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RESPONSE OF THE POST OAK SAVANNAH GROUNDWATER
CONSERVATION DISTRICT TO THE PETITION FOR INQUIRY
FILED BY CURTIS CHUBB

Introduction

The Post Oak Savannah Groundwater Conservation District (“District”)! has, from its inception
long before the decisions in the Da;/2 and the Bragg cases and the more recent amendments of
Section 36.002, Texas Water Code,” “...emphasized the fact that conserving and protecting the
aquifers requires actual management of the aquifers to realize the benefits and values of the
resource, and the rights of the owners of the water on an on-going basis, while assuring the
aquifers are a viable resource for not only a planning period of fifty years but thereafter into the
future.” * The District has accomplished, and does accomplish, its goals and duties to conserve
and protect the aquifers by adopting and enforcing Rules and a Management Plan that secure the
ability of the District to manage water production and the aquifers, protect the property rights of
landowners and provide water for the State of Texas, and the State needs groundwater that can

be produced on a sustainable basis without damage to or depletion of the aquifers. The owners

! Sec. 36.001, Texas Water Code, defines district as foliows: "District" means any district or authority created under
Section 52, Article ITI, or Section 59, Article X V1, Texas Constitution, that has the authority to regulate the spacing
of water wells, the production from water wells, or both. [Emphasis Added]
? Edwards Aquifer Authority v, Day (Tex. 2012) 369 SW 3™ 814; Edwards Aquifer Authority v. Bragg (CA San
Antonio 2013) 421 SW 3 118. :
¥ Tn pertinent part, Sec. 36,002, Texas Water Code, (a) The legislature recognizes that a landowner owns the
groundwater below the surface of the landowner's Iand as real property. [Emphasis Added] .

{b) The groundwater ownership and rights described by this section:

(1) entitle the landowner ... to drill for and produss the groundwater below the surface of real property
... without causing waste or malicious drainage of other property or negligently causing subsidence ...

{¢) Nothing in this code shall be construed as granting the authority to deprive or divest a landowner ...
of the groundwater ownership and rights described by this section.

(d) This section doss not: ...

(2) affoct the ability of a district to regulate eroundwater production as authorized under Section 36,113, 36.115,

or 36.122 or otherwise under this chapter or a special law governing a district; [Emphasis Added)
* See: Exhibit “A” presented by Gary Wesibrook, General Manager, at the University of Texas School of Law,
2014 Texas Water Law Institute, November 21, 2014,
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of land that overlie an aquifer are entitled to an equitable share of the water that can be produced
from the aquifer underlying their property on a long-term and sustainable basis without damage
to or impairment of the aquifers., Neither is there a compelling reason to restrict groundwater
production to less than the two acre feet/acre until actual groundwater ?roduction from an aquifer
begins to approach the Modeled Available Groundwater (“MAG™)’ and/or conditions in the
aquifer approach the adopted Desired Future Conditions (“DFCs™) and, eventually, in the long-
term, actnal sustainable yield established for that aquifer. The District views its mission as being
one to protect and conserve the aquifers by managing the aquifers and production in 2 manner to
avoid harm to the aquifers, sustain the long-term viability and production of the aquifers, and
permit the State and landowners to benefit from the long-term availability of a sustainable supply
of groundwater,

The Petitioner continues to refuse to understand the purpose of the MAG and the fact that it is
the predicted estimated production that can be produced every year over a period of 50 years to
accomplish the DFCs in 2060. He simply disagrees with the District’s approach of permitting the
production of proundwater subject to the reserved authority to limit and decrease the volume of
permitted production as more landowners seck production permifs, production otherwise
increases, or monitoring of the groundwater and aquifers evidences that authorized production
should be limited to benefit the aquifer or assure the long-term sustainable yield of the aquifer is
accurate, As stated in a guest editorial written by the Petitioner and published in the Cameron
Herald on February 13, 2013, attached as Exhibit “B”, the Petitioner’s primary view is that the
District should not permit more water production than the 2,000 acre feet estimated in 1936 to be
the amount of water recharged into the deep portion of the aquifers annually, and the State
Legislature can take away the authority of the District to enforce the Rules and reduce the
permitted production per acre as required to both protect the aquifers and allow all landowness to
obtain permits for a pro-rata share of permitted production.® This 1936 report is pre- -development
of the aquifers in question and outdated science.

The Rules of the District and all drilling, operating and production permits issued by the District
provide that permitted groundwater productlon can be modified and reduced as needed to protect
the aquifers and achieve the DFCs.” The Dlstrlct has “...the ability to implement Speclﬁc
management strategies, such as curtailment....”® This D1strlct s management approach is in part
based on this authority and absent an identiﬁed issue regarding a specific permit application, the
Rules allow permits to be issued for the annual production of up to two acre fect/acre of
groundwater until such time as total groundwater production, the monitored water levels in the

5 Sec. 36.01, Tex, Water Code, defines the MAG as follows: "Modeled available groundwater" means the amownt of
water that the executive administrator determines may be produced on_an_average annual basis to achieve a
desired future condition established under Section 36.108, [Eniphasis Added]

® The Legislature may have that authority, just as it has the authority to abolish the District. However, given the
property rights of all landewners any such legislation would likely be constitutionally challenged, See: Governor
Abbott Vefoes Fouse Bill 2647, attached as Exhibit #C?.

" Regardless of the DFCs that are adopted in future years, the District’s Rules, Management Plan and strategy will
accomplish those DFCs.

¥ See: Exhibit “C”
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aquifers, modeled available groundwater and other factors indicate that permitted production
should be decreased to asstre accomplishment of the adopted DFCs.

The District Rules were designed and are enforced to prevent a “land rush” for production
permits and avoid management of permit production based on priority in time of permits, From
its inception, the District has adopted and enforced rules that allow each landowner to obtain 2
production permit for a proportionate share of the groundwater that can be then produced from
aquifers that underlie his/her land surface, without damage to the aquifers.” The District realizes
and understands that at some future time the production currently permitted by the District per
acte will be reduced, and may thereafter be reduced further as nécessary to accomplish the
DFCs. For example, if at some future date the permitted production per acre has been reduced to
one acte foot/acre, or less, and the owner/lessee of a large number of acres applies for a permit,
the then permitted acre feet/acre will be reduced by the amount necessary to enable the issuance
of the new permit at the newly established ratio of acre feet/acre, and all outstanding permits will
be gradually thereafter reduced to the newly established ratio of acre feet/acre.

Section 16 of the Rules provides for the monitoring of water production and the aquifers,
requires investigation and study at specific threshold points and, as do other rules, gives notice
that the District has the authority and will take action in order to comply with the DFCs. Section
16 does not limit the District to any specific steps or actions, rather it preserves the general
authority of the Board to base its actions on the whole of the available information resulting from
additional studies and investigation, and give more or less weight to individual studies, reports
and development, including, but not limited to, the pace of the changing conditions.

Summary Response to Petitioner’s Stated Reasons for Filing the Inquiry

Petitioner sites Sec. 36.1082(7), (8) and (9) as the basis for requesting the inquiry. An
abbreviated review of the District’s Rules and related actions negates Petitioner’s claims.

(1) [TIbe rules adopted by a district are not designed to achieve the desired future conditions
adopted by the management area during the joint planning process.

The District currently maintains 88 monitoring wells and is increasing the number of monitoring
wells annually. These wells are used to monitor actual water levels within the aquifers, In
addition to other applicable provisions in the Rules, Section 16 provides for the District to use
groundwater maodeling, actual and estimated groundwater production, the monitored level of
groundwater in the aquifers and other information to help achieve the DFCs and to manage
groundwater production as needed to protect the aquifers, give appropriate consideration to the
MAG and accomplish the DFCs. The most recent Monitoring Well Report, dated April 2015, is
available at www.posged.org. '

® There is no first in time priority for permits. A permit issued in 2010 will be on equal footing with a permit that is
Post Oak Savannah Groundwater Conservation District
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Rule 16.3 requires the monitoring of the aquifers and groundwater production. Rule 164, in
pertinent part, states that:

“Monitoring and threshold levels will be used to initiate appropriate responses designed
to help achieve the DI'Cs, conserve and preserve groundwater availability and protect
groundwater users.” '

Rule 16.4 establishes four threshold levels at which reviews and actions will be taken, and each
of those threshold levels and required actions are substantially based on actual production
reaching a specific percentage of the MAG, or the percentage of the water drawdown level
(monitored water level) being greater than a specific percentage of the average groundwater
drawdown adopted as a DFC. The percentages vary depending on the threshold level, but, as an
example, at Threshold Level 1 the trigger point is production reaching 70% of the MAG or 60%
of the DFC. The required action increases with each threshold level as the percentages of the
MAG or the percentage of the DFC increase. However, if any study, model result or
measurement evidences the need for a prompt action by the Board, the Board has that authority.

(2) [T]he groundwater in the management area is not adequately protected by the rules adopted
by a district.

The District’s Management Plan and Rules provide a comprehensive regulatory and monitoring
program designed to allow landowners, the local economies and the State to realize the benefits
of the groundwater available within the District on a long-term sustainable basis. Until such time
as production reaches 70% of the MAG, or 60% of the DFCs, or projected water level
drawdowns indicate the DFC for 2060 will be excesded within fifteen (15) years, the District
will generally issue appropriate permits for up to two acre feet/acre of groundwater production.
However, the Rules specifically provide for the Board to lessen the production per acre based on
other relevant factors and to amend, modify and reduce the production authorized for cach
permittee as needed to give proper consideration to the MAG and comply with the DFCs. The
Rules further allow landowners to obtain new permits after a reduction in the volume of
production permitted per acre of land ovetlying an aquifer, or within a specific Management
Zone, even though the additional permit may result in a further reduction of the production
authorized by previously issued permits. In this manner, the DFCs can be achieved while at the
same time permitting each owner of groundwater to share equitably in the volume of
groundwater that may be produced within the District with compliance with the DFCs and the
protection, conservation and long-term preservation of the aquifers and water supply.

The District Rules currently total 88 pages. Those Rules arc a living document'® that is amended
and modified regulatly to address new information and issues. No one Rule fully protects the

9 For example, recent amendments to the Rules added requirements for the vertical spacing of wells, to the
traditional requirement for horizontal spacing, for the Yegua Jackson Management Zone. ' ‘

Post Oak Savannah Groundwater Conservation District
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groundwater that is within the District; however the Rules as a whole very substantially protect
the groundwater and the management of groundwater within the District, The District’s Rules are
available on the District’s website at www.posged.org.

(3) [Tihe groundwater in the management area is not adequately protected due to the failure of a
district to enforce substantial compliance with its rules.

Selected quotes taken out of context do not establish the District’s failure to enforce substantial
compliance with the Rules. The District enforces the Rules administratively as written, and has
otherwise enforced the Rules both by administrative fines!! and obtaining civil judgments,’

It appears Petitioner’s primary complaint with respect to this point is that he disagrees with the
District’s consideration and application of Rule 7.6, Without specific applications being raised,
it is difficult to reply to this point except in a general response to Petitioner’s three points that, in
sum, simply disagree with the management approach the District adopted to consider the MAG
and comply with the DFCs, recognize property rights, make a renewable groundwater supply
available, and protect the groundwater supplies and aquifers. The District’s approach is to
accomplish these duties by controlling and limiting actual groundwater production rather than
permits. The District’s management approach is reviewed and explained in the paper presented
by the General Manager and attached as Exhibit “A”.

Response to Petitioner’s Basis for the Petition — Part 1
Petifioner’s Rule 5.1.2 Allegations and Conelusions.

(a) The District does not make exception to the apparent intent of Petitioner’s allegation that
“Rule 3.1.2 grants everyone within the District the right to apply for production permits to
pump up to 2 acre-fee/year/acre” for a beneficial use. The District cannot prevent the filing of
an application for a permit. However, Rule 5.1.2 actually prohibits the production of more
than 2 acre feet/acre/year from all non-exempt wells, and Rule 5.2.1 provides that land that is
not located over an aquifer will not be included in the volume of water permitted to be
produced.”® More importantly, Rule 5.1.2, references Section 16 of the Rules, and provides
that if water production for a Management Zone reaches the level at which reduction in the
permit amounts are made the production authorized by permits may be reduced. Rule 5.1.5
reinforces this: “A well or well system may not be operated such that the total annual
production exceeds the permitted amount, less any reduction required under Section. 16.”

" As an example, See Exhibits “D-1” and D-2” - imposition and payment of an administratively imposed fing;
 Exhibit “B” is a final Jjudgement issued by a district court in a case filed by the District, '

B Other Rules are also applicable and applied as appropriate to permit applications, e.g. requiring a mitigation plan,
requiring alternate supply be available, and the Rule 7.6(5) proviston. that if the applicant has existing production
permits that are underutilized and fails to document a substantial need for additional permits to increase production,
the permit may be denied.

Post Oak Savannah Groundwater Conservation District
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Petitioner simply disagrees with the management and regulatory approach adopted by the
District to accomplish its goals and duties without infringing on property rights, ie. the
control and management of production to give consideration to the MAG and comply with
the DFCs rather than limiting permit amounts to volumes that may not be reached by 2060.

(b) The District cannot control the requests actually made in an application. Rather, the District
acts on the applications consistent with the Rules and Chapter 36. There may in fact be
1,088,000 acres within the District. However, no economically viable aquifers are Jocated
within a large area of Northwest Milam County. Further, Rule 5.2 specifically provides that
land and water rights that:

(i) isnotlocated over the aquifer from which a well is authorized to produce water, will
not be included in calculating the volume of water permitted to be pumped under Rule 5.1;"

(ii) is located south of the saline line will not be included in calculating the volume of water
permitted to be pumped under Rule 5.1 for a well that is located north of the saline line;™

(iii)  is located south of the saline line will only be included in calculating the maximum
production permitted for a well that is located south of the saline line;'® and -

(iv) Maximum allowable production authorized by 7perr:nit for a well or well system, other
than production authorized by a historic use permit'’, may be reduced as provided in these
rules. Permitted production may be reduced as provided in Section 16.

Petitioner’s Rule 7.6 Allegations and Conclusions.

The District obviously considers and applies the provisions of Rule 7.6 when considering a new
permit application. Petitioner’s complaint is that the District does not consider and apply Rule
7.6 as he would apply the Rule. General statements and quotes taken out of context are not
indicative of the regulation and management systern adopted and applied by the District, e.g.
quoting an abbreviated statement made by legal counsel in a response to a question made in an
open meeting about a specific pending application. As above, the District’s Rules and
Management Plan are structured to enable the District to aclually manage conservation and
production fo achieve the DFCs by regulating water production while considering the MAG
rather than limitidg the permits available to the first come first served approach. The provisions
of Rule 5.1, 5.2 and Section 16, and various other provisions of the Management Plan and the
Rules, are applicable and clearly establish that the District has rules in place to consider the

" Rule 5.2.1.

® Rule 5.2.2.

' Rule 5.2.3.

" Historic Use Permits are issued for, and limited to, the life of the well. Historic Use Permits vill gradually
diminish away and become subject to all the rulss and perritting requirements. The “indefinite term™ stated in Rule
7.1.8 is the life of the well. This Rule, as are all others, will enable the District to accomplish the long-term DFCs..

Post Oak Savannah Groundwater Conservation District
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MAG and make such. adjustments as needed to comply with the DFC requirements.

Rule 7.6 is used and applied for the intended purpose as are the other rules, e.g. Rule 7.4, and
Petitioner’s three summary points on this rule are conclusions of law.'® It is not practical, in a
compilation of a set of comprehensive rules, to repeat every requirement of the rules in every
rule. The Rules provide more than adequate provisions to assure the District has the authority
and methodology in place to comply with the DFCs. They just do not approach these
requirements by limiting the total permits to an amount per acre foot that will be required if and
when permits are issued for the production of water from every acre within the District.

Permitting the production of groundwater until total production approaches 70% of the MAG or
water levels reach 60% of the DFCs, or projected drawdown will exceed the DFECs within 15
years, benefits both the State, the landowners and the local economies. It is also important to
note the Rules also provide for the protection of the aquifers and groundwater in multiple other
respects.  The District’s Rules, Management Plan and on-going application of those to the
business of the District are specifically designed to consider the MAG and comply with the DFC
requirements to attain a future balance that will reach a sustainable level of water production and
preserve the benefits of the aquifers for future generations.

Petitioner’s Section 16 Allegations and Coneclusions.”

The Petitioner’s reliance upon excerpts from general statements regarding “approving all
permits” does not support either of his stated reasons for filing the petition, Although a material
majority of the permit applications to date have been granted, all permit applications have simply
not been granted and some have never even progressed to a hearing before the Board. Equally
so, the “hear say” quote of another groundwater district is not relevant and is also very likely not
a true statement. The regulations set forth in Section 16 give the District the authority to exercise
judgement and discretion based on the facts and information presented to reduce the groundwater
production authorized by previously issued permits and to lower the permitted production per
acre for all permits issued thereafter. Further, that action is not limited to a one-time event and
may be repeated based on consideration of the MAG, actual groundwater production, monitored
water levels, etc. and compliance with the DFCs. For convenience, a copy of Sections 16 and 17
of the Rules is attached as Exhibit “F”.

" As examples of the District’s application of Rule 7.6, together with other applicable rules, ALCOA was required
to adopt a mitigation plan as a condition to its operating permit; and Layne Water Development of Texas, LLC, the
first permittee in the Blue Water and Abengoa permits was required to have all subsequent customers to have and
maintain additional sources of water.

¥ Flexibility is essential due to unknowns outside the District’s boundaries, i.e, if production increases in a
neighbor GCD, limiting groundwater available for production within the District, POSGCD’s DFCs will still be

enforced.

Post Oak Savannah Groundwater Conservation District
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Petitioner’s Rule 16.4 Allegations and Conclusions.

(a) Production Reports.”® The District does not require annual groundwater production reports
from exempt wells. Rather, the District estimates the annual production from exempt wells, The
District primarily tracks the procuction reporis and the estimated production amounts of
groundwater annually, and analyzes this information in five year increments to remove biases. A
report showing percentage of the MAG and permitied amounts produced for each aquifer on a
five-year average is attached as Exhibit “G”. In January of each year, the District sends a form
letter, attached as Exhibit “H”, to each non-exempt well owner to remind them of the
requirement to submit the required production report. A follow-up letter, attached as Exhibit
“I”, is sent sixty days thereafter to permittees that have failed to file the required report. The
Petitioner claims that production results do not make sense and doubts their efficacy as a
management tool, however, in the Middle Wilcox Aquifer Stmsboro Formation (hereinafter
“S8imsboro”), 96.7 percent of the permitted production is metered by a SCADA system or other
flow meter. The District receives some reports electronically and also has access to every meter
within the Disfrict,

It is at this point that Petitioner again reveals his true complaint, He is opposed to the District
regulating groundwater production by regulating production rather than permits. This position is
the more obvious in Figure 2 where Petitioner selectively refuses to consider reported production
which the District reperts annually. It is obvious the Board of the District has on-going authority
to amend and modify the Rules if and as needed. No purpose would be served for including the
locations of the monitoring wells in the Rules. The number of monitoring wells increases each
year, the locations are a matter of public record, and the Management Plan approved by the
Texas Water Development Board provides adequate information and coverage of the monitoring
well program as a management tool. FEqually so, to provide specific time limits and required
actions regarding the monitoring and Threshold Tevels would impose limitations on best
management and hinder careful consideration of all relevant information. As written, Section
16.4 permits the District Board to react appropriately to any varied number of conditions,
groundwater modeling, hydro-geologic studies, speed of change in conditions, and other factors,
as opposed to requiring specific action based on specific listed events. As stated repeatedly at the
State level, action should be taken after very careful considetation of all the relevant information

% Tn his comments regarding Rule 16, Petitioner states that oniy 326 of 720 permitted wells reported production.
Included in the permitted list are O&G permits which are only good for one year and may have expired during the
year. (Because, under the Open Records Act, we are not permitted to ask what the requested info is to be used for we
cannot point out these issues). Afso included in that [ist are approximately 100-125 wells which either havs not or
will not be drilled, e.g. ALCOA with 24 wells and Blue Water’s 40 wells that have yet to be drilled. Some walls have
singe been removed as one year drilling permits have since expired. In addition, many wells in the District are only
used as back-up or supplemental production and may not be produced more than 2 to 3 years out of 10. Of most
importance is that all of the District’s large producers/permits, with the exception of very few Alluvial wells, did
indeed report and are metered. Petitioner’s claim in item 4 that only 15% of permitted production was produced is a
reasonable estimate. For example, Blue Water pumped only 1,224 of 70,993 acre feet amthorized, and ALCOA
produced only 8,128 of 40,000 permitted acre feet '

T U Y P Y A A S T N O T T M e o R X T o A P Wy -
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and that should take place at the local level. In sum, Section 16.4 is written to permit the District
to carefully consider any and all relevant information that is applicable.

(b) Monitoring Wells. The District’s Management Plan, attached as Exhibit “J”, is approved
by the Texas Water Development Board and is the appropriate location for the management
plans, actions and reporting Petitioner desires to be included in the Rules. The District currently
has eighty-eight (88) monitoring wells. The number of monitoring wells is increasing annually
due to the District (i) working with well owners to enable use of existing wells for groundwater
monitoring; (if) converting others wells to monitor groundwater; (iif) accepting the donation of
wells; (iv) contracting to have a monitoring well drilled and installed; and (v) requiring wells that
will have a capacity of 1000 GPM to install monitoring equipment* The Board regularly
reviews the number, location, operation and increase of the monitoring wells and receives an
annual report on the measured water levels.?

The Management Plan, adopted in 2012, specifically requires at least 50 monitoring wells, That
number has increased to 88 wells, and the location of each monitoring well is shown on the
attached Exhibit “K”. Both the Management Plan and the map are public records and may be
obtained directly from the District Office or by visiting the District’s website www.posged.ore.

(¢} Critical Details. (i) The Board has the on-going authority to adopt, modify and amend the
Rules and the Management Plan, and Section 16, among other Rules, is written to enable the
Board to take such general or specific action as warranted, based on the specific facts and
conditions then applicable. (ii) Section 16.4 provides for the General Manager and the Board to
begin study and evaluation, and the Management Plan, at Section 10, states, in pertinent paxt,
that: “The monitoring of the wells will be performed under the direction of the general manager,
by trained personnel using a Standard Operation Procedure adopted by the District.”

Petitioner’s Rule 16.7 Allegations and Conclusions.

Petitioner argues this rule will be ineffective in achieving the DFCs and protecting our
groundwater. The water rights of the land owned by Petitioner were severed from the surface
estate when he purchased his property, and his interest in the groundwater is a public interest.
Therefore, although no specific points are made by Petitioner to support his argument, the
following is generally responsive.

First, it is important to note, the Rules as a whole are adopted to enable the District to accomplish
the duties and purposes of the District as set forth in State law and the Management Plan. No
one rule, standing alone, s relied upon to accomplish the duties, purposes, obligations and goals
of the District. The Rules must be interpreted and applied as a whole and it is not necessary to
repeat and incorporate the provisions of all other rules into every rule adopted by the District.

2 See: Rule5.1.1
* The Annual Report 2014, availeble on the Distriot’

s website www.posgced,org, and should be given consideration.

