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AGENDA FOR TODAY

GIVE BRIEF OVERVIEW
- Direction from TWDB
- Information Sources Committee reviewed/considered
- Where changes are being recommended
- Latest version on the website
- Population projections- by county

- Water demands projections- by Water User Group
(WUGs)

- Information provided to each WUG
Next Steps
Answer Questions

Hear Comments
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Memo From TWDB Regarding Projections (12/2/08)
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CHANGES TO CURRENT PLAN

- Only recommending changes to:
- Municipal/Domestic
- Steam electric
- All'other use categories
- No Changes to 2006 Region K approved plan
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SOURCES OF INFORMATION

TX State Data Center projections/estimates
U. S. Census Bureau projections/estimates
2006 Region K projections

LCRA projections in its Water Supply Resource Planning
effort

Capitol Area Planning Council of Governments
(CAPCOG)

Houston-Galveston Area Council (HGAC)
Data from individual counties
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Bastrop County 2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050

2006 Region K Plan 57,733 75,386 97,601] 123,734] 153,392| 190,949

LCRA Study CAPCOG and (0.5)
migration 57,733] 84,600 123,700] 179,500| 258,700 284,000

TSDC Projection (0.5) migration 57,733 76,145 99,333] 127,178] 159,792
TSDC Projection (1.0) migration 57,733 93,054 148,002] 231,789] 357,683

Bastrop County Population Projection
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Blanco County 2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050

2006 Region K Plan 8418 9946 11,756] 13.487] 15,002] 16,641
LCRA Study CAPCOG and (0.5)
migration 8418 11,0000 14,100 17,000]  19,200] 20,900

TSDC Projection (0.5) migration 8,418 10,041 11,902 13,612 15,058

Blanco County Population Projection

150,000

135,000

120,000 —— 2006 Region K

Plan
105,000

—=— LCRA Study
90,000 CAPCOG and
(0.5) migration
75,000 —— TSDC Projection
(0.5) migration

Population

60,000

e US.Census
45,000 Data

30,000

I e S—
15,000 ‘_W

2010 2020 2030 2040 2050 2060
Year

LCRWPG Population and Water Demand Committee Meeting, March 19, 2009

Burnet County 2020 2030 2040 2050

2006 Region K Plan 51,044 60,382 69,271 78,981
LCRA Study CAPCOG and (0.5)
migration 64,700 84,500{ 104,000] 114,000
TSDC Projection (0.5) migration 52,861 63,453 73,912
TSDC Projection (1.0) migration 76,529 105,572| 134,114

Burnet County Population Projection
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Colorado County 2000 2010 2040 2050

2006 Region K Plan 20,390 21,101 22,760 22,801

LCRA Study (1.0) migration 20,390 22,655 25,599 27,800

TSDC Projection (0.5) migration 20,390 21,693 24,782

Colorado County Population Projection
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Fayette County 2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050

2006 Region K Plan 21,804 24,826 28,808 32,363 35,259 38,933
LCRA Study (2006 Plan) 21,804 24,826 28,808 32,363 35,259 38,933

TSDC Projection (0.5) migration 21,804 23,331 25,754 27,983 29,925
TSDC Projection (1.0) migration 21,804 25,344 29,991 34,443 38,459

Fayette County Population Projection
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Gillespie County 2040 2050

2006 Region K Plan X A R X 28,845 28,845

LCRA Study (1.0) migration and
0.5) migration 29,818 31,200

TSDC Projection (0.5) migration 24,929
TSDC Projection (1.0) migration 29,818

Gillespie County Population Projection
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Hays County 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050

2006 Region K Plan 166,342| 242,051 302,795| 363,678| 436,388

LCRA Study (2006 Plan) 166,342| 242,051] 302,795 363,678| 436,388

TSDC Projection (0.5) migration 139,018] 183,170] 229,995| 278,818
TSDC Projection (1.0) migration 170,491] 273,048| 408,831] 573,916

Hays County (all) Population Projection
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Llano County 2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050

2006 Region K Plan 17,044 17,360 17,360 17,360 17,360 17,360

LCRA Study (County Data and
(2000-2004) migration) 17,044 24,514 31,984 34,000 36,000 38,000

TSDC Projection (0.5) migration 17,044 16,599 16,137 15,697 15,562

TSDC Projection (1.0) migration 17,044 17,900 18,194 17,902 17,308
TSDC Projection (2000-2007)
migration 17,044 19,344 21,330 22,433 23,112

Llano County Population Projection
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Matagorda County 2020 2030 2040 2050

