Trinity Aqer 0 

precipitan'on to the district 

Estimated annual volume of water that 
discharges from the aquifer to springs and Trinity AqUifer 0 

any surface-water body including lakes, 
streams, and rivers 

Estimated annual volume of flow into the Trinity A‘lmfer 355 
district within each aquifer in the district 

Estimated annual volume of flow out of the Trinity AqUIfer 136 
district within each aquifer in the district 

Flow from the Trinity 
_ 

Aquifer into overlying units 
Estimated net annual volume offlow 
between each aquifer in the district 

Flow to underlying 
. 

NAl 
formations 

1 Not available because the model assumes a no-flow boundary condition at the base.
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FIGURE 1: AREA OF THE GROUNDWATER AVAILABILITY MODEL FOR THE TRINITY AQUIFER 
FROM WHICH THE INFORMATION IN TABLE 1 WAS EXTRACTED (THE AQUIFER 
SYSTEM EXTENT WITHIN THE DISTRICT BOUNDARY].
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TABLE 2: SUMMARIZED INFORMATION FOR THE CARRIZO-WILCOX AQUIFER FOR THE LOST 

PINES GROUNDWATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT'S GROUNDWATER 
MANAGEMENT PLAN. ALL VALUES ARE REPORTED IN ACRE-FEET PER YEAR AND 
ROUNDED TO THE NEAREST 1 ACRE-FOOT. 

Management Plan requirement Aquifer or confining unit Results 

Estimated annual amount of recharge from carrizo'wucox Aquifer 29502 
precipitan'on to the district 

Estimated annual volume of water that 
discharges from the aquifer to springs and Carrizo‘wnwx Aqer 32.781 

any surface-water body including lakes, 
streams, and rivers 

Estimated annual volume of flow into the carriZO‘Wilmx Aqer 12.660 
district within each aquifer in the district 

Estimated annual volume of flow out of the carriZO‘WilmX Aqe" 17538 
district within each aquifer in the district 

Flow into the Carrizo-Wilcox 
Aquifer from overlying units 1313 

Estimated net annual volume offlow 
between each aquifer in the district 

Flow to underlying 
. 

NA2 
formations 

2 Not available because the model assumes a no-flow boundary condition at the base.
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FIGURE 2: AREA OF THE GROUNDWATER AVAILABILITY MODEL FOR THE CARRIZO-WILCOX 
AQUIFER FROM WHICH THE INFORMATION IN TABLE 2 WAS EXTRACTED (THE 
AQUIFER EXTENT WITHIN THE DISTRICT BOUNDARY).
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TABLE 3: SUMMARIZED INFORMATION FOR THE QUEEN CITY AQUIFER FOR THE LOST PINES 

GROUNDWATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT'S GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT 
PLAN. ALL VALUES ARE REPORTED IN ACRE-FEET PER YEAR AND ROUNDED TO 
THE NEAREST 1 ACRE-FOOT. 

Management Plan requirement Aquifer or confining unit Results 

Estimated annual amount of recharge from Queen City AqL‘ifET 7'255 
precipitan'on to the district 

Estimated annual volume of water that 
discharges from the aquifer to springs and Queen City Aqel‘ 5:433 

any surface-water body including lakes, 
streams, and rivers 

Estimated annual volume of flow into the Queen City Aqel‘ 516 
district within each aquifer in the district 

Estimated annual volume of flow out of the Queen City Aquifer 2,610 
district within each aquifer in the district 

Flow from the Queen City 
Aquifer into overlying units 934 

Estimated net annual volume offlow 
between each aquifer in the district 

From Queen City Aquifer 
into underlying formations 167
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FIGURE 3: AREA OF THE GROUNDWATER AVAILABILITY MODEL FOR THE QUEEN CITY 
AQUIFER FROM WHICH THE INFORMATION IN TABLE 3 WAS EXTRACTED (THE 
AQUIFER EXTENT WITHIN THE DISTRICT BOUNDARY).
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TABLE 4: SUMMARIZED INFORMATION FOR THE SPARTA AQUIFER FOR THE LOST PINES 

GROUNDWATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT'S GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT 
PLAN. ALL VALUES ARE REPORTED IN ACRE-FEET PER YEAR AND ROUNDED TO 
THE NEAREST 1 ACRE-FOOT. 

Aquifer or confining 
. Results unit Management Plan requirement 

Estimated annual amount of recharge from Sparta AqUifer 10.142 
precipitation to the district 

Estimated annual volume of water that 
discharges from the aquifer to springs and Sparta Aquifer 4564 
any surface-water body including lakes, 
streams, and rivers 

Estimated annual volume of flow into the Sparta Aquifer 915 
district within each aquifer in the district 

Estimated annual volume of flow out of the Sparta Aqlflfer 593 
district within each aquifer in the district 

Flow into the Sparta Aquifer 
from underlying unis 957 

Estimated net annual volume offlow 
between each aquifer in the district 

Flow from the Sparta 
Aquifer into overlying units 883
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FIGURE 4: AREA OF THE GROUNDWATER AVAILABILITY MODEL FOR THE SPARTA AQUIFER 
FROM WHICH THE INFORMATION IN TABLE 4 WAS EXTRACTED (THE AQUIFER 
EXTENT WITHIN THE DISTRICT BOUNDARY).
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TABLE 5: SUMMARIZED INFORMATION FOR THE YEGUA-IACKSON AQUIFER FOR THE LOST 

PINES GROUNDWATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT'S GROUNDWATER 
MANAGEMENT PLAN. ALL VALUES ARE REPORTED IN ACRE-FEET PER YEAR AND 
ROUNDED TO THE NEAREST 1 ACRE-FOOT. 

Management Plan requirement Aquifer or confining unit Results 

Estimated annual amount of recharge from Yegua'lson Aquifer 38360 
precipitan'on to the district 

Estimated annual volume of water that 
discharges from the aquifer to springs and Yegua‘laCkSOH Aqer 35.781 

any surface-water body including lakes, 
streams, and rivers 

Estimated annual volume of flow into the Yegua'laCkson ALlLlifer 5.832 

district within each aquifer in the district 

Estimated annual volume of flow out of the Yegua'laCkson Aqer 10.154 
district within each aquifer in the district 

Estimated net annual volume offlow Flow to underlying NA3 between each aquifer in the district formations 

3 Not available because the model assumes a no-flow boundary condition at the base.
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FIGURE 5: AREA OF THE GROUNDWATER AVAILABILITY MODEL FOR THE YEGUA-IACKSON 
AQUIFER FROM WHICH THE INFORMATION IN TABLE 5 WAS EXTRACTED (THE 
AQUIFER EXTENT WITHIN THE DISTRICT BOUNDARY).
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LIMITATIONS: 

The groundwater models used in completing this analysis are the best available scientific 
tools that can be used to meet the stated objectives. To the extent that this analysis will be 
used for planning purposes and/or regulatory purposes related to pumping in the past and 
into the future, it is important to recognize the assumptions and limitations associated with 
the use ofthe results. In reviewing the use ofmodels in environmental regulatory decision 
making. the National Research Council (2007] noted: 

"Models will always be constrained by computational limitations, assumptions, 
and knowledge gaps. They can best be viewed as tools to help inform decisions 
rather than as machines to generate truth or make decisions. Scientific 
advances will never make it possible to build a perfect model that accounts/or 
every aspect of reality or to prove that a given model is correct in all respects 
for a particular regulatory application. These characteristics make evaluation 
ofa regulatory model more complex than solely a comparison ofmeasurement 
data with model results." 

A key aspect of using the groundwater model to evaluate historic groundwater flow 
conditions includes the assumptions about the location in the aquifer where historic 
pumping was placed. Understanding the amount and location of historic pumping is as 
important as evaluating the volume ofgroundwater flow into and out ofthe district, 
between aquifers within the district [as applicable], interactions with surface water (as 
applicable), recharge to the Aquifer System (as applicable), and other metrics that describe 
the impacts of that pumping. In addition, assumptions regarding precipitation, recharge, 
and interaction with streams are specific to particular historic time periods. 

Because the application ofthe groundwater models was designed to address regional—scale 
questions, the results are most effective on a regional scale. The TWDB makes no 
warranties or representations related to the actual conditions of any aquifer at a particular 
location or at a particular time. 

It is important for groundwater conservation districts to monitor groundwater pumping 
and overall conditions ofthe aquifer. Because of the limitations ofthe groundwater model 
and the assumptions in this analysis, it is important that the groundwater conservation 
districts work with the TWDB to refine this analysis in the future given the reality of how 
the aquifer responds to the actual amount and location ofpumping now and in the future. 
Historic precipitation patterns also need to be placed in context as future climatic 
conditions, such as dry and wet year precipitation patterns. may differ and affect 
groundwater flow conditions.
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Estimated Historical Water Use And 
2017 State Water Plan Datasets: 

Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 

by Stephen Allen 
Texas Water Development Board 

Groundwater Division 
Groundwater Technical Assistance Section 

Stephen.allen@twdb.texas.gov 
(512) 463-7317 
May 17, 2017 

GROUNDWA TER MANAGEMENT PLAN DA TA: 
This package of water data reports (part 1 of a 2-part package of information) is being provided to 
groundwater conservation districts to help them meet the requirements for approval of their five- 
year groundwater management plan. Each report in the package addresses a specific numbered 
requirement in the Texas Water Development Board's groundwater management plan checklist. The 
checklist can be viewed and downloaded from this web address: 

http://www. twdb. texas. g0 V/gmundwareMdocs/GCD/GMPCheck/Istol 13. pdf 

The five reports included in this part are: 
1. Estimated Historical Water Use (checklist item 2) 

from the TWDB Historical Water Use Survey (WUS) 
2. Projected Surface Water Supplies (checklist item 6) 
3. Projected Water Demands (checklist item 7) 
4. Projected Water Supply Needs (checklist item 8) 
5. Projected Water Management Strategies (checklist item 9) 

from the 2017 Texas State Water P/an {$WP) 

Part 2 of the 2-part package is the groundwater availability model (GAM) report for the District 
(checklist items 3 through 5). The District should have received, or will receive, this report from the 
Groundwater Availability Modeling Section. Questions about the GAM can be directed to Dr. Shirley 
Wade, shirley.wade@twdb.texas.gov, (512) 936-0883.



DISCLAIMER: 
The data presented in this report represents the most up—to—date WUS and 2017 SWP data available 
as of 5/17/2017. Although it does not happen frequently, either of these datasets are subject to 
change pending the availability of more accurate WUS data or an amendment to the 2017 SWP. 
District personnel must review these datasets and correct any discrepancies in order to ensure 
approval of their groundwater management plan. 

The WUS dataset can be verified at this web address: 
http://www. twa’b. texas. go V/waterp/anning/waterusesurvey/estlhvates/ 

The 2017 SWP dataset can be verified by contacting Sabrina Anderson 
(sabrina.anderson@twdb.texas.gov or 512-936-0886). 

For additional questions regarding this data, please contact Stephen Allen 
(stephen.allen@twdb.texas.gov or 512-463—7317) or Rima Petrossian 
(rima.petrossian@twdb.texas.gov or 512-936-2420).



Groundwater and surface water historical use estimates are currently unavailable for calendar year 

Estimated Historical Water Use 
TWDB Historical Water Use Survey (WUS) Data 

2016. TWDB staff anticipates the calculatiun and posting of these estimates at a later date. 

BASTROP COUNTY All values are in acre-feet 

Year Source Municipal Manufacturing Mining steam Electric Irrigation Livestock Total 

2015 GW 10,466 98 44 5,519 3,204 211 19,542 

sw 0 0 0 2,245 0 839 3,084 

2014 cw 9,771 93 34 3,400 2,444 206 15,948 

sw 0 0 3 3,389 0 825 4,217 

2013 cw 10,611 81 44 0 2,533 191 13,460 

sw 0 2 0 5,549 531 758 5,850 

2012 GW 11,010 60 45 0 2,829 215 14,159 

5w 0 22 0 6,426 952 859 8,259 

2011 GW 12,129 81 2,110 0 3,851 250 18,441 

5w 0 23 47 7,646 1,200 1,041 9,957 

2010 GW 10,473 74 2,130 0 5,299 251 19,237 

sw 0 5 48 3,491 750 1,045 5,340 

2009 GW 11,256 79 2,117 0 2,915 257 16,624 

5w 0 10 48 4,535 0 1,027 5,520 

2008 GW 11,075 70 2,105 0 371 257 13,888 

SW 3 12 47 7,306 0 1,065 8,438 

2007 GW 9,303 66 0 0 365 232 9,955 

5w 2 30 0 2,019 0 924 2,975 

2006 GW 11,021 66 0 0 596 325 12,008 

sw 3 a 0 3,514 0 1,300 4,825 

2005 GW 10,071 30 0 0 627 325 11,053 

sw 11 31 0 3,514 0 1,300 4,856 

2004 GW 8,741 36 0 0 539 441 9,757 

5w 1 29 0 2,944 0 1,242 4,216 

2003 GW 9,663 40 0 0 400 437 10,540 

sw 1 62 0 2,944 0 1,231 4,238 

2002 GW 9,169 40 0 0 834 402 10,445 

sw 1 19 0 2,944 859 1,135 4,968 

2001 GW 8,593 47 0 0 834 403 9,877 

sw 1 0 0 3,417 969 1,136 5,423 

2000 GW 8,689 56 0 0 904 609 10,258 

sw 1 15 0 2,814 942 913 4,685



LEE COUNTY All values are in acre-feet 

Year Source Municipal Manufacturing Mining Steam Electric Irrigation Livutock Total 

2015 GW 2,316 7 6,889 0 519 324 10,055 

SW 0 0 26 0 0 755 781 

2014 GW 2,327 6 439 0 802 316 3,890 

SW 0 0 35 0 2 736 773 

2013 GW 2,538 6 6,081 0 B37 305 9,767 

SW 0 0 9 0 0 712 721 

2012 GW 2,503 6 5,677 0 1,017 357 9,560 

SW 0 0 2 0 0 832 834 

2011 GW 2,895 7 7,707 0 1,609 422 12,640 

SW 0 0 0 0 0 983 983 

2010 GW 2,328 6 6,966 0 1,575 425 11,300 

SW 0 0 0 0 0 993 993 

2009 GW 2,371 6 6,895 o 966 464 10,702 

SW 0 0 0 0 0 1,084 1,084 

2008 GW 2,305 7 6,705 0 319 439 9,775 

SW 0 0 0 0 0 1,025 1,025 

2007 GW 1,996 11 0 0 116 704 2,827 

SW 1 0 0 0 56 1,643 1,700 

2006 GW 2,436 15 0 0 426 628 3,505 

SW 1 0 0 0 0 1,465 1,466 

2005 GW 2,494 13 0 0 470 667 3,644 

5w 2 o 0 0 0 1,556 1,558 

2004 GW 2,307 13 0 0 579 481 3,380 

SW 0 0 0 0 3 1, 172 1, 175 

2003 GW 2,426 12 0 0 571 471 3,480 

5w 0 o 0 0 3 1,148 1,156 

2002 GW 2,420 16 0 0 688 467 3,591 

SW 0 0 0 0 634 1,140 1,774 

200 1 GW 2,462 13 0 0 661 454 3,590 

SW 0 0 0 0 610 1,107 1,717 

2000 GW 2,721 11 o o 495 619 3,846 

5w 0 o o o 470 928 1,398



Projected Surface Water Supplies 
TWDB 2017 State Water Plan Data 

BASTROP COUNTY All values are in acre-feet vs q wua aasin Source Name 2020 2030 2040 2050 2060 2070 

K COUNTV-OTHER, COLORADO HIGHLAND LAKES 744 744 744 744 744 744 
BASTROP LAKE] RESERVOIR 

SYSTEM 
K IRRIGATION, BASTROP COLORADO HIGHLAND LAKES 852 742 649 555 492 443 

LAKE/RESERVOIR 
SYSTEM 

K LIVESTOCK, BASTROP BRAZOS BRAZOS LIVESTOCK 94 94 94 94 94 94 
LOCAL SUPPLY 

K LIVESTOCK, BASTROP COLORADO COLORADO 696 696 696 696 696 696 
LIVESTOCK LOCAL 
SUPPLY 

K LIVESTOCK, BASTROP GUADALUPE GUADALUPE 72 72 72 72 72 72 
LIVESTOCK LOCAL 
SUPPLV 

K MANUFACTURING, COLORADO COLORADO OTHER 4B 48 48 48 4B 48 
BASTROP LOCAL SUPPLY 

K MINING, BASTROP COLORADO COLORADO OTHER 8 7 7 9 9 9 
LOCAL SUPPLY 

K STEAM ELECTRIC COLORADO HIGHLAND LAKES 12,220 11,834 11,026 10,571 10,571 10,571 
POWER, BASTROP LAKE] RESERVOIR 

SYSTEM 
Sum of Projected Surface Water Supplies (acre-feet) 14,734 14,237 13,336 12,799 12,726 12,677 

LEE COUNTY All values are in acre—feet 

RWPG WUG WUG Basin Source Name 1020 2030 2040 2050 1060 2070 

G IRRIGATION, LEE BRAZOS BRAZOS RUNrOFr 20 20 20 20 20 20 
RIVER 

G LIVESTOCK, LEE BRAZOS BRAZOS LIVESTOCK 1,623 1,623 1,623 1,623 1,623 1,623 
LOCAL SUPPLY 

G LIVESTOCK, LEE COLORADO COLORADO 312 312 312 312 312 312 
LIVESTOCK LOCAL 
SUPPLV 

Sum of Projeded Surface Water Supplies (acre-feet) 1,955 1,955 1,955 1,955 1,955 1,955



Projected Water Demands 
TWDB 2017 State Water Plan Data 

Please note that the demand numbers presented here include the plumbing code savings found in the 
Regional and State Water Plans. 