)
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The DFCs are adopted and amended at least every five years by the GMA to establish and revise
the conditions desired fifty years in the future. The ability of the District to: (a) reduce existing
production authorized by previously issued permits by two (2) percent annually; and (b) issue all
subsequent permits to authorize the production of the lowered number of acre feet/acre would
seem. sufficient to enable the District to comply with the DFCs. Ample time is available to the
District to make these adjustments, as evidenced in the attached Exhibit “1.” adopted by GMA
12 and showing the predicted drawdown in the aquifers over a period of fifty (50) years,

In addition to the Rules and Section 16 specifically, the permits issued by the District include the
following sentence: “The Rules are incorporated herein in their entirety by reference, as if set
forth herein verbatim, including but not limited to the Rules providing for reducing permitted
production.” This (or almost identical provision) has been in the District permits from the
beginning of the District, and continues. As an example, see the most recent permits issued to
Abengoa Vista Ridge LLC (“Abengoa”) attached as Exhibits “M-1” and “M-2”. These
permits were transferred and assigned to Abengoa by Blue Water Vista Ridge LLC (“Blue
Water”) in furtherance of the agreement by Abengoa to deliver 50,000 acre feet of water
annually to the City of San Antonio Water Supply system ("SAWS”). Consistent with the permit
wording, as but one example, the attorney for Blue Water has stated publicly on the record and in
writing that Blue Water understands the District can reduce the permitted production per acre
foot (Sce: Exhibit “N”), and SAWS has stated both privately and publicly that it recognizes the
District can, and will not dispute if the District does, reduce the permitted production per acre.
(See: Exhibit “0”),

The public statements and representations referenced above are only examples of many such
communications and statements on the record by permittees. FEach permit, as applicable,
references the prior holders of the permit and the following paragraph from the Abengoa
Operating Permit (with appropriate names substituted in other permits) is included in all permits:

“The Rules are incorporated herein in their entirety by reference, as if set forth herein
verbatim, including but net limited to the Rules providing for reducing permitted
production. The Permittee shall comply with the Rules and each requirement thereof in
operating, maintaining, repairing and altering each of the Wells and the Well System. All
application(s) pursuant to which the related original permits and prior amended permits,
and this Amended Permit, have been issued, and all ‘writien agreements and
acknowledgments executed by the Permittee, and/or by BWVR, Blue Water, or Layne,
are incorporated into this Amended Permit. This Amended Permit is granted on the basis
of, and contingent upon, the accuracy of the information supplied in the application(s),
agreements and acknowledgments on file with the District. A finding that false
information was supplied to the District in the permitting process for the Wells is grounds
for revocation of this Permit,”?

Post Oak Savannah Groundwater Conservation District
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Although the current DFCs are in the midst of the required process to be updated, modified and
re-adopted every five years, the current DFCs are for the year 2060. As a statement of the
obvious regarding cnly one of the tools available to comply with the DFCs, an annual 2%
reduction in existing permitted production today would reduce the total permitted groundwater
production by 90% by the year 2060,

Response to Basis for the Petition — Part 2

Despite his strong beliefs, guest editorials and opposition, Petitioner has apparently not made a
sufficient effort to understand the policies, operation and planning of the District. For example,
the Petition for Tnquiry seems to ignore the contents and provisions of the Management Plan.

The District has made it clear from its inception that all owners of groundwater will be entitled to
make application for a permit and receive a permit if compliant with the Rules. In so doing, as
does the wording of the several Threshold Levels in Rule 16.4, e.g. “Threshold Level 1 will be
reached ...” as groundwater production increases the permitted production per acre will be
decreased and once that process begins it will likely be repeated. As an examyple, the District’s
Rules and policies envision that a landowner may apply for his/her first permit 50+ years in the
future and obtain a permit to produce groundwater for the then permitted production per acre,
and that permit resulting in a reduction in the production then authorized for all previously issued
permits. As an overly simple example, if the acreage within the District that overlies an aquifer
is 790,000 acres and the then current MAG for the aquifer is 106,605 acre/feet, and every
cligible landowner obtains a permit for production, the permitted groundwater production per
acre would be reduced to approximately .1349 acre feet/acre.* '

Blue Water may have plans to produce “the amount of groundwater that they desire.” However,
it is doubtful “... they plan to use all of the problems with the District’s rules discnssed above to
achieve their goal.” See the discussion above regarding permit wording, public statements and
representations, and Exhibits M-1, M-2, N and O. The permit content, volume of public
statements on the record and admissions by permittees, including Blue Water and SAWS, are
material® The District is unable to determine how the Petitioner caloulated the MAG will be
exceeded on the first day of pumping with regard to those permits, or that Threshold Levels 1

24 Byen were the MAG exceeded during the first year of production from Blue Water and SAWS, the DFCs account
for 15 previous years where the MAG has not been produced, and therefore, the DFCs are still safe far mto the
future, The Pefitioner, even though offered multiple chances to sit down and discuss with District staff and
copsultants (as established in email fom Chubb to TAMU staff) still fails to comprehend the most basic
understanding of the aquifers of the District as well as tho fimdamentals of hydrology and groundwater modeling,

* Rule 7.1.4 provides in part that a finding that false information has been provided is grounds for immediate
revocation of the permits. In addition, several material legal issues would arise were the permittees to disavow their
oral and written representations on the record when requesting issuance of the permits, e.g. waiver, cstoppel, ete.
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and 2 will be exceeded on the first day of pumping.® Each well permit is assigned to a specific
aquifer. Abengoa now owns the permits that support the future conveyance of 50,003 acre fest to
SAWS. Of that 50,993 acre feet, 15,000 acre feet is to be produced from wells in the Carizzo
aquifer and 35,993 acre feet may be produced from wells in the Simsboro aquifer. If one assumes
the maximum permit amount of 15,000 acre feet/year will be pumped from the Carrizo aquifer
over a period of 360 days/year, the first day of pumping will produce 41.666 acre feet of
groundwater from the Carrizo aquifer. Likewise, based on the same assumptions and the 35,993
acre feet permitted for the Simsboro aquifer, 99.98 acre feet will be pumped from the Simsboro
aquifer on the first day of pumping.

Petitioner’s argument that Blue Water will receive more permits reflects Petifioner’s refusal to
acknowledge all of the Rules and required procedures. Blue Water will likely be required to add
groundwater leases to support the existing permits as the permitted production per acre is
reduced. When the permitted production per acre is reduced hoth the acreage now supporting
those permits and the additional groundwater leases that may be applied to maintain the total
permit amount will be reduced, and, at the same time, the permitted production per acre for the
entire district will be reduced accordingly.”’

As further evidenced by the arguments and charts provided on page 14 of 14 of the Petition for
Inquiry, Petitioner continues to refuse to give any consideration to the provisions of the Rules
that limit the maximum permit of 2 acre feet/acre and provide for on-going reduction of that
number based on a number of factors including, but not limited to, production and monjtored
water levels. The charts and the “Scenario™ intentionally ignore important provisions of the
Rules. In that same respect, the marketing information purportedly provided to SAWS by Blue
Water may reflect the long process over the years for Blue Water to market the water at issus.
However, cven a superficial review of the minutes, records and rules of the District will clearly
show the views, policies and applicable Rules of the District were established and in-place well
before the permit applications were made by Blue Water. :

Response to Petitioner’s Concluding Notes
The District has in fact created rules to allow everyone to pump a sustainable amount of

groundwater. The aquifers have existed for many years, remain relatively underutilized, and are
capable of producing immediate benefits, without harm to the aquifers, under the District’s Rules

% Eyen if we assume Potitioner’s assumption are correct, the District Board may choose to respond at that peint, or
to evaluate additional information in making a decision on curtailment. No precedence is necessary as the aquifer
responses to production and measured water levels are still the guiding factors toward management towards a DFC,
27 Cortailments may actually begin at Threshold Level 2, and, if necessaty, under Rule 16.7(4) the permits may be
reduced more than the 2% per year, When referring to the chart represented in Exhibit L, estimated drawdown cver
fime within GMA 12 (which we know is over estimated based on the Preliminary Evaluation Study discussed
below,} we find that the Disirict will have approximately 20 to 30 years to effect curtailments to achieve the DFCs,
During that period of time there will have been at least 6 more rounds of Jjoint planning of the GMA and new
improvements to the groundweter availability models used for predictive evaluations.
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and Management Plan that provide for compliance with the DFCs and consideration of the
MAG. Both the short-term and long-term benefits of the aquifers are much greater under the
District’s rules than had the District adopted rules that would continue to delay the benefits of a
material portion of the sustainable yield until such time as all landowners obtain permits,*®
Restricting the use of the sustainable yield serves no public purpose and is an expensive option.
Every year the sustainable yield is utilized produces added economic benefits for the landowners,
the local economies and the State, Regulating production as opposed to limiting permits allows
the State the benefits of the sustainable yield without delay or damage to the aquifers.

Permitting landowners to produce or sell groundwater owned by them in greater volume than
will be permitted at some point in the future does no harm to the aquifers and benefits the public.

The regulations suggested by Petitioner would be a simple and viable methodology for
protecting the aquifers, but would not permit the management of the groundwater in a manner
required by Chapter 36%, or in a manner to comply with the DFCs or give appropriate
consideration to the MAG. Those regulations would not enable the District to either achieve the
DFCs or use the MAG as intended, but would protect the aquifers and groundwater by limiting
and delaying the production of the sustainable yield. The Simsboro is a deep formation and the
cost of wells to produce water from that formation is significant, Given the District Rules that
limit permits to production from contiguous acres, Petitioner’s suggested rules would very likely
prevent or further delay any material groundwater production from that aquifer due to the great
increase in the number of acres that would have to be contiguous to support the permits. The
current rules of the District will, however, allow production sufficient to enable investors to
finance and amortize the wells prior to the permitted acre feet of production per acre being
reduced to accomplish the DFCs.

The example provided by Petitioner in the Concluding Notes, i.e. to divide the MAG by the
number of acres in the Simsboro, is a continuation of Petitioner’s misconceptions, The DFCs are
currently established for the year 2060, the year when they should be achieved, and the MAG is
not an annual pumping limit. For example, in November 2013 just prior to the Commissioners
Court appointing new board members, Petitioner placed an ad in a local newspaper that stated in
pertinent part that: “Available Groundwater is the pumping cap set by the State based on the
District’s decision...” regarding the DFCs. As a result, in order to authoritatively respond to the
Commissioners Court the following Monday, Gary Westbrook, General Manager of the District,

* Although a matter of speculation, were the District fo adopt the regulations proposed by Petitioner benefits to the
landowners, the local economies and the State would be unnscessarily delayed without any benefit to the aquifers.

% The regulatory approach urged by Petitioner cannot be accomplished because the District is tequired to manage
the aquifers in a manner to comply with the DFCs, and Petitioner’s objects. Further, to manage as demanded by the
Petitioner would require the Disiricts, and the GMA, fo violate the requiremett established by 36,108 (d-2) that:
“The desired fufure corditions proposed under Subsection (d} must provide a balance between the highest
practicable level of groundwater production and the - conservation, preservation, protection, recharging, and
prevention of waste of groundwater and control of subsidence in the Inanagement area.” ’

Post Oak Savannah Groundwater Conservation District
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requested Larry French, Director, of the Groundwater Resources Division of the Texas Water
Development Board, to clarify the issue for use before the Commissioners Court,

Mr. French responded in pertinent part as foflows:*® “Modeled available groundwater (T assume
that is what is meant be “available groundwater” in the advertisement) is a value (in acre-feet per
year) estimated by the TWDB that achieves the desired future condition (DFC) in the aquifer.
The DFC is proposed and adopted by districts in a groundwater management area. The TWDB
uses the DFC statement to calculate the modeled available groundwater (MAG), which is then
provided to each district. The MAG is the amount of water that the TWDB determines may be
produced on an average annual basis to achieve a DFC. Each district — fo the extent possible — is
to issue permits up to the point that the total volume of permitted and exempt pumping will
achieve the DFC. However, there are various other considerations that the GCDs are required to
weigh in issuing pumping permits: the MAG, the amount of groundwater produced under
exemptions, curtent pumping permits, reasonable estimates of groundwater production
authorized under existing permits, and yearly precipitation and production patterns, So there is
an clement of flexibility introduced....and one reason it is not correct to refer to the MAG as g
pumping cap. Districts may and have issued permits for more water than the MAG, but they also
are responsible for achieving the DFC and may have to adjust the production allowed under
those permits from time to time.”

The MAG is not an annual cap, and was never intended to be! The District manages based on
actual aquifer conditions as determined by on-going monitoring of water levels, groundwater
production estimates, hydro-geologic studies, and a variety of other information and resources, A
primary responsibility of the District is to manage the groundwater and aquifers to comply with
the year 2060 DFCs and the Rules and management of the District will accomplish that
responsibility, The management of the aguifers based on actual aquifer conditions instead of
estimated availability based on modeled results such as the MAG is supported by both the
applicable law and hydro-geologic analysis. The hydro-geologic assessments and predictive
simulations consistently over predict aquifer drawdowns as shown in the report entitled
“Comments Regarding Predictive Simulations 1 through 4 and Preliminary Evaluation of
Potential DFCs for the Simsboro Aquifer”, dated Masch 27, 2015, by Steven Young Phd, PE, PG
of Intera Geosciences & Fngineering Solutions. The report (“Preliminary Evaluation Study”)
is available on the District’s website: www.posged.org and more specifically as follows:
www.posged.org/wp-content/uploads/20 15/04/GMA12 march 27 INTERA.pdf? :

Petitioner’s Concluding Notes seeking to require management of the aquifers based on the MAG
is inconsistent with State law and do not support the Petition for [nquiry. The Preliminary

* Bmail dated November 22, 2013, from Larry French to Gary Westbrook.
3! The application and use of this and similar studies is mandated, effective September 1, 2015, by Chapter 36. In
pertinent part HB 200 adopted during the recent legislative session amends Sec. 36.0015 to provide that: “In this
section ‘best available science’ means conclusions that are logically and reasonably derived using statistical or
quantitative data, techniques, analyses, and studies that are publicly available to reviewing scientists and can be
omployed to addross  specific e KR 200 xoquires the use of best availablo scionce,

Post Oak Savannah Groundwater Conservation District .
Response to Petition for Inquiry Page 14



Evaluation Study, as have similar simulations and professional studies over the years, serve as
but one additional support for the District to manage based on actual aquifer conditions rather
than simulations and computer projections. For example, consistent with the District’s
management of the aquifers based on actual conditions, after the receipt of the Preliminary
Evaluation Study, the District extended an invitation to the other Groundwater Conservation
Districts within GMA. 12 to consider adopting DFCs for the unconfined, or shallow®? and more
vulnerable areas, aquifers as the District has done since 2005, 3 See: Slide 15 of the Preliminary
Bvaluation Study. The District’s Rules, Meanagement Plan, operations and management fally
comply with State law, and assure compliance with the DFCs and the protection of the aquifers.

Conclusion
The Post Oak Savannah Groundwater Conservation District requests that:
(1) TCEQ dismiss the Petition for Inquiry pursuant to Tex. Water Code, Sec. 36.1082(c)(1);
(2) TCEQ deny all other relief requested by the Petitioner; and

(3) TCEQ grant any further relief to which the District may be entitled.

Respectfilly submitted,

Knight & Pariners

223 West Anderson Lane, Suite A105
Austin, Texas 78752

(512) 323-5778

(512) 323-5773 (FAX) _
attorneys@cityatiorneytexas.com

— S
T
By: @_—_6—1 >\““‘“‘““
Barney L. Knight
State Bar No. 11597000

ATTORNEYS FOR THE RESPONDENT
POST OAK SAVANNAH
GROUNDWATER DISTRICT

2 Districts development of shallow DFCs for sach aquifer is based on sound science and enforceable. These
shallow DFCs are even more protective of the aquifer than the overall GMA 12 adopted DFCs.

33 The District developed DECs before DFCs were defined and included in the applicable statute and the GMA.
Lo o e District s DECs Tor the shalloy mznagorent z0ncs aro established in the Menagomont Plan,
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Overview

The primary and over-riding purpose of all groundwater conservation districts is to regulate the
production of groundwater to protect and conserve the aquifers as a continuing, long-term supply of
water for the benefit of the residents of the district and the State of Texas. However, if this were the
only purpose of groundwater districts that could be readily accomplished in much simpler ways than
providing state agencies or groundwater districts to regulate the drilling of wells and production of
groundwafer. As a result, The Post Qak Savannah Groundwater Conservation District {"Post Oak”) is
committed to accomplishing this purpose in a manner to permit the public and the landowners to
realize the benefits of the aquifers both now and in the continuing fuiure. Post Oak has, from its
inception, emphasized the fact that conserving and protecting the aquifers requires actual management
of the aquifers to realize the benefits and values of the resource and the rights of the owners of the
water on an on-going basis, while assuring the aquifers are a viable resource fifty years and thereafter in
the future. Accomplishment of the purposes of the districts consistent with State law requires an
emphasis be placed on both conservation and management.

[t is now clear, and should have been clear before the opinion in the Day t case, that landowners own
the water that is in place beneath the surface of their fand. The fact that the value of this property right
was subject to being diminished under the rule of capture did not modify that ownership because the
landowner had the right to produce as much water as was available subject only to it being used for a
heneficial purpose. However, as with all property rights, when necessary to accomplish a public
purpose, those rights are subject to reasonable regulation. As a result, Post Oak has recognized from its
inception that groundwater districts were created not to take property rights but to regulate the use of
those rights for the benefit of the property owner, other similarly situated owners, and the public.

As most of our sister groundwater districts believe of their approach, Post Oak believes its approach is
the best answer to the question prasented for this panel. We proceed with the intent and actions to do
those things necessary to assure the aquifers within the district remalin viable and substantially equal
resources fifty years from now and thereafter. To accomplish this purpose Post Oak centinues to
conduct studies to ascertain the best hydrogealagical information available, maintain and benefit from
88 maonitoring wells and to add monitoring wells as appropriate to collect information needed to
manage and protect the aquifers. Based on this information, on-going studies, monitoring, and
adjustments regarding specific aquifers, Post Oak regulates and manages the use and production of
groundwater in a manner to protect the aquifers, enable landowners and the public to benefit from the
property rights and resource, and preserve the aquifers so the groundwater will continue to benefit the
landowners and the public on substantially the same basis as now, for future generations.

Post Oak’s Rules and the permits issued by Past Oak provide for each owner of land that overlies an
aquifer or management zone to share equally on an acre for acre basis in the groundwater that is in
place within their property and the applicable aquifer or management zone. Under the Rules there is no
motivation for a “land rush” approach to obtaining permits. Excluding historic use permils no priority

! Edwards Aquifer Authority vs. Day, 369 5.W.37 814 (Tex. 2012)



right or benefit is established by obtaining an earlier dated permit. Essentially, the Rules and permits
allow Post Oak to decrease the production permitted under previously issued permits as necessary to
allow landowners that overlie an aquifer to apply for and obtain a permit in the future that will allow
them to produce their pro-rata share of the groundwater in place within their property and available for
permit within the aquifer. The Rules and permits issued under those Rules also provide the basis for
adjusting permitted prod uction as reasonably necessary to limit production on a proportionate basis to
a sustainable level, e.g. reducing permitted production within a Management Zone based on measured
water drawdown levels.

The Doy case recognized that regulation of groundwater by the exercise of police powers was
authorized by the Constitution and the landowner has absolute iitle to the groundwater in place under
his land subject to the rule of capture and police regulations, i.e. the landowner owns all of the water in
place under his land separately, distinctly and exclusively. The Court further recognized that:
“Groundwater regulation must take into account not only historical usage but future needs, including
the relative importance of various uses, as well as cancerns unrelated to use, such as environmental
impacts and subsidence.” Woe helieve a careful reading of this case supports the policies and rules
followed by Post Oak since its inception, and have not yet identified any Rule or policy of the District
that should be amended in responsa to this case.

Similarly, the Court’s opinian and ruling in the Brogg® case was consistent with Post Oak’s policies and
rules, i.e. generally stated: (1) groundwater is the property of the landowners, {2) groundwater can be
regulated to preserve the aquifer and the interests of the landowners in the groundwater, but (3} the
use of groundwater cannot be unreasonably restricted or taken, except as necessary to allow all owners
to share proportionately in the available groundwater. However, Post Oak does have concerns about
the customary method of valuing in takings applied by the Court in the Bragg case, i.e. the difference in
the value of the land with unlimited access to water and the value of the land with (1) 2 acre/ft/acre of
water and (2) no access to groundwater. This method of calculating damages should be modified to
reflect a calculation based on the number of acre feet of water available per acre if all properties are
granted a proportionate share of the water available under a valid regulatory program.

We believe these cases support the basis for the regulatory program established by Post Oak, i.e.
approve documented historical use permits, and allow other landowners up to 2 acre feetfacre until
overall usage within the District increases to a paint that a reduction in the permitted amounts is
required to protect the aquifer or pravide reasonakle protections for other landowners, and allow all
tandowners to equitably share in the groundwater that is in place within their property that may he
produced without damaging the aquifer. In that manner, each landowner receives the henefits of
reasonable regulation, i.e. continues to receive a pro-rata share of the available water in place. Any
limit on production that is not necessary to protect the aquifer or assure landowners an equitable, pro-
rata share of the available groundwater will be suspect.

Adopting policies and rules structured te comply with the Day and Bragg opinions, policies that
authorize modification of permits issued for the production of groundwater as may be required when
more landowners seek to produce their proportionate share of the groundwater in place under their

* Edwards Aquifer Authority v. Bragg, 421 5.W.3d 118 (Tex. C.A. -San Antonia 2013)



land, or the water level in one or mare aquifers declines more than anticipated, or that is acceptable to
accomplish the primary purpose and obligation to conserve the aquifer for future generations, may be
one answer to the question before this panel.

Discusslon Points- where the rubber meets the rood

Background and History

POSGCD includes all of Milam and Burleson Counties and was created by the 77* Legislature in 2001
through HB 1784 due to interests in marketing of groundwater resources from the central Carrizo-
Wilcox aquifers. It was estimated that by that time between 30,000 and 35,000 acres of water rights had
heen leased or secured in these two counties. The District adopted its first set of Rules in March, 2004,
Main concerns at that time were conservation and preservation of the aquifers, respect for property
rights, protection of existing users, availability of the resource for future use and growth, lack of
accurate scientific data, and reasonable management of the resource.

Protection & Preservation of Resaurces, or, “How do vou allow production by landowners who desire to
produce their properiy, while protecting the property of those who do not?”

The District first adopted limits to allowable aquifer impacts in its Rules and Management Plan in 2005.
In that process the District thoroughly considered and evaluated the nature of the aquifers in the
District, with shallow up-dip regions which become deeper, or down-dip, as the formations run towards
the coast, (see Figure 1) and evaluated the height of the water column above well screens of registered
wells. As Chapter 36 affords a GCD the ability to protect existing wells, the District has adopted
separate shallow and deep management zones for each aquifer, and different limits of allowable
drawdown Impacts for the different zones. This approach provided for allowance of greater drawdown
of artesian pressure in the confined aquifers, where appropriate, than decline in the water level in the
unconfined aguifers. In addition, the management zones allows for consideration of areas most
sensitive to hydraulic head changes due to production, These Rules and strategies were-adopted prior
to the Legislature’s passage of HB1763 during that same year, which was the beginning of the joint
planning process as we know it today. Later, during the joint planning process, the District worked with
other GCDs in Groundwater Management Area 12 (see Figure 2) to morph its adopted management
limits on allowable water level decline into Desired Future Conditions, which provide for overall
protective management of the aquifers of the District and the GMA. These DFCs for GMA 12 were
expressed as an average reduction in hydraulic head across an entire District from 2010 to 2060.
However, POSGCD continued to provide protection for the more shallow wells in the District by
continuing to designate separate Management Zones in the shallow or unconfined areas of each aquifer,
and adopting a separate limit, or threshold, for drawdown for those zones, which are used in
conjunction with the overall DFCs adopted by GMA 12. In this way the District maintains overall regional
GMA DFC goals, which help to regulate impacts from pumping outside the District and across the entire
region, while affording POSGCD the ability to add the necessary detail at the local, or District, level {see
Figure 3). Also of note is recent action by the POSGCD Board to request other GCDs in GMA 12 to adopt
DFCs for the shallow areas of the aquifers in the GMA.



