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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

The Texas Water Development Board (TWDB) has calculated the modeled available
groundwater estimates for the Trinity, Woodbine, Edwards (Balcones Fault Zone), Marble
Falls, Ellenburger-San Saba, and Hickory aquifers in Groundwater Management Area 8. The
modeled available groundwater estimates are based on the desired future conditions for
these aquifers adopted by groundwater conservation district representatives in
Groundwater Management Area 8 on January 31, 2017. The district representatives
declared the Nacatoch, Blossom, and Brazos River Alluvium aquifers to be non-relevant for
purposes of joint planning. The TWDB determined that the explanatory report and other
materials submitted by the district representatives were administratively complete on
November 2, 2017.

The modeled available groundwater values for the following relevant aquifers in
Groundwater Management Area 8 are summarized below:

e Trinity Aquifer (Paluxy) - The modeled available groundwater ranges from
approximately 24,500 to 24,600 acre-feet per year between 2010 and 2070, and is
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summarized by groundwater conservation districts and counties in Table 1, and by
river basins, regional planning areas, and counties in Table 13.

e Trinity Aquifer (Glen Rose) - The modeled available groundwater is approximately
12,700 acre-feet per year between 2010 and 2070, and is summarized by
groundwater conservation districts and counties in Table 2, and by river basins,
regional planning areas, and counties in Table 14.

e Trinity Aquifer (Twin Mountains) - The modeled available groundwater ranges
from approximately 40,800 to 40,900 acre-feet per year between 2010 and 2070,
and is summarized by groundwater conservation districts and counties in Table 3,
and by river basins, regional planning areas, and counties in Table 15.

e Trinity Aquifer (Travis Peak) - The modeled available groundwater ranges from
approximately 93,800 to 94,000 acre-feet per year between 2010 and 2070, and is
summarized by groundwater conservation districts and counties in in Table 4, and
by river basins, regional planning areas, and counties in Table 16.

e Trinity Aquifer (Hensell) - The modeled available groundwater is approximately
27,300 acre-feet per year from 2010 to 2070, and is summarized by groundwater
conservation districts and counties in Table 5, and by river basins, regional planning
areas, and counties in Table 17.

e Trinity Aquifer (Hosston) - The modeled available groundwater ranges from
approximately 64,900 to 65,100 acre-feet per year from 2010 to 2070, and is
summarized by groundwater conservation districts and counties in Table 6, and by
river basins, regional planning areas, and counties in Table 18.

e Trinity Aquifer (Antlers) - The modeled available groundwater ranges from
approximately 74,500 to 74,700 acre-feet per year between 2010 and 2070, and is
summarized by groundwater conservation districts and counties in Table 7, and by
river basins, regional planning areas, and counties in Table 19.

e Woodbine Aquifer - The modeled available groundwater is approximately 30,600
acre-feet per year from 2010 to 2070, and is summarized by groundwater
conservation districts and counties in Table 8, and by river basins, regional planning
areas, and counties in Table 20.

e Edwards (Balcones Fault Zone) Aquifer - The modeled available groundwater is
15,168 acre-feet per year from 2010 to 2060, and is summarized by groundwater
conservation districts and counties in Table 9, and by river basins, regional planning
areas, and counties in Table 21.
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e Marble Falls Aquifer - The modeled available groundwater is approximately 5,600
acre-feet per year from 2010 to 2070, and is summarized by groundwater
conservation districts and counties in Table 10, and by river basins, regional
planning areas, and counties in Table 22.

e Ellenburger-San Saba Aquifer - The modeled available groundwater is
approximately 14,100 acre-feet per year between 2010 and 2070, and is
summarized by groundwater conservation districts and counties in Table 11, and by
river basins, regional planning areas, and counties in Table 23.

e Hickory Aquifer - The modeled available groundwater is approximately 3,600 acre-
feet per year from 2010 to 2070, and is summarized by groundwater conservation
districts and counties in Table 12, and by river basins, regional planning areas, and
counties in Table 24.

The modeled available groundwater values for the Trinity Aquifer (Paluxy, Glen Rose, Twin
Mountains, Travis Peak, Hensell, Hosston, and Antlers subunits), Woodbine Aquifer, and
Edwards (Balcones Fault Zone) Aquifer are based on the official aquifer boundaries defined
by the TWDB. The modeled available groundwater values for the Marble Falls, Ellenburger-
San Saba, and Hickory aquifers are based on the modeled extent, as clarified by
Groundwater Management Area 8 on October 9, 2017.