2006 Region K Plan 43,295 44,991 45,925 45,793

LCRA Study (1.0) migration 45,431 47,701 48,365 52,300

TSDC Projection (0.5) migration 44,715 47,062 48,664
TSDC Projection (1.0) migration 45,431 47,701 48,365

Matagorda County Population Projection
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Mills County 2000 2010 2020 2040 2050

2006 Region K Plan 5,151 5,137 5414 5,537 5,497

LCRA Study (1.0) migration 5,151 5,773 6,380 6,132 6,800

TSDC Projection (0.5) migration 5,151 5,286 5,658 5,860
TSDC Projection (1.0) migration 5,151 5,773 6,380 6,132

Mills County Population Projection
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San Saba County 2000 2010 2040 2050

2006 Region K Plan 6,186 6,387 7,332 7,365

LCRA Study (1.0) migration 6,186 6,935 8,390 9,200
' TSDC Projection (0.5) migration 6,186 6,475 7,427
'TSDC Projection (1.0) migration 6,186 6,935 8,390

San Saba County Population Projection
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Travis County 2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050

2006 Region K Plan 812,280] 969,955/ 1,185,499 1,385,236/ 1,550,538| 1,722,737
LCRA Study CAPCOG and (0.5)

migration 812,280 1,003,600| 1,208,900 1,434,100] 1,680,200| 1,820,000

TSDC Projection (0.5) migration 812,280| 963,073| 1,107,245] 1,252,016 1,388,561
TSDC Projection (1.0) migration 812,280 1,044,032| 1,310,629] 1,616,092| 1,971,837

Travis County Population Projection

2,000,000
1,900,000 -

1,800,000 - / —— 2006 Region K
1,700,000 Plan
1,600,000 - —=— LCRA Study

CAPCOG and
1,500,000

0.5) migration
1,400,000 o Bl eeton
. (0.5) migration

Population

1,300,000
1,200,000 1
1,100,000 - o US.Census
1,000,000 - Data
900,000 -

800,000 T T T T T
2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050 2060
Year

—=— TSDC Projection
(1.0) migration

LCRWPG Population and Water Demand Committee Meeting, March 19, 2009

Wharton County 2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050

2006 Region K Plan 41,188 43,560 46,045 47,647 48,567 48,590

LCRA Study (2006 Plan) 41,188 43,560 46,045 47,647 48,567 48,590

TSDC Projection (0.5) migration 41,188 44,276 47,381 49,647 50,968

TSDC Projection (1.0) migration 41,188  44,844| 47,893| 49,486 49,069
TSDC Projection (2000-2004)
migration 41,188 44,102| 46,131| 46,102| 43,935

Wharton County (all) Population Projection
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(Williamson County 2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050

2006 Region K Plan 249,967] 352,811 476,833| 625,189| 787,039] 963,542

LCRA Study (2006 Plan) 249,967] 352,811 476,833| 625,189] 787,039] 963,542
TSDC Projection (0.5) migration 249,967] 344,657| 458,673| 599,926 760,740

TSDC Projection (1.0) migration 249,967| 428,708| 695,890] 1,103,794| 1,696,252
TSDC Projection (2000-2004)
migration 249,967| 410,580| 639,130] 957,309| 1,363,624
'TSDC Estimate projected to
2010, then (0.5) migration 249,967| 414,321 528,337| 669,590| 830,404

Williamson County (all) Population Projection
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Initially Prepared Projections of Water Demands

- Steam-Electric Water Demand Projections

- Municipal Population and Water Demand Projections for
each Municipal WUG by County




2 Prepared ea e ater Demand Projectio
STEAM-ELECTRIC WATER DEMAND (AC-FT/YR)
COUNTY 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050 2060

BASTROP COUNTY 12,000 14,000 16,000 18,000 19,500 19,500

2006 Plan| 12,000 14,000} 16,000f 18,000 19,500 19,500}

Difference] 0] 0f q 0l 0f

% change] 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%]
BLANCO COUNTY 0 0| 0 0] 0| 0|

2006 Plan| 0] 0l 0l 0] 0]

Difference] 0] 0f q 0l 0f

% change] 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%]
BURNET COUNTY 0 0| 0 0] 0| 0|

2006 Plan| 0] 0l 0l 0] 0]

Difference] 0] 0f [ 0l 0f

% change] 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%]
[COLORADO COUNTY 0 0| 0 0] 0| 0|

2006 Plan| 0] 0l 0l 0] 0]

Difference] 0] 0f q 0l 0f

% change] 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%]
FAYETTE COUNTY 29,622] 29,702 33,002 63,843 63,843 69,753