As previously stated, the District manages with respect and recognition of property rights as modified by
reasonable regulation to prevent adjoining landowners from causing excessive impacts to one another,
or production from the deeper confined portions of the aquifer affecting availability of groundwater in
the more shallow unconfined areas. This approach to management utilizes correlative rights and is
accomplished with several management tools. One such tool is well spacing requirements which include
both horizontal and vertical offsets specifically tailored to each aquifer based on hydrologic evaluations.
One of the purposes for well spacing requirements is fo spatially distribute the pumping across the areal
and vertical extent of the aquifers. Next, the District employs a contiguous acreage requirement to
regulate overall volumes of annual production. Currently this limit is set at a fairly conservative
maximum allowable production of 2 acre feet per acre of groundwater annually. This requirement will
be one tool used to adjust allowable production should curtailment of permitted production in the
future become a necessity to protect the resource. Additionally, The District recognized historic users
through the issuance of Historic Use permits. These permits protect the investments of producers prior
to the District’s creation, and can be curtailed at a different rate than other permits. Among key aspects
of these Historic Use permits is production being specific to use, amount, location of withdrawal, and
term limits to with the life of the well.

To insure proper evaluations for management of the aquifers, POSGCD maintains an active water level
monitoring program and detailed monitoring network of water wells throughout all aquifers and
management zones in the District. In deeper areas of aquifers where water wells are not readily
available to provide a monitoring presence, POSGCD is aggressively involved in entering into agreements
with landowners in converting abandoned oil & gas wells to water wells. POSGCD also partners with
county agencies to abtain access to strategic locations for monitoring groundwater conditions.

Permitting Structure

with due considerations to the characteristics of the aquifers in the Central Carrizo-Wilcox area, the
District has developed a permitting structure that allows for long-term permits. Because patterns of use
by producers fluctuate from year to year, and because of the large volume of water in storage of the
regional aquifer system, it is anticipated that large regional changes in hydraulic head will develop with
sufficient lead time to take corrective measures before undesirable groundwater conditions evolve,
Therefore, the District issues 40-year production permits which can be adjusted as needed according to
Section 16 of the District’s Rules. The District also employs a 5-year review of all permits which allows
sufficient opportunilies to adjust permits so they are in line with changes to DFCs or the Management
Plan. Any necessary adjustment or curtailment of production will be enacted simultaneously to all
permits of the same class in the same management zone, thereby avoiding necessity of denial of a
permit application even during times of curtailment, and treating any and all property owners the same
on any given day. Since the District will manage based on actual water levels, as well as relying on the
GAM for insightful evaluations and interpretations of the most-current field data, this management
strategy also allows the District to achleve the requirements of Chapter 36, Sec. 36.108 (d-2) by allowing
the aquifer to determine the “highest practicable level of groundwater production” while providing for
“the conservation, preservation, and protection” of the resource by protecting the “at risk” areas.




Conservation

Because the District is fee based, and asses fees on permitted amounts, POSGCD has funded $7.8 million
in groundwater conservation programs since 2006 which includes, among other ltems, reduction of
losses in transmission.
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Figure 3 {Provided for discussion of DFCs)
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¥ By cuaﬂs CHUBB
Special i0 tfie Herald

Y dre a ot of peo-
it’: working bard to
give pmk slips to the cur-
rent directors and general
manager of'the Post Oak
Savannah Groimdwater
District? Letme explain,

‘When youtalk about

aquifers, you are talking
about slow-thoving geo-
laglcal avents. Sometimes
it takes moré than & decade
for the effects of over-
pumpirig to be noticed —the
effects may fhen ba irre-
vergible, So; don’t let the
fact that watér is flowing
from your well today keep
you from realizing that
the groundwater districl™s
5,000 percent error will
have gerfous effects on the
Carrizo-Wileox Aquifer,

The policy decision made
by the groundwater district
that stands above all of
Iheir other wrong decisions
is ta “*apprdve all peimit

- applications.” This one
decision hes already put
the future of our two coun-
ties at risk, State law does
not require the approval of

- alf permit applications —
instead, state law requires
grovmndwater districts to
protect and conserve the
aquiters,

The distiict’s decision to
over-penmit the aquifers
and their total refusal to
congider cilizeng’ demands
for ¢change are bad enough.
But the county judges
and commissioners who
appoint the directors and
who continue to defend
them share the blame for
what the district has done
to pur two cotnties,

Although the groumd-
water district asserts that

“approval of all permit
applications’ is 4 “model”

s management plan, in aclu-
i ality it Is the ‘absence’ of a
{ management plan, As one

{of the lcadmg Brotidvber

| atforneys in Texas recently
“lold me, “Anybody

| can apprave all permit

lapnlications.”,, .

ter district’ S 5|

GUEST

They are massive; formed
5 to 10 million vears ago;
and compiosed of sand,
gravel, and clay,
Another-alarming paral-
lel is that in the 1930s,
people were led to believe
Ogallala groundwater
was [nexhaustiblé; just as
people cutrently are bejng
{old that Carrizo-Wilcox
groundwaler is inexhanst-
ible, That myth fer the
Ogallala.was disproven
in the 1960s when fiarm-
ers were told that Ogallala
groundwaler wag actually
“aeologio water” besange
muost of it was deposited
millions of years ago and
“when it's gone, it's gone,”
Begause of ifs low
recharge rafe, the Carrizo-
Wilcox Is also vulnerable
to being depleted. A 1936
report by the Texas Board
of Water Fnginees-docu-
mented the presence of
several springs In Milam
County and that most wells
were less than 40 feet deep
—suggesting that aquifer
levels ara lower now. Ag
stated by an early hydroge~
ologist named C, V. Theis:
“All water discharged by
wells is balanced by a loss
of water somewliere.”
Although the pround-
water district doesn’t
publicize the total amount
of pumping perrmits for the
Carrizo-Wilcox, we know
for sure that they have
issued 111,000 acre-foet/
year of pumping pennits
to Blue Water Systems and
Alcoa. But be avare that
{he total for Carrize-Wileog
pumping permits is much,
higher.
So, how much Carrizo-
Wilcox groundwater
is recharged per year?
According fo University
of Texas experts, deep
rechar, o for the Carrizo-
Wilcox in our two counties
is about 2,000 acre-feet/

yeat. Although the total
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tngger point” youask?
Simple, they reduce the
peimited (not the actual
puping) volume by “up 10”

2 percent per year. The water

marketers have already
developed a response plan
if this detion occurs: apply
for more pumping permits
wiich the district Bas pub-
licly stated will be approved.
Bul; I wonder if the
groundwater district has
ever thought about how

"much they will have to
_rediice the puriping to stop

the aquifér from dropping
further than the “trigger
point” when it is reached,

If they have, they don’t talk
about it.

To stop the Carrizo-Wilcox
from dropping furdher than
the “irigger point” level,
ey will have to leduce
actual pumping to the deep
recharge rate of 2,000 sere-
feetfyoar. Alternatively,
the district could work to
inorease the deep recharge
rate by “recharge enhance-
zient” which is one of
{heir stated management
objectives.

The over-pieniping would
have at least iwo other
undesirable offecis. The
over-pumping- would siphon
groundwater that would have
been the aquifer’s conidbu-
tion to river baseflows. Also,
berdering aquifers would
lose groundwater o the
Carrizo-Wilcox,

If the present directors and
general manager had not
decided to over-permit the
Carrizo-Wiloox by more
than 5,000 percent, not
only would our aguifer he
protected, peeple would not
Tvest large sums of money
in purnps and distriution
systeris based on unsustain-
able groundwater pumiping
rates.

Ifwe dort't act now {o cor-
recl the-5,000 percent error,
T think it is highly likely
that the following telephone
conversatiotts will fake place
in 2040

Groundwater PHstelct:
*Yes, that's tight. Due to

.. over-pormitting by, the

000 percent error

| for ald wearr Hrancial needs

to ug by the distriet back in .
2008, Also, we have invested
$45 milion in pipelines

with millions mors spent

Tor ripht-of-way easements
and groundwater leases. In
addition, we have paid the
distriet over $30 million in
fees over the last 35 vears.
Now, they tell us that they
tade a mistake in over-
permitiing the aquifers aned
wo can’t pump 90 pereent of
the groundwater pennitted
tous.” :

State Senater: “First, [
want fo thank you for your
generous donations fo
my campaigns. Second, T
will take care of this. The
district's reckless over-
permitting of the aquifers
does not justify them cuitting
off water supply fo the cities
which depend on you,”

CLICK — then one day
later;

State Senator: “Governor,

1 just wanted you to know
that [ am submitting a bill
todny to prevent a small yural
groundwater district from
cutting off the water supply
to several cities in the capiial
area.”

CLICK -~ then three
months later;

Curtis Chubb; “Bill, I
Just received a certified et
ter front the groundwater
distriet telling me it they
are culting back ground-
water pumping permits by
90 percent for everybody

See Page 11

s- ur Brker
Giving You the
Cold Shouider?

Al BEdward Jones, the Tevel
of service you recelve
depends on your persanal
needs and preferences,
nof on the size of your
mvestment portfolic,

IF you'd like to experience
gxceptionnl personal
gervici, conslder Bdward
Jones, We offer solutions




Tiecause fhe district Tag

)

alieady apfifoved puinping
permits iy piimbers which
ave asfrorioiiical; it may
be difficlt to prevent the
Canizo-Wilcox Aqalfer
fram going dry.

‘You can see first-hand
what happens when watey
is pumped faster than it is
replaced by driving outto
ttie Highlazid Lakes which
supply Austin's water. The
once beanffirl lakes have
been drained to 40 percent
of capacity because pump-
ing exceeds thelr recharge
from drought-starved rivers
flowing into the Jakes.

A sinilar fate awaits
aguifers wiich are
purnped moie than they
are recharged — aquifer
water levels will deop as
bas alveady happened (o
{he Ogallala Aquifer in
Ihe Texas Panhandle. The
Qgaliala has beer over-
prrnped since the 1940s
and 1ty watér levels have
dropped g0 drastically that
the region's economy is
threatened — land prices
have already plumnmeted.

There are many parallels
between the Carrizo-Wil-
cox and QOpallala aquifers.

YeCTALES O Talifill 1§
abohe25,000 acre-feet/yeat,
only about 2,000 acre-feel/
year (¢alled deep recharge)
reaches the aguifer'’s stor-
age aitas — with the rest
being evaporated or dis-
charged into rivels.

Thiat means the distiiet
has issued more than

111,000 agre-feetfyear of
pumping petinits even
though thege-Is only 2,000
acre-feelfyear of recharge:
the groundwater district has
over-permitted the Carrlzo-
Wileox by at least, 5,000
percent - the 5,060 percent
0o,

When questioned about
why they have over-per-
imitted the Carrizo-Wilcox
by 5,000 percent, the
groundwater district people
will patiently explain
that they only care about
actual pumping, And thiey
farther explain, not to
worry because when the
groundwater levely drop
to pre-determined “tgger
points” — they will take
actior to protect the aqui-
fers, One “rigger point” is
a 300-foot drawdown.

What do they do when
the aquifers drop fa the

E 302 W éth 8¢, Camernn, TX |

2546972300

Monglay -
S0 a0

grovndiater district in the

e4irly veaiss you have td cit
back pumpidg by 90 percent.
Othistaide 116 squifers will
be depleted more than they
ate now.”

Water Marketor Blue:
“Thank you for the phone
call,*

CLICK ~then 10 scconds
later;

Water Marketer Blue:
“Seiiator, we hope you can
help ug with a problem. The
groundwater district just
zalled 1o tell us that we have
to cut back our purmping by
90 percent. We based all of
our water supply contracts
witl cities around Austin on
the 80,000 acre-feet/year of
groundwater permits issued

Getto know vs

Calt foday to scheduls

Welania M. Shufiiefd
Floanchl Advisor

215 5 Houston

Cameran, TX 76320

154-697-6517
www.odiardonags.eam Ml S8

25
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eme;gt Water Marketer
Blug: Remembér when we
teled to tell people this would
hiappeti back in 2012 and we
weie slandered?”

Bill Giatizm: T ieceived
the same letter, But I also
received a letter from Water
Marketer Blue letling me
know:that if T need water
they will gladly su gply it
because they hiave lots of it,”

The nce'fmmers who
depend on LCRA for water
already kinow thiat the Leg-
iglature can confiol watér
supplies. . '

We need to convince the
caunty Judges and, comnis-
sioners that we need'new
directors and a pew general
manager NOW — and also
we need 1o change the legis-
[ation so-that the people, not
one or two pover brokes,
have a voice:in how our
groundwater is mandged.
Hopefully, we still have time

to correct the 5,000 peroent

eivor, You can contact me at
waten watchdogs@sbcgl()bal
net.

Dr, Chubb was awarded
a.doctor of philosophy by
The Johns Hopkins Uni-
versity and after retiping
Jiom his tenured facilty
position at The University
of Texas Southwestern
Medical Center af Dallas
has published over 1,000
articles about groundwater
in Texas.

Wlnle wcnms canmake
safety plans on their own, it
is often lielpful to enlist the
assistance of trained profes-
sionals, We are more than
happy torwotk on this plan
for youhere in Cameron,
Law enforcement officers,
can help a victim determine
which: oftions will best
enhange their safefy and
will workto devise a safety
plan to addiess cach unique
sftuation and circumstance,
Here in Carmeron we Have
the Family Violence Unit
which can be instromental
in helping someane develop
thiis plan:

‘When gafety planning,
viotinas can consider what is
known about the stalker, the
people who might help, how
to itmprove safety in one’s
envirom‘nent; and what fo do
in case ofan emeigency. The
average stalking case lasts
approxifately two years,
thereforg safety platining
st begin when the victim
first identifies tho stallc-

g belivior and contlme
ﬂu‘oughmit the diation of
-the case; Safety plans need to
be re-evalimted and updated
coritinugiisly #s the stallcer’s
behavior, the victim’s rou-
tines, and dcoess to services
and support changes,

Victinis are ericoutaged to
keep a 1ogof all stalking be-
haviogs hcluding e-mafls and

nhane maanncran Tha Tes aa

the stalking to the police or

appIy fora protectwe orden
This log isvital; Keép ré-
cords of the contacts arid the
thmes you have ssen thiy indi-
vlduﬁl watching you or bemg
in the sartie plice you are in;
Cheek for electtonic stalling
as well, Write down aaything
and everything that people
may tell you the sta]ker said.
Pay atieniion to whiat is said
at jocal restaurants and cotfee
shops: : .

Many people have dis-
covered Facebook, Tvwiiter,
Instagram or other elécironic
media’s have becoine an
aveniig to be stalked, Many
victims haye found simple
ways to make the stalking af-
fect them Jess. They may ask
sorneene else to pick up and
sort thejr mail, got 4 second
phone nimmber given only to-
tristed people, or have people
at worlc ot school seresn
phone calls or inform the
police if the stalker shows up.

Relying on trusted fifends
and fanily is imiportant for
victims of stalking o help
keep victinis safer and also
reduce the isolationrand feel-
mgs of dcspemtion that stalk-
ing victims may expetience.
Fundamenhlly, stalking iz n
sertes of gofiofis that pirs a
pexson i fear for their safety,
The stalker ingy follow you,
harass you, call you o the
telephone, watth your ouse,
gerid you mail you doi’t
want, or ackin somé cther
way that frightens you,

The exict legal definition
varies from state to state; but

all ctatee nor have oisas

{edr can generally be referred
to-as stalking, whether or

not ifmeets a state’s exact
legal definition. Stalkersuse
a wide variety of mettiods

{6 havass (el targets, The
inventiveness, persistence,
and obsessive natute of sfalle-
ers is almost unirmaginable,
until you have experienced
being the target. Stalkingisa
serious, potenitially life-threat-
ering érime. Bven in its lesy
severe forms, it permatiently
changes the Eves of the
people who are victitnized by
this crime, as well as atfect-
ing their fiiends, families, and
co=workers,

Law enforcement is only
beginting to understand how

to deal with s relatively
new ciime, Stalking is more
comrrion than you nrght
think, althougl it is hard to
get acctrate figures because
law enforcermnert organiza-
tions have only recently
started keeping records. Best
estimates indicate that as
many as 1.4 million Ameri-
catis avestalled each yeat;
and that 1 in 20 women wilt
become targets of stalldng
behavior at least once during
their lifetimes. Many nien are
also stalled.

Ifyon feel you are the
vietim of stalking or harass-
meitt; eall the Carleron
Polica Departmeént and let
13 docoeent these actions,
Whethét'you are a teacher,
wiother; father, ex gitlfiiend/
boyfiiend, coach, secretary,
political adversary, nuige, fac-
tory ‘worker, fireman, lawyer

VSN, | PRPRPI . s DRPUMIRUIVIVY | 5 IV
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Governor Abbott Vetos House Bill 2647

Saturday, June 20, 2015 » Austin, Texas * Veto Statement

Pursuant to Article IV, Section 74, of the Texas Constitution, |, Greg Abbott, Governor of
Texas, do hereby disapprove of and veto House Bill No. 2647 as passed by the Eighty-
Fourth Texas Legislature, Regular Session, because of the following objections:

Texas landowners have a constitutionally protected right to access the groundwater
under their property. Government action affecting that vested right must be based only
on very careful deliberation, which ideally should take place at the local level based on
local needs and concerns. Statemde groundwater rules are less able to take vitally
important local interests into account.

Under current law, Jocal groundwater conservation districts have the ability to implement
specific management strategies, such as curtailment, that prioritize certain users as
deemed appropriate after local deliberation. House Bill 2647 eliminates local discretion
by mandating the preferential treatment of certain types of groundwater use over other
important uses. If one class of landowners is automatically exempt from curtailment,
others will have to bear an unequal burden when water is scarce. Enshrining in state
law the rule that groundwater conservation districts will give priority to one class of
water users could result in the abridgement of other users' groundwater rights.
Groundwater management should be based on sound science and public input at the
local level, not on one size-fits-all state mandates like House BIl[264! .

Since the Eighty-Fourth Texas Legislature, Regular Session, by its adjournment has
prevented the return of this bill, | am filing these objections in the office of the Secretary
of State and giving notice thereof by this public proclamation according to the
aforementioned constitutional provision.

GREG ABBOTT i
Governor



JOLYNNE DERIGO

Legal Asslstant

(432) 688-3424

tderigo @claytonwilllams.com

February 20, 2015

Mr. Gary Westbrook

Post Oak Savannah Groundwater Conservation District
P. 0. Box 92

Milano, TX 76556

Re:  Clayton Williams Energy, Inc.
Invoice # 5308 and Invoice # 5309

Dear Mr. Westbrook:
Enclosed are two checks in payment of the following invoices:

Check No. 316745 for $1,000.00 in payment of Invoice No. 5308 — fine for
production of groundwater without a permit (Marshall 140)

Check # 316744 for $426.00 in payment of Tnvoice No. 5309 — Application fees
for Frac’ing Marshall 140, Leases 1, 2 and 3, and Production Fees, Marshall 140,
Leases 1, 2 and 3:

fjld
Enclosures

CLAYDESTA CENTER  SIX DESTA DRIVE SUITE 6500 MIDLAND, TEXAS 79705 432/681-6324 FAX 432/688-3247




RECADER 846 « U,8. PAYENT NO, 55M200, 65785300, 664110, 6745355, 5604354, 0020000

e————
cw’- CLAYTON WILLIAMS ENERGY, ING. 6 DESTA DRIVE, STE 1100, MIDLAND, TX 78706

INVOICE DATE INVOICE NUMBER VOUCHER NUMBER - DESCRIPTICN AMOUNT
02/16/15 |[CK REQ 2/16/ | 001548535 ‘ 1000.00
CHECK NUMBER CHECK DATE VENDOR NUMBER VENDOR NAME

316745 2/20/15 89212 POST OAK SAVANNAH GROUNDWATER

....... .

' Wells Fargo Bank Chig, N.A.
CLAYTON WILLIAMS ENERGY, INC. %%?_2 Van Wart, OH «fﬁ
8 DESTA DRIVE, 8TE 1100, i
MIDLAND, TX 797056 |
1432) 682-6324

D WITHOUT A BURGUNDY & GAAY BORDEN AND PACKGROUND PLUS A WNIGHY & FINGERPHINE WATERMARI ON THE BAGK - HOLD AT ANGLE TO mﬁw‘g

CHECK NO, DATE AMOUNT

316745 2/20/15 *k+%%1,000,00

kkkkkkk**] 000 DOLLARS ***00 CENTS

CLAYTON WILLIAMS ENERGY, INC.

POST OAK SAVANNAH GROUNDWATER 89212
CONEERVATION DISTRICT .
POSGCD 0 . :

D O BOX 92

MILANO TX 76556 )
VOID AFTER 180 DAYS i

3 ahR7LA™ KOLL203B WS SRO0C0OAS3IS55N



AECRDER BOS « 11,5, PATENT NO, 8530200, G5T4108, 5641183, 785354, Fee4aid, 600000

So—
cw’ CLAYTON WILLIAMS ENERGY, INC, 8 DESTA DRIVE, STE 1100, MIDLAND, TX 79705

INVOICE DAYE INVOICE NUMBER VOUGHER NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
02/16/15 |CK REQ 2/16/ 001549534 426.00
CHECK NUMBER ) CHECK DATE . VENDOR NUMBER L VEND_OR NAME

316744 2/20/15 89212 POST OAK SAVANNAH GROUNDWATER

. — Woells Fargo Bank Ohio, N.A.
GLAYTON WILLIAMS ENERGY, INC. Be-382 Van Wers, O!

412
6 DESTA DRIVE, STE 1100,
MIDLAND, TX 79705
(433) 682-6324 )
CHECK NO. DATE AMOUNT

316744 2/20/15 *xAkk%%426.00

khkkkkkkk*k426 DOLLARS *%*00 CENTS

CLAYTON WILLIAMSE ENERGY, INC,

AR R POST OAK SAVANNAH GROUNDWATER 89212
T THE CONEERVATION DISTRICT
: ORDER POSGCD _ @ /
oF . P O BOY 92 /

MILANQ ™% 765E86
VOID AFTER 180 PAYS

™3 aE 7ML 120L 2038 2L SEOD0OQS3550



Post Oak Savannah Groundwater Conservation District

310 East Avenue C Phone: 512-455-9900
P.O. Box 92 Fax: 512-455-9909
Milano, Texas 76556 Email: posged@tconline.net

Website: www,posged.org

Gary Westbrook, General Manager

August 6, 2012

Mr. Michael Cardenas
Anadarko E&P Company, LP
2870 N. Harvey Mitchell Pkwy
Bryan, TX 77807

Dear Mr Cardenas:

This letter follows-up on the report made by Anadarko E&P Co., LP, of the total volume of water transported
out of the District in prior years. The report shows that you transported groundwater out of the District
without a transport permit issued by the District.

The transparted groundwater out of the District without a transport permit is a violation of the rules. The
minimum fine established by the Board for that violation is $1,000.00. As general manager, the only authority
that | have to resolve this matter requires me to impose and collect the minimum fine. Therefore, the
minimum fine of $1,000.00 is due and payable to the District within thirty (30) days, unless you appeal this
matter to the Board. Please note that upon resolution of this matter, and approval of the Board of Diractors
of your pending application to transported groundwater out of the District which is set for hearing and
consideration on August 14, 2012 and contingent upon resolution of this matter, fees due to the District for
groundwater transported out of the District will be adjusted accordingly.

Please know that in an effort to find alternative resolutions to this matter | have spoken with the general
counsel for the District regarding this, and, because of material future issues and the required equal
enforcement of the rules, he strongly recommended the above actions.

Sincerely,

Gary Westbrook
General Manager

Post Oak Savannah GCD
Cc: District files



r | 223 W. Anderson Lane, Ste. A-105
| wi%gfé}gl E[g Austin, Texas 78752
& KNIGHT 512-323-5778

| o . 5123235773

www:mckamigkrueger.com

Becember 10, 2013

Vig CM/ERR No., 7106 9008 9111 0145 6217
Cindy Vrazel -

Abstracts of Judgment

Milam County Clerk’s Office

102 5. Fannin 8t., Suits 5

Cameron, TX 76520

Re:  Cause No. CV34979; Past Qak Savanpah Groundwater Conservation District v. Roy
David Crush, Jr., In the 20" Mudicial District Court of Milam County, Texas

Dear Cindy:
Thank you for providing instructions on requesting an abstract of judgment.