The modeled available groundwater values estimated for counties may be slightly different
from those estimated for groundwater conservation districts because of the process for
rounding the values. The modeled available groundwater values for the longer leap years
(2020, 2040, and 2060) are slightly higher than shorter non-leap years (2010, 2030, 2050,
and 2070).

REQUESTOR:

Mr. Drew Satterwhite, General Manager of North Texas Groundwater Conservation District
and Groundwater Management Area 8 Coordinator.

DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST:

In a letter dated February 17, 2017, Mr. Drew Satterwhite provided the TWDB with the
desired future conditions of the Trinity (Paluxy), Trinity (Glen Rose), Trinity (Twin
Mountains), Trinity (Travis Peak), Trinity (Hensell), Trinity (Hosston), Trinity (Antlers),
Woodbine, Edwards (Balcones Fault Zone), Marble Falls, Ellenburger-San Saba, and
Hickory aquifers. The desired future conditions were adopted as Resolution No. 2017-01
on January 31, 2017 by the groundwater conservation district representatives in
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Groundwater Management Area 8. The following sections present the adopted desired
future conditions for these aquifers:

Trinity and Woodbine Aquifers

The desired future conditions for the Trinity and Woodbine aquifers are expressed as
water level decline or drawdown in feet over the planning period 2010 to 2070 relative to
the baseline year 2009, based on a predictive simulation by Beach and others (2016).

The county-based desired future conditions for the Trinity Aquifer subunits, excluding
counties in the Upper Trinity Groundwater Conservation District, are listed below (dashes
indicate areas where the subunits do not exist and therefore no desired future condition
was proposed):

Adopted Desired Future Condition (feet of drawdown below 2009 levels)
county Woodbine | Paluxy 1({;:::: MoTlvr\llti:ins T;::lis Hensell | Hosston | Antlers
Bell — 19 83 — 300 137 330 —
Bosque — 6 49 — 167 129 201 —
Brown — — 2 — 1 1 1 2
Burnet — — 2 — 16 7 20 —
Callahan — — — — — — — 1
Collin 459 705 339 526 — — — 570
Comanche — — 1 — 2 2 3 9
Cooke 2 — — — — 176
Coryell — 7 14 — 99 66 130 —
Dallas 123 324 263 463 348 332 351 —
Delta — 264 181 — 186 — — —
Denton 22 552 349 716 — — — 395
Eastland — — — — — — — 3
Ellis 61 107 194 333 301 263 310 —
Erath — 1 5 6 19 11 31 12
Falls — 144 215 — 462 271 465 —
Fannin 247 688 280 372 269 — — 251
Grayson 160 922 337 417 — — — 348
Hamilton — 2 4 — 24 13 35 —
Hill 20 38 133 — 298 186 337 —
Hunt 598 586 299 370 324 — — —
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Adopted Desired Future Condition (feet of drawdown below 2009 levels)
county Woodbine | Paluxy I(:(l;l; MoTlvlrti:ins T;::li{s Hensell | Hosston | Antlers

Johnson 2 -61 58 156 179 126 235 —
Kaufman 208 276 269 381 323 309 295 —
Lamar 38 93 97 — 114 — — 122
Lampasas — — 1 — 6 1 11 —
Limestone — 178 271 — 392 183 404 —
McLennan 6 35 133 — 471 220 542 —
Milam — — 212 — 345 229 345 —
Mills — 1 1 — 7 2 13 —
Navarro 92 119 232 — 290 254 291 —
Red River 2 21 36 — 51 — — 13
Rockwall 243 401 311 426 — — — —
Somervell — 1 4 31 51 26 83 —
Tarrant 7 101 148 315 — — — 148
Taylor — — — — — — — 0

Travis — — 85 — 141 50 146 —
Williamson — — 77 — 173 74 177 —

The desired future conditions for the counties in the Upper Trinity Groundwater
Conservation District are further divided into outcrop and downdip areas, and are listed
below (dashes indicate areas where the subunits do not exist):

Upper Trinity GCD Adopted Desired Future Conditions (feet of drawdown below 2009 levels)
County (crop) Antlers Paluxy Glen Rose Twin Mountains
Hood (outcrop) — 5 7 4
Hood (downdip) — — 28 46
Montague (outcrop) 18 — — —
Montague (downdip) — — — —
Parker (outcrop) 11 5 10 1
Parker (downdip) — 1 28 46
Wise (outcrop) 34 — — —
Wise (downdip) 142 — — —
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Edwards (Balcones Fault Zone) Aquifer