BASTROP COUNTY All values are in acre-feet 

RWPG WUG WUG Basin 2020 2030 2040 2050 2060 2070 
K AQUA WSC BRAZOS 90 116 150 197 261 348 

K AQUA wsc COLORADO 9,073 11,638 15,056 19,779 26,236 34,838 

K AQUA WSC GUADALUPE 65 83 107 140 186 246 

K BAs‘IROP COLORADO 1,957 2,598 3,446 4,612 6,201 8,317 

K BASTROP COUNTY WCID #2 COLORADO 37B 544 765 1,069 1,482 2,033 

K COUNTYVOTHER, BASTROP BRAZOS 24 31 40 53 69 91 

K COUNTV-OTHER, BASTRDP COLORADO 1,814 2,185 2,681 3,360 4,284 5,516 

K COUNTYVOTHER, BASTROP GUADALUPE 35 34 32 31 29 27 

K CREEDMODRMAHA WSC COLORADO 24 28 35 44 57 74 
K ELGIN COLORADO 1,298 1,651 2,125 2,782 3,681 4,880 

K IRRIGATION, BASTROP BRAZOS 50 44 38 33 29 26 

K IRRIGATION, BASIROP COLORADO 761 663 580 505 439 396 

K IRRIGATION, BASTROP GUADALUPE 41 35 31 27 24 21 

K LEE COUNTY wsc BRAZOS 44 56 72 94 124 165 

K LEE COUNTV WSC COLORADO 59 75 97 127 169 223 

K LIVESIOCK, BASTROP BRAZOS 94 94 94 94 94 94 

K LIVESTOCK, BASTROP COLORADO 1,356 1,356 1,356 1,356 1,356 1,356 

K LIVESIOCK, BASTROP GUADALUPE 72 72 72 72 72 72 

K MANUFACTURING, BASTROP COLORADO 184 216 249 280 303 328 

K MANUFACIURING, BASIROP GUADALUPE 10 11 13 15 16 17 

K MINING, BASTRDP BRAZOS 173 409 450 496 545 600 

K MINING, BASTROP COLORADO 2,567 6,064 6,673 7,354 8,086 8,896 

K MINING, BASTRDP GUADALUPE 144 340 375 413 454 500 

K POLONIA wsc COLORADO 29 36 45 58 75 99 

K SMITHVILLE COLORADO 842 1,074 1,385 1,817 2,410 3,201 

K SIEAM ELECIRIC POWER, COLORADO 14,000 16,720 16,720 16,720 16,720 16,720 
BASIROP 

Slim 0f Projected Water Demands (acre-feet) 35,184 46,173 52,687 61,528 73,402 89,084



Projected Water Demands 
TWDB 2017 State Water Plan Data 

Please note that the demand numbers presented here include the plumbing code savings found in the 
Regional and State Water Plans. 

LEE COUNTY All values are in acre-feet 

RWPG WUG WUG Basin 2020 2030 2040 2050 2060 2070 
G AQUA WSC BRAZOS 466 511 536 544 551 555 

G COUNTYVOTHER, LEE BRAZOS 100 106 112 114 115 116 

G COUNTV-OTHER, LEE COLORADO 95 101 106 108 109 110 

G GIDDINGS BRAZOS 544 597 626 634 643 647 

G GIDDINGS COLORADO 576 634 663 673 681 687 

G IRRIGATION, LEE BRAZOS 449 436 424 412 400 389 

G IRRIGATION, LEE COLORADO 10 10 10 9 9 9 

G LEE COUNTY WSC BRAZOS 654 714 746 755 764 769 

G LEE COUNTV WSC COLORADO 254 277 289 293 296 298 

G LEXINGTON BRAZOS 242 265 277 281 284 286 

G LIVESI'OCK, LEE BRAZOS 1,623 1,623 1,623 1,623 1,623 1,623 

G LIVESTOCK, LEE COLORADO 312 312 312 312 312 312 

G MANUFACTURING, LEE COLORADO 13 14 15 16 17 18 

G MINING, LEE BRAZOS 2,480 5,685 6,058 6,477 6,945 7,512 

G MINING, LEE COLORADO 700 1,604 1,709 1,827 1,959 2,119 

G SOUTHWEST MILAM WSC BRAZOS 4B 53 55 56 56 57 

Sum of Projected Water Demands (acre-feet) 8,566 12,942 13,561 14,134 14,764 15,507



Projected Water Supply Needs 
TWDB 2017 State Water Plan Data 

Negative values (in red) reflect a projected water supply need, positive values a surplus. 

BASTROP COUNTY All values are in acre-feet 

RWPG WUG WUG Basin 2020 2030 1040 2050 2050 2070 
K AQUA wsc BRAZOS 250 234 200 153 89 2 

K AQUA wsc COLORADO -z,534 4,656 -7,145 -11,210 47,557 46,269 
K AQUA wsc GUADALUPE 185 157 143 110 54 4 

K BASTROP COLORADO -30 -671 -1,519 -2,685 -4,274 >6,390 

K BASTROP COUNTY WCID #2 COLORADO 753 543 541 320 -93 -544 

K CDUNTV-OTHER, BASTRDP BRAZOS 67 60 51 38 22 0 

K COUNTv-OTHER, BASTRDP COLORADO -351 -519 -739 -907 4,158 -1,490 

K CDUNTV-OTHER, BASTRDP GUADALUPE 0 1 3 4 6 8 

K CREEDMODR-MAHA wsc COLORADO 15 12 5 0 0 0 

K ELGIN COLORADO -472 -732 -1,013 -1,533 -2,432 3,631 
K IRRIGATION, BASTROP BRAZOS o 5 12 17 21 24 

K IRRIGATION, BASTROP COLORADO 435 423 413 404 397 391 

K IRRIGATION, BASTROP GUADALUPE o 5 10 14 17 20 

K LEE COUNTV WSC BRAZOS 102 111 128 152 182 217 

K LEE COUNTY wsc COLORADO 137 148 172 207 248 291 

K LIVESTOCK, BASTROP BRAZOS 0 0 0 0 0 0 

K LIVESTOCK, EASTROP COLORADO 0 0 0 0 0 0 

K LIVESTOCK, BASTROP GUADALUPE 0 0 0 0 0 0 

K MANUFACTURING, BASTROP COLORADO -55 -87 -120 -151 -174 -199 

K MANUFACTURING, BASTROP GUADALUPE 7 6 4 2 1 0 

K MINING, BASTRDP BRAZOS -173 -409 -450 -495 -545 -500 

K MINING, BASTRDP COLORADO 449 3,947 -4,556 -5,Z3S -5,967 >6,777 

K MINING, BASTRDP GUADALUPE -110 -305 -341 -379 -420 455 
K POLONIA W5C COLORADO 0 0 0 0 0 0 

K SMITHVILLE COLORADO 1,005 932 953 553 70 -721 

K STEAM ELECI'RIC POWER, COLORADO 2,720 0 0 0 0 0 
BASI'ROP 

SumofProjectedWatersupplyNeeds<acre-feet) 4,184 -11,327 45,333 42,595 -32,730 47,157



Projected Water Supply Needs 
TWDB 2017 State Water Plan Data 

Negative values (in red) reflect a projected water supply need, positive values a surplus. 

LEE COUNTY All values are in acre-feet 

RWPG WUG WUG Basin 2020 2030 1040 2050 2050 2070 
G AQUA wsc BRAZOS 89 44 19 1 1 4 0 

G COUNTV-OTHER, LEE BRAZOS 31 19 8 4 2 0 

G COUNTv-OTHER, LEE COLORADO 0 0 0 0 0 0 

G GIDDINGS BRAZOS 298 243 215 206 197 192 

G GIDDINGs COLORADO 315 259 228 218 209 203 

G IRRIGATION, LEE BRAZOS 0 0 0 0 0 0 

G IRRIGATION, LEE COLORADO 37 50 62 75 87 98 

G LEE COUNTV W5C BRAZOS 1,515 1,411 1,323 1,226 1,122 1,005 

G LEE COUNTY wsc COLORADO 588 548 513 475 434 389 

G LEXINGTON BRAZOS 425 402 390 336 383 381 

G LIVETOCK, LEE BRAZOS 0 0 0 0 0 0 

G LIVESTOCK, LEE COLORADO 0 0 0 0 0 0 

G MANUFACIURING, LEE COLORADO 0 0 0 0 0 0 

G MINING, LEE BRAZOS -2,480 5,685 -6,058 -6,477 -6,945 4,512 
G MINING, LEE COLORADO ~700 -1,604 -1,709 4,827 4,959 -2,119 

G SOUTHWEST MILAM WSC BRAZOS 28 20 6 9 7 3 

SumofProjectedWatersupplyNeeds<acre-feet) -3,130 -7,239 -7,767 4,304 -s,9o4 -9,631



Projected Water Management Strategies 
TWDB 2017 State Water Plan Data 

BASTROP COUNTY 
q, Basin (RWPG) All values are in acre-feet 

Water Management Strategy Source Name [Origin] 1020 2030 2040 2050 1060 2070 
AQUA wsc, BRAZOS (K) 

DROUGHT MANAGEMENT DEMAND REDUCTION 14 17 23 30 39 52 
[BASTROP] 

MUNICIPAL CONSERVATION » AQUA DEMAND REDUCTION 6 9 10 11 15 20 
wsc [BASTRQP] 

20 26 33 41 54 72 
AQUA wsc, COLORADO (K ) 

DROUGHT MANAGEMENT DEMAND REDUCTION 1,361 1,746 2,258 2,957 3,935 5,277 
[EASTROP] 

EXPANSION OF CURRENT CARRIZO-WILCOX 2,500 2,500 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 
GROUNDWATER SUPPLIES - CARRIZO- AQUIFER [BASTROP] 
WILCQX AQUIFER 
LCRA - PRAIRIE SITE RESERVOIR LCRA NEW OFF-CHANNEL 0 0 5,000 5,000 10,000 15,000 

RESERVOIR (2030 
DECADE) [RESERVOIR] 

MUNICIPAL CONSERVATION r AQUA DEMAND REDUCTION 619 895 960 1,128 1,499 1,992 
wsc [BASTROP] 

4,480 5,141 12,213 13,095 19,434 26,269 
AQUA wsc, GUADALUPE (K ) 

DROUGHT MANAGEMENT DEMAND REDUCTION 10 12 16 21 28 37 
[BASTROP] 

MUNICIPAL CONSERVATION r AQUA DEMAND REDUCTION 5 7 8 9 12 14 we [BASTROP] 
15 19 24 30 40 51 

BASTROP, COLORADO (K ) 

DEVELOPMENT OF NEW CARRIZO-WILCOX 300 300 300 300 300 0 
GROUNDWATER SUPPLIES - CARRIZO- AQUIFER [BASTROP] 
WILcox AQUIFER 
DIRECT REUSE r BASTROP DIRECT REUSE 0 0 300 600 1,120 1,120 

[BASTROP] 
DROUGHT MANAGEMENT DEMAND REDUCTION 294 390 517 692 930 1,248 

[BASTROP] 
LCRA 7 LANE CITY RESERVOIR LCRA NEW OFFVCHANNEL 0 0 0 2,500 2,500 2,500 

RESERVOIRS (2020 
DECADE) [RESERVOIR] 

MUNICIPAL CONSERVATION » DEMAND REDUCTION 195 440 688 1,034 1,459 1,958 
BASTROP [BASTROP] 

789 1,130 1,805 5,176 6,309 6,826



Projected Water Management Strategies 
TWDB 2017 State Water Plan Data 

wue, Basin (RwPG) All values are in acre»feet 

Water Management Strategy Source Name [Origin] 2020 2030 2040 2050 2060 2070 
BASI'ROP COUNTY WCID #2, COLORADO (K ) 

DROUGHT MANAGEMENT DEMAND REDUCTION 19 27 38 53 74 102 
[BASTROP] 

EXPANSION OF CURRENT CARRIZOVWILCOX D 0 0 0 550 550 
GROUNDWATER SUPPLIES * CARRIZOV AQUIFER [BASIROP] 
WILCOX AQUIFER 

19 17 38 53 624 652 
COUNTY-OTHER, BASI'ROP, BRAZOS (K) 

DROUGHT MANAGEMENT DEMAND REDUCTION 4 5 6 B 10 14 
[BASTROP] 

MUNICIPAL CONSERVATION * DEMAND REDUCTION 1 2 4 7 8 10 
BASFROP COUNTY’OTHER [EASTROP] 

5 7 10 15 18 24 
COUNTY-OTHER, BASI'ROP, COLORADO (K) 

DROUGHT MANAGEMENT DEMAND REDUCI'ION 272 328 402 504 543 827 
[BASTROP] 

EXPANSION OF CURRENT CARRIZOVWILCOX 60 60 60 60 60 0 
GROUNDWATER SUPPLIES - CARRIZO- AQUIFER [BASIROP] 
WILCOX AQUIFER 
MUNICIPAL CONSERVATION > DEMAND REDUCI'ION B9 191 337 403 515 663 
BASTROP COUNTY-OTHER [BASTROP] 

421 579 799 967 1,218 1,490 
COUNTY-OTHER, BASTROP, GUADALUPE (K ) 

DROUGHT MANAGEMENT DEMAND REDUCTION 5 5 5 5 4 4 
[EASTROP] 

MUNICIPAL CONSERVATION » DEMAND REDUCI'ION 2 3 3 4 4 4 
BASTROP COUNTY-OTHER [BASTROP] 

7 s s 9 a s 
CREEDMOOR-MAHA wsc, COLORADO (K ) 

DROUGHT MANAGEMENT DEMAND REDUCTION 1 1 2 2 3 4 
[EASTROP] 

1 1 2 2 3 4 
ELGIN, COLORADO (K) 

DROUGHT MANAGEMENT DEMAND REDUCI'ION 195 248 319 417 552 732 
[BASTROP] 

EXPANSION OF CURRENT CARRIZO-WILCOX 300 300 o D D o 
GROUNDWATER SUPPLIES - CARRIzo- AQUIFER [BASTROP] 
WILCOX AQUIFER 
LCRA » LANE CITY RESERVOIR LCRA NEw OPECHANNEL 0 3,452 3,371 3,278 3,195 3,119 

RESERVOIRS (2020 
DECADE) [RESERVOIR] 

495 4,000 3,690 3,695 3,748 3,85 1



Projected Water Management Strategies 
TWDB 2017 State Water Plan Data 

wue, Basin (RWPG) All values are in acre»feet 

Water Management Strategy Source Name [Origin] 2020 2030 2040 2050 2060 2070 
MANUFACTURING, BASTROP, COLORADO (K) 

EXPANSION OF CURRENT CARRIZO-WILCOX 55 B7 120 151 174 199 
GROUNDWATER SUPPLIES - CARRIZO- AQUIFER [BASI'ROP] 
WILCOX AQUIFER 

55 87 120 151 174 199 
MINING, BASTROP, GUADALUPE (K ) 

DEVELOPMENT OF NEW CARRIZOVWILCOX D 0 466 455 466 466 
GROUNDWATER SUPPLIES * CARRIZOV AQUIFER [BASTROP] 
WILCOX AQUIFER 
DEVELOPMENT OF NEW QUEEN CITY AQUIFER 110 306 0 0 D 0 
GROUNDWATER SUPPLIES - QUEEN [BASTROP] 
CITY AQUIFER 

110 306 466 466 466 466 
POLONIA WSC, COLOMBO (K) 

LOCAL CARRIZO AQUIFER WITH CARRIZO-WILCOX D 0 0 0 D 0 
CONVERSION AQUIFER [CALDWELL] 

0 0 0 0 0 0 
SMITHVILLE, COLORADO (K) 

DEVELOPMENT OF NEW QUEEN CITY AQUIFER D 0 0 D D 150 
GROUNDWATER SUPPLIES - QUEEN [BASTROP] 
CITY AQUIFER 
DROUGHT MANAGEMENT DEMAND REDUCTION 126 161 208 273 362 480 

[EASTROP] 
MUNICIPAL CONSERVATION > DEMAND REDUCTION 44 72 76 BB 117 155 
SMITHVILLE [BASTROP] 

170 233 284 361 479 785 
STEAM ELECTRIC POWER, BASTROP, COLORADO (K ) 

LCRA - EXPAND USE OF CARRIZO-WILCOX 300 300 300 300 300 300 
GROUNDWATER (QRRIZO-WILCOX AQUIFER [BASTROP] 
AQUIFER) 

300 300 300 300 300 300 
Sum of Projected Water Management Strategifi (acre-feet) 6,387 11,364 19,797 24,361 32,875 40,997



Projected Water Management Strategies 
TWDB 2017 State Water Plan Data 

LE E COU NTY 
q, Basin (RWPG) All Values are in acre-feet 

Water Management Strategy Source Name [Origin] 1020 2030 2040 2050 1060 2070 
GIDDINGS, amos (G) 

MUNICIPAL WATER CONSERVATION DEMAND REDUCTION 19 64 112 112 113 113 
(RURAL) - GIDDINGS [LEE] 

19 64 112 112 113 113 
GIDDINGS, COLORADO (G ) 

MUNICIPAL WATER CONSERVATION DEMAND REDUCI'ION 20 67 119 118 119 120 
(RURAL) » GIDDINGS [LEE] 

20 57 119 113 119 120 
LEXINGTON, BRAZOS (G ) 

MUNICIPAL WATER CONSERVATION DEMAND REDUCTION s 26 23 21 21 21 
(RURAL) - LEXINGTON [LEE] 

MINING, LEE, BRAZOS (G ) 

INDUSTRIAL WATER CONSERVATION DEMAND REDUCTION 74 284 424 453 485 526 
[LEE] 

74 284 424 453 486 526 
MINING, LEE, COLORADO (G ) 

INDUSTRIAL WATER CONSERVATION DEMAND REDUCTION 21 so 120 123 137 148 
[LEE] 

21 an 120 128 137 143 
soumST MILAM wsc, amos (G ) 

MUNICIPAL WATER CONSERVATION DEMAND REDUCTION 1 0 0 0 D 0 
(RURAL) - SOUTHWEST MILAM WSC [LEE] 

Sum of Projected Water Management Strategies (acre-feet) 143 521 793 831 876 928
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RESOLUTION TO ADOPT DESIRED FUTURE CONDITIONS 
FOR AQUIFERS IN GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREA 12 

THE STATE OF TEXAS §
§ GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREA 12 §
§ GROUNDWATER CONSERVATION DISTRICTS§ 

WHEREAS, Texas Water Code § 36.108 requires the groundwater conservation districts located in 
whole or in part in a groundwater management area (“GMA”) designated by the Texas Water 
Development Board to adopt desired future conditions for the relevant aquifers located within the 
management area; 

WHEREAS, the groundwater conservation districts located wholly or partially within 
Groundwater Management Area 12 (“GMA 12”), as designated by the Texas Water Development 
Board, as of the date of this resolution are as follows: Brazos Valley Groundwater Conservation 
District, Fayette County Groundwater Conservation District, Lost Pines Groundwater 
Conservation District, Mid-East Texas Groundwater Conservation District, and Post Oak 
Savannah Groundwater Conservation District (collectively hereinafter “the GMA 12 Districts”); 
WHEREAS, the GMA l2 Districts are each a local government operating under Chapter 36, Texas 
Water Code and their specific enabling act; 
WHEREAS, the GMA 12 Districts desire to fulfill the requirements of Texas Water Code §36,108 
through mutual cooperation and joint planning efforts; 

WHEREAS, the GMA 12 Districts have had numerous public meetings, including stakeholder 
meetings for the specific purpose of receiving comments and input from stakeholders within GMA 
12, and they have engaged in joint planning efforts to promote comprehensive management ofthe 
aquifers located in whole or in part in Groundwater Management Area 12; 
WHEREAS, GMA 12 held meetings on July 25, 2013; December 19, 2013; June 6, 2014; June 
27, 2014; December 4, 2014; February 26, 2015; March 27, 2015; April 30, 2015; May 28, 2015; 
June 25, 20l5; August IS, 2015; September 24, 2015; October 22, 2015; December 17, 2015; 
February 4, 2016; March 24, 2016; April 15, 2016; October 1 l, 2016, December 1, 2016; April 
27, 2017; May, 25, 2017; and September 20, 2017, in compliance with its statutory duty to publicly 
consider the desired future conditions considerations listed in § 361108(d); 