Attached please find our check in the amowmt of $64.00 for the preparation of eight (3)
abstracts of judgment in the above-referenced matter. We will be filing these abstracts of
judgment in the real property records of Milam and swrounding coumties. '

For your convenience, I have attached a copy of the Notice of Cowt Order and a copy of
_the Final Default Judgment.

Date of Judgment: June 17, 2013
Penalties/Amount of Judgment: $100,000.00
Prejudgiment interest: 481 days at 10%
Attorneys Fees: $5,000.00

Court Costs (You are to provids this figure)

Please refurn the Abstracts to the undersigned. Please contact me at §30.708.2626 or
512.323.5778 with any questions. The attorney on this case is Barbara L. Quirk and her contact
phone no. is 210.546.2122 and she will be happy to answer any questions as well,

Thank you for your consideration and please let us know if you have any questions.

FIiL.ED Sincerely,

B0 odek A M : M @“ (} i
Q/V ' .
DEC 12 2013 Lisa Q Sullivan,
. £ / Paralegal to Barbara L. Guirk

LIN EECH&UER
Enelosmes: As Staﬂ:}ﬁmtm CLERK, BILAY LOAATY, TERAS

SAN ANTANIO DALLAG AUBTIN LAREDOQ

041 Proton R, ¢« 2007 N. Cealling Blvd., Silte 501 223 W, Anderson Lang, Buite AT05 718 Ghihuwahug, Suite 102
San Antonio, Texas 78258 Richardson, Tt n, Texas 78752 Laredo, Texas 78040
(210) 5462122 (214) 253-400 3 (512) 4255774 (356) 7235092
Fax (210) 546-2130 Fax (214} 25 : ax (512) 3235773 Fax (956) 723-1327




CAUSE NO, 34979

POST QAKX SAVANNAH § IN THE DISTRICT CQURT OF
GROUNDWATER CONSERVATION  § -
DISTRICT §
Plaintify, § |

- 8 20th JUDICTAL DISTRICT
V. §

§
ROY DAVID CRUSH, JR., §
Defendangs, - § MILAM COUNTY, TEXAS
FINAL DEFAULT JUDGMENT

On Jung 17, 2013, came on to be hanrd Plaiotiff’s Motion for Defanlt Judgment filed
by POST OAK SAVANNAH CONSERVATION DISTRICT (hereinafter “Plaintiff’ or
“District”) after Defendant, ROY DAVID CRUSH, JR. (hereinafter “Defendant”) failed to
file an answer in this case. Plaintiff appeared through its attomey. Defendant, having been
duly served with citation and a copy of Plaintiff’s Original Petition, ¢id not appear and
answer.

At the hearing, the Coutt fetermined it had jurisdiction over the subject matter and the
parties in this procesding, and the citation and proof of service wers on file for at least ten
days before the motion was filed. After considering the pleadings, the papers on file in this
case, and the evidence Plaintiff presented on lisbility, penalties, and attorney fees, the Court
finds Defendant did violate District rules promulgated pursuant to Bection 36.102 of the
Texas Water Code and grants Pluintiff’s motion for default judgment.

The Court hereby RENDERS judgment for Plaintiff, POST OAK SAVANNAH

GROUNDWATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT.

-

COPY



1. Accordingly, the Court orders that Plaintiff recover the following from
Defendant.

a, -Penﬂlﬁes in the smount of § Q) OF vho . (up to $10,000 per day for each
day the violations continued is provided for in the Texas Water Code);

b. Prejudgment inferest on the penalties swarded at the rate of _J_Q % from
222042 until the date of this judgment, in the amount of § Z . B, ﬂ ;

c. Reasongble and necessary attorney fees in the amount of $ fbd o &
for the prosecution of this case through judgment;

d. Court wsts; and

8 Postindgment interest om all of the above at the rate of 0% interest,
compounded anomally, from the date this judpment is entered until all amounts are paid in
fia]l.

2, The Court further orders that if Defendant unsuccessfully appeals this
Judgment, Plaintiff’ will additionally recover from Defendant the amount of § /0, go §%&
representing the auticipared reasonably and necessary fees and expenses that would -be
incurred by Plaintiff in defending t‘he appeal,

3. This judgraent finally disposes of all claims and all parties.

4, The Court orders execution to issue for this judgment.

5. The Court orders the Clerk of the Court to provide a copy of this fndgment to
Defendant at the following last known address:

Roy David Crush, Jr.

4631 FM 811
Centerville, Tuxus 75833

- & ’
Oreder on Motion for Default Fudgment



6. The Court further orders: /

éIGNEDonme AMNE {Oyf_b___
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SECTION 16. RN
MANAGEMENT OF WATER AVAILABILITY AND PRODUCTION

RULE 16.1. MANAGEMENT ZONES. Groundwater availability will be conserved,
preserved and protected by well spacing, permit requirements, and/or limiting water drawdown

levels within the Management Zones listed in Section 5 of the Management Plan. [Amended Juns 12,
2012]

RULE 16.2. GENERAL. All permits issued by the District that authorize the production of
water shall be subject to the terms, conditions and provisions of this Section 16. All other terms,
conditions and provisions of these rules shall be and remain in full force and effect. Any conflict
between this Section 16 and any other Rule will be resolved by the Board upon a written request
being made.

RULE 16.3. MONITORING OF GROUNDWATER. The District will monitor estimated
total annual production, water quality, and the water levels. An analysis of the monitoring data
will be reported at least once every three years. If, within a Management Zone, the drawdown
based on monitored groundwater levels, or total estimated annual production, or projected
average water level drawdowns, reach a threshold established in Rule 16.4, then, as determined
appropriate by the Board, the District will give notice to well permittees in the affected
Management Zone(s) as provided in Rule 16.4. The District will take action as found
appropriate by the Board, based on the analysis of measured water levels, projected average
water level drawdowns, permitted production, current and projected total estimated annual
production and relevant hydrogeologic and water resource information including, but not limited
to surface water availability and drought conditions, and review and evaluate the current and
predicted water availability. The District may reduce both the maximum acre feet of water per
acre of land for which the District may issue a permit and/or the volume of water authorized to
be produced under any permit issued by the District for a Management Zone, as a result of the
groundwater availability, total estimated annual production, or groundwater level drawdown
within a Management Zone., The District may also adopt rule changes for a Management Zone if
production in that Management Zone is shown to adversely impact groundwater conditions in
another Management Zones. [Amended July 12, 2605] [Amended June 12, 2012]

RULE 16.4. ACTIONS BASED ON MONITORING RESULTS. Monitoring and threshold
levels will be used to initiate appropriate responses designed to help achieve the DFCs, conserve
and preserve groundwater availability and protect groundwater users. Three threshold levels are
adopted to help guide these actions. Each threshold level provides for an increased level of
response based on the change in production or water levels associated with a Management Zone.
The threshold levels are: Level 1; Level 2; and Level 3. [Amended June 12, 2012]

1.Threshold Level 1.Threshold Level 1 will be reached, and additional study and
investigation may be undertaken as appropriate, at such time as: [Amended June 12, 2012]

a. Total estimated annual prbduction is greater than 70% of the Modeled Available
Groundwater (MAG) value listed in Section 8 of the Management Plan;
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b. An average groundwater drawdown, calculated from monitored water levels for
an aquifer, is greater than 60% of the average groundwater drawdown adopted as a
DYC for that aquifer in Section 7 of the Management Plan;

c. An average groundwater drawdown, calculated from monitored water levels,
for a Shallow Management Zone is greater than 60% of the threshold value for
average drawdown in that Shallow Management Zone listed in Section 7 of the
Management Plan; or

d. Projected average water level drawdowns, calculated with a District approved
methodology, indicate that a DFC for 2060 that is listed in Section 7 of the
Management Plan will be exceeded within 15 years.

2. Threshold Level 2. Threshold Level 2 will be reached, and a review of the

Management Plan, rules and regulations may be initiated, at such time as: [Amended June 12,
2012]

a. Total estimated annual production is greater than 85% of the Modeled Available
(MAG) value listed in Section 8 of the Management Plan;

b. Average groundwater drawdown, calculated from monitored water levels, for
an aquifer is greater than 80% of the average groundwater drawdown adopted as a
DFC for that aquifer in Section 7 of the Management Plan; or

c.An average groundwater drawdown, calculated from monitored water levels, for a
Shallow Management Zone is greater than 80% of the threshold value for average
drawdown in that Shallow Management Zones listed in Section 7 of the Management
Plan;

3. Threshold Level 3. Threshold Level 3 will be reached, and the Board will consider
amendments to the Management Plan rules and regulations at such time as an average
groundwater drawdown, calculated from monitored water levels, for an aquifer is greater
than 95% of an average groundwater drawdown adopted as a DFC for that aquifer in
Section 7 of the Management Plan. [Amended June 12, 2012]

4. The threshold levels will be administered and applied separately to each Management
Zone. As part of the evaluations and determinations, the District will consider the
pumping-induced impacts to groundwater resources that occur between or among
management zones. The evaluation will determine if pumping or production in one
management zone is contributing to adverse impacts to groundwater conditions in another
management Zone, [Amended June 12,2012

a. If Threshold Level 1 is exceeded, the District may consider performing studies
to provide information on aquifer properties, aquifer recharge, aquifer and surface
W
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water interactions, and aquifer pumping, The results -may be used to improve the
models, tools, and methodologies used to analyze data and predict future
groundwater levels and availability.

b. If Threshold Level 2 is exceeded, the District may re-evaluate the Management
Plan and rules regarding management zones, recharge estimates, the collection
and analysis of monitoring data, and proposed changes to DFCs for consideration
in the joint planning process.

¢. If Threshold Level 3 is exceeded, the District will conduct a public hearing to
discuss the status of the aquifers and develop a Level 3 Response Action Work
Plan focused on achieving the District’s goals and objectives, including the DFCs.
The work plan will be completed within 6 months after the first public hearing and
will be made available to the public through the District’s web site.

1. The notice will include the cause for the notice, the fact that an additional
review, evaluation and study is being made, and that a reduction of the
maximum allowable production per acre and/or the permitted production may be
approved following the review and evaluation. fAmended July 12, 2005]

ii.  The general manager, in consultation with the district geohydrologist, will
review and evaluate the permit applications pending, the permits issued and the
records of the Disirict, any estimates of total production by exempt wells, and
increase the frequency or locations of water drawdown monitoring within the
Management Zone. If the notice is due to the average drawdown based on
monitored water levels then an evaluation of the reasons for the drawdown will
be included in the review. [Amended July 12, 2005] [Amended June 12, 2012]

fi. The general manager will promptly report to the Board that notices have
been, or are being, given and the event that required the notice to be given. The
general manager will advise the Board of the plan for review and evaluation
recommended under (b) and, if the plan will be implemented over a period of
more than one month, during the evaluation, review, study and any additional
monitoring period, the general manager will keep the Board advised of the
progress of the review and evaluation. Upon completion of the review,
evaluation and any additional monitoring, the general manager and district
geohydrologist will make a final report to the Board, together with their
recommendation for action.

iv.  If the general manager, in consultation with the district geohydrologist, finds
the evaluation, study, review and/or monitoring supports a recommendation that
an adjustment of permitted production is recommended for a Management Zone
ot another Management Zone in which threshold level 3 was reached, the
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recommendation shall be consistent with the finding and provide supporting
documentation for the limitation. [Added July 12, 2005] [Amended June 12, 2012]

v.  The general manager may, after consultation with the district geohydrologist
and in combination with or in addition to the above, recommend any action or
combination of actions set forth in Rule 16.4. [Amended June 12, 2012]

5. The terms, provisions and the actions provided for in this Rule 16.4 are in addition to
and not in lieu of the terms, conditions and provisions of any other rule or provision of this
Section 16. This rule does not limit the authority of the Board to act pursuant to any other

rule. The Board shall have the discretion to take any action authorized by this Section 16.
[Amended June 12, 2012]

RULE 16.5. REDUCTIONS REQUIRED BY REGULATORY ACTION. Notwithstanding
any other term or provision of these rules, the Board may proportionately reduce the maximum
amount of water that may be permitted per acre and volume of water authorized to be produced
under any permit issued by the Board, and may adjust the thresholds established in Rule 16.4, as
required by state law or by a regional plan or an arca or regional agreement mandated by state
law and which, by authority of state law, requires water availability or production to be limited
or regulated based on water availability within a geographic area that includes land in more than
one groundwater conservation disirict. In the event permitted production or water level
drawdown will be reduced by reason of any such state law or regulation, the District will give
notices as provided in Rule 16.4, hold one or more public hearings on the resulting limitations,
and, to the extent permitted by state law, or the regional plan or agreement, implement any such
reductions in a mahner and over a period consistent with this Section 16. [Amended June 12, 2012]

RULE 16.6. ADJUSTING MAXIMUM PRODUCTION PERMITTED. The maximum
groundwater production permitted per acre, the permitted production under any permit issued by

the District, and the water drawdown level for a Management Zone may be adjusted as follows:
[Amended July 12, 2005]

1. If the water drawdown level within a Management Zone, or in an adjacent zone in which the
water drawdown level is impacted by production in such Management Zone, exceeds the
water drawdown Threshold Level 3 in Rule 16.4, the maximum water production permitied
per acre for the Management Zone and the water authorized to be produced under any permit
issued by the District for that zone may be reduced. The required reduction will be
determined by the Board based on the evaluation and the evidence received by the Board.
The production in one Management Zone may be reduced to the extent that production in

that Management Zone is impacting water drawdown levels in an another zone. [amended July 12,
2005] [Amondod June 12, 2012]

2. The maximum allowable production of 2 acre feet of groundwater per acre of land, provided
in Rule 5.1.2, may be reduced, and the maximum allowable production may be established or
reduced for any one, or more than one, Management Zone(s). [Amended July 12, 2005]

3. Production authorized under permits issued by the District for any Management Zone may be

]
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reduced on a schedule to, when considered together with future permits for which the
authorized production per acre will be at the lower maximum allowable production per acre,
generally over a period not to exceed 40 years, reduce groundwater production by an amount
required to return the water level in the Management Zone to levels deemed acceptable by
the Board based on evidence provided by the general manager, in consultation with the
district geohydrologist. [Amended July 12, 2005] [Amended June 12, 2012]

The Board may adjust permitted production within a Management Zone, based upon the
results of a review, evaluation, study, and monitoring, and any evidence presented at a
public hearing, if it finds the adjustment is appropriate. [Amended July 12, 2005] [Amended June 12, 2012]

RULE 16.7. PERMIT LIMITATIONS AND REDUCTIONS. The maximum allowable
production of water authorized by a permit may be limited, adjusted and reduced as follows:

1.

If the maximum allowable production of 2 acre feet of groundwater per acre of contiguous
land is reduced for a Management Zone, or if any such reduced maximum of allowable
production is thereafter reduced again, a new permit may not be issued for the production of
more water than is established under this Section 16 as the maximum allowable production of
water per acre of land for the Management Zone; [Amended Tune 12, 2012)

Excluding production authorized by a historic use permit, and production authorized by wells
exempt under Rule 7.10(1), the production of water authorized by any permit issued by the
District for the production of water is subject to limitation, adjustment and reduction;

The volume of water authorized by permit to be produced in a Management Zone may be
reduced by up to two percent per year with the reduction beginning twelve months after a
decision by the Board that such reduction is reasonably required for the conservation and
preservation of groundwater, or the protection of the aquifer or groundwater users, within the
Management Zone; and [Amended Juze 12, 2012]

If the Board finds it is necessary to reduce the maximum allowable production per acre, or
the permitted production for any Management Zone, more quickly than is provided in Rule
16.7(3), to preserve and conserve groundwater or protect groundwater users within a
Management Zone, or to implement reductions required under Rule 16.5, the Board shall
establish a schedule for a phased reduction in the maximum allowable production or
permitted production for the zone. [Amended July 12, 2005]

RULE 16.8. EXCEPTIONS. The following are exceptions to ihe rules set forth in this Section
16 for the limitation and reduction of production:

1.

After a reduction of the maximum allowable permitted production per acre in a Management
Zone, the maximum allowable production per acre of land for which a permit may be issued
in the Management Zone shall not exceed the maximum allowable production per acre as
modified or established under this Section 16; [Amended July 12, 2005]

. bl .
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2. Within the Trinity Zone groundwater availability will be preserved and conserved, and
groundwater users will be protected, by well spacing and the maximum allowable production
per acre provided in Rule 5.1.2;

3. The Queen City-Sparta and Yegua-Jackson Zones are recharge based zones with relatively
low to moderate yield domestic and small municipal wells, and, in lieu of limiting water
drawdown levels in this zone, during droughts permitted production may be temporarily
reduced to protect groundwater users; and [Amended June 12, 2012]

4, The Board may, in addition to or in combination with any action authorized in this Section
16, take any action authorized in Section 17. [Added June 12,2012]

RULE 169 NOTICE AND HEARINGS. A limitation, adjustment or reduction of the
maximum allowable production of water per acre, or of the volume of water authorized to be
produced under permits issued by the District, may be adopted by the Board at any time after
written notice is given to the permit holders as provided in Rule 16.4 and a public hearing held,
for which twenty days, or more, notice of such public hearing is published in one or more

newspapers of general circulation in Milam County and Burleson County, Texas. ‘

RULE 16.10. REHEARING. The owner or the operator of a well or well field for which
permitted production is being reduced pursuant to this Section 16 may request a rehearing on a
decision by the Board to reduce permitted production by more than ten percent in any five year
period, or to make a reduction that exceeds two percent in any one year period. Except as
otherwise specifically provided herein any such motion for rehearing must be in writing, state the
nature of material additional evidence to be presented, and filed in the district office within thirty
days after the date of the Board decision that is being appealed. Such rehearing request will not
stay or abate the required reduction or production while the request is pending.

SECTION 17
DROUGHT CONTINGENCY

RULE 17.1. GENERAL. The Board may, after a public hearing and finding that a drought
condition of sufficient severity exists that it may adversely affect the groundwater availability of
the aquifers, declare drought conditions. The rules regarding the spacing of wells and production
of groundwater, and, to the fullest extent permitted by law, exemption from these rules, shall be
subject to the terms, conditions and provisions of this Section 17 during a drought declared by
the Board. Any conflict between this Section 17 and any other rule will be resolved by the
Board upon written request, [Added June 12, 2012]

RULE 17.2. DROUGHT MANAGEMENT. The terms, provisions and conditions of Section
16 that provide for limitation, reduction or adjustment of authorized and permitted groundwater
production are applicable and available to the Board for drought management purposes duting
drought conditions. |Added June 12, 2012]

RULE 17.3. DROUGHT MANAGEMENT PLANS. The District may enforce the terms,
e
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provisions and conditions of drought management plans adopted by permittees of the District,

and by entities that receive groundwater produced pursuant to a permit issued by the District.
[Added June 12, 2012]

RULE 174. THRESHOLD MONITORING AND ACTION. The terms and provisions of
Rule 16.7 are available to the Board and applicable during drought conditions. [Added june 12, 2012]
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Post Oak Savannah Groundwater Conservation District

310 East Avenue C Phone: 512-455-9900
P. 0. Box 92 ‘ Fax: 512-455-9909

Milano, Texas 76556 Email: bbhazan®@posgcd.org
' Website: www.posged.org

Bobby Bazan, Water Resource Specialist
January 17, 2014

wAddressBlock»

The Post Oak Savannah Groundwater Conservation District is required to keep a record of all groundwater production in
our District on an annual hasis for all non-exempt wells. This information is vital to the District’s purpose, and is required
by state law.

According to the Post Oak Savannah Groundwater Conservation District Rule # 7.14.6, each holder of a permit for a non-
exempt well is required to submit a Water Use Report within 15 days after January 31% of each year. The District has
recently adopted minimum penalties for violations of the District rules.

Attached for your convenience is a form provided by the District for use in fulfilling your requirement for the reporting
years Indicated. Please note that if your wells are aggregate, the total production must be less that the total permitted
amount of all aggregate wells. District staff is always available to assist producers with and requirements of the District
rules. Please make every effort to complete this form and return it to the District’s offices before February 15, 2014 to
avoid District action. Should you have any questions, please da not hesitate to call.

Sincerely,

JUR——

Bobby Bazan

Water Resource Specialist

Post Oak Savannah GCD

Cc: District files, District Board of Directors
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Post Oak Savannah Groundwater Conservation District

310 East Avenue C Phone: 512-455-8900
P. 0. Box 52 Fax: 512-455-9909
Milano, Texas 76556 Email: bhazan@posged.org

Website: www.posgcd.org

Bobby Bazan, Water Resource Specialist

March 20, 2014

[Insert Owner Name]
[Insert Address]
lIinsert City, State, Zip]

The Post Oak Savannah Groundwater Conservation District is required to keep a record of all groundwater production in
our District on an annual basis for all non-exempt wells. This infermation is vital to the District’s purpose, and is required
by state faw.

According to District Rule 7.14.6 and/or 7.15.7, each holder of a permit for a non-exempt well is required to submit a
Water Use Report within 15 days of January 33° each year. As of the date this letter was written, you are 60 days late
on submiiting your Water Use Report. The District has adopted rules that allow the district to impose penalties for
violations of compliance.

Attached for your convenience is a form provided by the District for use in fulfilling your requirement for the reporting
years indicated. Please note that if your wells are aggregate, the total production must be less that the total permitted
amount of all aggregate wells.

District staff is always available to assist producers with any requirements of the District rules. Please fill out the
included form and return within 30 business days to aveid District action. Should you have any questions, please do
not hesitate to call.

Respectfully,

Bobhy Bazan

Water Resource Specialist
Post Oak Savannah GCD

CC: District‘Fi]es




| Groundwater Management Plan

Adopted October9,2012

Post Oak Savannah Groundwater Conservation District
310 East Avenue C
P. O. Box 92
Milano, Texas 76556
Phone: 512 /455 -9900
Fax: 512 /455 - 9909
Website: www.posgcd.org
General Manager: Gary Westbrook
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POST OAK SAVANNAH GROUNDWATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT
GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT PLAN

1. DiISTRICT MISSION

The Post Oak Savannah Groundwater Conservation District (POSGCD) mission is to provide for the
conservation, preservation, protection, recharging, and prevention of waste of groundwater, and to protect
groundwater users, by adopting and enforcing Rules consistent with state law. The District will accomplish this
mission by imposing spacing requirements, regulating production, requiring permits for wells and production,
establishing water drawdown levels and monitoring groundwater levels and production, making appropriate
adjustments to allowable and permitted production, and encouraging conservation,

2.  TIMFE PERIOD OF THIS PLAN

This plan will become effective upon adoption by the POSGCD Board of Directors (“Board”) and approval as
administratively complete by the Texas Water Development Board. The plan will remain in effect for five (5)
years after the date of certification, and thereafter until a revised plan is adopted and approved.

- 3. BACKGROUND

The POSGCD was created in Milam and Burleson counties by HB 1784, 77th Legislature, 2001, and a local
confirmation election in November 2002. The purpose of this bill is to provide a locally controlled
groundwater district to conserve and preserve groundwater, protect groundwater users, protect and recharge
groundwater, prevent pollution or waste of groundwater in the central Carrizo-Wilcox area, control subsidence
caused by withdrawal of water from the groundwater reservoirs in that area, and regulate the transport of water
out of the boundaries of the districts. The POSGCD has 10 directors, 5 from each county. It does not have the
power to tax and receives all of its revenue from fees imposed on municipal/commercial pumpers and
transporters of groundwater. Successful confirmation elections were held in November 2002 in both counties
in accordance with Sections 36.017, 36.018, and 36.019, Water Code, and Section 41.001, Election Code.

The POSGCD is a member of Groundwater Management Area 12 (GMA 12) and Groundwater Management
Area 8 (GMA 8), whose areal extents are shown in Figure 1. To help establish desired future conditions for the
relevant aquifers within the boundaries of GMA 12 and GMA 8, POSGCD will consider groundwater
availability models and other data or information. As part of the joint planning process, POSGCD will
establish management goals and objectives that are consistent with the desired future conditions adopted by
GMA 8 and GMA 12.