2006 Plan| 42,720 43,200 52,500] 63,840 63,840 69,750

Difference] -13,098 -13,498] -19,498] 3 3]

% change] -30.7%) -31.2%] -37.1%j 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%]
GILLESPIE COUNTY 0 0| 0 0| 0| 0|

2006 Plan| 0] 0l 0l 0] 0]

Difference] [y 0f [y 0f

% change] 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%]
HAYS COUNTY 0 0| 0 0| 0| 0|

2006 Plan| 0] 0] 0l 0] 0]

Difference] [y 0f [y 0f

% change] 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%]
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Initially Prepared Steam-Electric Water Demand Projections

(continued)

1,500 15,000
2006 Plan| 1,057 1,159
Difference] 443 13,841 13.@'
% change] 41.9%] 52.3%) 1194.2%) 994.1%)
MATAGORDA COUNTY 83,000] 135,000] 135,000] 135,000/ 135,000
2006 Plan| 80,000] 80,000 102,000} 102,000] 102,000]
Difference] 3,000] 55,000 33,000 33,000 33,000
% change] 3.8%] 68.8%] 32.4%j 32.4%) 32.4%]
o) 0 0
2006 Plan| 0] 0l 0l
Difference] [y [y q
% change] 0.0%] 0.0%]
ISAN SABA COUNTY. 0 0| 0|
2006 Plan| 0] 0]
Difference] 0l 0f 9
% change] 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%]} 0.0%] 0.0%]
TRAVIS COUNTY 17,500/ 18,500 22,500 23,500 27,500
2006 Plan| 17,500 18,500 22,500] 23,500 27,500
Difference] 0] 0f 9 0l 0f
% change] 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%]
[WHARTON COUNTY 2,745 5,351 5,411 5,483 5,572
2006 Plan| 245 351 411) 483 572
Difference] 2,500 5,000 5,000] 5,000] 5,000
% changel  1020.4%|  1424.5%| 1216.5%|  1035.2%] 874.1%)
[WILLIAMSON COUNTY O] 0| 0 0|
2006 Plan| 0] 0l 0l 0]
Difference] [y 0f [y
% change] 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%]

REGION K TOTAL 146,367| 204,053 213,413] 260,826 266,415
2006 PLAN TOTAL 153,522| 156,894| 194,396] 208,982 214,783
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Initially Prepared Municipal Projections

Population Projections

BASTROP
[AQUA WSC

COUNTY

2006 Plan|

2010 m

Difference]

Water Demand PrOJectlons

Difference]

% change]

22.9%] 45.8%]

[BASTROP

8890 12,000 18] 86 27 1B 20,843

2006 Plan|

6519 7ood o7l 1.0 14,208

Difference]

237" 5,00 9,123 15,47 15,635 15,449

9% change|

36.5% 62.6%] 93.8%] 132.2% 110.0%] 89.1%

[BASTROP COUNTY WCID #2

2.354] 3,443 4, 996

2006 Plan|

225

Difference]

% change]

2006 Plan|

Difference]

9% change|

[BASTROP COUNTY WCID #2

2006 Plan|

9% change]

75% 152% 3959

[COUNTY-OTHER

26,964 39,127 56.391] 51006] 68,000

2006 Plan|

Difference]

Difference]

9% change|

[ ol 239

2006 Plan|

3 5303 7 643
__

1,732

26, 75 37.305] 49,43
| 6958

% change|

0. 7%| 4.6%) 14.1%

[CREEDMOOR-MAHA WSC

2006 Plan|

275] 399

Difference]

23
4 107]

% change|

18.4 36.5%]

9,997] 14,61

2006 Plan|

6.411 7,34

Difference]

3588 7,269

Difference]

% change|

[CREEDMOOR-MAHA WSC

2006 Plan|

Differencel

% change|

2006 Plan|

Differencel

1,344
2, 03_3 273 36

[CEE COUNTY WSC

% change]
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s5.0u  98.9%]
892  1305[ 189a]  2.729] 2,096
sod ool 37al  qesdd  20sel 2587

Difference]

3

9% change|

3.8%

[MANVILLE WSC

52 1103 T7as] 1917}

2006 Plan|

% change]

2006 Plan|
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Difference]

_’\ 56| -EE_235 -25
50 7 T I

9% change|

616%  435%)
3 2]

2006 Plan|

Difference]
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331

[POLONIA WSC

% change|

2006 Plan|

Differencel

2006 Plan|
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Differencel

[SMITHVILLE

% change]

2006 Plan|

8 2] 0g]
3.8% 150% 321%| _ 53.0%] 34.4%)

B soe 17 143 13 51 20, 67
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% change]