The desired future conditions adopted by Groundwater Management Area 8 for the
Edwards (Balcones Fault Zone) Aquifer are intended to maintain minimum stream and
spring flows under the drought of record in Bell, Travis, and Williamson counties over the
planning period 2010 to 2070. The desired future conditions are listed below:

County Adopted Desired Future Condition
Bell Maintain at least 100 acre-feet per month of stream/spring flow in Salado Creek during a
repeat of the drought of record
: Maintain at least 42 acre-feet per month of aggregated stream/spring flow during a repeat of
Travis
the drought of record
. Maintain at least 60 acre-feet per month of aggregated stream/spring flow during a repeat of
Williamson
the drought of record

Marble Falls, Ellenburger-San Saba, and Hickory Aquifers

The desired future conditions for the Marble Falls, Ellenburger-San Saba, and Hickory
aquifers in Brown, Burnet, Lampasas, and Mills counties are intended to maintain 90
percent of the aquifer saturated thickness over the planning period 2010 to 2070 relative
to the baseline year 2009.

Supplemental Information from Groundwater Management Area 8

After review of the explanatory report and model files, the TWDB emailed a request for
clarifications to Mr. Drew Satterwhite on August 7, 2017. On September 8, 2017, Mr.
Satterwhite provided the TWDB with a technical memorandum from James Beach, Jeff
Davis, and Brant Konetchy of LBG-Guyton Associates. On October 9, 2017, Mr. Satterwhite
sent the TWDB two emails with additional information and clarifications. The information
and clarifications are summarized below:

a. For the Trinity and Woodbine aquifers, an additional error tolerance defined as five
feet of drawdown between the adopted desired future condition and the simulated
drawdown is included with the original error tolerance of five percent. Thus, if the
drawdown from the predictive simulation is within five feet or five percent from the
desired future condition, then the predictive simulation is considered to meet the
desired future condition.

Groundwater Management Area 8 provided a new MODFLOW-NWT well package,
simulated head file, and simulated budget file on October 9, 2017. The TWDB
determined that the distribution of pumping in the new model files was consistent
with the explanatory report.
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The TWDB evaluates if the simulated drawdown from the predictive simulation
meets the desired future condition by county. However, Groundwater Management
Area 8 also provided desired future conditions based on groundwater conservation
district and the whole groundwater management area.

b. For the Edwards (Balcones Fault Zone) Aquifer in Bell, Travis, and Williamson
counties, the coordinator for Groundwater Management Area 8 clarified that TWDB
uses GAM Run 08-010 MAG by Anaya (2008) from the last cycle of desired future
conditions with all associated assumptions including a baseline year of 2000.

c. Forthe Marble Falls, Ellenburger-San Saba, and Hickory aquifers in Brown, Burnet,
Lampasas, and Mills counties, Groundwater Management Area 8 adjusted the
desired future condition from “maintain 90 percent of the saturated thickness” to
“maintain at least 90 percent of the saturated thickness”. Groundwater Management
Area 8 also provided estimated pumping to use for the predictive simulation by
TWDB.

d. The Trinity, Woodbine, and Edwards (Balcones Fault Zone) aquifers are based on
the official aquifer boundary while the Marble Falls, Ellenburger-San Saba, and
Hickory aquifers include the portions both inside and outside the official aquifer
boundaries (modeled extent).

e. The sliver of the Edwards-Trinity (Plateau) Aquifer was declared to be non-relevant
by Groundwater Management Area 8.

METHODS:

The desired future conditions for Groundwater Management Area 8 are based on multiple
criteria. For the Trinity and Woodbine aquifers, the desired future conditions are defined
as water-level declines or drawdowns over the course of the planning period 2010 through
2070 relative to the baseline year 2009. The desired future conditions for the Edwards
(Balcones Fault Zone) Aquifer are based on stream and spring flows under the drought of
record over the planning period 2010 to 2070. For the Marble Falls, Ellenburger-San Saba,
and Hickory aquifers, the desired future conditions are to maintain aquifer saturated
thickness between 2010 and 2070 relative to the baseline year 2009. The methods to
calculate the desired future conditions are discussed below.
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Trinity and Woodbine Aquifers

The desired future conditions for the Trinity and Woodbine aquifers in Groundwater
Management Area 8 are based on a predictive simulation by Beach and others (2016),
which used the groundwater availability model for the northern portion of the Trinity and
Woodbine aquifers (Kelley and others, 2014). The predictive simulation contained 61
annual stress periods corresponding to 2010 through 2070, with an initial head equal to
2009 of the calibrated groundwater availability model. The desired future conditions are
the drawdowns between 2009 and 2070.