4. GROUNDWATER RESOURCES

Located within the District’s boundaries are portions of the Trinity, Wilcox, Carrizo, Queen City, Sparta,
Yegua/Jackson, and the Brazos River Alluvium Aquifers. Figure 2 shows the locations of the outcrops of these
aquifers based on the surface geology mapped by Barnes (1994), Kelley and others (2004), Deeds and others
(2004), and Shah and Houston (2007). In Figure 2, the outcrop area for the Carrizo Aquifer includes the
outcrop area associated with the Reklaw Formation, the outcrop area for the Queen City Aquifer includes the
outcrop area associated with the Weches Formation, and the outcrop area for the Sparta Aquifer includes the
outcrop area for the Catahoula Formation. Within the District, the Trinity Aquifer does not outcrop and is
overlaid primarily by the Midway Formation. Table 4-1 provides the area associated with each aquifer outcrop.
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Table4-1.  Aquifer Outcrop Areas in the District -

Midway Formation 346
Wilcox 348
Carrizo/Reklaw 70
Queen City/Weches 159
Sparta 76
Cook Mountain/Yegua-Jackson 321
/Catahoula

Brazos River Alluvium 161
Shallow Alluvium 215
Total 1,699

(a) Trinity Aquifer. The Trinity Aquifer is located in the northwest corer of Milam County. The

Trinity Aquifer refers to four geological formations considered to be relevant aquifers by GMA 8.
These four geologic formations are the Paluxy Aquifer, the Glen Rose Aquifer, the Hensell Aquifer,
and the Hosston Aquifer. The top and bottom surfaces for these four geological formations are
defined by their model layer in the Northern Trinity GAM (Bene and others, 2004).

(b) Wilcox Aquifer. The Wilcox aquifer is a major regional aquifer system. The outcrop of the Wilcox

(©)

Aquifer forms a southwest to northeast trending belt through central Milam County; the downdip
portion of the Wilcox Aquifer underlies southern Milam County and all of Burleson County.
Freshwater exists in the Wilcox Agquifer in both Milam County and Burleson Counties. The Wilcox
Aquifer refers to three geological formations that are considered to be relevant aquifers by GMA. 12.
These three geologic formations are the Hooper, the Simsboro, and the Calvert Bluff. The top and
bottom surfaces for these three geological formations are defined by their model layer in the Central
Carrizo GAM (Dutton and others, 2003). The Upper Wilcox Aquifer is associated with the Calvert
Bluff Formation. The Middle Wilcox Aquifer is associated with the Simsboro Formation. The
Lowet Wilcox Aquifer is associated with the Hooper Formation.

The unconfined portion of the Upper Wilcox Aquifer is where the Central Carrizo GAM (Dutton
and others, 2003) simulates the water level in the Calvert Bluff Formation to be below the top of the
Calvert Bluff Formation at January 2000, The unconfined portion of the Middle Wilcox Aquifer is
where the Central Carrizo GAM (Dutton and others, 2003) simulates the water level in the Simsboro
Formation to be below the top of the Simsboro Formation at January 2000. The unconfined portion
of the Lower Wilcox Aquifer is where the Central Carrizo GAM (Dutton and others, 2003)
simulates the water level in the Hooper Formation to be below the top of the Hooper Formation at
January 2000

Carrizo Aquifer. The Carrizo Aquifer is a regional aquifer system that occurs throughout most of
the District. The outcrop of the Carrizo Aquifer forms a southwest to northeast trending belt
through southern Milam County; the downdip portion of the Carrizo Aquifer underlies southern
Milam County and all of Burleson County. Freshwater exists in the Carrizo Aquifer in both Milam
County and Burleson Counties. The aquifer is a source of groundwater for numerous domestic wells
and several large public water supply systems. The top and bottom surfaces for the Carrizo Aquifer
are represented by its model layer in the Central Carrizo GAM (Dutton and others, 2003). The
unconfined portion of the Carrizo Aquifer is where the Central Carrizo GAM (Dutton and othets,
2003) simulates the water level in the Carrizo Formation o be below the top of the Carrizo
Formation at January 2000,
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5.

(d) Queen City. The Queen City Aquifer outcrops across a 5 to 8 mile wide zone that is generally

(e)

®

(2)

(h)

aligned along the Milam-Butleson County line. The aquifer extends down dip in Burleson County
and is a source of groundwater for domestic wells and some public water supply wells. Freshwater
exists in the Queen City Aquifer in both Milam County and Burleson Counties: The top and bottom
surfaces for the Queen City Aquifer are represented by its model layer in the Ceniral Carrizo GAM
(Kelley and others, 2004). The unconfined portion of the Queen City Aquifer is defined as the arca
where the Central Carrizo GAM (Kelly and others, 2004) simulates the water table to be below the
top of the Queen City Aquifer at January 2000. o

Sparta Aquifer. The Sparta Aquifer outcrops across a 3 to 5 mile wide zone trending southwest-
nottheast just north of Highway 21 in Burleson County. The Sparta extends downdip to the
southeast throughout much of Burleson County. ILike the Queen City Aquifer, the Sparta is used
for numerous domestic water wells and some small public water supply systems in the District.
Freshwater exists in the Sparta Aquifer in Burleson County. The top and bottom surfaces for the
Sparta Aquifer are represented by its model layer in the Central Cartizo GAM (Kelley and others,
2004). The unconfined portion of the Sparta Aquifer is defined as the area where the Central
Carrizo GAM (Kelly and others, 2004) simulates the water table to be below the top of the Sparta
Aquifer at January 2000.

Yegua/Jackson Aquifer. The Yegua/Jackson Aquifer outcrops- across a 6 to 10 mile wide zone
trending southwest-northeast south of Highway 21 in Burleson County. The Yegua/Jackson Aquifer
extends down-dip to the southeast through much of Burleson County. The Yegua/Jackson Aquifer
includes to all four geologic units (the upper Yegua, the lower Yegua, the upper Jackson, and the lower
Jackson) represented by the model layers in the Yegua/Tackson GAM (Deeds and others, 2010). In
Burleson County, the Yegua/Jackson Aquifer provides small to moderate amounts of freshwater to
domestic and irrigation wells and to a few public water systems.

Brazos River Alluvium Aquifer. The Brazos River Alluvium Aquifer is comprised of floodplain
and terrace deposits of the Brazos River along the eastern boundary of Milam and Burleson
counties. The Brazos River Alluvium Aquifer occurs only as an unconfined aquifer in POSGCD
and the majority of it exists in Butleson County. The Brazos River Alluvium supplies freshwater to
many irrigation wells and several domestic wells. For the most part, the water discharges from the
alluvium mainly through seepage to the Brazos River, evapotranspiration, and wells. The bottom
surfaces for the Brazos River Alluvium is represented by its model layer in the Central Queen
City/Sparta GAM (Kelley and others, 2004).

Shallow Alluvium Aquifers. Shallow alluvium aquifers have not been completely mapped across
POSGCD. The aquifers represent floodplain and terrace deposits near major tributaries to the Brazos
River. These aquifers are generally less than 30 feet thick, are characterized by mixtures of coarse
sands and fine-grain materials, and are often well connected hydrologically to nearby sireams. The
area of these aquifers are denoted by alluvium deposits denoted in the BEG map of surface geology
(Proctor and others, 1974).

MANAGEMENT ZONES

The District is divided into groundwater management zones for the purpose of evaluating and managing
groundwater resources recognizing the different characteristics and anticipated future development of the
aquifers in the District.

The District will establish and enforce Rules for the spacing of wells, the maximum allowable production of
groundwater per acre of land located over an aquifer, require permits for production, regulate drawdown and
provide for a reduction in the maximum allowable production and permitted production of groundwater per
acre of land based on the different surface and subsurface characteristics and different evaluation and
monitoting within the Management Zones.
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The Management Zones are as follows:

(a) Trinity Management Zone. This management zone includes the Trinity Aquifer which is located
beneath the footprint of the Midway outerop shown in Figure 3. This management zone also
includes the Midway Formation, which is generally a clayey deposit with low transmissivity.

(b) Brazos River Alluvium Management Zone. This management zone is located along the eastern
boundaries of the District in Milam and Burleson Counties and is coterminous with the boundaries
of the Brazos Alluvium outcrop in Figure 2. This zone extends to the depth of the water bearing
alluvial sediments of the Brazos River Alluvium.

(c) Shallow Alluvium Management Zone. This management zone corresponds to the alluvium
sediments associated with the major tributaries of the Brazos River shown in Figure 2. This zone
extends to the depth of the water bearing alluvial sediments along the tributaries.

(d) Sparta and Shallow Sparta Management Zones. The Sparta Management Zone includes all of
the water bearing formations of the Sparta Aquifer found in the District. The areal extent of the
Sparta Management Zone is shown in Figure 3. The up-dip area of the Sparta Management Zone
contains the Shallow Sparta Management Zone, which includes the unconfined portions of the
Sparta Aquifer and covers the area shown in Figure 3.

(¢) Queen City and Shallow Queen City Management Zones. The Queen City Management
Zone includes all of the water bearing formations of the Queen City Aquifer found in the
District. The areal extent of the Queen City Management Zone is shown in Figure 4, The up-dip
area of the Queen City Management Zone contains the Shallow Queen City Management Zone,
which includes the unconfined portions of the Queen City Aquifer and covers the area shown in
Figure 4

(f) Carrizo and Shallow Carrizo Management Zones. The Carrizo Management Zone includes
all of the water bearing formations of the Carrizo Aquifer found in the District. The areal extent
of the Carrizo Management Zone is shown in Figure 4. The up-dip area of the Carrizo
Management Zone contains the Shallow Carrizo Management Zone, which includes the
unconfined portions of the Carrizo Aquifer and covers the area shown in Figure 4

(g) Upper Wilcox and Shallow Upper Wilcox Management Zones. The Upper Wilcox
Management Zone includes all of the water bearing formations of the Calvert Bluff Formation
found in the District. The arcal extent of the Upper Wilcox Management Zone is shown in
Figure 5. The up-dip area of the Upper Wilcox Management Zone contains the Shallow Upper
Wilcox Management Zone, which includes the unconfined portions of the Calvert Bluff
Formation and covers the area shown in Figure 3.

(h) Middle Wilcox and Shallow Middle Wilcox Management Zones. The Middle Wilcox
Management Zone ineludes all of the water bearing formations of the Simsboro Formation found
in the District. The areal extent of the Middle Wilcox Management Zone is shown in Figure 5.
The up-dip area of the Middle Wilcox Management Zone contains the Shallow Middle Wilcox
Management Zone, which includes the unconfined portions of the Simsboro Formation and
covers the area shown in Figure 5.

(i) Lower Wilcox and Shallow Lower Wilcox Management Zones. The Lower Wilcox
Management Zone includes all of the water bearing formations of the Hooper Formation found
in the District. The areal extent of the Lower Wilcox Management Zone is shown in Figure 6.
The up-dip area of the Lower Wilcox Management Zone contains the Shallow Lower Wilcox
Management Zone, which includes the unconfined portions of the Hooper Formation and covers
the area shown in Figure 6.

(j) Yegua/Jackson and Shallow Yegua/Jackson Management Zone. This zone includes the
outcrop and downdip portions of the geologic units of the Yegua and the Jackson formations of
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the Yegua/Jackson Aquifer, which occur in the southern portion of Burleson County. The areal
extent of this management zone is shown in Figure 4, The Yegua/Jackson Management Zone
contains the Shallow Yegual/Jackson Zone, which is defined as - the saturated thickness
simulated by the Yegua/Jackson GAM (Deeds and others, 2010) for Model Layer lat January
2000.

MANAGEMENT OF GROUNDWATER SUPPLIES

The District will evaluate and monitor groundwater conditions and regulate production consistent with this plan
and the District Rules. Production will be regulated as needed to conserve groundwater, and protect
groundwater users, in a manner not to unnccessarily and adversely limit production or impact the economic
viability of the public, landowners and private groundwater users. In consideration of the importance of
groundwater to the economy and culture of the District, the District will identify and engage in activities and
practices that will permit groundwater production and, as appropriate, protect the aquifer and groundwater in
accordance with this Management Plan and the District’s rules. A monitoring well network will be maintained
to monitor aquifer conditions within the District. The District will make a regular assessment of water supply
and groundwater storage conditions and will report those conditions as appropriate in public meetings of the
Board or public announcements. The District will undertake investigations, and co-operate with third-party
investigations, of the groundwater resources within the District, and the results of the investigations will be
made available to the public upon being presented at a meeting of the Board. :

The District will adopt rules to regulate groundwater withdrawals by means of well spacing and production
limits as appropriate to implement this Plan. In making a determination to grant a permit or limit groundwater
withdrawals, the District will consider the available evidence and, as appropriate and applicable, weigh the
public benefit against the individual needs and hardship.

The factors that the District may consider in making a determination to grant a drilling and operating or
operating permit or limit groundwater withdrawals will include:

1. The purpose of the rules of the District;

2. The equitable distribution of the resource;

3. The economic hardship resulting from grant or denial of a permit, or the terms prescribed by the permit;
4

. This Management Plan and Desired Future Conditions of the District as adopted in Joint Planning
under Tex. Water Code, Sec. 36.108; and

5. The potential effect the permit may have on the aquifer, and groundwater users.

The transport of groundwater out of the District will be regulated by the District according to the Rules of the
District.

In pursuit of the District’s mission of protecting the groundwatet resources, the District may require adjustment
of groundwater withdrawals in accordance with the Rules and Management Plan. To achieve this purpose, the
District may, at the Board’s discretion afier notice and hearing, amend or revoke any permit for non-
compliance, or reduce the production authorized by permit for the purpose of protecting the aquifer and
groundwater availability. The determination to seek the amendment of a permit will be based on aquifer
conditions observed by the District as stated in the District’s rules. The determination to seek revocation of a
permit will be based on compliance and non-compliance with the District's rules and regulations. The District
will enforce the terms and conditions of permits and the rules of the District, as necessary, by fine and enjoining
the permit bolder in a court of competent jurisdiction as provided for in Texas Water Code (YWC) Ch. 36.102,
elc,

A contingency plan to cope with the effects of water supply deficits due to climatic or other conditions will be
developed by the District and will be adopted by the Board after notice and hearing. In developing the
contingency plan, the District will consider all relevant factors, including, but not limited to, the economic
effect of conservation measures upon. all water resource user groups, the local implications of the degree and
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effect of changes in water storage conditions, the unique hydrogeologic conditions of the aquifers within the
District and the appropriate conditions under which to implement the contingency plan,

The District will employ reasonable and necessary technical resources at its disposal to evaluate the
groundwaler resources available within the District and to determine the effectiveness of regulatory or
conservation measures. A public or private user may appeal to the Board for discretion in enforcement of the
provisions of the water supply deficit contingency plan on grounds of adverse economic hardship or unique
local conditions. The exercise of discretion by the Board, shall not be construed as limiting the power of the
Board.

7.  DESIRED FUTURE CONDITIONS

The District shall participate in the joint planning process in GMA 8 and 12 as defined per TWC § 36.108,
including establishment of Desired Future Conditions (DFCs) for management areas within the District. In its
evaluation of potential DFCs, the District shall consider results from groundwater availability models, scientific
reports, and the conditions of the aquifer within the management zones.

(a) DFCs Adopted by GMA 12. The District’s current DFCs for the area covered by GMA 12 are the
average drawdowns in Tables 7-1 and 7-2.

The average drawdowns in Table 7-1 are for a 60-year period beginning January 2000 and ending
December 2059. For each of the aquifers, the DFC average drawdown are for the area covered by
each aquifer in Milam and Burleson Counties as defined by the stratigraphy used in the TWDB
Groundwater Availability Model for the Central Queen City Aquifer (Kelley and others, 2004).
The average drawdowns in Table 7-2 represent declines in the saturated thickness measured over a
50-year period. The 50-year period begins in January 2010 and ends on December 2059,

Table 7-1.  Adopted DFCs based on the Average Threshold that occurs between January 2000 and

December 2059

Lquite
Sparta 30
Queen City 30
Carrizo 65
Upper Wilcox (Calvert 140
Bluff Fm)
Middle Wilcox 300
(Simsboro Fm)
Lower Wilcox (Hooper 180
Fm)
Yegua-Jackson 100

Table 7-2.  Adopted DFCs for the Brazos River Alluvium based on decrease in the average saturated
thickness that ocenrs between January 2010 and December 2059

Milam in GMA 12 5
Burleson in GMA 12 6

(b) Threshold values for Average Drawdown Adopted for the Shallow Management Zones . The
District developed the DFCs in Table 7-1 using a methodology that include constraints to limit
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drawdown in the up-dip regions of aquifers. One reason these constraints were developed is to help
protect the production capacity of existing wells in the unconfined portions of the aquifer where the
water level above the well screen tends to be less than in the confined portions of the aquifer. *

Table 7-3 Threshold values for Average Drawdown for the Shallow Management Zones

Average Drawdown (ft) that Occurs --
Aquifer between January 2000 and December 2059
in the Shallow Management Zone
Sparta 10
Queen City 10
Carrizo 20
Upper Wilcox (Calvert Bluff Frm) 20
Middle Wilcox (Simsboro Fim) 20
Lower Wilcox (Hooper Fm) 20
Yepua-Jackson 15

(¢) DFCs Adopted by GMA 8. On the date of this Plan’s adoption, the District did not have any
permitted wells in the postion of the Brazos River Alluvium Aquifer and the Trinity Aquifer in
GMA 8. POSGCD participated in the GMA 8 joint planning process to help establish DFCs for
the Brazos River Alluvium. Aquifer and the Trinity Aquifer within the District boundaries, but for
the purpose of this Plan the District considers the portion of the Brazos River Alluvium Aquifer
within GMA 8 as a non-relevant aquifer. The District will not monitor water levels in the GMA 8
portion of the Brazos River Alluvium until the GMA 8 portion of the Brazos River Alluvium is
deemed as a relevant aquifer by the District. The District will also not monitor water levels in the
Trinity Aquifer until there is at least one permiited well that pumps from the Trinity Aquifer.

The District’s current DFCs for the area covered by GMA 8 are the average drawdowns in
Table 7-5. The average drawdowns in Table 7-5 are for a 50-year period that begins on January
2000 and ends on December 2049 and the average drawdowns are for areas covered by each
aquifer in Milam County as defined by the stratigraphy provided by the TWDB Groundwater
Availability Model for the Northern Trinity Aquifer (Bene and others, 2004).

Table 7-5.  Adopted DFCs based on Average Threshold that occurs between January 2000 and
December 2049

Paluxy 252
Glen Rose 294
Hensell - 337
Hosston 344

The POSGCD considers the portion of the Brazos River Alluvium Aquifer within GMA. 8 as a non-relevant
aquifer. As aresult, there is no GMA 8 DIPC for the Brazos River Alluvium.

8. MODELED AVAILABLE GROUNDWATER (MAG)

Based on DFCs adopted by GMA 8 and GMA 12, the Texas Water Development Board is required by
TWC § 36.108 9(0) to provide the District with a MAG for each DFC. Table 8-1 lists the draft MAGs
received by the District from the TWDB. The Draft MAGs will bé replaced by final MAGs values after the
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final MAGs values have been set by the TWDB. .

Table 8-1.  Modeled Available Groundwater Vilues Calculated for 2060 by the TWDB based on the

9.

DFECs adopted by GMA 8 and 12

_ Aquifer ‘ Acre-ft/year (AFY)
Brazos River Alluvium :
Declared a Non-relevant Acquifer in GMA 8 NA.
In Milam and Burleson County and in GMA 12 25,138'
Adquifers in Trinity GAM
Paluxy ‘ 0*
Glen Rose 149°
Hensel 36°
Hosston 103*
Subtotal 288
Aquifers in the Queen City/Sparta GAM
Sparta 6,734°
Queen City 502"
Carrizo © 7,059°
Upper Wilcox (Calvert Bluff Fin) 1,038
Middle Wilcox (Simsboro Fm) - 48,501°
Lower Wilcox (Flooper Frn) 4,422°
Subtotal 68,256
Y egua-Tackson Aquifer - 12,923°
Total 106,605

TGTA AQUIFER ASSESSMENT 10-20 MAG(Bradley,2011)
2 GAMRUN 10-063 MAG(Oliver and Bradley, 2011}

3 GAMRUN 10-046 MAG(Oliver, 2012a)

4 GAM RUN 10-045 MAG(Oliver, 2012b)

5 GAM RUN 10-044 MAG(Oliver, 2012¢)

¢ GAM RUN 10-060MAG(Oliver, 2012d)

WATER WELL INVENTORY

The District will assign permitted wells to a management zone and to an aquifer based on the location of the
well’s screen or well depth using the Rules of the Disirict. If no well screen information is available then a
permitted well will be assigned to a management zone and to an aquifer based on the total depth of the well.
The assignment of the permitted well will be made at the time of permit. The District will assign exempt
wells to a management zone and to an aquifer based on available information for the exempt well, The
District will use the assignments to help track the permitted pumping and production for each aquifer and
for each management zone.

10. GROUNDWATER MONITORING

The District will maintain a monitoring well network that will be used by the District to obtain measured
water levels. Groundwater monitoring will be designed to monitor changes in groundwater conditions over
time. The District encourages well owners to volunteer wells to be used as part of the monitoring network.
The District will accept wells into, or replace an existing well in, the monitoring network. The selection
process will consider the well proximity to other monitoring wells, to permitted and exempt wells, to
streams, and to geographic and political boundaries. If no suitable well locations can be found to meet the
monitoring objectives in a specific aquifer or management zone, the District may evaluate the benefits of
converting an oil and gas well to a water well, drilling and insfalling a new well, or using modeled water
levels for that area until such time as a suitable well can be obtained for monitoring.

The District shall perform groundwater monitoring. The monitoring of the wells will be performed under the
directiop of the general manager, by trained personnel using a Standard Operation Procedure adopted by the
District.
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THRESHOLD LEVELS AND ANALYSIS OF GROUNDWATER LEVEL DATA

The District shall use threshold levels to help achieve its DFCs and to conserve and preserve groundwater "
availability and protect groundwater users. The District shall administer separate threshold levels for each
management zone based on the Rules of the District. As part of its evaluation and determinations, the
District may also consider the pumping-induced impacts to groundwater resources, including production
accurting outside of the District. The Distriot will consider threshold levels based on one or more of the

" following metrics: estimated total annual production, measured water level change, and predicted water

level change.

- Among the factors to be considered to guide the District’s actions are threshold levels established in the
_ District’s Rules. District actions which can be initiated if a threshold level has been exceeded “are:
additional aquifer studies to collect and analyze additional information, a re-evaluation of the Management

12.

Plan or rules, and/or a change in the Management Plan or rules.

 PRODUCTION AND SPACING OF WELLS
Production and spacing of all wells within the District will be regulated by the District according to the

Rules of the District. Well spacing and the rate of production of the well will be dependent on the

management zone and the aquifer associated with the well, and other factors included in the Rules of the

- District.

13.

ACTIONS, PROCEDURES, PERFORMANCE AND AVOYDANCE FOR PLAN IMPLEMENTATION

~ The District will implement this plan and utilize it as a guide for the on-going evaluation of, and the

planning and establishing priorities for all District conservation and regulatory activities. All programs,

. permits and related operations of the District, and any additional planning efforts in which the District may

participate will be consistent with this plan.

The District will adopt rules relating to the permitting of wells, the production and transport of groundwater
and reducing permitted production. The rules adopted by the District shall be adopted pursuant to TWC
Chapter 36 and provisions of this plan. All rules will be adhered to and enforced. The promulgation and
enforcement of the rules will be based on technical data recommended by competent professionals and

~accepted by the Board.