WHEREAS, the GMA 12 Districts have considered the following factors, listed in §36.108(d), in 
establishing the desired future conditions for the aquifer(s): 

(l) groundwater availability models and other data or information for the management 
area; 

(2) aquifer uses or conditions within the management area, including conditions that 
differ substantially from one geographic area to another; 

(3) the water supply needs and water management strategies included in the state water 
plan; 

(4) hydrological conditions, including for each aquifer in the management area the total 
estimated recoverable storage as provided by the Texas Water Development Board 
Executive Administrator and the average annual recharge inflows, and discharge;



(5) other environmental impacts, including impacts on spring flow and other 
interactions between groundwater and surface water; 

(6) the impact of subsidence; 
(7) socioeconomic impacts reasonably expected to occur; 
(8) the impact on the interests and rights in private property, including ownership and 

the rights of management area landowners and their lessees and assigns in 
groundwater as recognized under Texas Water Code §36002; 

(9) the feasibility of achieving the desired future conditions; and 
(10) any other information relevant to the specific desired future conditions, including 

comments received from the Texas Water Development Board regarding the 
initially submitted desired future conditions; 

WHEREAS, the desired future conditions provide a balance between the highest practicable 
level of groundwater production and the conservation, preservation, protection, recharging, and 
prevention of waste of groundwater in the management area; 

WHEREAS, after considering the factors listed in 36.108(d), Texas Water Code, the GMA 12 
Districts may establish different desired future conditions for: (1) each aquifer, subdivision of an 
aquifer, or geologic strata located in whole or in part within the boundaries of GMA 12; or (2) 
each geographic area overlying an aquifer in whole or in part or subdivision of an aquifer within 
the boundaries of GMA 12; 
WHEREAS, the GMA 12 Districts recognize that GMA 12 includes a geographically and 
hydrologically diverse area with a variety of land uses and a diverse mix of water users; 

WHEREAS, at least two-thirds of the GMA 12 Districts had a voting representative in attendance 
at the April 15, 2016, meeting in accordance with Section 36.108, Texas Water Code; and the 
following districts had a voting representative in attendance at the meeting: Brazos Valley 
Groundwater Conservation District, Fayette County Groundwater Conservation District, Lost 
Pines Groundwater Conservation District, Mid-East Texas Groundwater Conservation District, 
and Post Oak Savannah Groundwater Conservation District, and; 
WHEREAS, the member GCDs in which the Can'izo-Wilcox, Queen City, Sparta, Yegua 
Jackson and Brazos River Alluvium aquifers are relevant for joint planning purposes held open 
meetings within each said district between April 18, 2016 and July 20, 2016 to take public 
comment on the proposed DFCs for that district during the minimum ninety (90) day public 
comment period opril 18, 2016 through July 20, 2016, and; 
WHEREAS, on December 1, 2016, the district representatives reconvened to review the 
reports and consider any district-suggested revisions to the proposed desired future conditions, 

WHEREAS, on September 20, 2017, the district representatives reconvened to review the 
comments made by the Texas Water Development Board staff concerning calculated 
drawdowns in the Sparta, Queen City, Carrizo, Simsboro and Hooper aquifers and consider any 
district-suggested revisions to the proposed desired future conditions; 

WHEREAS, on this day of September 20, 2017, at an open meeting duly noticed and held 
in accordance with law at the Post Oak Savannah Groundwater Conservation District’s office 
located at 310 East Avenue C, Milano, Texas, the GCDs Within GMA 12, having considered 
at this meeting comments submitted to the individual districts during the comment period 
and at this meeting, have voted, 5 districts in favor, 0 districts opposed, to adopt



the following DFCs for in the following counties and districts through the year 2070 as 
follows: 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE AUTHORIZED VOTING 
REPRESENTATIVES OF THE GMA 12 DISTRICTS AS FOLLOWS: 
1. The above recitals are true and correct. 

2. The authorized voting representatives of the GMA 12 Districts hereby establish the desired 
future conditions of the aquifer(s) as set forth in Attachment B by the vote reflected in the above 
recitals. 

3. The authorized voting representatives of the GMA 12 Districts declare that the following 
aquifers are non-relevant for the purpose of adopting Desired Future Conditions in 
Groundwater Management Area 12, as the districts determined that aquifer characteristics, 
groundwater demands, and current groundwater uses do not warrant adoption of a desired 
future condition for the: the Gulf Coast Aquifer in Brazos County; the Trinity Aquifer in 
Bastrop, Lee, and Williamson counties; the Yegua-Jackson Aquifer in Bastrop and Lee 
counties; and the Wilcox portion of the Carrizo—Wilcox Aquifer in Fayette County. 
Technical justifications of the non-relevant aquifers, as required by 31 Tex. Admin. Code 
§356131, is set forth in Attachment C. 

4. The GMA 12 Districts and their agents and representatives, individually and collectively, are 
firrther authorized to take all actions necessary to implement this resolution. 

5. The desired future conditions of the aquifer(s) adopted by the GMA 12 Districts and attached 
hereto, along with the explanatory report, and proof of the notice of the meeting in which 
desired future conditions adoption occurred, shall be submitted to the Texas Water 
Development Board and sent to the GMA 12 Districts, as required by Section 36.108(d-3), 
Texas Water Code. 

AND IT IS SO ORDERED. PASSED AND ADOPTED on this 20m day of September, 2017. 
' .7 

Erazos Valley Groundwa ' Céuee/rvation District 

Fayette County Groundwater Conservation District/ 
ATTEST:

~ ~~

/ 
ygincs Groundwater Conservation District 

\ '1 

' 4Q L A Cull 
Mid-East Texas Groundwater ConservaWistrict 

a- [ea/2w 
Post Oak Savannah Groundwater Conservation 

ATTACHMENTS



A: Copies of notices of September 20, 2017, meeting 
B: Desired Future Conditions 
C: Non-relevant Aquifers



Attachment A 
Notice for September 20, 2017 GMA 12 Meeting



255 Svohoda Lane, Room 115 
La Grange, Texas 78945 
Telephone: (979) 968-3135 
Fax: (979) 968-3194E 

COPY 
THE ORIGINAL INSTRUMENT WAS 
FlLED IN FAVETTE COUNTV TEXAS ON 

9-1:“ View mg: 

NOTICE OF MEETING 
GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREA 12 

September 20, 2017 — 10:00 a.m. 
Post Oak Savannah GCD Offices 
310 East Ave. C (Highway 79) 

Milano Texas 
AGENDA 

Notice is hereby given that the groundwater conservation districts located wholly or partially within 
Groundwater Management Area (GMA) 12, as designated by the Texas Water Development Board, 
consisting of the Post Oak Savannah Groundwater Conservation District (GCD), Fayette County GCD, Lost 
Pines GCD, Mid-East Texas GCD, and Brazos Valley GCD, will hold a Jain! Planning meeting at 10:00 
am. on Wednenlggz September 20, 2017, in the Post Oak Savannah GCD Offices, located at 310 East Ave. 
C (Highway 79), Milano, Texas. The meeting will be open to the public. 

The subjects to be discussed or considered, or upon which any formal action may be taken, 
are as listed below. Items may or may not be taken in the same order as shown on this meeting 
notice. 

Invocation 
Call meeting to order and establish quorum 
Welcome and introductions 
Minutes of May 25, 2017 GMA 12 Meeting 
Response fi'orn Texas Water Development Board to GMA 12 concerning submission of 
Desired Future Conditions and Explanatory Report for GMA 12 
Re-adoption of Desired Future Conditions for GMA 12 

7. Re-adoption of resolution of Desired Future Conditions for relevant aquifers of GMA 12 and 
identification of non-relevant aquifers of GMA 12 

8. Explanatory Report for GMA 12 
9. Public Comment 
10. Agenda items and Date for next meeting 
11. Adjourn 

Signed this 6th day of September, 201763; 
David A. Van Dresar, General Manager, FCGCD 
255 Svoboda Ln., Rm. 115, La Grange, Texas 76556 
Phone: 979-968—3135 

PHAP’NI‘ 

.0‘



NOTICE OF MEETING 
GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREA 12 

September 20, 2017 — 10:00 a.m. 
Post Oak Savannah GCD Offices 
310 East Ave. C (Highway 79) 

Milano, Texas 
AGENDA 

Notice is hereby given that the groundwater conservation districts located wholly or partially within Groundwater Management 
Area (GMA) 12, as designated by the Texas Water Development Board, consisting of the Post Oak Savannah Groundwater 
Conservation District (GCD), Fayette County GCD, Lost Pines GCD, Mid-East Texas GCD, and Brazos Valley GCD, will hold a 
Joint Planning meeting at 10:00 mm. on Wednesday, September 20, 2017, in the Post Oak Savannah GCD Offices, located at 
310 East Ave. C (Highway 79), Milano, Texas. The meeting will be open to the public. 

The subjects to be discussed or considered, or upon which any formal action may be taken, are as listed below. 
Items may or may not be taken in the same order as shown on this meeting notice. ~ 

9‘ 

8. 

9. 

rates-KN.” 

Invocation 
Call meeting to order and establish quorum 
Welcome and introductions 
Minutes of May 25, 2017 GMA 12 Meeting 
Response from Texas Water Development Board to GMA 12 concerning submission of Desired Future 
Conditions and Explanatory Report for GMA 12 
Rte-adoption of Desired Future Conditions for GMA 12 
Re-adoption of resolution of Desired Future Conditions for relevant aquifers of GMA 12 and identification of 
non-relevant aquifers of GMA 12 
Explanatory Report for GMA 12 
Public Comment 

10. Agenda items and Date for next meeting 
11. Adjourn 

Signed this 6th day of September, 2017.

o 
Gary Westbrook, General Manager, POSGCD 
310 East Avenue C, Milano, Texas 76556 
Phone: 512-455-9900 

“Questions, requests for additional information, or comments concerning the subjects listed above may be submitted 
to the person posting this notice. 

E'iaz‘fiofimw 
BARBARAVANSA 

g0 rk 11 Con ,Texas 
ssp 142017 ’ 

n--. n . Qn-vnfinnk



NOTICE OF MEETING 
GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREA 12 

September 20, 2017 — 10:00 am. 
Post Oak Savannah GCD Offices 
310 East Ave. C (Highway 79) 

Milano, Texas 
AGENDA 

Notice is hereby given that the groundwater conservation districts located wholly or partially within Groundwater Management 
Area (GMA) 12, as designated by the Texas Water Development Board, consisting of the Post Oak Savannah Groundwater 
Conservation District (GCD), Fayette County GCD, Lost Pines GCD, Mid-East Texas GCD, and Brazos Valley GCD, will hold a 
Joint Planning meeting at 10:00 on". on Wednesday, September 20, 201 7, in the Post Oak Savannah GCD Offices, located at 
310 East Ave. C (Highway 79), Milano, Texas. The meeting will be open to the public. 

The subjects to be discussed or considered, or upon which any formal action may be taken, are as listed below. 
Items may or may not be taken in the same order as shown on this meeting notice. 

.0‘ 

8. 
9. 

9:595"? 

Invocation 
Call meeting to order and establish quorum 
Welcome and introductions 
Minutes of May 25, 2017 GMA 12 Meeting 
Response from Texas Water Development Board to GMA 12 concerning submission of Desired Future 
Conditions and Explanatory Report for GMA 12 
Re»adoption of Desired Future Conditions for GMA 12 
Re-adoption of resolution of Desired Future Conditions for relevant aquifers of GMA 12 and identification of 
non-relevant aquifers of GMA 12 
Explanatory Report for GMA 12 
Public Cement 

10. Agenda items and Date for next meeting 
11. Adjourn 

Signed this 6th day of September, 2017. 

Gary Westbrook, General Manager, POSGCD 
310 East Avenue C, Milano, Texas 76556 
Phone: 512—455-9900 

“Questions, requests for additional information, or comments concerning the subjects listed above may be submitted 
to the person posting this notice. 

~~~ 

~ 

~~~ FILED
‘ 

file'clncLiM 
SEP 06 2017 

woman fl“ owners. 
14 / \v
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BRAZOS VALLEY GROUNDWATER 
CONSERVATION DISTRICT 

PO. Box 528 - HEARNE, TX 77859 - (979)279-9350 - FAX: (979)279~0035 
WWW.BRAZOSVALLEYGCD.ORG 

NOTICE OF MEETING 
GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREA 12 

September 20, 2017 - 10:00 am. 
Post Oak Savannah GCD Offices 
310 East Ave. C (Highway 79) 

Milano, Texas 
AGENDA 

Notice is hereby given that the groundwater conservation districts located wholly or partially within Groundwater 
Management Area (GMA) 12. as designated by the Texas Water Development Board, consisting of the Post Oak 
Savannah Groundwater Conservation District (GCD). Fayette County GCD, Lost Pines GCD. Mid-East Texas 
GCD. and Brazos Valley 660. will hold a Joint Planning meeting at10:00 a.m. on Wednesday, September 
20 2017 in the Post Oak Savannah 600 Offices, lecated at 310 East Ava. C (Highway 79), Milano, Texas. The 
meeting will be open to the public. The subjects to be discussed or considered, or upon which any formal 
action may be taken, are as listed below. Items may or may not be taken in the same order as shown on 
this meeting notice. I . . 

Accented for Films in: 
Robertson Counts 

1. invocation Elli: Sen 0611017 nt DUMP 
2. Call meeting to order and establish quorum 33' "WM “mm”- 
3. Welcome and introductions 
4. Minutes of May 25. 2017 GMA 12 Meeting 
5. Response from Texas Water Development Board to GMA 12 concerning submission of Desired Future 

Conditions and Explanatory Report for GMA 12 
6. Re—adoption of Desired Future Conditions for GMA 12 
7. Rte-adoption of resolution of Desired Future Conditions for relevant aquifers of GMA 12 and identification 

of non-relevant aquifers of GMA 12 
8. Explanatory Report for GMA 12 
9. Public Comment 
10. Agenda items and date for next meeting 
11. Adjourn 

Signed this 6“ day of September, 2017. 

Alan M. Day, General Manager 
112 W. 3rd Street. Hearne. Texas 77859 

Phone: 979-279-9350 

"Questions. requests for additional information, or comments concerning the subjects listed above may be 
submitted to the person posting this notice.



DA 
AT 

BRAZOS VALLEY GROUNDWATER 
CONSERVATION DISTRICT 

P.O. Box 528 - Hanna, TX 77359~ (979)279-9350 . FAX: (979)279-0035 
www.smzosvmevecn.ons 

FILED FOR RECORD 6 NOTICE or MEETING 
‘f’la —( t GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREA 12 

.‘ o O'CLOGK September 20, 20" - 10:00 am. 
Qu N Post Oak Savannah GOD onion 

3 “K :10 em Ave. c (Htahway 19) 
Mlllno, Tex-e 
AENDA

~ 

Notice ls hereby glven the! the groundwater oonwvatlon dlstricts located wholly or partially wllhln Groundwater 
Management Area (GMA) 12, as deslgnated by the Texas Water Development Board, consletlng of lhe Post Oak 
Savannah Groundwater Conservation Dhtrlct (GOD). Fayette County GOD. Lost Flues GOD. Mld—Eest Texas 
GOD, and Brazos Valley GGD, will hold a Ja n I or arm I. . 0 ed» 
y. 3011, in the PostOek Savannah 660 Offices. located mam EsstAve. c (Highway 79). Mlleno. Texas. The 
meetlng will be open to the publle. The whites to he dleelulod orconeldored, or upon which any tunnel 
action my In taken. are as Illted below. Items may or my not be taken In the um: order as shown on 
this meeting notice. 

Invocation 
Cell meeting to order and establish quorum 
Wetoorne end lntroductlons 
Mlnvtes of May 25. 2011 GMA 12 Meeting 
Response from Texas Water Development Board to GMA 12 canoernlng submlsslon of Deslrsd Future 
Condltlons and Explanatory Report for GMA 12 
Reedaption ot Deslred Future Gondltlons for GMA 12 
Re—edopflen of resolutlon of Desired Future Condltlons tor relevant equlfere of GMA 12 and Idenflfioatlon 
at non-relevant aqulters of GMA 12 

8‘ Explanatory Report for GMA 12 
9. Public Comment 
10. Agenda lterns and date for next meeta 
11. Adjourn 

#15993? 

#5” 

Signed this 6'“ day of September, 2017. 

Ian M. Day. General Manager 
112 W. 3rd street, Heeme, Texas 77859 

Phone: 979-219—9360 

"Questions, requests for eddltlonal Information. or oommenls oonosming the subleots lletsd above may he 
submiued to the person posting thls notloe.

~



2017/09/0710234102 3 l3 

away/gm? 03:57 9795422523 LEE CDUNTV CLERK PAGE m/m 
SE?!U7/ZOI'I/?EU (‘9:56 Ail FAX iln. [002 I .- _._._—_—-= 

NOTICE OF MEETING 
GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENTARBA 12 

September 20, 2017-10200 Mn. 
Post Oak Smuznnh GOD mum 
310 East Ave. C (Highway 79) 

Milano, Tens 
AGENDA 

Notice is hereby g’vzn dial the youndwatcr conservatiuu districls Incared wholb' or partially wichin Groundwater Managemul 
Are: (GMA) 11, u tin-iguana! by the Twins e DavzlopmentBnmd, consisling cm“ Post Oak Savannah Gmundwater 
Cunservation Dim-int (GOD), Fayette County 5CD, LanPines GCD, Mid-East Taxis GCD, and Burns Vlllcy 6CD, will hold 1 
laid! mam meeting at [9:40 mg a! impunity, Sagtgmtglfl 2017. ‘n lhe Past Oak slVIlmlh 6CD 0mm; lmlrd n 
all! East Ave. C (Highmy 79)l Mlilno, film. The muting will b: cyan ‘0 lb: public. 

Th: subjects to be discussed ur considered, or uponwhich any formal action mny be (taken, an as list“! below. 
Imus may or may not be nken in the same order 1: shown an this meeting nntice. 

. Invocation 
. Call meeting to older and establish quoxum 
Welcome and inunducdom 
Mmms ofMay 25. 2017 GMA 12 Meeting 

. Response fiom Tam: Warn: Dmlopmcm Bonito GM 12 confining submission aiDcsired l-‘nmm 
Condifions and Explanatory Men in GMA 12 

6. {is-adoption ow‘red Future Conditions for GMA 12 
7. RB-adopfiou ofxesolun‘on of Dashed Fume Conditions [in relevant squirm of GMA 12 and identification of 

nomakvam aquifers of GMA 12 
8. Explanalory Refivrl for GMA 12 
9. Public Comment 
10. Agenda kilns and Dam: fur next meeting 
1 1, Adjourn 

mpymp 

Signed this 7th day of September, 2017. 

Peggy amplomlm: esGCD 
P 0 Box 1027 Smithviilu, TX 73957 
513-360-5011: 

"Question; raquzsLs-jbr addtfimull irgbnnalian. or comment; concerning Ih: subject: limd abov: may 1;: submitted 
to the person posting this notice. 