Because the baseline year 2009 for the desired future conditions falls within the calibration
period 1890 to 2012 of the groundwater availability model, the water levels for the
baseline year have been calibrated to observed data and, thus, they were directly used as
the initial water level (head) condition of the predictive simulation.

The drawdowns between 2009 and 2070 are calculated from composite heads. Appendix A
presents additional details on methods used to calculate composite head and associated
average drawdown values for the Trinity and Woodbine aquifers.

Edwards (Balcones Fault Zone) Aquifer

Per Groundwater Management Area 8 (clarification dated September 1, 2017), the results
from GAM Run 08-010 MAG by Anaya (2008) are used for the current round of joint
planning. The following summarizes the approach used:

e Ran the model for 141 years, starting with a 100-year initial stress period (pre-
1980) followed by 21 years of historical monthly stress periods (1980 to 2000),
then 10 years of predictive annual stress periods (2001 to 2010), and ending with
10 years of predictive monthly stress periods (2011 to 2020) to represent a
simulated repeat of the 1950s’ drought of record.

e Used pumpage and recharge distributions provided to TWDB by the Groundwater
Management Area 8 consultant.

e Adjusted pumpage in Williamson County to meet the desired future conditions.

e Extracted projected discharge for drain cells representing Salado Creek in Bell
County and drain cells representing aggregated springs and streams in Williamson
and Travis counties, respectively, for each of the stress periods from 2011 through
2020 to verify that the desired future conditions were met.
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e Determined which stress period reflected the worst case monthly scenario for
Salado Springs during a repeat of the 1950s’ drought of record.

e Generated modeled available groundwater for all three desired future conditions
based on the lowest monthly springflow volume for Salado Springs during a
simulated repeat of the 1950s’ drought of record.

Marble Falls, Ellenburger-San Saba, and Hickory Aquifers

The TWDB constructed a predictive simulation to analyze the desired future conditions for
the Marble Falls, Ellenburger-San Saba, and Hickory aquifers in Brown, Burnet, Lampasas,
and Mills counties within Groundwater Management Area 8. This simulation used the
groundwater availability model for the minor aquifers in the Llano Uplift region by Shi and
others (2016). The predictive simulation contains 61 annual stress periods corresponding
to the planning period 2010 through 2070 with an initial head condition from 2009.

Because the baseline year 2009 for the desired future conditions falls within the model
calibration period 1980 to 2010, and the water levels for the baseline year have been
calibrated to observed data, the simulated head from 2009 of the calibrated groundwater
availability model was directly used as the initial water level (head) condition of the
predictive simulation.

Additional details on the predictive simulation and methods to estimate the drawdowns
between 2009 and 2070 are described in Appendix B.

Modeled Available Groundwater

Once the predictive simulations met the desired future conditions, the modeled available
groundwater values were extracted from the MODFLOW cell-by-cell budget files. Annual
pumping rates were then divided by county, river basin, regional water planning area, and
groundwater conservation district within Groundwater Management Area 8 (Figures 1
through 13 and Tables 1 through 24).

Modeled Available Groundwater and Permitting

As defined in Chapter 36 of the Texas Water Code, “modeled available groundwater” is the
estimated average amount of water that may be produced annually to achieve a desired
future condition. Groundwater conservation districts are required to consider modeled
available groundwater, along with several other factors, when issuing permits in order to
manage groundwater production to achieve the desired future condition(s). The other
factors districts must consider include annual precipitation and production patterns, the
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estimated amount of pumping exempt from permitting, existing permits, and a reasonable

estimate of actual groundwater production under existing permits.

PARAMETERS AND ASSUMPTIONS:

The parameters and assumptions for the groundwater availability simulations are
described below:

Trinity and Woodbine Aquifers

Version 2.01 of the updated groundwater availability model for the northern Trinity
and Woodbine aquifers by Kelley and others (2014) was used to construct the
predictive model simulation for this analysis (Beach and others, 2016).

The predictive model was run with MODFLOW-NWT (Niswonger and others, 2011).

The model has eight layers that represent units younger than the Woodbine Aquifer
and the shallow outcrop of all aquifers (Layer 1), the Woodbine Aquifer (Layer 2),
the Fredericksburg and Washita units (Layer 3), and various combinations of the
subunits that comprise the Trinity Aquifer (Layers 4 to 8).