" The District shall treat all citizens equally. Citizens may apply to the District for a variance in enforcement

14.

of the rules on grounds of adverse economic effect or unique local conditions. In granting a variance to any

rule, the Board shall consider the potential for adverse effect on adjacent landowners and the aquifer(s). The
exercise of discretion by the Board shall not be construed as limiting the power of the Board.

"The District will endeavor to cooperate with other agencies in the implementation of this plan and the

management of groundwater supplies within the District. All activities of the District will be undertaken in a

- gpirit of co-operation and coordination with the appropriate state and regional agencies.

METHODOLOGY FOR TRACKING DISTRICT PROGRESS IN ACHIEVING MANAGEMENT (GOALS

The general manager of the District will prepare and present to the Board an annual report on the District’s
performance and accomplishment of the management goals and objectives. The presentation of the report
will occur during the last monthly Board meeting each fiscal year, beginning after the adoption and
certification of this plan. The report will include the number of instances in which each of the activities
specified in the management objectives was engaged in during the fiscal year. Each activity will be
veferenced to the estimated expenditure of staff time and budget in accomplishment of the activity. The
notations of activity frequency, stalf time and budget will be referenced to the appropriate performance

" standard for each management objective describing the activity, so that the effectiveness and efficiency of

_ the Districts operations may be evaluated. The Board will maintain the adopted report on file, for public
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inspection, at the District’s offices. This methodology will apply to all management goals contained within
this plan. L |

15. MANAGEMENT GOALS, OBJECTIVES, & PERFORMAN&E STANDARDS

15.1 Efficient Use of Groundwater

Management Objectives:

1. The District will maintain a monitoring well network with at least 50 monitoring wells to provide
coverage across management zones and aquifers within the District. The District will measure
water levels at the monitoring well locations at least once every calendar year. A written analysis of
the water level measurements from the monitoring wells will be made available through a
presentation to the Board of the District at least once every three years.

2. The District will provide educational leadership to citizens within the District concerning this
subject. The activity will be accomplished annually through at least one printed publication, such
as a brochure, and public speaking at service organizations and public schools as provided for in
the District’s Public Education Program.,

Performance Standards:

1. Maintain a monitoring well network and its criteria, and measure at least 50 monitoring wells at
least once every calendar year.

2. Number of monitoring wells measured annually by the District.

Written report presented to the Board to document that water levels at these monitoring wells have
been measured a minimum of once each year,

3. The number of publications and speaking appearances by the District each year under the District’s
Public Education Program.

15.2 Controlling and Preventing Waste of Groundwater,

Management Objectives:

The District will provide educational leadership to citizens within the District concerning this subject.
The activity will be accomplished annually through at least one printed publication, such as a brochure,
and public speaking at service organizations and public schools as provided for in the District’s Public
Education Program. During years when District revenues are sufficient, the District will consider
funding a grant to obtain a review, study, or report of pertinent groundwater issues, , or to sponsot the
attendance of students at summer camps/seminars that place emphasis on the conservation of watet
Tesources.

Performance Standards:

The number of publications and speaking appearances by the District each year, and the number of
grants considered and students actually accepting and aftending an educational summer camp or
seminar.

15.3 Control and Prevent Subsidence

Management Objectives:

The District will monitor drawdowns with due consideration to the potential for land subsidence. At
least once every three years, the District will report projected land subsidence for areas where water
levels will decrease mote than 300 feet (over a 50 year period from the year 2000 baseline condition)
based on GAM simulations used for the joint planning process.

Performance Standards:

The number of teports that provide estimates of projected land subsidence.
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15.4 Conservation of Groundwater including Rainwater Harvesting, Precipitation Enhancement, Brush
Control, Conjunctive Use, and/or Recharge Enhancement of Groundwater Resources in the District

Management Objectives:

1.

The District will provide educational leadership to citizens within the District concerning this
subject. The educational efforts will be through at least one printed publication, such as a
brochure, and at least one public speaking program at a service organization and/or public school
as provided for in the District’s Public Education Program. Each of the following topics will be
addressed in that program: '

Conservation

Rainwater Harvesting
Brush Control

Recharge Enhancement
Conjunctive Use
Precipitation Enhancement

HETQE >

During years when District revenues are sufficient, the District will consider sponsoring the
attendance of students and/or teachers at summer camps/seminars that place emphasis on the
conservation of groundwater, rainwater harvesting, brush control, groundwater recharge
enhancement, conjunctive use, precipitation enhancement of water resources, or a combination of
such groundwater management programs.

The District will encourage and support projects and programs to conserve and/or preserve
groundwater, and/or enhance groundwater recharge, by annually funding the District’s
Groundwater Conservation and Enhancement Grant Program, during years when the District's
revenues remain at a level sufficient to fund the program. The objective of this program is to
obtain the active participation and cooperation of local water utilities, fire departments and public
agencies in the funding and successful completion of programs and projects that will result in the
conservation of groundwater and the protection or enhancement of the aquifers in the District. The
qualifying water conservation projects and programs will include, as appropriate, projects that:
result in the conservation of groundwater, reduce the loss or waste of groundwater, recharge
enhancement, rainwater harvesting, precipitation enhancement, brush control, or any combination
thereof. The District’s objective is to benefit the existing and future users of groundwater in the
District by providing for the more efficient use of water, increasing recharge to aquifers, reducing
waste, limiting groundwater level declines, and maintaining or increasing the amount of
groundwater available, by awarding at least one grant under the program in each county annually.

Performance Standards:

1.

The number of publications and speaking appearances by the District each year under the District’s
Public Education Program.

The number of students sponsored to attend a summer camp/seminar emphasizing the conservation
of water.

Annual funding, when applicable, for the District’s Groundwater Conservation and Enhancement
Grant Program, and the number of projects and programs reviewed, approved, and funded under
that program. A wrilten report providing estimated benefit of the amount of groundwater
conserved, of the recharge enhancement, and/or of addition groundwater protection provided by
the program.

The number and content of reports submitted regarding sponsored programs.
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15.5 Conjunctive Use of Surface and Groundwater

Management Objective: i

The District will confer annually with the Brazos River Authonty (BRA) on cooperative 0pportun1t1es
for conjunctive resource management.

Performance Standard:

1. The number of conferences with the BRA on conjunctive resource management.

2. The number of times each year in which the applicant, general manager or the Board considers
conjunctive use in the permitting process. '

15.6 Drought Management Strategy

The aquifers within the Digirict are substantially resistant to water level declines during drought
conditions. As a result, the District does not have a drought management strategy based on
precipitation metrics such as the Palmer Drought Index. The District management strategy is to
review and to enforce Drought Management Plans adopted by District permit holders and entities that
contract to purchase water transported out of the District.

Management Objective:

When permits or contracts are issued, as applicable, the District will confirm that all entities have an
approved Drought Management Plan.

Performance Standard:
Documentation of District review of the State approved Drought Management Plans.

15.7 Natural Resource Issues That Impact the Use and Availability of Groundwater and Which are
Impacted By the Use of Groundwater

Management Objective;

-1, ‘The District will confer at least once every two years with appropriate agencies on the impact of
. groundwaier resources in the District.

2. The District will evaluate permit applications fot new wells and the information submitted by the
applicants on those wells prior to drilling. The District will assess the impact of these wells on the
groundwater resources in the District.

3. The District will implement the POSGCD Well Closure Program. The objective of the well
closure program is to obtain the closure and plugging of derelict and abandoned wells in a manner
that is consistent with state law, for the protection of the aquifers, the environment, and the public
safety. The District will conduct a program to identify, inspect, categorize and cause abandoned
and derelict water, oil and gas wells to be closed and plugged, by annually funding the program or
segments or phases of the program appropriate to be funded in such fiscal year. The District will
find the closure of at least one abandoned well during years when the District's revenues remain
at a level sufficient to fund the program.

Performance Standard:

1. The number of conferences with a representative of appropriate agencies .

2. Reports to the Board on the number of new well permit applications filed, and the possible
impacts of those new wells on the groundwater resources in the District.

3. Annual funding, when applicable, for the District’s Well Closure Program, and the number of

wells closed and plugged as a result of the Well Closure Program.
| ;

Post Qak Savannah Groundwater Conservation District Management Plan 12



15.8. Mitigation

: . R i
Management Objective:

Within one year of adoption of this Plan, the District will review mitigation plans prepared by other
agencies in Texas regarding impacts caused by groundwater pumping. Based upon this review and
estimated impacts to groundwater levels caused by future pumping within and outside of the District, the
District will determine whether or not to develop a mitigation plan. If appropriate, the District will develop
a draft mitigation plan within three years afier the adoption of this Plan and will seek public comment, hold
appropriate hearings and adopt a plan. The plan will be reviewed on an annual basis thereafter.

Performance Standard:

1. The number of mitigation plans reviewed.

2. Reports and presentations that document the anticipated impacts of pumping within and outside of
the District on groundwater resources in the District.

15.9 Desired Future Conditions (DFCs)

16.

Management Objective:

1. At least once every three years, the District will monitor water levels and evaluate whether the
change in water levels is in conformance with the DFCs adopted by the District.
The District will estimate total annual groundwater production for each aquifer based on the water
use reports, estimated exempted use, and other relevant information, and compare these production
estimates to the MAGs listed in Table 8-1.

Performance Standard:

1. At least once every three years, the general manager will report to the Board the measured water levels
obtained from the monitoring wells within each Management Zone, the average measuted drawdown
for each Management Zone calculated from the measured water levels of the monitoring wells within
the Management Zone, a comparison of the average measured drawdowns for each Management Zone
with the DFCs for each Management Zone, and the District’s progress in conforming with the DFCs.

2. At least once every three years, the general manager will report to the Board the total permitted
production and the estimated total annual production for each aquifer and compare these amounts to the
MAG s listed in Table 8-1 for each aquifer.

PROJECTED WATER DEMANDS

Table 16-1 lists the projected net water demands within the District in acre-feet per year according to the
2012 State Water Plan Data.

Table 16-1  Projected Water Demands in the District According the 2012 State Water Planning Data

BURLESON COUNTY

Water Use Group 'Category 2010 2020 2030 2040 .| 2050 2060
CALDWELL MUNICIPAL 807 835 854 865 878 854
COUNTY-OTHER MUNICIPAL 1,139 1,263 1,349 1,404 1,450 1,504
IRRIGATION IRRIGATION 17,480 16,749 16,052 15,431 14,741 14,082
LIVESTOCK LIVESTOCK 1,422 1,422 1,422 1,422 1,422 1,422
MANUFACTURING MANUFACTURING 196 233 270 307 340 370
MILANOQ WSC MUNICIPAL 177 194 207 216 223 231
MINING MINING 25 24 24 24 24 24
SNOOK - MUNICIPAL . 147 160 167 173 178 183
SOMERVILLE MUNICIPAL 328 344 353 358 364 372
SOUTHWEST MILAM WSC MUNICIPAL 58 67 73 79 82 86
_Total Projected Water Demands (acre-ft/yr) 21,779 | 21,291 | 20,774 | ,20,279 | 19,702 | 15,168
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MILAM COUNTY

‘Water Use Group Catepory 2010 2020 2030 - 2040 2050 2060
BELL-MILAM FALLS WSC MUNICIPAL 245 288 316 334 341 347
CAMERON MUNICIPAL 1,606 1,756 1,840 1,881 1,880 1,888
COUNTY-OTHER MUNICIPAL 401 201 211 152 111 82
IRRIGATION IRRIGATION 2372 2,352 2,333 2312 2,294 2,275
LIVESTOCK. LIVESTOCK 1,779 1,779 1,779 1,779 1,779 1,779
MANUFACTURING MUNICIPAL 6,820 8,250 8,250 8,250 9,800 9,800
MILANQ WSC MUNICIPAL 195 212 224 230 232 235
MINING MINING 4,000 4,000 4,000 3,000 1,500 1,500
ROCKDALE MUNICIPAL 1,254 1,287 1,310 1,325 1,332 1,337
SOUTHWEST MILAM WSC MUNICIPAL 1,086 1,251 1,350 1,422 1,448 1,472

STEAM ELECTRIC
STEAM ELECTRIC FOWER POWER 12,600 | 12,600 { 12,500 | 12,500 | 16,000 | 15,000
THORNDALE MUNICIPAL 193 208 - 213 215 216 219
Fotal Projected Water Demands (acre-fifyr) 32,451 34,172 34,326 33,400 36,933 | 36,934
Total Projected Water Demands (acre-ft/yr) for Burléson and _

Milam Couirities o 54,230 | 55,463 55,097 53,679 | 56,635 |- 55,102

The District also established future Municipal Groundwater Use Demands in the District for planning

purposes. The methodology and results of that effort are as follows:

Method for Establishing Future Municipal Use Demands of Groundwater. The District adopted a
resolution, dated March 11, 2003, establishing production rights for Local Water Utilities within the District
(water supply corporations, special utility districts, municipal utility districts and cities), as a rule. This rule
allowed these Local Water Utilities to obtain a permit to produce a volume of water annually according to one

of two methods:

1. An amount equal to the highest annual pumpage it reported from wells within the District in any

consecutive twelve months prior to September 31, 2001; or

2. The Local Water Utility could present to the Board a Long-Term Plan prepared by a qualified engineer that
projects the annualized long-term water needs as the official projection of the water required by that Local
Water Utility in the planning period (for not more than forty (40) years) for providing retail water service
within. that Local Water Utility's defined service area. If a Local Water Utility adopted this plan on or before
March 30, 2004, and the Board found the highest annual pumpage projected in the Long-Term Plan (the
"Plan Amount™) was not unreasonable, the Local Water Utility was authorized to obtain a permit to pump

and produce up to the Plan Amount.
The table below contains the results of this effort:

Municipal Use Groundwater Demands Projeeted through 2044

Estimated Acre Feet

Producer per year
Burleson County

Apache Hills 11
Birch Creek 16
Burl, Co. MUD 73
Burl. Investm. ; 7
Cade Lakes 123
Centerline 21
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Caldwell : 1,969
Snook : 154
Somerville - 670
Clara Hills 5
Clay 7
Cooks Point 10
Deanville _ 350
Lakeview 21
Little Oak Forrest 5
Lyons 106
Post Oak Hill 11
Shupak Utilities 19
Tunis ‘ 108
Whispering Woods 7
Wilderness Sound 15
Total for Burleson Co. 3,708
Milam County :

ALCOA 702
Rockdale 2,129
Gause 74
Marlow 108
Milano 673
Minerva 28
North Milam 369
Southwest Milam 2,492
Total for Milam Co. 6,575
DISTRICT TOTALS 10,283

17. PROJECTED WATER SUPPLIES WITHIN THE DISTRICT

Table 17-1 lists the projected water supplies within the District in acre-feet per year according to the 2007 State
Water Planning Data and the 2012 State Water Plan Data, The groundwater supplies are based on the 2007
State Water Planning Data and the surface water supplies are based on the 2012 State Water Plan Data. The
District has participated and will participate in future regional water planning, and will consider the water
supply needs and water management strategies included in the adopted state water plan.

Table 17-1  Projected Water Supplies in acre-feet per year Within the District According the 2012

State Regional Water Planning Data for Surface Water and 2007 State Water Plan Data
for Groundwater

BURLESON COUNTY
Water Use
Group Source Name Souree Type 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050 2060 -
CALDWELL CARIXZO'WILCOX GROUNDWATER | 2476 2476 2,476 2,476 2476 2476
QUIFER
SNOOK SPARTA AQUIFER | GROUNDWATER 183 183 183 183 183 183
SOMERVILLE SPARTA AQUIFER | GROUNDWATER 403 403 403 403 403 403
COUNTY- CARRIZO-WILCOX _
OTHER AQUIFER GROUNDWATER 397 397 397 397 397 397
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COUNTY- QUEEN CITY _
OTHER AQUIFER GROUNDWATER 612 612 612 612 612 612
Cg%gf - SPARTA AQUIFER | GROUNDWATER 495 495 495 295 495 495
BRAZOS RIVER
IRRIGATION ALLUVIUM GROUNDWATER | 8,583 8224 7,882 7,577 7,238 6914
AQUIFER
BRAZOS RIVER
COMBINED RUN- SURFACE
IRRIGATION N e, 8,840 8840 8,840 8,840 8,840 8,840
IRRIGATION
LIVESTOCK SURFACE
LIVESTOCK | | ormeaiony AT 1422 1422 1422 1422 1422 1422
BRAZOS RIVER
MANUFACTUR | COMBINED RUN- SURTACE
ING OF-RIVER WATER 85 93 95 p3 %3 55
MANUFACTURING
MANUFACTUR | SPARTA AQUIFER | GROUNDWATER 195 195 195 195 195 195
MINING SPARTA AQUIFER | GROUNDWATER 25 2% 24 24 24 2
Total Projected Water Supply (acre-fi/yr)
23,726 | 23366 23,024 2,719 22,380 22,056
Mi1LAM COUNTY
Water Use Group. Source Name Source Type 2010 2020 2030 2040 | 2050 2060
BELL-MILAM FALLS | BRAZOS RIVER AUTHORITY LITTLE RIVER
o N RSER VO SYSTEM SURFACEWATER | 132 | 132 | 132 | 132 | 132 | 132
CAMERON BRAZOS RIVER RUN-OF-RIVER SURFACE WATER | 2,620 | 2,620 | 2.620 | 2,629 | 2,629 | 2,620
BRAZOS RIVER AUTHORITY LITTLE RIVER
COUNTY-OTHER R T SURFACEWATER | 321 | 321 | 320 | 321 | 321 | 321
COUNTY-OTHER BRAZOS RIVER RUN-OF-RIVER SURFACEWATER | 163 | 163 | 163 | 163 | 163 | 163
COUNTY-OTHER CARRIZO-WILCOX AQUIFER Groundwter 342 | 342 | 2 | 32 | 342 | 322
BRAZOS RIVER COMBINED RUN-OF-RIVER
IRRIGATION e iyiad SURFACE WATER | 8,801 | 8.806 | 8810 | 8814 | 8819 | 8823
IRRIGATION CARRIZO-WILCOX AQUIFER Groundwater a0 | ass | 481 | a6 | 413 | 469
LIVESTOCK LIVESTOCK LOCAL SUPPLY SURTACE WATER | 1,779 | 177 | 1o | 1o | 1m0 | 1,7
, BRAZOS RIVER AUTHORITY LITTLE RIVER ‘ .
Manufacturing S O Sy STAM SURFACE WATER | 4239 | 4230 | 4230 | 4239 | 4230 | 4239
) BRAZOS RIVER COMBINED RUN-OF-RIVER N
Manufacturing NS SURFACE WATER | 656 | 656 | 657 | 657 | 657 | 657
Manufacturing CARRIZO-WIL.COX AQUIFER GROUNDWATER | 5346 | 5346 | 5346 | 5346 | 5346 | 5346
MILANO WSC CARRIZO-WIL.COX AQUIFER GROUNDWATER | 279 | 279 | 279 | 21 | 219 | 27
MINING CARRIZO-WILCOX AQUIFER GROUNDWATER | 4,000 | 4,000 { 4,000 | 3,000 | 1,500 | 1,500
ROCKDALE CARRIZO-WILCOX AQUIFER GROUNDWATER | 2,577 | 2,577 | 2,577 | 2577 | 2577 | 2577
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SOUTHWEST MILAM CARRIZO-WILCOX AQUIFER GROUNDWATER | 1355 | 1283 | 1395 | 1395 | 1395 | 1395
STEAM BERCIRIC ALCOA LAKE/RESERVOIR SURFACE WATER | 14,000 | 14,000 | 14,000 | 14,000 | 14,000 | 14,000
THORNDALE CARRIZO-WILCOX AQUIFER GROUNDWATER | 230 230 230 230 | 230 230
Total Projected Water Supply (acve-ft/yr) 47,338 | 47,262 | 47,371 | 46,366 | 44,863 | 44,859
Total Projected Water Supply (acre-ft/yr) for Burleson
and Milam Counties )
71,064 | 70,628 | 70,395 | 69,085 | 67,243 | 66,915

18. PROJECTED WATER NEEDS AND WATER STRATEGIES

Table 18-1 lists the projected water needs within the District in acre-feet per year according to the 2012 State
Water Plan Data, In Table 18-1, negative values reflect a water need and positive values reflect a surplus.

Post Oak Savannah Groundwater Conservation District Management Plan

Table 18-1  Projected Water Needs in acre-ft/yr Within the District According the 2012 State Water
Plan Data
BURLESON COUNTY
Water Use Group Category 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050 2060
CALDWELL MUNICIPAL 1,545 1,517 1,498 1,487 1,474 1,458
COUNTY-OTHER MUNICIPAL 369 2435 139 104 58 4
TRRIGATION IRRIGATION 760 1,491 2,188 2,809 3,499 4,158
LIVESTOCK LIVESTOCK 0 0 0 0 0 0
MANUFACTURING | MANUFACTURING 190 153 116 79 46 16
MILANQ WSC MUNICIPAL 57 40 27 22 15 7
MINING MINING 4 5 5 5 5 3
SNOOK MUNICIPAL 153 140 133 127 122 117
SOMERVILLE MUNICIPAL 235 219 210 205 199 191
SOUTHWEST
MILAM WSC MUNICIPAL 5 -4 -10 -15 -18 -22
Total Projected Water Needs (acre-fifyr) 0 -4 -10 -15 -18 =22
MILAM COUNTY
Water Use Group . Category 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050 2060
BELL-MILAM FALLS
WSC MUNICIPAL =7 =50 -78 -96 -103 -109
CAMERON MUNICIPAL 1,023 873 789 748 749 741
COUNTY-OTHER MUNICIPAL 419 329 609 674 715 744
IRRIGATION TRRIGATION 6,913 6,938 6,961 6,995 7,018 7,041
LIVESTOCK LIVESTOCK 0 0 0 0 0 0
MANUFACTURING MUNICIPAL 3,328 1,898 1,898 1,992 442 442
MILANO WSC MUNICIPAL 58 41 29 28 26 23
MINING MINING =70 70 =70 0 0 0
ROCKDALE MUNICIPAL 203 870 847 870 863 858
SOQUTHWEST MILAM
WSC MUNICIPAL =143 -308 -407 -458 -484 -508
STEAM ELECTRIC STEAM ELECTRIC
POWER. POWER 1,500 1,500 1,500 1,500 ~2,000 -2,000
THORNDALE MUNICIPAL 37 24 17 15 14 11
“Tatal Projected Water Needs (acre-fifyr) -220 -428 -555 -554 -2,587 -2,617
Total Projected Water Needs (acre-ftfyr) for
Burleson and Milam Counties -220 -432 -565 -569 -2,605 -2,639
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Table 18.2  Projecied Water Strategies in acre-ft/yr within the District in acre-feet per year according
to the 2012 State Water Plan Data. .
BURLESON COUNTY
Water USe | ater Management Strategy | 22U | 2010 | 2020 | 2030 | 2040 | 2050 | 2060
roup County
ADDITIONAL CARRIZO
AQUIFER DEVELOPMENT
%ﬂﬁwﬁgg (INCLUDES Burleson | 0 4 10 15 18 2
OVERDRAFTING) -
CARRIZO-WILCOX AQUIFER
Total - - 0 4 10 15 18 22
MILAM COUNTY
Water Use | vyotor Management Strategy | S0 | 2010 | 2020 | 2030 | 2040 | 2050 | 2060
Group County
BELL. VOLUNTARY
REDISTRIBUTION - BRAZOS o
FAl\I/liLéA%fISC RIVER AUTHORITY LITTLE Reservoir 7 50 78 96 103 109
RIVER LAKE
ADDITIONAL CARRIZO
MINING AQUIFER DEVELOPMENT - Milam 100 100 100 0 0 0
CARRIZO-WILCOX AQUIFER
ADDITIONAL CARRIZO
AQUIFER DEVELOPMENT
Sﬁgﬁﬁvﬁgg (INCLUDES Burleson | 143 | 308 | 407 | 458 | 484 | s08
OVERDRAFTING) -
CARRIZO-WILCOX AQUIFER
STEAM STEAM-ELECTRIC
ELECTRIC CONSERVATION- Milam 375 625 875 875 1,120 1,120
POWER CONSERVATION
ADDITIONAL CARRIZO
STEAM AQUIFER PEVELOPMENT
ELECTRIC {INCLUDES Milam 0 0 0 0 1,613 1,613
POWER OVERDRAFTING) -
CARRIZO-WHL.COX AQUIFER
Total - - 625 1,083 1,460 1,429 3,320 3350