~~ 

FILED AND RECORDED 

SEP 07 21117 

FlLED 41am flax 
lrv 2- HARON L comm cismissacm’iifiigm, 

RasePietach 
Baslmp County Clerk



NOTICE OF MEETING 
GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREA 12 

September 20, 2017 — 10:00 am. 
Post Oak Savannah GCD Office 
310 East Ave. C (Highway 79) 

Milano, Texas 

Agenda 
Notice is hereby given that the groundwater conservation districts located wholly or partially within Groundwater Management Area (GMA) 12, as designated by the Texas Water Development Board, consisting of the Mid-East Texas Groundwater Conservation District (METGCD), Fayette County GCD, Lost Pines GCD, Post Oak Savannah GCD, and Brazos Valley GCD, will hold a Joint Plannin meetin at 10:00 mm. on Wednesda S (ember 20 2017 in the Post Oak Savannah GCD Offices, located at 310 East Ave C. (Highway 79), Milano, Texas. The meeting will be open to the 
public. 

The subjects to he discussed or considered, or upon which any formal action may be taken, are as listed 
below. Items may or may not be taken in the same order as shown on this meeting notice. 

Invocation 
Call meeting to order and establish quorum 
Welcome and introductions 
Minutes of May 25, 2017 GMA 12 Meeting 
Response from Texas Water Development Board to GMA 12 concerning submission of Desired Future 
Conditions and Explanatory Report for GMA 12 
Re-adoption of Desired Future Conditions for GMA 12 

7. Re—adoption of resolution of Desired Future Conditions for relevant aquifers of GMA 12 and 
identification of non-relevant aquifers of GMA 12 

8, Explanatory Report for GMA 12 
9. Public Comment 
10. Agenda items and Date for next meeting 
11. Adjoum 

Signed this 6th day ofSeptember2017. M A ,6 
David M. Bailey, General Manager, MET 
101 W. Main Rm BZZ, Madisonville, TX 77864 
Phone: 936-348-3212 

P‘fieP‘Nf" 

.0‘ 

~~ 
Questions, requeslsfal‘ additional information, or comments concerning the subjects listed above may be submitted to the person posting this notice. 

Fl ED FDR REQ’QRD 
At 

' 
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NOTICE OF MEETING 
GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREA 12 

September 20, 2017 — 10:00 am. 
Post Oak Savannah GCD Office 
310 East Ave. C (Highway 79) 

Milano, Texas 

Agenda 
Notice is hereby given that the groundwater conservation districts located wholly or partially within Groundwater Management Area (GMA) 12, as designated by the Texas Water Development Board, consisting of the Mid-East Texas Groundwater Conservation District (METGCD), Fayette County GCD, Lost Pines GCD, Post Oak Savannah GCD, and Brazos Valley GCD, will hold a Joint Planning meeting at 10:00 mm. on Wednesday, Segtelnber 20, 2017x in the Post Oak Savannah GCD Offices, located at 310 East Ave C (Highway 79), Milnno, Texas The meeting will be open to the 
public. 

The subjects to be discussed or considered, or upon which any formal action may be taken, are as listed 
below. Items may or may not be taken in the same order as shown on this meeting notice. 

Invocation 
Call meeting to order and establish quorum 
Welcome and introductions 
Minutes of May 25, 2017 GMA 12 Meeting 
Response from Texas Water Development Board to GMA 12 concerning submission of Desired Future 
Conditions and Explanatory Report for GMA 12 
Re-adoption of Desired Future Conditions for GMA 12 

71 Re—adoption of resolution of Desired Future Conditions for relevant aquifers of GMA 12 and 
identification of norHelevant aquifers of GMA 12 

8. Explanatory Report for GMA 12 
9‘ Public Comment 
101 Agenda items and Date for next meeting 
1 1. Adjourn 

Signed this 6th day of September 2017, MA {A 
David M. Bailey, General Manager, 
101 W_ Main Rm B22, Madisonville, TX 77864 
Phone: 936-348-3212 

P‘H‘P’Nr‘ 

57‘ 

~~ 
Questions, requests for additional information, or comments concerning the subjects listed above may be submitted to the 
person posting this notice



NOTICE OF MEETING 
GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREA 12~ September 20, 2017 — 10:00 am. “gamed Post Oak Savannah GCD Office A! l 

1“” one“ 310 East Ave. C (Highway 79) 
Milano, Texas SEP 06 2017 

WIMMIE E 
Agenda "' ufiwm 

Notice is hereby given that the groundwater conservation districts located wholly or partially within Groundwater Management Area (GMA) 12, as designated by the Texas Water Development Board, consisting of the Mid-East Texas Groundwater Conservation District (MEl'GCD), Fayette County GCD, Lost Pines GCD, Post Oak Savannah GCD, and Brazos Valley GCD, will hold a Joint Planning meeting at 10:00 am. on Wednesday, Segrember 20x 2017x in the Post Oak Savannah GCD Offices, located at 310 East Ave C. (Highway 79), Milane, Texas. The meeting will be open to the 
public. 

The subjects to be discussed or considered, or upon which any formal action may be taken, are as listed 
below. Items may or may not be taken in the same order as shown on this meeting notice. 

.0‘ 

8.
9 

.V‘FP’NI“ 

Invocation 
Call meeting to order and establish quorum 
Welcome and introductions 
Minutes of May 25, 2017 GMA 12 Meeting 
Response from Texas Water Development Board to GMA 12 concerning submission of Desired Future 
Conditions and Explanatory Report for GMA 12 
Re-adoption of Desired Future Conditions for GMA 12 
Rte-adoption of resolution of Desired Future Conditions for relevant aquifers of GMA 12 and 
identification of non—relevant aquifers of GMA 12 
Explanatory Report for GMA 12 
Public Comment 

10. Agenda items and Date for next meeting 
11. Adjourn 

Signed this 6th day of September 2017. MA A ~~ David M. Bailey, General Manager, 
101 W. Main Rm 822, Madisonville, TX 77864 
Phone: 936-348—3212 

Questions, requests fl» additional infiarmation, or comments concerning the subjects listed above may be submitted to the person posting this notice.



Friday, September 8, 2017 at 3:36:51 PM Central Daylight Time 

Subject: 5.0.5: Acknowledgment of Receipt 
Date: Friday, September 8, 2017 at 2:49:11 PM Central Daylight Time 
From: TexReg@sos.texas.gov 
To: gwestbrook@posgcd.org 

Acknowledgment of Receipt 

Agency: Groundwater Management Area 12 

Liaison: Gary Westbrook 

The Office of the Secretary of State has posted 

notice of the following meeting: 

Board: GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREA 12 

Committee: GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREA 12 

Date: 09/20/2017 10:00 AM "TRDii 2017007675" 
Notice posted: 09/08/17 02:45 PM 

Proofread your current open meeting notice at: 

h_ttp_:[/texreg.sos.state.tx.us/public/M_m_lookugfiistartuifl_TRD=2017007§75~ 

Page 1 of 1



Open Meeting Submission : 

Gary Westbrook 

TRD: 
Date Posted: 
Status: 
Agency Id: 
Date of Submission: 
Agency Name: 
Board: 
Committee: 
Date of Meeting: 
Time of Meeting: 
Street Location: 
City: 
State: 
Liaison Name: 
Liaison Id: 
Additional 
Information 
Obtained From: 

Agenda: 

hllps:I/texreg.sos.slale.lx.usllaclomsubmit$omsubmiLactionlnsert 

9/8/17, 3:36 PM 

Open Meeting Submission 

2017007675 
09/08/2017 
Accepted 
1 1 16 
09/08/2017 
Groundwater Management Area 12 
GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREA 12 
GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREA 12 
09/20/2017 
10:00 AM (##:## AM Local Time) 
310 East Ave. C (Highway 79) 
Milano 
TX 
Gary Westbrook
1 

Gary Westbrook, General Manager, POSGCD 
310 East Avenue C, Milano, Texas 76556 
Phone: 512-455—9900 

1 . Invocation 
2. Call meeting to order and establish quorum 
3. Welcome and introductions 
4. Minutes of May 25, 2017 GMA 12 Meeting 
5. Response from Texas Water Development Board to GMA 12 concerning 
submission of Desired Future Conditions and Explanatory Report for GMA 12 
6. Re—adoption of Desired Future Conditions for GMA 12 
7. Re-adoption of resolution of Desired Future Conditions for relevant aquifers of GMA 12 and identification of non-relevant aquifers of GMA 12 
8. Explanatory Report for GMA 12 
9. Public Comment 
10. Agenda items and Date for next meeting 

Page 1 of 2



Open Meeting Submission: 9/6/17, 3:36 PM 

11. Adjourn 

New Submission 

HOME. I TEXAS REGISTER | TEXASADD‘IINISTRATIVE CODE I OPEN MEETINGS 

MlpsdlleXregsas‘slate.[KMsltac/omsubmllSomsuhmlLactlonlnsarl Page 2 of 2



Attachment B 
GMA 12 DESIRED FUTURE CONDITIONS 

A. Sparta, Queen City, Carrizo, Calvert Bluff, Simsboro, and Hooper Aquifers 

The Sparta, Queen City, and Carrizo aquifers are present and used in all GCDs within GMA 12, 
Therefore, all GCDs submitted DFCs for these aquifers. The Calvert Bluff, Simsboro, and Hooper 
aquifers are present in all GCDs but not used in Fayette County Therefore, GMA 12 declared 
these aquifers not relevant for Fayette County, and Fayette County GCD did not submit a DFC for 
these aquifers For the purpose of establishing DFCs, the Groundwater Availability Model (GAM) 
for the Queen City and Sparta Aquifers (Kelley and others, 2004) was used to determine the 
compatibility and physical possibility of the DFCs proposed by each GCD. Note that this GAM 
also includes the Carrizo-Wilcox Aquifer. The DFCs proposed by each GCD for these six aquifers 
are provided in Table 2-1, as well as the DFC adopted by GMA 12 as a whole. The DFC is based 
on the average drawdown from January 2000 through December 2069. Note that the DFCs for 
Fayette County GCD in the Sparta, Queen City, and Carrizo aquifers are for all of Fayette County, 
and not just the portion of Fayette County within GMA 12. This is because GMA 15 has declared 
these aquifers not relevant for Fayette County, and all joint groundwater planning for these aquifers 
is done through GMA 12. 
Table 2-1 Adopted DFCs for the Sparta, Queen City, Can-1'20, Calvert Bluff, Simsboro, and Hooper 

Aquifers 

l 
-

I

I 

Sparta Queen City Carrizo C1232? Simsboro Hooper 

Brazos Valley GCD 12 I2 6| 125 295 207 
Fayette County GCD 47* 64* l 10* -- -- -— 

Lost Pines GCD 5 15 62 100 240 165 

Mid-East Texas GCD 5 2 80 90 138 125 

2:35:30” 
Smm‘ah 28 30 67 149 318 205 

Falls County -- -» »- -» -2 27 

Limestone County -- -» »- l l 50 50 
Navarro County -- -- -- >1 3 3 

Williamson County -- -- -- -1 | 47 69 
GMA-12 16 I6 75 114 228 168 
* Fayette County GCD DFC; are for all of Fayette County. 

Based on the principle of using the GAM as a joint planning tool and the fact that the GAM 
predictions contain uncertainty, GMA 12 considered the DFCs to be compatible and physically 
possible if the difference between modeled drawdown results and the DFC drawdown targets are 
within a 10 percent or 5-foot variance, whichever is greater, for all aquifers in the Queen City— 
Sparta/Carrizo-Wilcox GAM with the exception ofthe Simsboro, which would be held within a 5



percent or 5-foot variance, whichever is greater, of the GAM simulation. Factors considered for 
determining tolerance criteria include: 

» model calibration results and statistics; 
- information used to calibrate the GAM; 
- aquifer and recharge information collected since the GAM was developed; 
- sensitivity of the GAM calibration and GAM predictions to change in the model 

parameters; and 
- range of uncertainty in the model parameters including historical and future 

pumping, temporal variation in recharge distribution and magnitude, 

Reference: 
Kelley, V,Ai, Deeds, NE, Fryar, D,G,, and Nicot, J.P., 2004, Groundwater Availability Models 
for the Queen City and Sparta Aquifers, prepared for the Texas Water Development Board, Austin, 
Texas. 

B. Yegua-Jackson Aquifer 

The Yegua-Jackson Aquifer is present in all GCDs in GMA 12, All GCDs except Brazos 
Valley GCD manage the Yegua-Jackson Aquifer as a single unit. Consequently, the Brazos Valley 
GCD adopted two DFCs for the Yegua-Jackson Aquifer: a DFC for the Jackson Aquifer and 
separate DFC for the Yegua Aquifer, The DFCs proposed by each GCD for the Yegua—Jackson 
Aquifer are provided in Table 2-2, as well as the DFC adopted by GMA 12 as a whole. Lost Pines 
GCD did not propose a DFC because the district has declared the Yegua-Jackson Aquifer as a non- 
relevant aquifer, For the purpose of establishing and evaluating DFCs, the GAM for the Yegua- 
Jackson Aquifer (Deeds and others, 2010) was used to determine the compatibility and physical 
possibility of the DFCs submitted by each GCD. The DFC is based on the average drawdown from 
January 2010 through December 2069. 

Table 2-2 Adopted DFCs for the Yegua and Jackson Aquifers

I 

Yegua Jackson Yegua-Jackson 
Brazos Valley GCD 70 1 l4 -- 

Fayette County GCD -- -- 77 
Lost Pines GCD -- .. __ 

Mid-East Texas GCD -- »- 7 

Post Oak Savannah GCD -- -- 100 

GMA-12 .. __ 65 

Based on the principle of using the GAM as a joint planning tool and the fact that the GAM 
predictions contain uncertainty, GMA 12 considered the DFCs to be compatible and physically 
possible if the difference between modeled drawdown results and the DFC drawdown targets are



within a l0 percent or 5-foot variance, whichever is greater, for both aquifers in the Yegua—Jackson 
GAM simulation. Factors considered for determining tolerance criteria include: 

- model calibration results and statistics; 
- infomration used to calibrate the GAM; 
- aquifer and recharge information collected since the GAM was developed; 
- sensitivity of the GAM calibration and GAM predictions to change in the model 

parameters; and 
7 range of uncertainty in the model parameters including historical and future pumping, 

temporal variation in recharge distribution and magnitude 

Reference: 
Deeds, N.E,, Yan, T., Sungh, A., Jones, T,L., Kelley, V.A., Knox, RR, and Young, S.C., 2010, 
Groundwater Availability Model for the YeguaJackson Aquifer, final report prepared for the 
Texas Water Development Board, March, 2010, 582 pp. 

C. Brazos Alluvium Aquifer 

In GMA 12, the Brazos River Alluvium Aquifer is only present in Post Oak Savannah GCD and 
the Brazos Valley GCD, For this reason, GMA [2 adopted DFCs at a county level in these two 
GCDs, as shown in Table 2-3. DFCs for the Brazos River Alluvium Aquifer were not adopted 
for GMA 12 as a whole. 

Table 2-3 Adopted DFCs for the Brazos River Alluvium Aquifer 

County Riv or Alluvium Aql 
North of State Highway 21: Percent saturation shall average at least 

Brazos & 30% of total well depth. 
Robertson South of State Highway 2|: Percent saturation shall average at least 

40% of total well depth. 
A decrease in 6 feet in the average saturated thickness over the 

Brazos Valley 

3mm" 
period from 2010 to 2070. 

Post Oak Savannah 
Milam A decrease of 5 feet in average saturated thickness over the period 

from 2010 to 2070 

D. Non-relevant Areas of Aquifers 

There are four areas where aquifers were declared non-relevant during the current cycle of joint 
groundwater planning. The Trinity Aquifer was declared non-relevant in Bastrop, Lee and 
Williamson counties because of its small areal coverage, great depth and poor water quality, The 
Yegua-Jackson Aquifer was declared non-relevant in Lost Pines GCD because it has a minimal 
amount of pumpage within the district. The Gulf Coast Aquifer was declared non-relevant in 
Brazos Valley GCD within GMA 12 since the small outcrop in the southernmost part of Brazos 
County is thin, can only provide water in small quantities and is very limited in areal extent. Also, 
the Wilcox portion of the Carrizo-Wilcox Aquifer in Fayette County was declared non-relevant 
because of the great depth to these units and the poor water quality.





Attachment C 
NON—RELEVANT AQUIFER: GULF COAST AQUIFER IN BRAZOS COUNTY 

I. INTRODUCTION 
The Texas Water Development Board, in its July 20|3 document, Explanatory Report for 
Submittal of Desired Future Conditions to the Texas Water Development Board, offers the 
following guidance regarding documentation for aquifers that are to be classified not relevant for 
purposes ofjoint planning: 

Districts in a groundwater management area may, as part of the process for 
adopting and submitting desired future conditions, propose classification of a 
portion or portions ofa relevant aquifer as non-relevant (31 Texas Administrative 
Code 35631 ((7)). This proposed classification ofari aquifer may be made ifthe 
districts determine that aquifer characteristics, groundwater demands, and current 
groundwater uses do not warrant adoption ofa desiredfuture condition. 

The districts must submit to the TWDB the following documentation for the portion 
of the aquifer proposed to be classified as non-relevant: 

I. A description, location, and/or map ofthe aquifer orportion ofthe aquifer; 
2. A summary of aquifer characteristics, groundwater demands, and current 

groundwater uses, including the total estimated recoverable storage as 
provided by the TWDB, that support the conclusion that desired future 
conditions in adjacent or hydraulically connected relevant aquifer(s) will 
not be affected; and 

3. An explanation of why the aquifer or portion of the aquifer is non-relevant 
forjoint planning purposes. 

This technical memorandum provides the required documentation to classify the Gulf Coast 
Aquifer as not relevant for purposes ofjoint planning. 

