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Region K Public Meeting
October 11, 2017
Lower Colorado Regional Water Planning Group
(Region K)

October 11, 2017

Agenda

1. Call to Order

2. Welcome and Introductions

3. Public Comments on Agenda Item 8

4. Attendance Report

5. Consent Agenda

6. Texas Water Development Board 

7. Consultant Status Report

Region K Page 2



10/11/17 2

CONSULTANT STATUS 
REPORT

Agenda Item 7
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7. Consultant Status Report
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7. Consultant Status Report
Effort since last meeting (July 12th)

▼ Population, Municipal, and Non-Municipal Demand Projections

– Provided draft non-municipal demand projections to county judges, 
groundwater conservation district representatives, and RWPG members for 
review and comment.

– Continued coordination on revision requests.

– Submitted the sub-WUG request for Aqua Texas – Rivercrest to the TWDB, 
prior to their September 1st deadline.

– Presented Region K status update to CAPCOG Exploratory Water 
Committee.

– Prepared for and presented at the Population and Water Demand Committee 
Meeting on September 14th.  Followed up with meeting minutes and action 
items.

– Met with West Travis County PUA.

– Attended TWDB Conference Call to discuss the Database for this cycle.
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7. Consultant Status Report
Other Items to Note

▼ The Creedmoor-Maha WSC amendment to the 2016 Region K Water 
Plan was approved by the TWDB Board on July 20th. Amendment 
can be found on the TWDB website with the 2016 Regional Water 
Plans.  Also included on the Region K website.
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7. Consultant Status Report
Upcoming effort

▼ Work with the Population and Demand Committee to review and 
develop any remaining recommended population, municipal 
demand, or non-municipal demand revisions to bring to the 
planning group for consideration at the January Region K 
meeting.

▼ Begin work on additional tasks needed for Technical 
Memorandum, due September 2018.
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POPULATION AND WATER 
DEMAND COMMITTEE REPORT

Agenda Item 8
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8. Population and Water Demand Committee Report

▼ Objective Today:

– Present summary of September 14th Committee Meeting

– Present requested population and water demand revisions, 
Committee recommendations, and additional information for 
discussion and consideration by RWPG.  Consider taking action to 
approve any of the revisions for submittal to TWDB.

• If action is taken, recommend doing so by County for Municipal WUGs 
and by Water Use Category for Non-Municipal WUGs, rather than 
waiting until end.

– Identification of remaining potential revisions that will need to be 
considered by the Committee at their next meeting and at the 
January Region K meeting.
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8a.  Summary of Committee Meeting Held 
September 14, 2007

▼ Open meeting.  Draft minutes have been provided to RWPG members. 
Draft minutes will be considered for approval at next Committee 
meeting.

▼ Discussion of draft population and municipal demand projections and 
requested revisions. Incorporated public/RWPG comments into 
discussion.  Identification of which counties still had revision data 
coming where decisions could not yet be made (Travis/Hays).  
Decisions on recommendations to make to RWPG.

▼ Discussion of draft non-municipal demand projections for all water use 
categories.  Incorporated public/RWPG comments into discussion.  
Questions posed to TWDB staff.  Action items directed. Decisions on 
recommendations to make to RWPG.
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8b.  Presentation of Population and Municipal Demand 
Projection Requested Revisions

▼ Update on WUG feedback on draft municipal projections

– 66 out of 114 have responded (58%)

• 37 are not requesting any changes
• 4 have changes that mainly affect another region
• 6 have made contact, but not provided feedback
• 19 are requesting changes affecting our region

New or updated since last meeting:  
Austin
Lakeway MUD
Leander
Meadowlakes MUD
North San Saba WSC
San Saba
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8b.  Presentation of Population and Municipal Demand 
Projection Requested Revisions

▼ Revision Requests and Recommendations
• Note: changes to Population and/or Base GPCD will impact Municipal Demands

– Bastrop County (no changes requested)
– Blanco County (no changes requested)
– Burnet County 

• Granite Shoals – Population decrease for 2020-2070 due to lower 
anticipated growth than TWDB projections show. 
– Recommended for RWPG approval by Committee

• Meadowlakes MUD – Population decrease for 2030-2070 due to 
expectation of reaching buildout early in 2020 decade.

• Bertram – no details yet, but could be a factor in balancing the county 
population.