19. Estimate of Groundwater Use Within the District

Table 19-1 lists the estimated groundwater use (in acre-feet per year) within the District based on groundwater
pumpage estimates found in the Texas Water Development Board’s Water User Survey Database:

(hitp://www.twdb.state.tx.us/wushistorical/DesktopDefault.aspx?PagelD=2)
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Table 19-1
Pumping Estimates

Estimated Groundws

Burleson County

ater Use in acre-feet/year Within the District Based on TWDB

Manufac-

Steam

Year Aquifer Municipal turing Electric Irrigation | Mining | Livestock . Total
BRAZOS RIVER ALLUVIUM 0 0 0 19,677 0 0| 19677
CARRIZO-WILCOX 877 0 0 153 0 18 843
OTHER 147 0 0 760 0 73 980

% QUEEN CITY 490 0 0 0 0 190 680
SPARTA $55 111 0 0 0 118 1,084
YEGUA-JACKSON 215 0 0 76 0 190 481
TOTAL 2,384 111 0 20,666 0 589 23,750
BRAZOS RIVER ALLUVIUM _ 0 0 0 20,300 0 0 20,300
CARRIZO-WILLOX, 790 0 0 158 0 16 964
OTHER 170 0 0 785 0 64 1,019

% QUEEN CITY 465 0 0 0 0 168 633
SPARTA 884 111 0 0 0 104 1,099
YEGUA-JACKSON 235 0 0 79 0 168 482
TOTAL 2,544 111 0 21,322 0 520 24,497
BRAZOS RIVER ALLUVIUM 0 0 0 21,010 0 0 21,010
CARRIZO-WILCOX 936 0 0 163 0 16 1,115
OTHER 176 0 0 812 0 62 1,050

:é, QUEEN CITY 506 0 0 0 0 163 669
SPARTA 896 111 0 0 0 101 1,108
YEGUA-JACKSON 253 0 0 82 0 163 198
TOTAL 2,767 111 0 22,067 0 505 25,450
BRAZOS RIVER ALLUVIUM 0 ¢ 0 5483 0 ) 5483
CARRIZO-WILCOX 683 0 0 43 0 15 741

- OTHER 146 0 0 212 0 60 418

S QUEEN CITY 419 0 0 0 0 158 577
SPARTA 851 111 ) 0 0 98 1,060
YEGUA-JACKSON 209 0 0 21 0 158 388
TOTAL 2,308 111 0 5,759 0 489 8,667
BRAZOS RIVER ALLUVIUM 0 0 0 14,823 0 0 14,823
CARRIZO-WILCOX 804 0 0 115 0 12 931
OTHER 170 0 0 573 0 48 791

% (UEEN CITY 510 0 0 0 0 127 637
SPARTA 765 111 0 0 0 78 954
YEGUA-JACKSON 233 0 0 58 0 127 418
TOTAL 2,482 111 0 15,569 0 392 18,554
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L]

Milam County :

Year Aquifer Municipal Ma“_‘;:;“"" et | Trrigation | Mining | Livestock 'T‘otal_

CARRIZO-WILCOX 2,692 36,435 0 1,282 0 552 40,961

= OTHER 65 0 0 1,795 0 174 %034
S [QUEEN CITY 9 0 0 513 0 29 551

7 TOTAL 2,766 36,435 0 3,590 0 755 43,546

CARRIZO-WILCOX 3,601 34,762 0 1,844 0 417 40,624

o . OTHER 70 0 0 2,581 0 132 2,783
S bumn oy 10 0 0 738 0 22 770

TOTAL 3,681 34,762 0 5,163 0 571 44,177

CARRIZO-WILCOX | 3,510 30,116 0 2,019 0 412 36,057

3 OTHER, 75 0 0 2,827 0 130 3,032
& QUEEN CITY 11 0 0 308 0 22 841

TOTAI; 3,596 30,116 0 5,654 0 564 39,930

- CARRIZO-WILCOX 2,964 24,894 0 1,503 0 372 29,733
5 OTHER 61 0 0 2,105 0 117 2,283
& lueencrry 9 0 0 602 0 20 631

TOTAL 3,034 24,894 0 4210 0 509 32,647
CARRIZO-WILCOX 3478 451 0 1,107 0 393 5,429

% |pTHER 68 0 0 1,549 0 124 1,741
& [QUEEN CITY 10 0 0 443 0 21 474
TOTAL 3,556 451 0 3,090 0 538 7,644

20, ESTIMATED ANNUAL RECHARGE OF GROUNDWATER RESOURCES WITHIN THE DISTRICT

Table 20-1 lists the estimated annual recharge from precipitationto groundwater within the District.
The recharge estimates in acre-feet/year were compiled from GAM Run 10-029 (Aschenbach, 2011) and GTA
Aquifer Assessment 10-20 MAG (Bradley, 2011).

Table 20-1  Estimated annual recharge from precipitation

Trinity 0
Sparta 7,424
Queen City 8,812
Carrizo 4,018
Upper Wilcox (Calvert Bluff Fm) 7,330
Middle Wilcox (Simsboro ¥m) 12,540
Lower Wilcox (Hooper Fm) 2,391
Yegua-Jackson 22,459
Brazos River Alluvium 23,456

Total 88,430
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21. ESTIMATED ANNUAL DISCHARGES F FROM THE AQUIFER TO SPRINGS AND ANY SURFACE WATER
BoDIES, INCLUDING LAKES, STREAMS AND RIVERS

Table 21-1 lists the estimated annual difcharges from the aquifer to springs and any surface water bodies,
including lakes, streams, and rivers. All of the discharge estimates were compiled from GAM Run 10-029
(Aschenbach, 2011) except those for the Brazos River Alluivum. The Brazos River Alluvium values were
estimated based on the assumption that the Brazos River is primarily a gaining stream through Milam and
Burleson Counties, which in turn is based on the hydraulic head gradients presented by Chowdhury and others
(2010), and by taking the difference between the estimated annual recharge and annual pumping. Annual
recharge is estimated at 23,456 AFY based on Table 20-1 and average pumping is estimated at 12,400 AFY
based on Table 19-1. Thus, the average discharge from the Brazos River Alluvium to the Brazos River is
approximately 11,056 AFY .

Table 21-1  Estimated annual discharge to surface water bodies

Trinity 0
Sparta 4,807
Queen City 12,028
Carrizo 1,964
Upper Wilcox (Calvert Bluff Fm) 7,995
Middle Wilcox (Simsboro Fi) 18,827
Lower Wilcox (Hooper Fin) 1,748
Yegua-Jackson 13,923
Brazos River Alluvium 11,056

Total 72,348

22, ESTIMATED ANNUAL GROUNDWATER FLOW INTO AND OUT OF THE DISTRICT WITHIN EACH AQUIFER
AND BETWEEN AQUIFERS IN THE DISTRICT

Table 22-1 lists the estimated annual groundwater flow into and out of the District within each aquifer and between
aquifers in the District. The estimates in Table 22-1 were compiled from GAM Run 10-029 (Aschenbach, 2011).
Additional details on the annual aquifer discharges between the aquifers are provided in Aschenbach (2011).

Table 22-1  Estimated annual aquifer discharge in acre-ft/yr into and out of the District and between

aquifers in the District

Flow Into | Flow Out of Flow Betwee.n équifer Flow Between Aq‘uifer
Aquifer the Distriet | the District and Ow"erlylflgl and Um'lerlyi.n £
(acre-ftfyr) | tacre-fifyr) Geologic Unit Geologlc Unit
(acre-ftiyr) (acre-ftiyr)
Trinity 423 678 NA NA
Sparta 739 1226 NA 1569*
Queen City 1,316 947 -1435* 861°
Carrizo 3,810 2,424 233’ 317t
Upper Wilcox (Calvert Bluff Fm) 2416 2,000 317t -3,451
Middle Wilcox (Simsboro Fm) 10,804 18,025 3,451 1,537
Lower Wilcox (Hooper Fm) 3,572 3,232 1,537 NA
Yegua-Jackson 4,436 8,017 NA NA
Total 27,516 36,549 NA NA
Note: NA —not applicable

! positive values indicate fiow into the aquifer; negative numbers indicate flow out of the aquifer

Post Oak Savannah Groundwater Conservation District Management Plan

21



2Weches is the confining unit directly beneath the Sparta Aquifer and directly above the Queen City Aquifer
*Reklaw is the confining unit ditectly beneath the Queen City Aquifer and directly above the Carrizo Aquifer
*Upper Wilcox Aquifer is directly below the Carrizo Aquifer

SMiddle Wilcox Aquifer is directly below the Upper Wilcox Aquifer

L ower Wilcox Aquifer is directly below the Middle Wilcox Aquifer
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Exhibit Z .

Esimated predicted drawdown over time for GMA 12 GCDs based on GMA 12 evaluations in joint
planning for DFCs adopted in 2010.

Zone/Aguifer Sparta | Queen City) Carrizo __[Calvert Bluff] Simsboro Hooper

2020 9 28 89 96 196 108

Post Oak GCD 2040 24 37 109 128 254 147
2080 27 42 122 154 306 184
2020 4 10 33 57 151 74

|Lost Pines GCD| 2040 6 15 49 79 191 105
2060 8 18 63 102 238 135
2020 7 8 35 66 161 104

Brazos Valley

GCh 2040 11 12 51 94 222 144
2060 12 13 81 117 273 178

- 2

Mid East Toxas 2020 1 34 40 68 55

50D 2040 2 -3 45 57 93 78
2060 3 e 55 70 115 97
2020 30 27 26 73 139 ag

Fayette County | 2040 48 48 47 105 182 138

2060 60 80 83 133 226 174
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Amended and Restated Drilling & Operating Permit

C wbbilse

Issued By Direction of the Board of Directors of the @&
Post Oak Savannah Groundwater Conservation District™

This Amended and Restated Drilling and Operating Permit (“Amended Permit™) is granted to Abengoa Vista Ridge, LLC,
(“Permittee™), the assignee of and successor to Blue Water Vista Ridge LLC (“BWVR?”), the successor to Blue Water Systems,
L.P. (“Blue Water™) the successor to Layne Water Development of Texas, LL.C (“Layne™), to authorize Permitiee to drill and
operate thirty-three (33) water wells within the Post Oak Savannah Groundwater Conservation District (“District™), for the
purpose of producing water for Municipal Use. The name, location, maximum annual production and maximum gallons of
production permitted per minute for each of the thirty-three wells is listed in Exhibit “A”. The individual wells listed in Exhibit
“A” are referred to herein as the “Well” or “Wells” and the thirty-three Wells are collectively referred to as the “Well System”.
This Permit is conditioned upon and subject to Permittee complying with the Rules of the District ("Rules™), the orders of the
Board, the Management Plan of the District, as amended, and the laws, rules and regulations of the State of Texas, as amended,
applicable to drilling, operating and maintaining water wells within the District. This Permit confers only the right to drill and
operate the Wells and Well System in compliance with and subject to the Rules and requirements of this Amended Permit. The
terms, conditions and authorizations of this Amended Permit may be modified or amended under the Rules.

The Wells are registered with the District and the State of Texas. The Wells are approved for production in the aggregate as a
Well System. The Permittee is authorized to drill and operate the Wells at the locations and maximum GPM production set forth
in Exhibit “A”, and the maximum annual production of the Well System shall not exceed 50,993 acre feet per year.

The Rules are incorporated herein in their entirety by reference, as if set forth herein verbatim, including but not limited to the
Rules providing for reducing permitted production. The Permittee shall comply with the Rules and each requirement thereof in
operating, maintaining, repairing and altering each of the Wells and the Well System. All application(s) pursuant to which the
related original permits and prior amended permits, and this Amended Permit, have been issued, and all written agreements and
acknowledgments executed by the Permitice, and/or by BWVR, Blue Water, or Layne, are incorporated into this Amended
Permit. This Amended Permit is granted on the basis of, and contingent upon, the accuracy of the information supplied in the
application(s), agreements and acknowledgments on file with the District. A finding that false information was supplied to the
District in the permitting process for the Wells is grounds for revocation of this Permit.

The issuance of this Permit does not grant Permittee the right to use any public or private propetty, interfere with any personal
or property rights, or violate any federal, state, or local law, rule or regulation. The District makes no representations and has no
responsibility with respect to the availability or quality of the water authorized to be produced under this permit.

The term of the Permit, both the Drilling and the Operating Permit, is for a period of forty years from the original issuance date
of September 11, 2004, subject to review every fifth year and modification during any such review to conform this Permit with
intervening changes in the Management Plan or state faw. Unless waived by the Board of the District for a specific review
period, applications for review shall be submitted to the District 90 days prior to the fifth anniversary of the issuance date and
each subsequent scheduled review date following the fifth anniversary date, until the date of expiration of this Permit. The
Board may waive any review if no material change has been made to the Management Plan, or if the changes made do not
require modification of this Permit.

This Amended Permit is executed and effective as of June 24, 2013.
Post Oak Savannah Groundwater Conservation District

By:
Name: Gary Westbrook
Title: General Manager Permit No. POS-D&0O-0001




Exhibit A

Blue Water Vista Ridge LLC Permitted Water Wells

Well Designation

CW-1
CW-2
CW-3
CW-4
CW-5
CW-6
CW-7
CW-8
CW-9
CW-10
CW-11
CW-12
CW-13
CW-14
CW-15
CW-16
CW-17
CW-18
CW-19
CW-20
- Cw-21
PW-9
PW-10
PW-11
PW-12
PW-13
PW-14
PW-15
PW-16
PW-17
PW-18
PW-19
PW-20

Location

30.44108N 96.81247TW
30.43564N 96.80366W
30.42803N 96.80739W
30.43169N 96.81623W
30.43037N 96.82592W
30.42724N 96.83412W
30.41233N 96.81705W
30.42325N 96.81969W
30.42052N 96.81123W
30.41916N 96.80507W
30.41392N 96.7928W
30.41116N 96.79682W
30.44583N 96.76865W
30.40421N 96.7786W
30.41001N 96.78026W
30.40794N 96.77606 W
30.41709N 96.77139W
30.42121IN 96.77545W
30.41838N 96.7668W
30.43605N 96.76393W
30.43899N 96.77173W
30.44138N 96.801233W
30.43638N 96.80358W
30.42851N 96.80668W
30.42113N 96.811W
30.42394N 96.82004W
30.41266N 96.81705W
30.42723N 96.83449W
30.43059N 96.82576W
30.43181n 96.981632w
30.41998N 96.7752W
30.41001N 96.77979W

30.41145N 96.79644W -

Max. GPM

1200gpm
1200gpm
1200gpm
1200gpm
1200gpm
1200gpm
1200gpm
1200gpm
975gpm
750gpm
750gpm
750gpm
1200gpm
750gpm
750gpm
750gpm
750gpm
975gpm
750gpm
1200gpm
1200gpm
3000gpm
3000gpm
3000gpm
3000gpm
3000gpm
2500gpm
3000gpm
3000gpm
3000gpm
3000gpm
3000gpm

1800gpm



Amended Permit to Transport Groundwater From within the.
Post Oak Savannah Groundwater Conservation District §
Of the State of Texas
By Direction of the Board of Directors of the
Post Oak Savannah Groundwater Conservation District

This amended perinit is granted to Abengoa Vista Ridge, LLC (“Permittee™), the assignee of and successor to Blue Water
Vista Ridge LLC (“BWVR™), successor to Blue Water Systems LP, (*Blue Water™) and Layne Water Development of Texas, LLC
(“Layne”), for the purpose of fransporting groundwater from a system of water wells (wells) within the Post Oak Savannah
Groundwater Conservation District (District), to locations outside the District for the non-wasteful purposes of Municipal Use in the
counties of Bagtrop, Bell, Burnet, Caldwell, Hays, Lee, Travis, Williamson, Comal, Guadalupe, and Bexar, in the State of Texas
(“Amended Permit”). The groundwater permitted herein must be put to beneficial use at ali times.

The location of each well from which water is authorized to be transported under this Amended Permit is listed in Exhibit
"A" The Permittce has leased the water rights that will be produced. In addition, the names and mailing addresses of the owners of
the land from which the wells are authorized to produce water are set forth in the application filed by Permittee for this Amended
Permit, and otherwise in the records of the District.

Upon issuance of this Amended Permit, the Permitiee agrees to abide by the Rules, orders of the Board and Management
Plan of the District, as amended, and the laws and rules of the State of Texas, as amended, in transporting groundwater from the water
wells to ocations outside the District. This permit confers only the right to use the permit under the provisions of the District rules
and according to its terms. The permit terms may be modified or amended as provided in the District rules.

These wells are registered with the District and the State of Texas. During any 24 hour period, the amount of groundwater to
be transported from the District shall not exceed the aggregate maximum gallons per minute for the wells identified in Exhibit A. The
total amount of groundwater to be transported from the District on an annual basis shall not exceed 50,993 acre feet.

This Amended Permit confers only the right to transport groundwater and its terms may be modified or amended, The
operation of the wells for the authorized withdrawal must be conducted in a non-wasteful manner. All transport and storage facilities
must be accessible to District representatives for inspection, and the Permittee agrees to cooperate fully in any reasonable nspection
of these facilities by the District ropresentatives. All application(s) pursuant to which the related original permits and the prior
amended permits, and this Amended Permit, have been issued, and all written agresments and acknowledgments executed by the
Permiitee, and/or by BWVR, Blue Water or Layne, are Incorporated info this Amended Permit, which is granted on the basis of, and
contingent upon, the acouracy of the information supplied in the application(s). A finding that false information has been supplied is
grounds for revocation of this Amended Permit, and a violation of the terms, conditions, requirements, or special provisions of this
Amended Permit is punishable by civil penalties as provided by the District Rules and by law.

On or before February 15 of each year, the owner of this Amended Permit must submit an annual report to the District
describing the amount of groundwater transported under this Amended Permit. This report shall be filed on a form provided by the
District, stating the following: (1) the name of the Permittee; (2) the well numbers of each well for which the Permittce holds a
transport permit; (3) the tofal amount of groundwater transported from each well and well system during the immediately preceding
calendar year; (4) the total amount of groundwater transported from each well and well system during each month of the immediately
preceding calendar year; (5} the purpose for which the water was transported; (6) any other information related to the operation and
production of the wells or transport of water requesied by the District.

The issuance of this Amended Permit does not grant to the Permittee the right to use private property, or public property, for
the production or conveyance of water. Neither does this Amended Permit authorize the invasion of any personal rights nor the
violation of federal, state, or local laws, or any regulations. The District makes no representations and shall have no responsibility with
respect to the availability or quality of water authorized to be transporied under this Amended Permit.

This Amended Permit expires on September 15, 2034, and is subject to review every fifth year, and during any such review
may be modified to conform with intervening changes in the Management Plan of the District or state law. Permittee shall submit to
the District 9¢ days prior to the fifth anniversary of the issuance and each subsequent review, and the date of expiration of the
operating permit a full and complete report describing its groundwater transportation system, volumes of water delivered by customer,
and the delivery points of groundwater transported, together with such other information that will assist the District’s review. The
Board may waive any five year review if no material change has been made to the Management Plan, or if the changes made do not
require modification of such permits. Despite the term of duration listed in this Amended Permit, the Permitteo is authorized to

Abengoa Vista Ridge, LLC Transport Permit Page 1



transport groundwater under this Amended Permit only as long as the Permittee holds a valid operating permit issued by the District
for the wells listed in this Amended Permit,

The permit issued September 14, 2004, and amended January 13, 2009, is hereby amended and in effect as of June 24, 2015.

Post Oalc Savannah Groundwater
Conservation Disirict

Gary Westbrook - General Manager

No. POS-T-000

Abengoa Vlsta Rldge LLC Trans.port Per‘mlt ' Page 2



Exhibit A
Blue Water Vista Ridge LL.C Permitted Water Wells

Well Designation Location Max. GPM
CWw-1 30.44108N 96.81247W 1200gpm
Cw-2 30.43564N 96.80366W 1200gpm
CW-3 30.42803N 96.80739W 1200gpm
CW-4 30.43169N 96.81623W 1200gpm
CW-5 30.43037N 96.82592W 1200gpm
CW-6 _ 30.42724N 96.83412W 1200gpm
Cw-7 30.41233N 96.81705W 1200gpm
Cw-8 30.42325N 96.81969W 1200gpm
CW-9 30.42052N 96.81123W 975gpm
CW-10 30.41916N 96.80507W 750gpm
CW-11 30.41392N 96.7928W 750gpm

CW-12 30.41116N 96.79682W 750gpm
CW-13 30.44583N 96.76865W 1200gpm
Cw-14 30.40421N 96.7786W 750gpm
CW-15 30.41001N 96.78026 W 750gpm
CW-16 30.40794N 96.77606 W 750gpm
CW-17 30.41709N 96.77139W 750gpm
CwW-18 30.42121N 96.77545W 975gpm
CW-19 30.41838N 96.7668W 750gpm
CW-20 30.43605N 96.76393W 1200gpm
Ccw-21 30.43899N 96.77173W 1200gpm
PW-9 30.44138N 96.801233W 3000gpm
PW-10 30.43638N 96.80358W 3000gpm
PW-11 ' 30.42851N 96.80668W 3000gpm
PW-12 30.42113N 96.811W 3000gpm
PW-13 30.42394N 96.82004W 3000gpm
PW-14 30.41266N 96.81705W 2500gpm
PW-15 30.42723N 96.83449W 3000gpm
PW-16 30.43059N 96.82576W 3000gpm
PW-17 30.43181n 96.981632w 3000gpm
PW-18 30.41998N 96.7752W 3000gpm
PW-19 30.41001N 96.77979W 3000gpm
PW-20 . 30.41145N 96.79644W 1800gpm

Abengoa Vista Ridge, LLC Transport Permit . Page 3



THE TERRWL Fram

A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION

A

810 West 10" Streor
Austin, Texas 78701
Tel {(512) 474.0100
Fax (512) 474-9888

December 3, 2008

Via Facsimila: (512) 323-5773

M. Barney L, Kuight

General Coungel - Pogt Ouak Savannah Groundwater Conservation Digtriet
223 West Anderson Lane, Suite A-105

Austin, Texas 78752

Re:  Blue Water & ystem's Application to Amend Opetating and Transport Permitg
Dear Mr, Knight:

I represent Blue Water Systems LP (“Blue Water”) in connection with Blue Waters
Application to amend its Post Qake Savannah Groundwater Consetvation District (“POSGCD™
Operating and Transport Permits, This fetter confirms Blue Water’s unders fanding that all POSGCD
permits are subject to POSGCD rules tegarding potestial Maure proportionate reduction of
groundwalter permits, Ross Cummings, the Presiden; of Blue Water Systemsg GP, LC, Genera)
Partnet of Blue Watey Systems, LP. joins i1 the execution of this lotter, ag provided beiow,

Blue Wator understands an acknowledges that POSCCD permits are conditioned upon ati
subject to compliance with the District Rules, and that permi terms may be modified op amended
pursuant to the Rules. Sectiong 3, 1, 5.2, and 16,3 of the Rules state that the District may
proportionately reduce the volyme of water authorized to be produced under any issued permit as
a vesult of the water availability, actyal production, permitted production, or water level drawdown
within 4 Managoment Zope, Blue Water also acknowledges iat Section 16,5 states that the Distriat
may proportionately recuce the volume of water [hat may beé produced under Ay permit if state law
requires reductions to comply with water avaiigl ility or requires production in g Heographic area to
be limited. Further, Blue Water Systoms acknowledges the validity of the aforementionad Diglrict
Rules as present]y writen, interpreted and applied by the Distriet,

By making this acknowledgment, Blye Water does not waive any rights to review and
challenge any changes to the Diskic’s rules or management plan, or any fature change by the
District in the intetpretation and application of the Disfiict Rulss that are inconsistent with the
District rules ag curtently wiitten,

[T'you have any questions regarding this matter, Please do not hesjtate to call,

Sincepeiy,

‘ ?/14, ‘{"?»1,-'\,- i l"\
|
Paul M, Tereil] 111
THE TIRRILL FIRw, P.C,
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BOMERVILLE AND BIRCH Creok Volunteor
¥ire Departzinnts ware on thasceno of a housa
{lte fn the Somorvillo area on Friday.