II. AQUIFER DESCRIPTION AND LOCATION 
As described in George and others (201 1): 

The Gulf Coast Aquifer is a major aquifer paralleling the Gulf of Mexico 
coastline/ram the Louisiana border to the border ofMexico. It consists ofseveral 
aquifers, including the Jasper, Evangeline, and Chicot aquifers, which are 
composed of discontinuous sand, silt, clay, and gravel beds. The maximum total 
sand thickness ofthe GulfCoast Aquifer rangesfrom 700feet in the south to 1,300 
feet in the north. Freshwater saturated thickness averages about I ,000 feet. Water 
quality varies with depth and locality: it is generally good in the central and 
northeastern parts of the aquifer, where the water contains less than 500 
milligrams per liter of total dissolved solids, but declines to the south, where it 
apically contains 1, 000 to more than 10, 000 milligramsper liter oftotai dissolved 
solids and where the productivity of the aquifer decreases. High levels of 
radionuclides, thought mainly to be naturally occurring, arefound in some wells



in Harris County in the outcrop and in South Texas. The aquifer is used for 
municipal, industrial, and irrigation purposes. In Harris, Galveston, Fort Bend, 
Jasper, and Wharton counties, water level declines of as much as 3 5 0 feet have 
led to land subsidence. The regional water planning groups, in their 2006 
Regional Water Plans, recommended several water management strategies that 
use the Gulf Coast Aquifer, including drilling more wells, pumping more water 
from existing wells, temporary overdrafting, constructing new or expanded 
treatment plants, desalinating brackish groundwater, developing conjunctive use 
projects, and reallocating supplies, 