• How to address decrease in Burnet County population?
– Option 1 is to increase County-Other
– Option 2 is to move excess population to another county and decrease Burnet 

County’s overall population
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8b.  Presentation of Population and Municipal Demand 
Projection Requested Revisions

▼ Revision Requests and Recommendations
• Note: changes to Population and/or Base GPCD will impact Municipal Demands

– Colorado County (no changes requested)

– Fayette County

• Fayette County WCID Monument Hill – Request for higher municipal 
demands based on water use reports submitted to Fayette County GCD for 
the last nine years.  TWDB data matches water use reports, so unsure of 
reason for discrepancy with projections.  Recommend increasing 2020 
population slightly, based on TCEQ WDD population; recommend increase 
to Base GPCD to reflect 2011 water use.
– David Van Dresar confirmed need to increase projections
– Recommended for RWPG approval by Committee

• How to address small increase in Fayette County population?
– Recommend small decrease to County-Other population in 2020.

– Gillespie County (no changes requested)
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8b.  Presentation of Population and Municipal Demand 
Projection Requested Revisions

▼ Revision Requests and Recommendations
• Note: changes to Population and/or Base GPCD will impact Municipal Demands

– Hays County – We have received requests, but need some additional 
information from the WUGs before we can bring you the final recommended 
revised numbers – January meeting.
• Austin
• Dripping Springs WSC
• West Travis County PUA

– Llano County (no changes requested)
– Matagorda County (no changes requested)
– Mills County (no changes requested)
– San Saba County

• North San Saba WSC – Request for small increase in 2040-2070 population, based 
on expectation that second homes will become permanent retirement homes.
– Committee comfortable with request because it is small, but TWDB may not agree due 

to lack of documentation.

• Recommend corresponding decrease to County-Other if RWPG approves.
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8b.  Presentation of Population and Municipal Demand 
Projection Requested Revisions

▼ Revision Requests and Recommendations
– Travis County – We have received requests, but need some additional 

information from some of the WUGs before we can bring you the final 
recommended revised numbers – January meeting.

• Aqua Texas – Rivercrest (sub-WUG)
• Austin
• Lago Vista
• Lakeway MUD
• Leander
• Oak Shores Water System
• Pflugerville
• Rough Hollow CRU
• Sunset Valley
• Sweetwater CRU
• Travis County WCID 17
• Travis County WCID Point Venture
• Wells Branch MUD
• West Travis County PUA
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8b.  Presentation of Population and Municipal Demand 
Projection Requested Revisions

▼ Revision Requests and Recommendations

– Wharton County

• City of Wharton – Request for significant increase in population, based on 
recent planning study, but no available documentation to support the large 
increase.
– Committee does not recommend revising Wharton’s numbers.  Will look at next 

cycle.  Will work with Wharton to incorporate strategies and supplies, as able.

– Williamson County – WUGs are shared with Travis County. Will 
coordinate with Travis County numbers for January meeting.

• Austin
• Wells Branch MUD
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8b.  Presentation of Population and Municipal Demand 
Projection Requested Revisions

▼ Revision Requests and Recommendations

– General Committee Recommendation

• Base GPCD numbers
– Original TWDB Base GPCD numbers with draft projections were from last 

cycle (city boundaries).

– Historical data sent out by TWDB in June shows GPCD estimates based 
on updated utility boundaries.

– GPCD numbers are very different, in some cases.

– Committee recommends to RWPG that where different, Region K 
requests TWDB to use the utility boundary GPCD numbers (2011 water 
use) in place of the ones sent out with the draft projections.  Exception for 
WUGs that have requested specific changes to their Base GPCD 
numbers.
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8c. Presentation of Non-Municipal Demand Projection 
Requested Revisions

▼ Presentation of Draft Non-Municipal Demand Projections and 
potential revisions.

– Presented by Water Use Category

• Livestock
• Steam-Electric
• Mining
• Manufacturing
• Irrigation
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8c. Presentation of Non-Municipal Demand Projection 
Requested Revisions

▼ Draft Livestock Water Demand Projections

▼ Methodology:
– 2020 projections – average water use from 2010-2014;  keep 2020-2070 constant
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8c. Presentation of Non-Municipal Demand Projection 
Requested Revisions

▼ Draft Livestock Water Demand Projections for 2021 Plan in AFY, 
compared to 2017 State Water Plan Projections:
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8c. Presentation of Non-Municipal Demand Projection 
Requested Revisions

▼ Livestock

– Based on comment from Ron Fieseler regarding projections in Blanco 
County, Committee requested TWDB supporting data for Livestock 
projections.

– TWDB staff and Committee acknowledge that it is difficult to obtain 
accurate data for Livestock water use.