House fire leaves

Ahousefice on Friday,
Dec, 18, left 2 Bomer-
wiflo aron family bomes
lesa during tha Chrisl
wean holldays,

omerville and Birch
Creek frefiphters wero
didpatched st 10:80
M to the Tony Ne-

grate Dunity'n double. P!

wide malile home firo
on Spantah Oak Blreot
in Somervilie Plnce
Bubidiviaion off Park
Rond4,

Hegrote's wifa nad
several grandchildren
were home bt afl gol
dul of the houae tin-

Sea FIRE, pigo 34

SPD makes
arrest in
gun case

A 3%year-oll Somer-
¥illes mon was nereated
on ‘Thuredny, Des, 18,
en nn untowiul possea-
sion of a fironrm by n
folon chargo and gyv-
¢ral drug chargea nfler
police executod naemrch
warranb b his home,

Jonothan Glark
Whitaker wes charged.
with untwwiul possea.
sion of n flrearm by a
Telon, pousesslon of 2
cottbrolled substance
Jeas than 1 gram fn a
dmgfieo zong (meth-
smphetaming} two nd-
ditionsl counts of pos-
seaulttt of o tontrolled
subatanee bn o thug-fice
zime (Rydtocodone and
Xanax) possession of
murijdann, more than
2 ounces, lezs than 4
ocunces, in o drug-free
zone, and two Cloaa A

s page GA

SOMERYILLE flre-
fightors fight a howso
flro In the Samaryitlo
Ploco Bukdivlialon,

SISD buildings burglarized

Cuiprits stilice for second time, no mafor cash stolen

Burglove Have ngoin
bioken Inte Somer-

\ villo's sehoo) butldinge,

But they wora in forn

i shock thda tine,

‘Thera was ne meney lo
slenl, excepl for n =small
amount In a conch's oft
fice,
After n September
burglary In which Lhe
cwlprila got awny with
about $1,000 in cosh,
achaol officinls na lon.
ger lenve cnsh dn the
building, sald Somer-
villa Buperintandent
Gherles Gamarilo,

So Fridny morning's
brenkein, in which the

high scheol offlce, gym-
nosfun and front office
ware burglarized, wau
not ag bad as 1t could
tive been,

And nothing else In-
alile tha bolldings wos
stolan, Camarille sntd,

A ligh school Jandtor
dincovered the break-
in nt pbout 6 a.m. on
Friday ond notled Co-
marilio, who responded
motmanta laler,

Whint they fount agnln
sielicned them.

A glass window on the
Tront door to the high
aehieol was shattared
to gadw enlry, ha sald.

Other entry points in-
cluded the Yegua Cene
tex, whore w front doar
windaw wna hrelton,
nnd the adsiinielration
offise, where o back
door was pried opon,
pold Bomeyville Police
Chief Nic Malmsirom,

Onco Inside, the
culprits rummaged
through tha prindpila
offico, the conch’s oflice
In the gy, whers 32
In ensh wan atolen, One
marillosald,

In addition, the gym
vending machines aid
food ¢ohcassion ma-~
chines were Burglar-

ized, but thers was
nothing to sleal, Cu-
mevillo vald,

And at the ndminis-
iratlon building, they
i)riod open o vaull and
coked through menay
boxes and drmwess, oll
ta no avall,

Somerville Police OF
ficera Juble Buhs and
Joo Brown respondad
on Friday and Inyes-
tigated ai tha seona.
Malmstrom la nldo bn-
vestigoting.

Malmatrom aold polica
gntherod Angerprints
nnd ollior evidenze at

GISD, poga YD

Experts: aquifers can handle export

Doubtets still skep

The voat Blmsboro
arigt Garrizo Wildox.
aguifers enn bondle

harming thelong-term
watdaraupply.

‘That was t-eonweniua
whnred by witer ex.
-perts pddrossing area
reeldents ot o Dec.

Centerhosted by
eson Jounly Sidge
ftke Sutherfand dnd

Bu-

dix,
Milam County Judge mecting on the Vista Ridga expnrlpns
o WATER, page a1t a4 ilie Calilwell Clvic Gonlor, - Tribuné plivto

OARY WESTEROOK OF POBGCD

oy Saturd,
Chrlstmas

appon. In God'
nnd velunieor orgnilzations
Jalin Pallcka, David Palicka,

[N GOD'S HANDS minlutry fenm mombars Jook over [heso gifts
Dec. 20, at the Galdwall Fira Slution o pari-of biafke
Hanily Mlnlitry, communily chiwehes

wrilctpaled. Ploburaeg ave; froms Fofi,
rilldn Guittsrres ind Colleen Palfeka,

Old fire station
has two prospects

Caldwoll City Counctl
mambers were briefod
on Tucadny, Dec, 15,
on twe proapests in-
terested in porchasin
the old Fire Statlon an
renovating fL to another
R,

A Burleson Counly
buninesaman, who
withes Lo renrain nnan-
ymous nt thia time,
fa etill interested, ai-
thaagh his apocific
plang are unknowit at
this time, city admin-
jatrater Johany Price
agid nlter the mesting,

Priva hriefod the coun-

cil on his interest jn o
20-minute executive
sesalon, mmd the council
toole no netlon afler the
executlve seasiaon,

And the Theptre Gulid
of Burleson County s
lac interested, for a
possible community
thenter loontion or
for othor community
ciants, pulld member
Syinie Hbum told the
couneil,

Thi caunell 56t no :ﬁw
cifictimelines foy elther

raspeet to aubmil n

tical of long-term Impact for area

s visual st o publie

Fhie inqoiing waa held

by Roy Buidots

BRS w
yonr anniversary of his denth B{ over 100 fleal

roaponderd, Pielured ly o wyon

T hismethar,

Ani Bowdors, madafor the Binzos Caunty Law
Enforesmont Momertal Borvico in Mny,

Sowders honored 1

Law and fireflgliters
golbered Fridny, Doe,
19, Lo Iny o wrooth at
the grave of Burleson
County Sherifla Sgt,

THE DONNIE H Hatly Aushs home o1i 801 Dlliard Sirvet was tho
d, and they will walt Orst place winnee In tie €ty of Galdwell’s pnnal Chrlstmas Hollday
Bea COUNCH, page 24 Lighilng Contost. — Trikune phuin by Roy Bnnders

year after death

Adam Sowders, killed
In the ling of duty cne
yoor ago,

Sherlits deputios an~
Sen SOWDERS, page A

Special
election
Jan. 13

dust hours after Loka
Kolkhorut was sworn
in 03 the neweat slale
senater on Monday,
Poc. 22, Clov, Rlek Peray
enlled o Jon, 13 peclal
election {o Al the Bran-

i hinm Republicen’s for-

mer seat In the Tevan

dude

Gov, Perry mndo the
annvincement on Tuese
day, Dee. 28, to call
for the apacial election
lo fill the vaennl geat
Heo ELECTION, paga 4B

L]

q33L7

Wil MERRY CHRISTMAS TO ALL!




WATER

FROM PAGE ONE
Duvidt Burkemoycr, fon-
twriyg presontations by
tho Post Qale Sivannuh
Groundwiter Consetva-
tion Distriet (POSGCD),
the San Antonie Water

Sirutom (SAWS und Blug e

Waker Bystemy, Tue,

In addition, POSGOD
bty 0 menagement plat
ta vnsure thut aquifor
it boyely s prote
and Bl\r‘imn nnd Milom
comtlea do hot yun ot
of water, and thiay will

And, bozed ot hyddogh-
el ds&n.ﬁ'omndmrpump-
ingaround the aren, arte-
ainn well Lead prossiere
on the aquifor i3 redused
in the dveper parts of thy
anuifer where there may
bu thoru than 2,000 fect
ofunteravuilabloin wella
dua to ariesian pressury,

g s

Tho slglifennco ls that
the district will provent
mujorwates loval changes

pumiping g cud buck,
whiclgis wlhing we expect
o0 in crtesion portions
of thahiquifdr,' he suid
altor tho megling.

While tirtesicn preasuro
Tevols haye Quctuated
ayar r%ha Iuat 50 years,
historjeal mensuementis
of wolls In aquiler out<
erep ronea gliowy that
watur Lable levels hive
remained relntivaly uns
clianged through time,
u

inthealinlow: ofths b said.

aquifer, which il pros
fect lupdowniers and theiy
W Emaninidnplcted,

W e sail

tha

nijudfors with Cud ynani-

toring wells, POSGOD

* General Manager Gary
Weathrook suld.

A thero i nostopping
the water export plan
imruu;‘u i :r’nl nt‘std‘llm
properly purmitied, Joes
a%siciui. o
- Howorer, not eviryono

oofvinted,

The Leggue of Indepen-

dont Voters of Texnis in P

Bratvop apposes Lo ex-
purt and issucd o wyits
ten a&u;umunt ﬁnmd
“H - Acgs thy -
fec* by those aftending,
s.'lyInFPO.BGCDhMm\.'r
povmibted tho wiber e
thcpmjg:l,

T tﬂd:l:ion. E{lr T. Buxr-

yiie, o il scientist
ﬁg\ﬁidﬂfubblogish-dhn
tributed hls pnmplileh
explufning why he alse
epposca the “water grob®
from Bueleson County to
Sivn Avtosilo,

The San Antonse City
Counei] has appioved u
142-milo pipoline thak
woutd ship 50,000 acre
feut of proundsvuter onne-

 Buteson Coun

by 2020, The EAWS buand
nogotinfeda contract with
Vistx Ridge Consortium
o the project.

“Hio Vist Itidzs pipeline
will pump water from
Burleson County ta San
Antonig, bringing 18.3
billion gollona of new
wibar from. the Carrize
and Simstiore Aquifers by
2020, BAWS cfficinla sofd

The botiam fine i that
POSECK ia carclully
watching the impuct on
tho shalipw nrens, Wests

wd,

“Forus, itis
tant to protect tho ehals
Tow purk of the nguifer,
snd we hove done thet*
Westbrook sutd,

Though the big witer
axpert project i3 n sur-
prise to muny, wnd plarmy
spime, Woatbrook puid
POSGCD haa known fr
atleast 10 years thint such
a praject wis eorning,
they nre ready, he waid.

usthraok alp s
the DFQ standirils seb.
fox tI'\é: ,Simah]nro %—:ﬁm
2000-2060, using throu
monltortng thresholde:

The modul used to de-
valup the must ruently
t\duph‘.d PFCa showed
thut 75 percent of the
EC mighbniot soaruntil
2030, i prodution of ap~
proximintely 50,000 nere
fpet pezyear were realized
e o
yearperiod, ho

Thenitwould be 85 par
cent in 2040 and the full

% DFC in, 2060, ho =nid.

Humovor thoovezugo pros

duliom, for the Simebore FOSG

for tho last five vears is
Jeas than 12,000 nero fuct
{per year, he gaid,
Wostbropk alss snid tha
digtrict um equity in
the g procesy —
repuidliss pfwhothoryou
aro s gl landownerara:

1§

“Wuter tablo lovels nra
indicators of the amounk
of witter stored {n the
siquifer,” ho sald nfter

¥

Ingg, “1F youe foral -
thibiErE e it gt
“B0,000 HEHF Uk IR
boon iperpnp g e
10,0007 9 BE T Wi tinvd
DT RIEEES W RAAmE 15
S ji]

é:ﬁ r Bust
o4l or your b
nferest”

ent ldnd of oquifer fhan
the Skmsbore and Cars
ﬁm, \;}:ﬂiﬂ water movea

hroupli the pore spices
babweor the sand proins
that mako up thesa noguis

fory,

In tho Edwardy, witer
flows through fraclures
i conduits dissolved ln

H

o VL ayeryviow T g, As
AVSunditsopuration  resuit, e Edwiunds tenda
il fta | wnter torect of elack

projects.

“W¥o hnye great roupect
uof tha groundwater;” Pu-
onte #ald. “We vre the
Jaxgest major ity {n Tex-
. uI_IL'. 1y grotandwater

tha meeting. “The Inclcof based.

demwidown £n the watep

la tulld na thut we are
not duplating 1t.°

The Simsbeve and Gar-

« vizo nquifers storg pvar

530 million rere foot of
fresh and bracksh water
within the ares cove

Respending to quus.
tiuny, Wegbhrook apid

POSGED has slinliow

Yogun-Tackson Aquilors,
tiat o weuld lika mers
Tox l}hu Yapuu-Jockson

by GroundweterMonege:  Aguifis

fment Arog 12, liv sald.
Tho yesilts of groundware
te modeling using oeti-
mates of falure prmpoge
predict o 60-yony dedine
of abont 3:76 mitllon pere

And foet, wistely fs shout 3.1

percent: of the velume
u_turo‘d in the aquifers,

J!mglmid.

T fact, {E3s 50 Toyga that
1k ia virbually deought
proof, B said,

Faul Termill, on ntfomey
for Bliao Water, sald shout
8,400 Jeusea bave boen so-
cured fur theproject, Blue
Water Eny sectred about
71,000 ner feot of permils
through POSGCD dating
back to 2004, inelisding
\lio SAWS prejoct, accord-
ing te POSGCD,

Blue Water hey poid
sbout $1¢ millior n pre-
duetion nnd branapurt
Teos to the district, and
QD hag on equi-
{uble pormitting system,
Tervill

s,

Thoir dutn s ecience
driven, not bused an.spre-
ulation or fiar, Yic said

Boceuse of these leos,
thist money 1s gronted by
FOSQED to local water
wutilitioy for 1

majat cxpurtor, B
i it

ad nt 2

Vjstnmiinohupwtner-
ship botweon Abengon
antl Blue WaterSystemy,
whicl hos secured ubout
E400 denses for water
rights with Barleaon
County Jandowners,

The plon wonld

i holp
seoure San Antondo's Joge F

{erm woter siceds, ease
useuf the Bdwards Anul-

for and boosk thote water &

potentisl by-2Q percent.
Wessﬂzmg_imkltlmgum-
cring that the district s
nn tquitsble ystem Lht
prateets privato propocty
righits while protecting
sguifoy lavels, And lhore
will. b equitabls yriodls
ment of permite when
negessnary) altheagh Ioctl
wentey ubilition pre cxempt

T

acro feit per yeur, und the
district wanty to ensuto
that no vne, regurdless of
fww mnch property they
oway, s denfed avalid,
mit because the distric
hns over permitted Gr
loge uter; hesaid.
Also spuaking wae
umpes Bend), n pbuge-
ologist with LW, Hasdan
clates Inc, of Aus
tin and Dr. Stove Young
of Intern of Austin, n fiy-

slofozisk,

Both shured informas
tiost aboub the Gurrize
and Simalero aquifers,
whicthindicate that there
i3 very Targe aupply of
stored groundwater in
Cordyul Texas, Bend and
DnYn}lngup : t

from oor s, ho

Bal

In. lediﬂun, POSGED,
working with GMA-4H rin:
GMA-1Z, sck Thesired Fue
ture Gonditiens (DFC's)
Bow tho gepyifers wath g
gorTovels for curtaibmynt
whenndoessury, he said,

“We can protect qur-ex-
isting nsora when eur
fnitnsgement plan comes
fnto play,” Weatbrogk

id.

S0
That fgeludes moniter-
fng fot shallew nnd diep

in eooperation with olh-

e A
M&'s brlopg-torm

g olfovia aﬂﬂl{"ubﬂf

avetugddinvdown aeross

ﬁtgdﬁimsbam Aquilit, he

Bud.

“Thutsounds dovn right
penry doesn't it? West-
brnole ankd.

But tio number rupes-
vents an overul! pveruge
sicroes tha wluLlu aqui-
for, impattod by othoer
districty and theid draw-
downs, ha said. [t Hocan't
tnenn, thoto wil} be 300
ook af drawdowi] overy-
where in Burleso:.or Mi-
Tum County ut all timgea,
e rutd,

grou 1
Irom dwopor, ﬂu\widip
wquifir zopes, such na

% will bo produced by Vistu

TRidgo, roducos ortisiun
prigsuro bubdoia not de-
water aquifer gedimenty
iy he well field aren:
Bine' shawed dingroma
ghawing how the Sims-
Bore uguiley respondud
to post pumping in the
region by walls in tha
Bryan-College Stotion
arcd and by wells sssood-
afed with tlie Wulnut
enk, Three Odks and
Sandow mines,
Up fo nbout 225 fuet of

mtealan Yressuro draw. ovn

down cecurred i the
Sirasboro in the Bryun
Calley Stution nren, but
there s tit] enough or-
tesfun, pressure to push
well-hare water luvels
more than 2,000 foet
abaye the bap of the unai-
for; Iz agid.

Wall-boro woter level
measurementa recorded
ovur the posb severed de-
cades indeata that ay-
tesian pressure lovely
yecavered quicé;lil when
pumping wm reduced at
the Snndwy Mine near
FHockdall

.
“There was o drngtic
vebound in the e when

projuots, Temill ezid,
Tiy

.

Why waru no eitlzens
of Burleson, und Milnm
uﬂmﬁw irveited bo spoukd

Burfesor County unf}gla
Mik Sutherinnd i
meuting win meant ta be
edueborul; not-n debatu.
And writion questions
weretnkun from the sudi-
‘eneo, o sald.

Burleson County reai-
dent Bruce Brinkmun

ranid aftex the mouting

tlml%ml itizens utiend-
ing should ligve boen ol-

ta spoule,

And the water djstrich
should binve field n et
Ing before tho SAWS desl
with Viela Ridge was fi.
nolized, ho suid; ko addi-
Hon, notices pluped in thy
newspupet aaid nothing

mkonli s 5

velabivaly ?\dckly, and
storos eigmificantly juss
woter per unjt velume
of aguifer, which mukes
is morp susceptibla ta
drvught, he sal

Wostbrook wag alsa
nyked why there word ne
puibliz :&al:elmga In Burle-

on pnd Hilon countiey
bafuratho SAWS deal was
nppreved,

Westbrook rosponded
that POSGCD' hoard
held nuraeroun publie
liearingms wad open meet-
nga for tho fnst deeado
Ibra series of Blve Water
pormits — dlways antici-
pating n Targe woter ex-

ject,

Tk preject. .
“For wumu of you this by
new nes, but for v thiy
huoa been n duy at theofs
Tioo Westbmok sald “Wa
Tavebein: pmpll!ﬁdfvr 10
yeam.”

Regurding tho Lenguoof
Independent: Voters, tiolr
information shest statod
they wera from Leo and
Buslop counties, and their
awea isorered by theLost
Pines Groundwuter Con-
seryution Biatrivt,

*Wo believe thut your
groundwater diatriet
{POSQCD) haa averper-
mitted our mutual aqui-

pking writ-
e questions, he eafd.
Wiy wero so fow people
&t the mecting?
Sutherland reaponded
thal 1t wan publicized
in b sow news medin,
Also, thero was 3 mis-
conceplion, that this was
an offiial meeting of the
Iocuf governing bodies, lie
:luj:-n Iy fuct, it was not;
though POSGCD posted
it for thuly board b cuseu
quorum sttended, Suther-

reill vofd thero were Inng said,

ulso misconooptions ubont
Bluo Water, If

Why did San Antenio

for,” the stal wld,
*“Wourenet hiero to bloma
you, but we are asking oy
yourhelp torelnithemin®

Lost Pines®is belngsued
By water profiteera who
ulso wantTugu-contrts

THE TRIBUNE, THURSDAY, DEGEMBER 26, 2014, PAGE 3-8

aiys, “If wa don't stend
up hare now, B s only
o mitter of tima beforu
tha ‘Cufifirids medel* is
employed to destroy our
e’ witer Rabarg,”
Lyno's Filer unid "the
vast majorlly o lundowns
‘s, T e raupediuns
ure eoncorned this moy
Tt tholr witer walls,
mﬁ, Iivuslnck tnd the

agifor

FOSGCD *hos Lecome

Jnown g Swnter thae
fricndly;”* tha Mier
ulnbes,

Lymo's flier skates that
unsustaienble growth in
San Antonioand tho 135

o bing everwlalmed
the Edwards Aquifor,

“lﬁswur‘icﬁﬂgugl\bin'mt-
4 yiyharge of
aguifors, but the Edvards
ia i fwtereg nquifer,
and the Simsboro ia s
low, it called ‘dinoanuy
waten! " his flyer states.

Lywe's Nier warns thet
md!:yng w‘ai\wr q'lt‘:lh may
g dry, nnd nguifecs may
roach :i.lr‘;.m ;"i‘l‘“ﬂm "Em““'
£g; Fimeofnatue-
e

“Aquifers may nok sup-
ply enough water und, ey
perinlly the Simsboro, an.
artesinn pquifer thuf re-
lice on pressuse, could be
perminently dumnged,”
{ha flier slntes,

Snook
lighting
contest

The Spoelt Bxtonsion
Educotion Assoelution
(EEA) anneunced the
winnors of the 2024
Snoak Christmos
Lights Bvent on Mon-
duy, Dec, 22,

Baniel and Teress
Lanollhur at 108 Sk-

J o L
on tho samg uquifor,” the
statement zaid.

Thopgh POSGCD snya
they Bvo n plan to pro-

toet the nquifir, the rules Al

indicate otherwiza, the
statement safl.

*City nnd oty afficials
“E“”E the 31:!—85 wrridor

sys theycuused awell fo
run dry, first they shotild
doteriming if they nra
In the sume nquiter, ho
euid. Blue Wutey vsoa the
2,000-fout decp Simsboro,
hosaid,

Also. ing wure Reed
s, [ S Egiiid

CRIT SR Eento
worked o refluce their
dependence on the Bd-
wardy Aquifier, and thuy
mdnt\:lgggnlttmﬂw
saurced, Vista Ridge
pipeling project i just ane
picieet, thoy entd.

San Antondo iz uniqua
‘beeausn they wrothelurg:-
eab ciby in Texis tut fa
primnrily uilp;:‘licdby un-
derground water sowrces,
yather thn surfava venbey,
Willlams sald

Williams said he up-

tands Lhat some we
aimply oppoaed to the

conceph.

“They believe that it ks
Just wrong, movingwater
fromr 0 ruril arvu to the
ity Willlams said,

But tha protess b3 legad
and monnged by a locol
groundivater authority,
‘ha suld,

“Initlividued lpad:

otzeo to purchuse 50,000
wirefich when b ameunt
th%nmxlh lesa?

Wiltlemy suid, s with
uny mujor infrastructure
projuct, ou must bulld to
an ceonanay of seale,

You dow’t build a 142-
mile plpeling wnless you
mova a volume that b
voonmmical, b suid, It 3
ghmilar Lo n povor plant
where{he owner sells nd
ditiprul electricly Inte the
E}‘li\‘.j\:fﬂ[tisusl.‘dlmﬂy.

2

Blue Water waa alse
usked if they wora etill
contocting Tondoveers
to lninse prnlplsrty. Ross
Lurnminga of Blwe Wator

respondad Hibthoy wero | ]

not, Thay kavo ill the

louses thoy need for tha |

projoct, ho sedd,
Bano' was also nshed:
If owr pquifer 1s drought

froe, what-aboul. the Ed- |

areaontha
aqulfer,” the atatement

r k Street won
tha contest, Willlo und
Shirley Everline ut
10132 F.M. 60 placed
second, and Donlel,
ma ond Avna Vhiea
ak 1470 County Read
268 pluced third.

For more information
alicut EBA cull (210)
244-8302 or {618) 300-
7736,

intseckloncons lines.

T en provide foeal
representatlon and
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