Figure l (taken from Wade and others, 2014) shows the limited extent of the Gulf Coast Aquifer 
in GMA 12. Note that it occurs only in a small portion ofBrazos County. 

~~~ 
laya'ro 

Andaman 

Fveesmne 

Huel"? ~ / Z 

. 
<’ m x / 
\ /

\ \ / Hun on 
\V f / 4/ mm“ 

lmsnn

~

~ 

mm 

mwgmky,

~ ~ 
nm 

N l 

EQSHDP \, 
n‘ 

t \ 
\ \\/ Mm / cuvméqa \ 

|:| Boundary of cm :lII Guucom Aqumr symm 
|:| mom-1mm Man-gemenmm 12 n w m 40 mm mm Gun Conn Aquila Model Cells w—‘—‘—l—I—I—‘4 

n mmybaunaawm oz uz n gum model was" m: 1.: gm: mundaryflme m 21 m 

Figure 1. Location of Gulf Coast Aquifer in GMA 12



III. AQUIFER CHARACTERISTICS 
The Catahoula Sandstone, the very basal unit to the Gulf Coast Aquifer, occurs in the very south 
part of Brazos County with the outcrop covering the upper part of low rolling hills with the Jackson 
Group below the Catahoula Sandstone The Catahoula Sandstone is described as clay, tuff, sand, 
sandstone in interbedded layers with a capacity to yield small quantities of fresh to slightly saline 
water. The aquifer covers about 13 percent of the Brazos Valley Groundwater Conservation 
District and is less than 250 feet in thickness. 

IV. GROUNDWATER DEMANDS AND CURRENT GROUNDWATER USES 
The Texas Water Development Board pumping database lists limited pumping from the Gulf 
Coast Aquifer in Brazos County that ranged from 6 to 23 acre-feet/year between 2007 and 2012. 

V. TOTAL ESTIMATED RECOVERABLE STORAGE 
Wade and others (2014) developed total estimated recoverable storage for the Gulf Coast Aquifer 
in GMA 12 as follows: 

25 percent of 75 percent 0/ 
County "xii/2:78 Total Storage Total Storage 

(acre-feet} (acre-feet) 
Brazos 450,000 112,500 337,500 

Total 450,000 112,500 337,500 

Total storage is given in the first column, Lower percentages of storage are given in the next two 
columns. 

VI. EXPLANATION OF NON-RELEVANCE 
Due to its very limited areal extent, shallow depth and low use, the Gulf Coast Aquifer is classified 
as not relevant for purposes of joint planning in Groundwater Management Area 12, 

VII. REFERENCES 
George, P,G., Mace, RE, and Petrossian, R., 2011, Aquifers of Texas, Texas Water 
Development Board Report 380, July 2011, 182p. 

Wade, S. and Shi, J., 20144 GAM Task 13-035 Version 2: Total Estimated Recoverable Storage 
for Aquifers in Groundwater Management Area 12, Texas Water Development Board, 
Groundwater Resources Division, May 16, 2014, 43p.



NO -RELEVANT AQUIFER: 
THE TRINITY AQUIFER IN BASTROP, LEE AND WILLIAMSON COUNTIES

~ 

I. INTRODUCTION 
The Texas Water Development Board, in its July 20|3 document, Explanatory Report for 
Submittal of Desired Future Conditions to the Texas Water Development Board, offers the 
following guidance regarding documentation for aquifers that are to be classified not relevant for 
purposes ofjoint planning: 

Districts in a groundwater management area may, as part of the process for 
adopting and submitting desired future conditions, propose classification ofa 
portion or portions ofa relevant aquifer as non-relevant (31 Texas Administrative 
Code 35631 ((7)). This proposed classification ofan aquifer may be made ifthe 
districts determine that aquifer characteristics, groundwater demands, and current 
groundwater uses do not warrant adoption of a desired future condition. 

The districts must submit to the TWDB thefollowing documentationfor theportion 
of the aquifer proposed to be classified as non-relevant: 

I. A description, location, and/or map of the aquifer or portion of the 
aquifer; 

2. A summary of aquifer characteristics, groundwater demands, and 
current groundwater uses, including the total estimated recoverable 
storage as provided by the TWDB, that support the conclusion that 
desired future conditions in adjacent or hydraulically connected 
relevant aquifer(s) will not be affected; and 

3. An explanation of why the aquifer or portion of the aquifer is non- 
relevant for joint planning purposes. 

This technical memorandum provides the required documentation to classify the Trinity Aquifer 
as not relevant for purposes ofjoint planning. 

II. AQUIFER DESCRIPTION AND LOCATION 
As described in George and others (2011): 

The T rinityAquifer extends across much ofthe central and northeastern part of 
the state. It is composed of several smaller aquifers contained within the Trinity 
Group. Although referred to differently in different parts of the state, they include 
the Antlers, Glen Rose, Paluxy, Twin Mountains, Travis Peak, Hensell, and 
Hosston aquifers. These aquifers consist of limestones, sands, clays, gravels, and 
conglomerates. Their combined freshwater saturated thickness averages about 
600 feet in North Texas and about 1,900 feet in Central Texas. In general, 
groundwater is‘fresh but very hard in the outcrop of the aquifer. Total dissolved 
solids increase from less than 1,000 milligrams per liter in the east and southeast 
to between 1,000 and 5, 000 milligrams per liter, or slightly to moderately saline, 
as the depth to the aquifer increases. Sulfate and chloride concentrations also tend



to increase with depth. The Trinity Aquifer discharges to a large number of 
springs, with most discharging less than 10 cubic feet per second. The aquifer is 
one of the most extensive and highly used groundwater resources in Texas, 
Although its primary use is for municipalities, it is also used for irrigation, 
livestock, and other domestic purposes. Some of the state ’s largest water level 
declines, ranging/ram 350 to more than 1,000 feet, have occurred in counties 
along the [H35 corridor/ram Melennan County to Grayson County. These 
declines are primarily attributed to municipal pumping, but they have slowed over 
thepast decade as a result ofincreasing reliance on surface water. The regional 
water planning groups, in their 2006 Regional Water Plans, recommended 
numerous water management strategies for the Trinity Aquifer, including 
developing new wells and well fields, pumping more water from existing wells, 
overdra/ting, reallocating supplies, and using surface water and groundwater 
conjunctively. 

Figure 1 (taken from Wade and others, 2014) shows the limited extent of the Trinity Aquifer in 
GMA 12. Note that it occurs only in a small portion ofBastrop, Lee, and Williamson Counties,
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Figure 1. Location of Trinity Aquifer in GMA 12



III. AQUIFER CHARACTERISTICS 
The Trinity Aquifer is a highly prolific aquifer across much of the northern part of the state, 
However, within GMA 12 it is only found at extreme depths in a very small portion of the GMA. 
There are no known wells in this area that produce from the Trinity, and therefore the aquifer 
characteristics within GMA 12 are unknown. 

IV. GROUNDWATER DEMANDS AND CURRENT GROUNDWATER USES 
The Texas Water Development Board pumping database lists limited pumping from the Trinity 
Aquifer in Williamson County that ranged from 1,353 and 3,| 16 acre-feet/year between 2007 and 
2014, However, all ofthis is from the portion ofWilliamson County that lies outside ofGMA 12, 
As noted above, there are no known wells producing from the Trinity Aquifer within GMA 12, 
The Texas Water Development Board pumping database shows no production from the Trinity 
Aquifer in Bastrop or Lee Counties. 

V. TOTAL ESTIMATED RECOVERABLE STORAGE 
Wade and others (2014) developed total estimated recoverable storage for the Trinity Aquifer in GMA 12 as follows: 

Tam, flange 25 percent of 75 percent of 
County (armies!) Total Storage Total Storage 

(acre-feet) (acre-feet) 
Bastrop 9,000,000 2,250,000 6,750,000 

Lee 500,000 125,000 375,000 

Williamson 1,600,000 400,000 1,200,000 

Total 11,100,000 2,775,000 8,325,000 

Total storage is given in the first column, Lower percentages of storage are given in the next two 
columns 

VI. EXPLANATION OF NON-RELEVANCE 
Due to its very limited areal extent, extreme depth and no known use within GMA 12, the Trinity 
Aquifer is classified as not relevant for purposes of joint planning in Groundwater Management 
Area 12, 

VII. REFERENCES 
George, P,G., Mace, RE, and Petrossian, R., 2011, Aquifers of Texas, Texas Water 
Development Board Report 380, July 2011, 182p 

Wade, S. and Shi, J,, 20l4, GAM Task 13-035 Version 2: Total Estimated Recoverable Storage 
for Aquifers in Groundwater Management Area 12, Texas Water Development Board, 
Groundwater Resources Division, May 16, 2014, 43p.



NON-RELEVANT AQUIFER: 
THE YEGUA-JACKSON AQUIFER IN BASTROP AND LEE COUNTIES 

I. INTRODUCTION 
The Texas Water Development Board, in its July 20|3 document, Explanatory Report for 
Submittal of Desired Future Conditions to the Texas Water Development Board, offers the 
following guidance regarding documentation for aquifers that are to be classified not relevant for 
purposes ofjoint planning: 

Districts in a groundwater management area may, as part of the process for 
adopting and submitting desired future conditions, propose classification ofa 
portion or portions ofa relevant aquifer as nonerelevant (31 Texas Administrative 
Code 35631 ((7)). This proposed classification ofan aquifer may be made ifthe 
districts determine that aquifer characteristics, groundwater demands, and current 
groundwater uses do not warrant adoption of a desired future condition. 

The districts must submit to the TWDB thefollowing documentationfor theportion 
of the aquifer proposed to be classified as non-relevant: 

I. A description, location, and/or map of the aquifer or portion of the 
aquifer; 

2. A summary of aquifer characteristics, groundwater demands, and 
current groundwater uses, including the total estimated recoverable 
storage as provided by the TWDB, that support the conclusion that 
desired future conditions in adjacent or hydraulically connected 
relevant aquifer(s) will not be aflected,‘ and 

3. An explanation of why the aquifer or portion of the aquifer is non- 
relevantforjoint planningpurposes. 

This technical memorandum provides the required documentation to classify the Yegua-Jackson 
Aquifer as not relevant for purposes of joint planning in Bastrop and Lee Counties (the Lost Pines 
GCD), 

II. AQUIFER DESCRIPTION AND LOCATION 
As described in George and others (201 1): 

The Yegua-Jackson Aquifer is a minor aquifer stretching across the southeast 
part ofthe state. It includes water-bearingparts ofthe Yegua Formation (part of 
the upper Claiborne Group) and the Jackson Group (comprising the Whitsett, 
Manning, Wellborn, and Caddell formations). These geologic units consist of 
interbedded sand, silt, and clay layers originally deposited asfluvial and deltaic 
sediments. Freshwater saturated thickness averages about 170 feet. Water quality 
varies greatly owing to sediment composition in the aquiferformations, and in all 
areas the aquifer becomes highly mineralized with depth. Most groundwater is 
produced from the sand units of the aquifer, where the water is fresh and ranges 
from less than 50 to 1,000 milligrams per liter of total dissolved solids. Some



slightly to moderately saline water, with concentrations of total dissolved solids 
ranging/mm 1,000 to 10, 000 milligrams per liter, also occurs in the aquifer. No 
significant water level declines have occurred in wells measured by the TWDB. 
Groundwater for domestic and livestock purposes is available from shallow wells 
over most of the aquifer 's extent. Water is also used for some munieipal, 
industrial, and irrigation purposes. The regional water planning groups, in their 
2006 Regional Water Plans, recommended several water management strategies 
that use the Yegua-Jackson Aquifer, including drilling more wells and 
desalinating the water. 

Figure 1 (taken from Wade and others, 2014) shows the limited extent of the Yegua-Jackson 
Aquifer in GMA 124
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Figure 1. Location of Yegua-Jackson Aquifer in GMA 12



III. AQUIFER CHARACTERISTICS 
The Yegua-Jackson Aquifer occurs in the very southern part of Bastrop County and the lower third 
of Lee County. The aquifer is described as interbedded layers of sand, silt, and clay with a capacity 
to yield small quantities of fresh to moderately saline water, Wells producing from the Yegua- 
Jackson Aquifer can produce as much as 500 gpm, although well capacities are typically much 
lower than that. 

IV. GROUNDWATER DEMANDS AND CURRENT GROUNDWATER USES 
The Texas Water Development Board pumping database lists limited pumping from the Yeg‘ua- 
Jackson Aquifer in Bastrop County that ranged from 2 to 3 acre-feet/year and 46 to 76 acre- 
feet/year in Lee County between 2007 and 2014. There is no permitted pumpage from the Yegua- 
Jackson Aquifer Within the Lost Pines GCD and all use listed in the TWDB database is estimated 
to be rural domestic and livestock use, 

V. TOTAL ESTIMATED RECOVERABLE STORAGE 
Wade and others (2014) developed total estimated recoverable storage for the Yegua-Jackson 
Aquifer in the Lost Pines GCD as follows: 

25 percent a] 75 percent of 
County 7:155}:n Total Storage Total Storage 

{acre-leer) (acre-feet) 
Bastrop 290,000 72,500 217,500 

Lee 10,000,000 2,500,000 7,500,000 

Total 10,290,000 2,572,500 7,717,500 

Total storage is given in the first column, Lower percentages of storage are given in the next two 
columns. 

VI. EXPLANATION OF NON-RELEVANCE 
Due to its very low use, lack of permitted production, and no anticipated permitted production in 
the future, the Yegua-Jackson Aquifer is classified as not relevant for purposes of joint planning 
in Bastrop and Lee Counties (the Lost Pines GCD) in Groundwater Management Area 12. 

VII. REFERENCES 
George, P,G., Mace, RE, and Petrossian, K, 2011. Aquifers of Texas, Texas Water 
Development Board Report 380, July 2011, 182p. 

Wade, S. and Shi, J,, 2014. GAM Task 13-035 Version 2: Total Estimated Recoverable Storage 
for Aquifers in Groundwater Management Area 12. Texas Water Development Board, 
Groundwater Resources Division, May 16, 2014, 43p.



NON-RELEVANT AQUIFER: THE WILCOX PORTION OF 
THE CARRIZO—WILCOX AQUIFER IN FAYETTE COUNTY 

I. INTRODUCTION 
The Texas Water Development Board, in its July 2013 document, Explanatory Report for 
Submittal of Desired Future Conditions to the Texas Water Development Board, offers the 
following guidance regarding documentation for aquifers that are to be classified not relevant for 
purposes ofjoint planning: 

Districts in a groundwater management area may, as part of the process for 
adopting and submitting desired future conditions, propose classification ofa 
portion or portions ofa relevant aquifer as non-relevant (31 Texas Administrative 
Code 35631 ((7)). This proposed classification ofan aquifer may be made ifthe 
districts determine that aquifer characteristics, groundwater demands, and current 
groundwater uses do not warrant adoption of a desired future condition. 

The districts must submit to the TWDB thefollowing documentationfor theportion 
of the aquifer proposed to be classified as non-relevant: 

I. A description, location, and/or map of the aquifer or portion of the 
aquifer; 

2. A summary of aquifer characteristics, groundwater demands, and 
current groundwater uses, including the total estimated recoverable 
storage as provided by the TWDB, that support the conclusion that 
desired future conditions in adjacent or hydraulically connected 
relevant aquifer(s) will not be affected; and 

3. An explanation of why the aquifer or portion of the aquifer is non- 
relevant for joint planning purposes. 

This technical memorandum provides the required documentation to classify the Wilcox portion 
ofthe Carrizo—Wilcox Aquifer in Fayette County as not relevant for purposes ofjoint planning. 

II. AQUIFER DESCRIPTION AND LOCATION 
As described in George and others (2011): 

The Carrizo-Wilcox Aquifer is a major aquifer extending from the Louisiana 
border to the border ofMexico in a wide band adjacent to and northwest ofthe 
Gulf Coast Aquifer. It consists of the Wilcox Group and the overlying Carrizo 
Formation of the Claiborne Group. The aquifer is primarily composed ofsand 
locally interbedded with gravel, silt, clay, and lignite. Although the Carrizo- 
Wilcox Aquifer reaches 3,000 feet in thickness, the freshwater saturated thickness 
ofthe sands averages 6 7 0 feet. The groundwater, although hard, is generally fresh 
and typically contains less than 500 milligrams per liter of total dissolved solids 
in the outcrop, whereas softer groundwater with total dissolved solids ofmore 
than 1,000 milligrams per liter occurs in the subsurface. High iron and



manganese content in excess of secondary drinking water standards is 

characteristic ofthe deeper subsurface portions of the aqui/er. Parts ofthe aquifer 
in the Winter Garden area are slightly to moderately saline, with total dissolved 
solids ranging from 1,000 to 7,000 milligrams per liter. Irrigation pumping 
accounts for slightly more than halfthe water pumped, and pumping for municipal 
supply accounts/or another 40 percent. Water levels have declined in the Winter 
Garden area because of irrigation pumping and in the northeastern part of the 
aquifer because ofmunicipal pumping. The regional water planning groups, in 
their 2006 Regional Water Plans, recommended several water management 
strategies that use the Carrizo- Wilcox Aquifer, including developing new wells 
and well fields, withdrawing additional water from existing wells, desalinating 
brackish water, using surfizce water and groundwater conjunctively, reallocating 
supplies, and 
transporting water over long distances. 

Figure 1 (taken from Wade and others, 2014) shows the extent of the Carrizo»Wilcox Aquifer in 
GMA 12. 
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Figure 1. Location of Carrizo-Wilcox Aquifer in GMA 12



III. AQUIFER CHARACTERISTICS 
The Wilcox portion of the Carrizo-Wilcox Aquifer occurs below the Carrizo Aquifer. In Fayette 
County, the depth of wells producing from the Carrizo Aquifer ranges from 1,700 to 3,200 feet. 
The Wilcox units (including the Calvert Bluff, Simsboro, and Hooper) occur below the Carrizo, 
and therefore wells producing from these units would be at least 2,000 feet deep. Water quality in 
these Wilcox units is estimated to be brackish to saline, There are no known wells in the Wilcox 
units within Fayette County, and therefore the aquifer characteristics within the county are 
unknown. 

IV. GROUNDWATER DEMANDS AND CURRENT GROUNDWATER USES 
The Texas Water Development Board pumping database lists limited pumping from the Carrizo— 
Wilcox Aquifer in Fayette County that ranged from 10 to 126 acre-feet/year between 2007 and 
2014. However, this use is all from the Carrizo portion of the Carrizo—Wilcox Aquifer, as there 
are no known wells producing from the Wilcox units within Fayette County. 

V. TOTAL ESTIMATED RECOVERABLE STORAGE 
Wade and others (2014) developed total estimated recoverable storage for the Carrizo—Wilcox 
Aquifer in GMA 12 as follows: 

Tam, flange 25 percent of 75 percent of 
County (armies!) Total Storage Total Storage 

(acre-feet) (acre-feet) 
Fayette 95,000,000 23,750,000 71,250,000 

Total 95,000,000 23,750,000 71,250,000 

Total storage is given in the first column. Lower percentages of storage are given in the next two 
columns. 

VI. EXPLANATION OF NON-RELEVANCE 
Due to its extreme depth, poor water quality, lack of use and zero anticipated use in the future, the 
Wilcox portion of the Carrizo-Wilcox Aquifer is classified as not relevant for purposes of joint 
planning in Fayette County in Groundwater Management Area 12. 

VII. REFERENCES 
George, P.G., Mace, RE, and Petrossian, K, 2011. Aquifers of Texas. Texas Water 
Development Board Report 380, July 2011, 182p. 

Wade, S. and Shi, J., 2014. GAM Task 13»035 Version 2: Total Estimated Recoverable Storage 
for Aquifers in Groundwater Management Area 12. Texas Water Development Board, 
Groundwater Resources Division, May 16, 2014, 43p.
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Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
908 NE Loop 230 
Post Office Box 1027 512-360-5088 
Smithville, TX 78957 FAX: 512-360-5448 
Tax ID Number 74-2955722 Email: lpgcd/{l loeipincowmurg 

" 
Web Site: mm Imipmesumerorg 

iiiUNiWiaEi‘ minnow“ James Totten, General Manager 

September 27, 2017 

BY CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 
Region K Regional Water Planning Group 
LCRA 
Attn: Region K 
Mailstop R325 
P O Box 220 
Austin, TX 78767-0220 

RE: Notice ofAdoption ofAmended Management Plan by Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation 
District 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Please take notice that on September 20, 2017, following notice and public hearing, the Board of 
Directors of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District adopted an amended Management 
Plan A copy of the amended and adopted Management Plan is enclosed for your review and 
comment, pursuant to 31 TAC §356.6(a)(4), concerning coordination with all surface water 
management entities in the District‘s boundaries 

Please do not hesitate to call ifyou have any questions. 

Very trul yours «7 
. 

' 

i z“ vl/ 
flatten 
General Manager 

Board ot'Dircctors 
Michael Talbot PrCSldCIlL Billy Slim-rill Vlccrlfi‘cildenl. Doug Prim Secretary—lteasurer 

Ilcrhcrl Cook. Dznid I'lcmmgr Lorry Sclmllc. Clifton Seidel. Michael fininiang Slienl Smith. Carl Sieuibach



Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
908 NE Loop 230 
Post Office Box 1027 512-360-5088 
Smithville. TX 78957 FAX: 512-360-5448 
Tax ID Number 74295572: Email: lpgcdm loslpinesualercrg 

Web Site: \\'\\'\\.ltvstilncmuilcrfl ’ 

'llE: 

ciawuwnué flflmwwr James Totten, General Manager 

September 27, 2017 

BY CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 
Brazos G Regional Water Planning Group 
Mr Trey Buzbee, Administrative Agent 
Brazos River Authority 
Ms. Jennifer White 
c/o Brazos G Regional Water Flaming Group 
P O Box 7555 
Waco, TX 76714 

RE: Notice of Adoption ofAmended Management Plan by Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation 
District 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Please take notice that on September 20, 2017, following notice and public hearing, the Board of 
Directors of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District adopted an amended Management 
Plan, A copy of the amended and adopted Management Plan is enclosed for your review and 
comment, pursuant to 31 TAC §356.6(a)(4), conceming coordination with all surface water 
management entities in the District’s boundaries. 

Please do not hesitate to call ifyou have any questions 

V t l , 67;”;n 7a 
@Totten 
General Manager 

Board of Directors 
Micliziul l’albot President. Billy Sliemll Vice-President. Doug Prinz Sccrclury-Trcnsurci 

llcibcn Cook. Di“ id Heinmg. Larry Sclmue. L'lilion Seitlcl. Michael Summing, Slicril Smiili. ( Arl Stcnilmcli~



Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
908 NE Loop 230 
Post Office Box 1027 512-360-5088 
Smithville, TX 78957 FAX: 512-360-5448 
Yax lD Number 74-2955722 Email: ncdm lmtpmcsuzucrorg 

'LI’ 
' 

L‘ 
” ’ Web Site: \\xx“zlostgmcswatctom 

at‘duinwm mmmwmw James Totten, General Manager 

September 27, 2017 

BY CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 
Brazos River Authority 
P O Box 7555 
Waco, TX 76714 

RE: Notice ofAdoption of Amended Management Plan by Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation 
District 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Please take notice that on September 20, 2017, following notice and public hearing, the Board of 
Directors of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District adopted an amended Management 
Plan. A copy of the amended and adopted Management Plan is enclosed for your review and 
comment, pursuant to 31 TAC §356,6(a)(4), concerning coordination with all surface water 
management entities in the District’s boundaries, 

Please do not hesitate to call ifyou have any questions. 

Very truly yours, 
1M 4 a 

grogTotten 
, eneral Manager

~ 

Board of Directors 
Michael Talbot Pl‘c‘ldclll. Billy Sltcrrill Vice-Preudeut. Doug l’nnz Secretary Treasurer 

llcrbcrt Cooki Din id l lomtng. [ any Sclmtte. Clifton Setdel. Michael Stmmung, Sheri] Smith. ('a Stetnbacli



Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
908 NE Loop 230 
Post Ollice Box 1027 512-360-5088 
Smithville, TX 78957 FAX: 512-360-5448 
Tax ID Number 74-2955722 Email: lpgcd’a luslpiiics\\'iilci'0rg 

Web Site: mm Iostpuieswaiemru U: ,L 
y ' 

GRUUNIMKIM 
caNSELv-inuninirslxieir James Totten, General Manager
~ 

September 27, 2017 

BY CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 
Lower Colorado River Authority 
P O Box 220 
Austin, TX 78767—0220 

RE: Notice of Adoption of Amended Management Plan by Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation 
District 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Please take notice that on September 20, 2017, following notice and public hearing, the Board of 
Directors of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District adopted an amended Management 
Plan. A copy of the amended and adopted Management Plan is enclosed for your review and 
comment, pursuant to 31 TAC §356.6(a)(4), concerning coordination with all surface water 
management entities in the District’s boundaries. 

Please do not hesitate to call ifyou have any questions. 

Very truly yours, /:;4 
figotten 

eneral Manager 

Bonrd of Dircciois 
Michael lullml PrcsldL‘llL Bl“) Slicmll VlCCrPl‘eSldellL Doug Pniv Secrelary~ I i'easurer 

Ilcrbcn Cook. Dll\'ld l‘lcniing. 1 any Scliatle. ('lilioii SeideL Michael Siiiiiiiaiig. Slieril Smiili. Carl Siciiihzicli



Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
908 NE Loop 230 
Post Office Box 1027 512-360-5088 
Smithville, TX 78957 FAX: 512360-5448 
Tax ID Number 74-2955722 Email: lpgcdfa loopniesuaremrg 

‘ " Web Site: \\\\\\.]0>Uinc$\\u|er0W 
“"UUNDWEE: James Totten, General Manager~ 

September 27, 2017 

BY CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 
Bastrop West Water Company 
379 Highway 95 N 
Bastrop, TX 78602 

RE: Notice of Adoption ofAmended Management Plan by Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation 
District 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Please take notice that on September 20, 2017, following notice and public hearing, the Board of 
Directors of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District adopted an amended Management 
Plan A copy of the amended and adopted Management Plan is enclosed for your review and 
comment, pursuant to 31 TAC §356.6(a)(4), concerning coordination with all surface water 
management entities in the District‘s boundaries. 

Please do not hesitate to call ifyou have any questions 

Very truly yours. ,,7/4 
gotten 
General Manager

~ 
~ ~ 

Buzird «il‘ Direeiors 
Mieliiiel Talhol President. Billy Slierrill VlCCrl \ldclll. Doug l’rin/ Seer-eiaryr l rciisurcr 

llerberi Cook. Druid i-iClnlllgr 1 any Scliaitc. (‘Iil'tnn Seidel. Mlclnicl Siniinang. Slieril Smilli. Carl Slelnbueli
~



Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
908 NE Loop 230 
Post Oltice Box 1027 512-360-5088 
Smithville, TX 78957 FAX: 512-360-5448 
Tax ID Number 74-2955722 Email: 1pgcdm I0<1pllle>\\rller.urg 

~ 
~~ 

Web Site: \\\\\\.lU>IQI|‘1C>\\£1IklOI£~ if léii‘lE 
unflUNDllilutlt jransrmm mum James Totten, General Manager 

September 27, 2017 

BY CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 

City of Austin 
P O Box 1088 
Austin, TX 78767-1088 

RE: Notice ofAdoption ofAmended Management Plan by Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation 
District 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Please take notice that on September 20, 2017, following notice and public hearing, the Board of 
Directors of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District adopted an amended Management 
Plan. A copy of the amended and adopted Management Plan is enclosed for your review and 
comment, pursuant to 31 TAC §356.6(a)(4), concerning coordination with all surface water 
management entities in the District‘s boundaries. 