– Currently, no available documentation to support recommending any 
revisions to Livestock in any county.
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8c. Presentation of Non-Municipal Demand Projection 
Requested Revisions

▼ Draft Steam-Electric Water Demand Projections

▼ Methodology:
– 2020 projections - highest water use from 2010-2014 plus planned new facilities 

and minus scheduled retiring facilities; keep 2020-2070 constant
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8c. Presentation of Non-Municipal Demand Projection 
Requested Revisions

▼ Draft Steam-Electric Water Demand Projections for 2021 Plan in 
AFY, compared to 2017 State Water Plan Projections:
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8c. Presentation of Non-Municipal Demand Projection 
Requested Revisions

▼ Steam-Electric

– Revisions needed for Llano County and Wharton County, based on 
reporting and location discrepancies.
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8c. Presentation of Non-Municipal Demand Projection 
Requested Revisions

▼ Mining 

▼ Historical mining water use estimates broken down into fresh, reuse, 
and brackish groundwater
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8c. Presentation of Non-Municipal Demand Projection 
Requested Revisions

▼ Reminder that mining demand totals by county have not changed 
from the 2017 State Water Plan:
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8c. Presentation of Non-Municipal Demand Projection 
Requested Revisions

▼ Mining

– Committee discussed potential revisions for Bastrop County, Burnet 
County, and Matagorda County.

• Burnet County – Central Texas GCD thought the draft projections are 
reasonable.

• Matagorda County – Historical data that may have supported a change was 
based on incorrect water use survey data entry for 2014 and 2015.

• Bastrop County – Committee thinks it’s unlikely that increased mining will occur 
for the next 50 years.  Directed AECOM and James Kowis to develop revised 
projections for consideration by RWPG.
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8c. Presentation of Non-Municipal Demand Projection 
Requested Revisions

▼ Draft Manufacturing Water Demand Projections

▼ Methodology:
– 2020 projections - highest water use from 2010-2014; 2030 projections - use 

TWC employee growth projections; keep 2030-2070 constant
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8c. Presentation of Non-Municipal Demand Projection 
Requested Revisions

▼ Draft Manufacturing Water Demand Projections for 2021 Plan in AFY, 
compared to 2017 State Water Plan Projections:
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8c. Presentation of Non-Municipal Demand Projection 
Requested Revisions

▼ Manufacturing

– TWDB provided Potential Unaccounted Manufacturing Water Use in 
2015.
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8c. Presentation of Non-Municipal Demand Projection 
Requested Revisions

▼ Manufacturing – potential revisions based on using 2015 as the peak year 
where the unaccounted for water loss makes the water demand larger than 
2010-2014
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8c. Presentation of Non-Municipal Demand Projection 
Requested Revisions

▼ Manufacturing 

– In addition, City of Austin has requested revisions to the Travis County 
manufacturing demands. (see handout from COA)
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8c. Presentation of Non-Municipal Demand Projection 
Requested Revisions

▼ Manufacturing 

– Incorporating City of Austin request into revisions using 2015 demands:
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8c. Presentation of Non-Municipal Demand Projection 
Requested Revisions

▼ Draft Irrigation Water Demand Projections

▼ Methodology:
– Baseline: Average historical water use over the 5-year period (2010 – 2014), 

constant between 2020 and 2070.
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8c. Presentation of Non-Municipal Demand Projection 
Requested Revisions

▼ Draft Irrigation Water Demand Projections for 2021 Plan in AFY, 
compared to 2017 State Water Plan Projections:
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8c. Presentation of Non-Municipal Demand Projection 
Requested Revisions
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8c. Presentation of Non-Municipal Demand Projection 
Requested Revisions

▼ Irrigation

– Committee discussed Travis County historical irrigation increases.  
TWDB discovered an error in the historical data for 2013-2015, which 
impacts the average used for the projections.

• Region K will need to request a revision of Travis County’s irrigation demands from 
6,010 AFY to 4,816 AFY for 2020-2070.

– Committee discussed projected irrigation demands for Colorado, 
Wharton, and Matagorda counties.  

• Committee came to a consensus that using the years 2010-2015 for analysis is not 
a good option for the surface water component of the irrigation demand.

• Committee noted that historical groundwater use for that period remained fairly 
constant, so the RWPG can consider using the 2010-2014 average for the 
groundwater portion of the demand.

• Committee directed David Wheelock and Daniel Berglund to develop a 
methodology and data based on acreage and irrigation rates to bring to the RWPG 
for consideration.
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8d. Identification of Remaining Potential Revisions

▼ Municipal
– Bertram in Burnet County

– WUGs in Hays County, Travis County, and Williamson County

– Others identified today?

▼ Non-Municipal

– Water use categories not ready for approval today (Irrigation, others?)

– Other potential revisions identified?

▼ May receive additional requests prior to January meeting
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Agenda

9. Other Committee Reports (as needed)

10. Agenda items for next meeting

11. New / Other Business

12. Public Comments

13. Adjourn
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