2006 Plan|

Difference]

1.066]

Difference]
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% change]

2006 PLAN TOTAL]

23.5%]
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% change]
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a Prepared pal Projectio
O <10
Popula Projectio ater Demana Projectio
BLANCO COUNTY 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050 2060 BLANCO COUNTY 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050

[BLANCO 2,43 3115 3,755 4,241 4,617 5,059 [BLANCO 24 51 657 727 786)

2006 Plar| 1,67 1,87 2,403 2611 2006 Plar| 303 331 360) 381 40

Difference] 758 1,248] 2,214] 2,441 Difference] 137 220] 297 346| 371
% change| __ 45.3% 666" 92.1%] 93,89 %changel  453%  666% _ 824% _ 907%  92.1%
[CANYON LAKE WSC 1.26 1774 3,164 3,705 [CANYON LAKE WSC 189 264 336) 399 268
2006 Plar| 1.25 1,76 3,149 368 2006 Plar| 18 267 334) 397] 466}
Difference] 15| 1 Difference] 1 1 2 2| 2]
% change] 05 0.5% 05%] 05% % change] 05%) 5% 05%] 5% 5%)
[COUNTY-OTHER 5,60 7.139) 10,049 10.772] [COUNTY-OTHER 561] 680] 788] 56| 90]]

2006 Plan] 5,661 6.57: 9.027] 9.98: 2006 Plar| 55t 626] 692] 744] 80
Difference] 2 5 1.022] 79 Difference] 54 o il 92
% change] 05% 8.6% 11.3%) 7.9% % change] 05% 86%  139% 151 11.3%)
[JOHNSON CITY 1.616] 2,071 3070 3364 [5OHNSON CiTY 382] 483 574 64 695|
2006 Plar| 1,353 1,545) 2,062 2.26: 2006 Plar| 32 360] 397] 42 467]

Difference] 263 52 1,008] 1,10 Difference] 62 123 177] 21 22t
% chan 19.4% 34.1% 44.5% 49.4% 48.9%) 48.6% %changel  194%  341%| _ 445%  494%  489%
BLANCO COUNTY TOTAL 11,000] _ 14,100]  17,000] 19,200  20,000] 22,900 BLANCO COUNTY TOTAL 1572  1078] 2354  2.602] 2,850

2006 PLAN TOTAL]

9,946 11,756 _ 13.487] 15,002 16,641] 18,544]

2006 PLAN TOTAL]

12
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Initially Prepared Municipal Projections
(continued)
Population Projections Water Demand Projections

BURNET COUNTY 2010 mmmmm BURNET COUNTY
[EERTRAM 1430 1957  2555]  3145]  3.448] 3780} [BERTRAM
2006 Plan] 1307l 15 746l 1958l  21sd 2.5 2006 Plar|
Difference] i3 a3y  sod  ide7l  iasf 1327 Difference]
Sochangd  oa%|  osavl  acaul  eo6u| 75Ul 536%) % changd
[EURNET 6358]  8697] 11358] 13.0980] 15324] 16.802] [BURNET
2006 Piar] mﬂ- 5 2006 Plar|
Difference] 2 522 Difference] B
% change] Y Y ¥ % change] Y 5. ea/
CHSOLM TRAIL SUD T [CHSOLW TRAIL SUD o [ so| 70|
2006 Piar] 7 249 52 o0 I R 2006 Plar] 24 5 m
Difference] iq 2 Difference] 2 | 4 3
% change] E 3% 0 %changd __ 6.3% 559 53°/
COTTONWOOD SHORES [COTTONWOOD SHORES ;55
2006 Piar] 2006 Pla . o
Diference] __ TE 601 Difference] 9 31|
%changd 6. _ BT N 257 N M2 M 5
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Initially Prepared Municipal Projections
(continued)
Population Projections Water Demand Projections
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Initially Prepared Municipal Projections
(continued)
Population Projections Water Demand Projections
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Initially Prepared Municipal Projections
(continued)
Population Projections Water Demand Projections
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Initially Prepared Municipal Projections
(Travis County continued)
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Initially Prepared Municipal Projections
(Travis County continued)

Population Projections
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Initially Prepared Municipal Projections
(Travis County continued)
Population Projections Water Demand Projections
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Initially Prepared Municipal Projections
(continued)
Population Projections Water Demand Projections
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NEXT STEPS

Today
- Hear public comment
Another public meeting- April 15t — same place/time
- Hear public comment
- Additional two weeks for written comments
Committee consider all oral and written comments

Committee provide recommendation to full regional
water planning group

Planning group adopt final population and water demand
projections
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