Please do not hesitate to call ifyou have any questions 

Very truly yours, 

mes Totten 
eneral Manager 

Board of Direclors 
.\[Icllael lalboi l’residenl. Billy Sherrill Vice-President. Doug Pnn/ scurcurryrrcusumr 

Herbert Cook. Dzmd Flcnung. Larry Sclmuc. Clil'lon Senlcl. Michael Slmmung. Shall Smith. ('arl Swmbuch



Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
908 NE Loop 230 
Post Office Box 1027 512-360-5088 
Smithville, TX 78957 FAX: 512-360-5448 
Tax ID Number 74.295572: Email: lpgcdi’n loxtpiiicsw' er org 

Web Site: \\'\\\\ losiimcsouier org ~~ simunwfliii.“ James Totten, General Manager 

September 27, 2017 

BY CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 
Southwest Milam WSC 
P O Box 232 
Rockdale, TX 78567 

RE: Notice of Adoption of Amended Management Plan by Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation 
District 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Please take notice that on September 20, 2017, following notice and public hearing, the Board of 
Directors of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District adopted an amended Management 
Plan. A copy of the amended and adopted Management Plan is enclosed for your review and 
comment, pursuant to 31 TAC §356.6(a)(4), concerning coordination with all surface water 
management entities in the District's boundaries. 

Please do not hesitate to call ifyou have any questions. 

Very truly yours, 

~~ 
General Manager 

Board of Directors 
Micliuc] Talbot PI‘CSlLlCHL Bill} Slicrrill VICL‘rllrcs‘tdc‘Ill. Doug Priii/ Sccrcttiry-Ircasurcr 

llcibcil took. l)a\ id Hunting. [ tirry Sclititic. ('lit'toii Seidcl Michael Siiiiiiiaiig. Slicnl Sniilli. (zirl Siciiibacli



Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
908 NE Loop 230 

~ ~~ 
Post Office Box 1027 512-360-5088 
Smithville, TX 78957 FAX: 512-360-5448 
Tax lD Number 74-2955722 Email: Ip cilm Imlpliie‘ alcmirg 

Web Site: \\'\\'\\',lgfl|mies\\alemtru 
indium VlliER twmmiimm James Totten, General Manager 

September 27, 2017 

BY CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 
Manville WSC 
P O Box 248 
Coupland, TX 78615—0248 

RE: Notice ofAdoption ofAmended Management Plan by Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation 
District 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Please take notice that on September 20, 2017, following notice and public hearing, the Board of 
Directors of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District adopted an amended Management 
Plan. A copy of the amended and adopted Management Plan is enclosed for your review and 
comment, pursuant to 31 TAC §356.6(a)(4), concerning coordination with all surface water 
management entities in the District’s boundaries. 

Please do not hesitate to call ifyou have any questions. 

Very [9,11% 
4—1; 
J es Totten 
General Manager 

Board of DIICCIUI’S 
Michael lalbol PreflaL Bill). Slicnill V'iccrusideiiti Doug Priii/ Secretary 1 reasurer 

llerberi Cook. DJVId I‘lciiiiiig. LIIIT} Sclinirc. Clifton Seidel. Michael Simiiiaiig. Slieril SHIIIIL Carl Sieiiibacli



Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
908 NE Loop 230 
Post Office Box 1027 512-360-5088 
Smithville, TX 78957 FAX: 512-360-5448 
Tax ID Number 74-2955722 Email: ncdm Ioslpiiie<\\aler.0rg 

Web Site: nu“ luslgincuuilcrnrg 
uRflUND‘il’l‘iiEli

‘ 

inssmniiimmr James Totten, General Manager 

September 27, 2017 

BY CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 
Lincoln WSC 
P 0 Box 336 
Lincoln, TX 78948-0336 

RE: Notice of Adoption ofAmended Management Plan by Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation 
District 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Please take notice that on September 20, 2017, following notice and public hearing, the Board of 
Directors of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District adopted an amended Management 
Plan. A copy of the amended and adopted Management Plan is enclosed for your review and 
comment, pursuant to 31 TAC §356.6(a)(4), concerning coordination with all surface water 
management entities in the District’s boundaries 

Please do not hesitate to call ifyou have any questions. 

Very myy yours, 
Z7 _-, , 

%;:Totten 
eneral Manager 

Boiird of DlreClOl‘S 
Michael lalboi PrC\laL Billy Slicrrill Vicerl’resnleni. Doug Prim Secretary-Treasurer 

[[erberi Cook. Damd l‘lcniing. l arry Selialie. ('lil‘lon Seidel. Micluicl S|IHIIII|II:. Slicril Smith. Curl SlCltllCll



Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
908 NE Loop 230 
Post Ollice Box 1027 512-360-5088 
Smithville, TX 78957 FAX: 512-360-5448 
Tax ID Number 74-2955722 Email: ncdm losipuiesuaiemrg 

Web Site: \\\\\\ loslglnusw‘dlcruru 
p 1.171 

James Totten, General Manager
~ 

September 27, 2017 

BY CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 

City of Lexington 
P O Box 56 
Lexington, TX 78947 

RE: Notice ofAdoption of Amended Management Plan by Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation 
District 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Please take notice that on September 20, 2017, following notice and public hearing, the Board of 
Directors of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District adopted an amended Management 
Plan A copy of the amended and adopted Management Plan is enclosed for your review and 
comment, pursuant to 31 TAC §356.6(a)(4), concerning coordination with all surface water 
management entities in the District’s boundaries. 

Please do not hesitate to call if you have any questions. 

Very truly yours, 

I es Totten 
General Manager 

Board 01‘ Dircciurs 
Michael Ialboi Premium. Blll) Slicrrill Viccrcsida Dung Priii/ Sucrciuryr'l‘rcnsurcr 

llcrberi ('uuL. Dmid Flciiiiiig. lorry Sclixiilc. Clifton Sci cl. Michael Siiiiinuiig. Slicril SiiiillL (‘iirl SlL‘Il‘l’MIL‘ll



Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
908 NE Loop 230 
Post Office Box 1027 512-360-5088 
Smithville, TX 78957 FAX: 512-360-5448 
Tax ID Number 74-2955722 Email: ncd’flItvstpiiiuflvutcrorg 

' 

a"? 
1 

Web Site: \\\\\\ IOSI21II€\'\\C|I€LUTL‘ 

)\ i ii n 

James Totten, General Manager 

September 27, 2017 

BY CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 
City of Giddings 
118 E Richmond St. 
Giddings, TX 78942 

RE: Notice of Adoption of Amended Management Plan by Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation 
District 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Please take notice that on September 20, 2017, following notice and public hearing, the Board of 
Directors of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District adopted an amended Management 
Plan. A copy of the amended and adopted Management Plan is enclosed for your review and 
comment, pursuant to 31 TAC §356.6(a)(4), conceming coordination with all surface water 
management entities in the District’s boundaries. 

Please do not hesitate to call ifyou have any questions. 

Very truly yours, 

es Totten 
General Manager 

Board of Directors 
Michael Talbot President. Billy Slicirill Viccri’resideiil. Doug I’riiiz Sccrcmry-Treaxurcr 

Ilerbei‘l Cook. D.i\ id I’lcming. 1 any Scliaue. ('liiioii Seidel. Michael Slillmflligr Slicril Siiiilli. ('iirl Siciiihiich



Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
908 NE Loop 230 
Post Olfice Box 1027 512-360-5088 
Smithville, TX 78957 FAX: 512-360-5448 
Tax ID Number 74-2955722 Email: nctlm lasipinesmuermg 

Web Site: \\\\\\,lust3lncs\ icrnm 

icimflmoiiiwifi James Totten, General Manager 

September 27, 2017 

BY CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 
Polonia WSC 
P O Box 778 
Lockhar‘t, TX 78644 

RE: Notice ofAdoption of Amended Management Plan by Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation 
District 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Please take notice that on September 20, 2017, following notice and public hearing, the Board of 
Directors of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District adopted an amended Management 
Plan A copy of the amended and adopted Management Plan is enclosed for your review and 
comment, pursuant to 31 TAC §356,6(a)(4), concerning coordination with all surface water 
management entities in the District’s boundaries, 

Please do not hesitate to call ifyou have any questions. 

Very truly yours, 

ames Totten 
General Manager 

Board of Directors 
Michael lalbm Pi'esidenl. Billy Sliemll VlL‘C-PfCMdCIII. Doug Prinz Sccrcluryr I’rcusurcr 

llcrhcn L'ook. Dmid Hemiiig. Larry Scliulie. Clii‘inn Scidcl. Michael Siniiming Slkl‘l SiniilL (‘a Slcmbzicli~



Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
908 NE Loop 230 
Post Office Box 1027 512-360-5088 
Smithville, TX 78957 FAX: 512-360-5448 
Tax ID Number 74-2955722 \ ~~ ~ ~~ 

tauuim‘vim ‘ 

‘cansimvmumsmm James Totten, General Manager 

September 27, 2017 

BY CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 

Lee County WSC 
P O Box 8 
Giddings, TX 78942 

RE: Notice ofAdoption ofAmended Management Plan by Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation 
District 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Please take notice that on September 20, 20l7, following notice and public hearing, the Board of 
Directors of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District adopted an amended Management 
Plan, A copy of the amended and adopted Management Plan is enclosed for your review and 
comment, pursuant to 31 TAC §356.6(a)(4), concerning coordination with all surface water 
management entities in the District’s boundaries. 

Please do not hesitate to call ifyou have any questions. 

Very truly yours, 

ames Totten 
General Manager 

Board of DlICCIUD‘ 
Michael 'Iulbol President. Billy Shorrill Vic , denL Doug l’rln/ Sccrctary-Trczhurer 

Herbert Cook. DilVlLI FICllllllg. I any Schullc. ('Ilt'lon Sculcl. Mtchucl Slmuumg. §hcn| SmnlL Carl §lcn|bach
~



Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
908 NE Loop 230 
Post Office Box 1027 512-360-5088 
Smithville, TX 78957 FAX: 512-360-5448 
Tax ID Number 74-2955722 Email: ncdm Iosrprnesualemrg 

V 

'1" “‘1” l9‘ Web Site: ww“,lostuincsmttcr Ur" 
_ lu r A 

.Q 
GRUUNDWAILR flaws» Wm James Totten, General Manager
~ 

September 27, 2017 

BY CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 
K & K Water Company 
231 Mandy Lane 
Red Rock, TX 78662 

RE: Notice ofAdoption ofAmended Management Plan by Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation 
District 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Please take notice that on September 20, 2017, following notice and public hearing, the Board of 
Directors of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District adopted an amended Management 
Plan. A copy of the amended and adopted Management Plan is enclosed for your review and 
comment, pursuant to 31 TAC §356.6(a)(4), concerning coordination with all surface water 
management entities in the District’s boundaries. 

Please do not hesitate to call ifyou have any questions. 

Very truly yoggs, ere; 
James Totten 
General Manager

~ 

Board of Directors 
Mlclmel lalbnl l’rcsnlcnl. Billy Slicmll VIL‘L‘APFCSIKJCHL Dong Pnn/ Secretary I rcasurcr 

Herberl Cook. Ddud Flcnungr Lnrly Scliattcr ('litirvn Scidcl. Michael Sinnnung. Slicrll SInillL Carl Sictnbacll



Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
908 NE Loop 230 
Post Oflice Box 1027 512-360-5088 
Smithville, TX 78957 FAX: 512-360-5448 
Tax ID Number 74-2955722 Email: ncd’u Iosipiiiesuaiemrg 

Web Site: \\\\\\.l\\>lp|llc§\\g_l_lgr£ 

nuigigywiiimllll' James Totten, General Manager 

September 27, 2017 

BY CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 
Creedmoor-MAI—IA WSC 
12100 Laws Road 
Buda, TX 78610-9607 

RE: Notice ofAdoption ofAmended Management Plan by Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation 
District 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Please take notice that on September 20, 2017, following notice and public hearing, the Board of 
Directors of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District adopted an amended Management 
Plan. A copy of the amended and adopted Management Plan is enclosed for your review and 
comment, pursuant to 31 TAC §356.6(a)(4), concerning coordination with all surface water 
management entities in the District's boundaries. 

Please do not hesitate to call ifyou have any questions. 

Very truly yours, 

3/; 
ames Totten 
General Manager 

""37 

Board of DIICCIUH 
Michael lalbni President. Billy Slicmll V|CCAPFC>ItICnL Doug Prinz Soci'ciiiry~lrczisux'0i' 

Herberi Cook. Daud Fleming, Iurry SCIILIIIC. Clifton Soidcl. Michael Simmiiiig. Slicril Siiiiili.Car1 Sieiiibucli



Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
908 NE Loop 230 
Post Office Box 1027 512-360-5088 
Smithville, TX 78957 FAX: 512-360-5448 
Tax ID Number 742955722 ' 

- Wm. loslpulcxualcrorg 
Web Site: \\'\\\\ loslpmemuicmrg
~ 

hRUUiilllll‘iltR
’ 

cajsrlvar'mnlstxm James Totten, General Manager 

September 27, 2017 

BY CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 

City of Elgin 
P 0 Box 591 
Elgin, TX 78621 

RE: Notice of Adoption ofAmended Management Plan by Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation 
District 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Please take notice that on September 20, 2017, following notice and public hearing, the Board of 
Directors of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District adopted an amended Management 
Plan. A copy of the amended and adopted Management Plan is enclosed for your review and 
comment, pursuant to 31 TAC §356.6(a)(4), concerning coordination with all surface water 
management entities in the District‘s boundaries 

Please do not hesitate to call ifyou have any questions 

Veryt 1y yours, 

* “.27 
James Totten 
General Manager 

Board of Directors 
IVI|C11£IC| [albot President. Bill} Shemll Vice-President. Doug Prinz Sccrcturyr TICI|>|1rCr 

llcrherl Cook. Dm 1d Fleming. lorry Sclmue. (\llllfill Sculel. Miclmcl Summing. Slieiil Smith. Curl Slelnbuch



Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
903 NE Loop 230 
Post Office Box 1027 512-360-5088 
Smithville, TX 78957 FAX: 512‘360-5448 
Tax ID Number 74-2955722 Email: 113.1”! Inslpmcmzncmrg~~ A” V 

‘ Web Si 
«ROUNUWATEK‘ misginwmm James Totten, General Manager 

: w“ \\ losl nucsnulcr org 

September 27, 2017 

BY CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 

City of Bastrop 
P O Box 427 
Bastrop, TX 78602 

RE: Notice ofAdoption ofAmended Management Plan by Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation 
District 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Please take notice that on September 20, 2017, following notice and public hearing, the Board of 
Directors of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District adopted an amended Management 
Plan. A copy of the amended and adopted Management Plan is enclosed for your review and 
comment, pursuant to 31 TAC §356.6(a)(4), concerning coordination with all surface water 
management entities in the District’s boundaries. 

Please do not hesitate to call if you have any questions 

Very trulyyours, 

<- z 
tten 

General Manager 

~ ~~
~ 4:7 

Board ol‘ Directms 
Michael l‘zilbm President. Billy Slicmll V‘lCCrl Mdcml Doug l’rin7 Secretary 1 roasurer 

llcrbcn ('ook. Dmid l‘lcmmg. [ nrry Sclutlc. ('lit'mn SCldL‘l. Michael Simmang‘ Slierll Smith. (‘arl Siembacli
~



Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
908 NE Loop 230 
Post Office Box 1027 512-360-5088 
Smithville, TX 78957 FAX: 512-360-5448 
Tax ID Number 74-2955722 Email: nedfii IUN‘IpI!‘C\‘\\u|$r0fg 

Web Site: uuu.Imipuicsxxaiemm 

James Totten, General Manager :canstnurian mm“ 

September 27, 2017 

BY CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 
Aqua WSC 
P 0 Drawer P 
Bastrop, TX 78602 

RE: Notice ofAdoption ofAmended Management Plan by Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation 
District 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Please take notice that on September 20, 2017, following notice and public hearing, the Board of 
- Directors of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District adopted an amended Management 
Plan. A copy of the amended and adopted Management Plan is enclosed for your review and 
comment, pursuant to 31 TAC §356,6(a)(4), concerning coordination with all surface water 
management entities in the District‘s boundaries. 

Please do not hesitate to call ifyou have any questions. 

Very I 1y yours,

/ 
ames Totten 
General Manager 

Board 01' DII’L‘CIUI" 
PIIK‘IIRICI Tzilbui PI’C\IdCIII. Billy Sliemll Vice-President. Doug Priii/ SCCrClIIryr-I-I’CEISUICI 

Ilerberl ('mik. Dmid Fleming. Iiirry Seliutle. ('lii'ioii Seidel. Mieliael Siiiiiiiaiig. Sheri] Siiiiili.('m1 Steiiihaeli
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Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
908 NE Loop 230 
Post Office Box 1027 512-360-5088 
Smithville, TX 78957 FAX: 512-360-5448 
Tax ID Number 74-2955722 Email: lpgcdfli losipincsnaiernrg 

WGb Site: 
l

. 

James Totten, General Manager~ 

September 27, 2017 

BY CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 
Lee-Fayette Counties Cummins Creek WCID 1 

P O Box 1026 
LaGrange, TX 78945 

RE: Notice of Adoption ofAmended Management Plan by Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation 
District 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Please take notice that on September 20, 2017, following notice and public hearing, the Board of 
Directors ofthe Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District adopted an amended Management 
Plan. A copy of the amended and adopted Management Plan is enclosed for your review and 
comment, pursuant to 31 TAC §356,6(a)(4), concerning coordination with all surface water 
management entities in the District‘s boundaries. 

Please do not hesitate to call if you have any questions. 

Ver tml ours, y/ Ly
~ 

~ ~
~ 

mes Totten 
General Manager 

Board of [)irccmm 
lVllClmCl lalhui Prosida Billy Sherrill \r'icc-Presida Doug Prin/ Summary-Treasurer 

Herbert L imk Dinid Homing. I arr) §clluuc. (‘lillnn Seidel. Michael Siiiiiiiang, Slicril Siiiilli, Curl Slclnhllcil



Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
908 NE Loop 230 
Post Office Box 1027 512-360-5088 
Smithville, TX 78957 FAX: 512-360-5448 
Tax ID Number 74-2955722 Email: nci losipme‘ ziicmrg ~ ~ 

~~
~ 
~~ H 

M 
‘ Web Site: mlgflllic<\\al€r0r“ 

fiRUUNfl‘iW‘it‘ER‘ 
,mssnmflmsumr James Totten, General Manager 

{

, 

September 27, 2017 

BY CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 
Lee County FWSD l 

P O Box 74 
Dime Box, TX 77853 

RE: Notice of Adoption ofAmended Management Plan by Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation 
District 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Please take notice that on September 20, 2017, following notice and public hearing, the Board of 
Directors of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District adopted an amended Management 
Plan. A copy of the amended and adopted Management Plan is enclosed for your review and 
comment, pursuant to 31 TAC §356,6(a)(4), concerning coordination with all surface water 
management entities in the District‘s boundaries 

Please do not hesitate to call ifyou have any questions, 

Very tm yours, 
/ v7 % é::::7 ames Totten 

General Manager 

Board (iii IJii'oclurs 
Michael luihoi President. Billy Slicrrill Vice-President. Doug Prinz Seaman-Treasurer 

Hcrhci't Cook [)mid Fleming. 1 arr,» Scliziue. ('lii‘lnii 501c. Michael Sininiang. Slicril Sniilli. Curl Sieiiibaoli



Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
908 NE Loop 230 
Post Ollice Box 1027 512-360-5088 
Smithville, TX 78957 FAX: 512-360-5448 
Tax ID Number 74-2955722 Email' pgcdfi loslpll‘iu\\\alur,urg ~ ~ Web Site: \\'\\\\ Ins-imimimcmru 

«ROUNDWAIER imam“ mum. James Totten, General Manager
~ 

September 27, 2017 

BY CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 
XS Ranch MUD 
8500 Bluffstone Cove, Suite B 104 
Austin, TX 78759 

RE: Notice ofAdoption ofAmended Management Plan by Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation 
District 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Please take notice that on September 20, 2017, following notice and public hearing, the Board of 
Directors of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District adopted an amended Management 
Plan. A copy of the amended and adopted Management Plan is enclosed for your review and 
comment, pursuant to 31 TAC §356.6(a)(4), concerning coordination with all surface water 
management entities in the District‘s boundaries, 

Please do not hesitate to call if you have any questions. 

Very t y yours, .,/7 4/ (-‘Q/m-«j7 
mes Totten 

General Manager 

Board of Directors 
Michael Ialbm President. Billy Sliemll Vice-Pres‘idenl. Doug I’rinz Secrelaiy- I reasurei 

llerberi Cook. Dmitl l'leming. Larry Scliaiie. L'Iil’iun Seidel, Michael Simmang, Sheri] Smith. Curl Sieinbiich



Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
908 NE Loop 230 
Post Oltice Box 1027 512-360-5088 
Smithville, TX 78957 FAX: 512-360-5448 
Tax ID Number 74-2955722 Email: nedm It)$tplncs\\':llcr.0rg 

' 

:5} Web Site: \\\\\\ losIpiiiesn'aleiaor;v 
naminwmii" taugfliiimmg James Totten, General Manager 

September 27, 2017 

BY CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 
The Colony MUD [F 
100 Congress Ave, Suite 1300 
Armbrust & Brown LLP 
Austin, TX 78701 

RE: Notice of Adoption of Amended Management Plan by Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation 
District 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Please take notice that on September 20, 2017, following notice and public hearing, the Board of 
Directors of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District adopted an amended Management 
Plan. A copy of the amended and adopted Management Plan is enclosed for your review and 
comment, pursuant to 31 TAC §35616(a)(4), concerning coordination with all surface water 
management entities in the District‘s boundaries, 

Please do not hesitate to call ifyou have any questions, 

Very trul yours, 

4 ' Z 
mes Totten 

General Manager 

Board of Direciors 
I\I|CI12\L‘I Talbot PIL‘MLICHI. Billy Slicrrill Vice-President. Doug Prinz Scorctury»Trcusiiicr 

Ilcrhcil ( oak. DHHLI I‘ICIHII‘lgl I any Scliauc. ('lil'lon SCIdCIl I\IICIL’ICI Summing. Slicril Siiiilli. (‘Lirl Siciiihacli



Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
908 NE Loop 230 
Post Oilice Box 1027 512-360-5088 
Smithville, TX 78957 FAX: 512-360-5448 
Tax ID Number 74-2955722 Email: lpgul’fi lo>lpiiic' mm, _~ 

[r 
r Web Site: \i\\\.\.l0xlpil‘lc>y_a_tci oru 

uRdUllllllliilEli EVEWVWWV James Totten, General Manager
~ 

September 27, 2017 

BY CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 
The Colony MUD IE 
[00 Congress Ave, Suite 1300 
An'nbrust & Brown LLP 
Austin, TX 78701 

RE: Notice of Adoption of Amended Management Plan by Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation 
District 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Please take notice that on September 20, 2017, following notice and public hearing, the Board of 
Directors of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District adopted an amended Management 
Plan A copy of the amended and adopted Management Plan is enclosed for your review and 
comment, pursuant to 31 TAC §356.6(a)(4), concerning coordination with all surface water 
management entities in the District’s boundaries. 

Please do not hesitate to call if you have any questions. 

Very truly yours, 

grown 
General Manager

~ 

Board of Directors 
l\«llCl‘li\L‘l 'l iilbm PiesideiiL Billy Sheri-ill Vicerl’residenl. Doug Prinz Secreiary-Treasurer 

llurbcri Cook. Dmid l‘leiiiiiig. l ai'i') Scliaile. Clll'lnii Seidel. Michael Siiiiiiiziiig. Slicril Smilli. Curl SICIIIbiIL'li



Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
908 NE Loop 230 
Post Oltice Box 1027 512-360-5088 
Smithville, TX 78957 FAX: 512-360-5448 
Tax ID Number 74-2955722 Email: lpgrd’n lostplncsuutcrorg 

Web Site: t\\\\\ Iosipinematerorg 

citsgiiimrimm James Tot’ten, General Manager 

September 27, 2017 

BY CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 
The Colony MUD IA 
100 Congress Ave, Suite 1300 
Amibrust & Brown LLP 
Austin, TX 78701 

RE: Notice ofAdoption ofAmended Management Plan by Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation 
District 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Please take notice that on September 20, 2017, following notice and public hearing, the Board of 
Directors of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District adopted an amended Management 
Plan. A copy of the amended and adopted Management Plan is enclosed for your review and 
comment, pursuant to 31 TAC §356i6(a)(4), concerning coordination with all surface water 
management entities in the District’s boundaries 

Please do not hesitate to call if you have any questions. 

Very I 1y yours, 
.7/7 / é"; _“_/* ames Totten 

General Manager 

Board of DHCCIOh 
Micliiicl I'albol PYCSKICHL Billy Slicmll Vlccd’lcxldcnl. Doug Prinz Secrctziiyr'l rcusurcr 

llcibcii (‘ooki lJmid l’lciiiiiig [ am Scliuiie. t'lilinii Scidcl. Vliclmcl Siiiiiiiiiiig Slicril Xil‘lliiL Curl Siciiiliiicli



Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
908 NE Loop 230 
Post Office Box 1027 512-360-5088 
Smithville, TX 78957 FAX: 512-360-5448 
Tax to Number 74-2955722 Email: ncd/a lustpincflmlerorg 

($3 
Web Site: \i\m.Iosigmcmaremre 

R’ I 

uRUUNDWitTE grammatimmu James Totten. General Manager 

September 27, 2017 

BY CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 
Bastrop County WCID 3 
P 0 Box 1627 
Bastrop, TX 78602 

RE: Notice ofAdoption ofAmended Management Plan by Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation 
District 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Please take notice that on September 20, 20I7, following notice and public hearing, the Board of 
Directors of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District adopted an amended Management 
Plan A copy of the amended and adopted Management Plan is enclosed for your review and 
comment, pursuant to 31 TAC §356.6(a)(4), concerning coordination with all surface water 
management entities in the District‘s boundaries 

Please do not hesitate to call ifyou have any questions. 

Very truly yours, 

ames Totten 
General Manager 

Board at Directors 
Michael lalbor President. Billy Sherrill VHX-Pfc‘fldcl‘ll. Doug Prinz Sccrctar'yrl reasurer 

Herbert Cook. Druid I‘leiningi Larry SClItIllci Clifton Sculeli Michael Sinnnnng. Slieril Smith. Carl Steinbacli



Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
908 NE Loop 230 
Post Office Box 1027 512-360-5088 
Smithville, TX 78957 FAX: 512-360-5448 
Tax ID Number 74-2955722 Email: lpgcdm luslplncsoalcrnrg 

Web Site: \uxw lmipinewaiemm
} 
213.39%“ mm James Totten, General Manager 

September 27, 2017 

BY CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 
Bastrop County WCID 1 

P O Box 814 
McDade, TX 78650 

RE: Notice of Adoption of Amended Management Plan by Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation 
District 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Please take notice that on September 20, 2017, following notice and public hearing, the Board of 
Directors of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District adopted an amended Management 
Plan. A copy of the amended and adopted Management Plan is enclosed for your review and 
comment, pursuant to 31 TAC §356,6(a)(4), concerning coordination with all surface water 
management entities in the District‘s boundaries 

Please do not hesitate to call ifyou have any questions, 

Venyfly yours, 4' 7—7 
flTotten 
General Manager 

Board of [)iicctors 
Micliiiul 'l'alhm President. Billy sliernll \r'icerl’resideni. Doug Prinz Secrelary'l‘rcasurcr 

llcrbcrl Cook [)a\ id l'leming. Larry Scliatle. Clifton Seidel. Michael Summing. Sliuril Siniili. Curl Sicinhiicli



Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
908 NE Loop 230 

~~ 
~~~ ~~ Post Office Box 1027 512-360-5088 

Smithville, TX 78957 FAX: 512-360-5448 
Tax ID Number 74-2955722 Email: ncdn’i losipinesuaicr. 'v 

Web Site: \\'\\'\v losipiiiusumemm 

WAItR 
~ ~ caitrtiirritlimrmgi James Totten, General Manager 

September 27, 2017 

BY CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 
Bastrop County WCID 2 
P O Box 708 
Bastrop, TX 78602 

RE: Notice ofAdoption ofAmended Management Plan by Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation 
District 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Please take notice that on September 20, 2017, following notice and public hearing, the Board of 
Directors of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District adopted an amended Management 
Plan A copy of the amended and adopted Management Plan is enclosed for your review and 
comment, pursuant to 31 TAC §356r6(a)(4), conceming coordination with all surface water 
management entities in the District‘s boundaries 

Please do not hesitate to call if you have any questions. 

Very truly yours, 

ames Totten 
General Manager

~ 

Board of Directors 
Michael Talbol PI'L‘SILICIIL Billy Sltcrrill Vice-President. Doug Prinz Secretory-Treasurer 

Ilcrbci'l ('ook. Dm id FICIIHI‘lgi {arr}. Selinttc. Clifton Scidcl. Miclizicl Siiiiiiiziiig. Slicril SHIIIIL Carl Siciiibncli



Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
908 NE Loop 230 
Post Office Box 1027 512-360-5088 
Smithville, TX 78957 FAX: 512-360-5448 
Tax lD Number 74-2955722 Email: lpgctifli losip ’$\\aler.nrg~ 

Web Site: wwwltistiincsiiiiter oru 

Eagllllgiimmi James Totten, General Manager 

September 27, 2017 

BY CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 

Bastrop County MUD l 

3200 Southwest Freeway Suite 2600 
Allen Boone Humphn'es Robinson LLP 
Houston, TX 77027—7597 

RE: Notice of Adoption of Amended Management Plan by Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation 
District 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Please take notice that on September 20, 2017, following notice and public hearing, the Board of 
Directors of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District adopted an amended Management 
Plan. A copy of the amended and adopted Management Plan is enclosed for your review and 
comment, pursuant to 31 TAC §356.6(a)(4), concerning coordination with all surface water 
management entities in the District's boundaries. 

Please do not hesitate to call ifyou have any questions. 

Very tru y yours, 

~~~ 
ames Totten 
General Manager 

Board of Directors 
Michael Talbot President. Billy Slierrill VlCC-Pl’esldfnl. Doug Prinz Secretary-T reasurer 

Herbert Cook Din id Fleming. l LiiTy Scliuttc. Clifton Sci Ll. Michael Siminaiig. Slieril Siiiiili. (zirl Siciiibzicli



Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
908 NE Loop 230 
Post Oilice Box 1027 512-360-5088 
Smithville, TX 78957 FAX: 512-360-5448 
Tax ID Number 74-2955722 Email: lpgcdfil lnslpiiicsuiilcrnrg 

Web Site: \\\\\\ IOSIQmCMVfiICTOIQ
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~ 

~~~ 

~~ 

~~ 

~ ~ 
~ 

~~ 

hRUUNDWiiiER 
CMSEIVAYWN Insulin James Totten, General Manager 

September 27, 2017 

BY CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 

City of Smithville 
P O Box 449 
Smithville, TX 78957 
RE: Notice ofAdoption ofAmended Management Plan by Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation 
District 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Please take notice that on September 20, 2017, following notice and public hearing, the Board of 
Directors of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District adopted an amended Management 
Plan A copy of the amended and adopted Management Plan is enclosed for your review and 
comment, pursuant to 31 -TAC §356,6(a)(4), concerning coordination with all surface water 
management entities in the District’s boundaries 

Please do not hesitate to call ifyou have any questions. 

Very truly yours, [2 
mes Totten 

General Manager 

Board of Dircciois 
MlL‘liflCl Talbot President. Billy Slierrill Vicerl’resident Doug l’i'Iii7 Secretary 1 reasurer 

Hei'bei'l Cook. David Heiiiiiig. 1 any Sclialie Clil’ion Seidel. Michael Siiiiiimiig. Slieril SiiiiiIL Carl Sleiiibauli



Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
908 NE Loop 230 
Post Oltice Box 1027 512-360-5088 
Smithville, TX 78957 FAX: 512-360-5448 
Tax ID Number 74-2955722 Email: lpgcdfa losipmesixaier~~~ ‘ 

MEET ‘3‘ Web Site: \\\\\\.lU.\lJLlncs\ 
GROUNDWATER

‘ 

‘cnnsikvnmu mum James Totten, General Manager 

September 27, 2017 

BY CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 
Forestar Group 
6300 Bee Caves Rd. 
Bldg, 2, Suite 500 
Austin, TX 78746 

RE: Notice ofAdoption ofAmended Management Plan by Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation 
District 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Please take notice that on September 20, 2017, following notice and public hearing, the Board of 
Directors of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District adopted an amended Management 
Plan. A copy of the amended and adopted Management Plan is enclosed for your review and 
comment, pursuant to 31 TAC §356.6(a)(4), concerning coordination with all surface water 
management entities in the District’s boundaries. 

Please do not hesitate to call ifyou have any questions. 

Very tnily yours,

~ ames Totten 
General Manager 

Board of DIICCIOI.‘ 
Michael Talbot Presidemi Blll) SliemII Vic ‘s‘lLlCllL Doug l’i'iii/ Seereiziry- I fL‘iNHl‘L‘l’ 

Herlieii (‘nuki Din id Fleming. 1 arr} Scliulle. ('lilimi Seidel. Michael Slimming. Slieril Siiiiili. ( arl Sieiiibueli
~



Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
908 NE Loop 230 
Post Office Box 1027 512-360-5088 
Smilhville, TX 78957 FAX: 512-360-5448 
Tax ID Number 74-2955722 Email: lpgcdm Ilblpliicsuulernrg 

; Web Site: mmlnsi )Inosuatcr m'u 
tifiu owmra' minimwmm James Totten, General Manager 

September 27, 2017 

BY CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 
Griffin Industries, LLC 
264 FM 2336 
Bastrop, TX 78602 

RE: Notice ofAdoption ofAmended Management Plan by Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation 
District 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Please take notice that on September 20, 2017, following notice and public hearing, the Board of 
Directors of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District adopted an amended Management 
Plan. A copy of the amended and adopted Management Plan is enclosed for your review and 
comment, pursuant to 31 TAC §356.6(a)(4), concerning coordination with all surface water 
management entities in the District’s boundaries 

Please do not hesitate to call ifyou have any questions. 

Very truly yours,M 
,6" W"? 

41:: Totten 
General Manager 

Board of Directors 
Michael Talbot Prcwdclll. Bllly Sherrill Vicerl’residenl. Doug l’nnz Secreiary- l reasurer 

llelbcrl ('ook. Dmid l'lemlng. l arr) Schalle. (‘lil'lnn Seixlel. Michael Simmang. Slrenl Smith. ( url Sicmhucli



Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
908 NE Loop 230 
Post Oflice Box 1027 512-360-5088 
Smithville, TX 78957 FAX: 512-360-5448 
Tax ID Number 74-2955722 Email: ncdiir loslpincxudlerurg 

Web Site: \\'\H\Vl0stpine\\\aler org n i 

’ ‘ ~51 
James Totten, General Manager 

September 27, 2017 

BY CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 
Heart of Texas Suppliers 
4605 Post Oak PL, Ste. 212 
Houston, TX 77027 

RE: Notice of Adoption of Amended Management Plan by Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation 
District 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Please take notice that on September 20, 2017, following notice and public hearing, the Board of 
Directors of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District adopted an amended Management 
Plan A copy of the amended and adopted Management Plan is enclosed for your review and 
comment, pursuant to 31 TAC §356.6(a)(4), concerning coordination with all surface water 
management entities in the District’s boundaries 

Please do not hesitate to call if you have any questions. 

Very truly yours, 
‘ / f ‘9 *"y ames Totten 

General Manager 

Board of Direclors 
Michael Ialbai President. Billy Sliemll Vice-Presideni. Doug Prinz SL‘CI'ClLflerCElSulcl' 

Ilerberi Cook. Dm‘id l lemiiig. Larry Schziuci Clifton Scidcl. Michael Siminiing. Sliciil Smiih. L'url Sreinhach



Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
908 NE Loop 230 
Post Ollice Box 1027 512-360-5088 
Smithville, TX 78957 FAX: 512-360-5448 
Tax ID Number 74-2955722 Email: I «mi/u IUSIpIIiCMHilerfirg 

Web Site: \ Jinx-tyi'iigsiiatcr og ~~ 

«RDIINDWAIER mmwmwmmfl James Totten, General Manager 

September 27, 2017 

BY CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 
Hunters Crossing, LGC 
P O Box 427 
Bastrop, TX 78602 

RE: Notice ofAdoption ofAmended Management Plan by Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation 
District 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Please take notice that on September 20, 2017, following notice and public hearing, the Board of 
Directors of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District adopted an amended Management 
Plan. A copy of the amended and adopted Management Plan is enclosed for your review and 
comment, pursuant to 31 TAC §356i6(a)(4), concerning coordination with all surface water 
management entities in the District's boundaries, 

Please do not hesitate to call ifyou have any questions. 

Very truly yours, 

. ZL/ 
ames Totten 
General Manager 

Board of lJii'ccion 
Michael Talbot President. Billy Slicrrill V Ics‘rllreSldelll. Doug Prinz Secretary- I reasurer 

Ilcrbcri ('imk. DLHId I‘lcming. I Lii'ry Scliattc. ClliTm! Seidel. Michael Simiiiang, Slieril Smiili. ( zirl Sicinlmcli



Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
908 NE Loop 230 
Post OIfice Box 1027 512-360-5088 
Smithville, TX 78957 FAX: 512-360-5448 
Tax ID Number 74-2955722 Email: lpgcdfuImipineswaicrorg 

1mg” " 
i Web Site: “\Hv IUSIQIHCMHIKCJirg 

James Totten, General Manager 

September 27, 2017 

BY CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 
Recharge Water LP 
c/o Bryan Joiner 
2104 Westridge Dri 
Plano, TX 75075 

RE: Notice ofAdoption ofAmended Management Plan by Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation 
District 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Please take notice that on September 20, 2017, following notice and public hearing, the Board of 
Directors of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District adopted an amended Management 
Plan. A copy of the amended and adopted Management Plan is enclosed for your review and 
comment, pursuant to 31 TAC §356,6(a)(4), conceming coordination with all surface water 
management entities in the District’s boundaries. 

Please do not hesitate to call ifyou have any questions. 

Very tru y yours, 

General Manager 

Board of DII’CCIUD‘ 
Michael I'albnt Pl’cHdL‘llL Billy Slieirill VICC’PIC‘IdCHI. Doug I’nii/ Secretary I reusiirer 

IIL‘I’IJCII (wk. Dmid I‘lciiiiiigY Larry Scliatte Clifton Seidel. Michael Siiiiiiiaiig. Slieril Siiiiili. Carl SICIIIDEIL‘II
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N0. 2017-09-01 

RESOLUTION ADOPTING AMENDMENTS TO LOST PINES GROUNDWATER 
CONSERVATION DISTRICT’S MANAGEMENT PLAN 

WHEREAS. the Board of Directors of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District 
(“District”) proposes to amend the District's Management Plan to be consistent with data used in 
the most recently adopted Texas State Water Plan (“Proposed Amendments") as required by 
Texas Water Code § 36107]; and 

WHEREAS, after proper notice under District Rule 14.1, the Board ofDirectors of the 
District (the “Board") held a public hearing on the Proposed Amendments at 7:00 pm. on 
September 20, 2017, at the Bastrop City Hall in Bastrop, Texas; and 

WHEREAS, the Board received no comments related to the Proposed Amendments; and 

WHEREAS, at the same meeting on September 20, 2017, the Board closed the public 
hearing on the Proposed Amendments; and 

WHEREAS, at the a Board meeting on September 20, 2017, upon considering the factors 
as set out in Chapter 36 ofthe Texas Water Code and the District Rules, the Board voted to 
approve the Proposed Amendments; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation 
District that: 

ll The District’s Management Plan is amended to be consistent with the most 
recently adopted Texas State Water Plan and the Proposed Amendments attached hereto 

2. The General Manager is directed to update the District’s Management Plan to 
reflect the revisions in the Proposed Amendments. 

PASSED AND APPROVED ON September 20, 2017. 

Mike Talbot. President 

ATTEST:
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2017/08/2411:52252 2 /3 

as/za/zmv 11:15 979502523 LEE COUNTY CLERK PAGE m/m 
AUG/21001141111 11:15 W FAX 110 P 002 

LOST PINES GROUNDWATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT 
NOTICE OF HEARWG ON MANAGEMENT PLAN 

TM, DATE AND LOCATION 
The Board of Directors of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation District C‘Dlsuicl”) will 
conductshearing on proposed revislan and amendment of the Management Plan at: 

7:00 pm, Septembu 20, 2017 
13231101) (3117‘ Hall 

131] Chestnut Street 
Baswop, Toxus 78602 

BRIEF MANATION 0F SUBJECT OF HEARING 
The proposed amendments to the Districfs existing Management Plan are xelaled to updaxing 
dam in the plan to be consistent wi1h data used in the most recently Adopted Sm: Water Plan. 

COPIES OF PROPOSED MANAGENENT PLAN 
Tm: proposed Management Plan is available for xeview and 60pm at 1211: District offices, 90% 
Loop 230, Smllhville, Ten: 7 8957, or at the District's website. 
WRITTEN AND ORAL COMMENTS 
The District will accept written comments on the proposed Management Plan filed before or at 
the ham-lug. In addition. the D1su-ict will accept Aral comments anbe hearing. 

For additional infer-munch. please contact (he District by calling 512-360-5088 or e-mn’ling 
lpgcd @logmineswatu org. 

Dme:fi11%_d&‘ 12017 

Peggy Camplon 
Assistant Secretary 

FILED AND RECORDED 

AUG 24 21117 

SHARON BLASIG comm CLERK. LEE comm mugs~ FILED 

AUG 24 2m 115 
’37’ 

’2; 
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36°F 6:7 
PUBLICATION 
STATE OF TEXAS 

PUBLIC NOTICE 
Before me, the undersigned authority, a Notary Public in and for the County of Bastrop. State of 
Texas. on this day personally appeared Alejandro Cado. Advertising Agent of the Bastrop 
Advertiser, which is a newspaper of general circulation published in the county of Bastrop in the 
state of Texas. who being duly sworn by me, states that the attached advertisement was 
published at the lowest published rate for Classified advertising in said newspaper on the 
following date(s), to wit. and that the attached is a true copy of said advertisement: the following 
date(s), LOST PINES GROUNDWATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT NOTICE OF HEARING 
ON MANAGEMENT PLAN TIME. DATE AND LOCATION The Board of Directors of the Lost 

Pines Ground, first date of Publication 08/31/2017. last date of Publication 08/31/2017, web and 
print times Published 1. 

LOST PINES GROUNDWATER 
CONSERVATION DISTRICT 
PO BOX 1027 
SMITHVILLE, TX 78957 

Invoice/Order Number: 0000206592 
Ad Cost: $216.00 

Paid: $216.00 

Balance Due: $0.00

/ / 
Sig ned 

(Legal Advertising Agent) 

Sworn or affirmed to. and subscribed before me this 6th day of Segtember 2017 in Testimony whereof. l have hereunto set 

my hand and affixed my official seal, thefiay axdr’year aforesaid. V/l / 

Signed ///l/’/\// 
/ _ (Notary) 

““ 

Please see Ad on following page(s) 

Page 1 of2



LOST PINES GROUNDWATER CONSERVATION DISYRICT 
NOTICE or HEARING ON MANAGEM ENY PLAN 

TIME. DATE AND LOCAYVON The Board of Dlraz(ors oi the Lost 
vlnes Ground waxer Conservanan my ma ("Dls(rl<"') w.” conduct a heanng an roposed remlon and amendment 
of x a Management Plan a: 

7:oop.m., September 20, zen aaswap cm, Hall 13H chennm sneer 
Bastvou, Texas 73502 

BRIEF EXPLANAYION 0F SUBJECY on: HEARING The propo d amendmenu (o the ma. Inn's exlsnng Management Plan are 
related (0 updatln data in the plan to be eanamem wu data used In (he most recenxly adopted State Water 
Plan

~ 

cows; or pnoposzn MANAGEMENT PLAN The proposed Managemem Plan a 
avallable for revlew and (aaylng at the 
Dlsxrin emces, 903 Loop 230. 
Smlxhville, Texas 73957, or at me Disr 
trln's websne. wwoslp-neswater erg 
WRITTEN AND ORAL COMMENYS The Dlsuiu wlll accept wnnen com- ments on (he proposed Managemem 
Plan r led before or a! me hearlng In addmon. the Emma wlll aeeem oral (Dmments at me nearlng.

~ 

Fm adumenal lnformatlon, please (onr 
tact me smu b ealllng 512736075088 mama mg laaelelascameswalermg 
Date August 24, 2017 Peggy (amplon Asslstan( Secretary 

~

~ 

8-3 l/zu l 7 v—onaozoss9zrov 

LOST PINES GROUNDWATER 
CONSERVATION DISTRICT 
PO BOX 1027 
SMITHVVLLE. Tx 75957 

Invome/Orael Number 
Ad Cost 

Fald 

Balance Due 

0000206592 
szle no 
S216 no 

so 00 
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LOST PINES CROUNDWA'I‘ER CONSERVATION DISTRICT 

1 t 

:tv NOTICE OF HEARING ON MANAGEMENT PLAN 
Tel 

.6: 

3‘; TIME, DATE AND LOCATION 
no The Board of Directors of the Lost Pines Groundwater Conservation 

District (“District”) will 

00 conduct a hearing on proposed revision and amendment of the Management Plan 
at:

I an
, 

a 
7:00 pm‘, September 20, 2017 

y’ Bastrop City Hall 

m 131 l Chestnut Street 

W Bastmp, 'l'exas 78602
W 

BRIEF EXPLANATION OF SUBJECT OF HEARING 
‘EC The proposed amendments to the District’s existing Management Plan are 

related to updating 

gar datain the plan to be consistent with data used in the most recently 
adopted State Water Plan. 

:2; 
COPIES OF PROPOSED MANAGEMENT PLAN 

‘id, 
The proposed Management Plan is available for review and copying at the 

District offices, 908 

lug Loop 230, Smithville, Texas 78957, or at the District’s website, 
www.105tgineswatemrg. 

lp-

' 

59‘ WRITTEN AND ORAL COMMENTS 
3;: 

The Disu'ict will amept written continents on the proposed Management Plan 
filed before or at 

gle the hearing. In addition, the District will accept oral comments at the 
hearing.

' 

ne.

' 

‘ 
For additional information, please Contact the District by calling 

512-360-5088 or c-mailing 

Kl“ 
will 

ter
‘ 

335 ‘ me 2017 
see 

33‘ Peggy Campion 
mp Assistant Secretary

l r r J 

1;" (If #16 S (“"71/(‘M17/Lbé1715' [



STATE OF TEXAS 

COUNTY OF BASTROP 

I, Peggy Campion, Assistant Secretary of the Lost Pines Groundwater 
Conservation District, do hereby certify that the attached documents appear to be true and 
correct copies of GM Exhibit 3, Administratively Complete Letter and Draft Permits, GM 
Exhibit 4. Andrew Donnelly‘s April 6, 2018 Report, GM Exhibit 5, Operating Permit 
issued to Forestar (USA) Real Estate Group, Inc. on July 18, 2013, GM Exhibit 6, 
Operating Permit issued to End Op (now Recharge Water LP) on September 21, 2016, GM Exhibit 8, End Op and Aqua Water Supply Corporation Settlement Agreement, GM 
Exhibit 9, District‘s Rules re-adopted April 20, 2016 and GM Exhibit 10, District‘s 
Management Plan re-adopted September 201 , 2017 . I further certify that I am one of the 
custodians of the records of the District“ 

Signed this 26‘“ day ofJuly, 2019. 

Pegg ampion 
Assistant Secretary 

LOST PINES GROUNDWATER 
CONSERVATION DISTRICT