Multiple model layers could represent an aquifer where it outcrops. For example,
the Woodbine Aquifer could span Layers 1 to 2 and the Trinity Aquifer (Hosston)
could contain Layers 1 through 8. The aquifer designation in model layers was
defined in the model grid files produced by TWDB.

The predictive model simulation contains 61 transient annual stress periods with an
initial head equal to 2009 of the calibrated groundwater availability model.

The predictive simulation had the same hydrogeological properties and hydraulic
boundary conditions as the calibrated groundwater availability model except
groundwater recharge and pumping.

The groundwater recharge for the predictive model simulation was the same as
stress period 1 of the calibrated groundwater availability model (steady state
period) except stress periods representing 2058 through 2060, which contained
lower recharge representing severe drought conditions.

In the predictive simulation, additional pumping was added to certain counties and
some pumping in Layer 1 was moved to lower layer(s) to avoid the automatic
pumping reduction enacted by the MODFLOW-NWT code (Beach and others, 2016).
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During the predictive simulation model run, some model cells went dry (Appendix
C). Dry cells occur during a model run when the simulated water level in a cell falls
below the bottom of the cell.

Estimates of modeled drawdown and available groundwater from the model
simulation were rounded to whole numbers.

Edwards (Balcones Fault Zone) Aquifer

Version 1.01 of the groundwater availability model for the northern segment of the
Edwards (Balcones Fault Zone) Aquifer (Jones, 2003) was used to construct the
predictive model simulation for the analysis by Anaya (2008).

The model has one layer that represents the Edwards (Balcones Fault Zone) Aquifer.
The model was run with MODFLOW-96 (Harbaugh and McDonald, 1996).

The predictive model simulation contains the calibrated groundwater availability
model (253 monthly stress periods), stabilization (10 annual stress periods), and
drought conditions (120 monthly stress periods).

The boundary conditions for the stabilization and drought periods (except recharge
and pumping) were the same in the predictive simulation as the last stress period
(stress period 253) of the calibrated groundwater availability model.

The groundwater recharge for the stabilization and drought periods and pumping
information were from Groundwater Management Area 8 consultant.

The groundwater pumping in Williamson County was adjusted as needed during the
predictive model run simulation to match the desired future conditions.

Estimates of modeled spring and stream flows from the model simulation were
rounded to whole numbers.

Marble Falls, Ellenburger-San Saba, and Hickory Aquifers

Version 1.01 of the groundwater availability model for the minor aquifers in Llano
Uplift region by Shi and others (2016) was used to develop the predictive model
simulation used for this analysis.

The model has eight layers: Layer 1 (the Trinity Aquifer, Edwards-Trinity (Plateau)
Aquifer, and younger alluvium deposits), Layer 2 (confining units), Layer 3 (the
Marble Falls Aquifer and equivalent unit), Layer 4 (confining units), Layer 5
(Ellenburger-San Saba Aquifer and equivalent unit), Layer 6 (confining units), Layer
7 (the Hickory Aquifer and equivalent unit), and Layer 8 (Precambrian units).
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e The model was run with MODFLOW-USG beta (development) version (Panday and
others, 2013).

e The predictive model simulation contains 61 annual stress periods (2010 to 2070)
with the initial head equal to 2009 of the calibrated groundwater availability model.

e The boundary conditions for the predictive model except recharge and pumping
were the same in the predictive simulation of the last stress period of the calibrated
groundwater availability model.

e The groundwater recharge for the predictive model simulation was set equal to the
average of all stress periods (1982 to 2010) of the calibrated model except the first
stress period.

e The groundwater pumping was initially set to the last stress period of the calibrated
groundwater availability model. Additional pumping per county was then added to
the model cells of the three aquifers based on the modeled extent to match the total
pumping data for each aquifer provided by Groundwater Management area 8.

e During the predictive model run, some active model cells went dry (Appendix D).
Dry cells occur during a model run when the simulated water level in a cell falls
below the bottom of the cell.

e Estimates of modeled saturated aquifer thickness values were rounded to one
decimal point.

RESULTS:

The modeled available groundwater for the Trinity Aquifer (Paluxy) that achieves the
desired future condition adopted by Groundwater Management Area 8 ranges from 24,499
acre-feet per year for the non-leap (shorter) years (2010, 2030, 2050, and 2070) to 24,565
acre-feet per year for the leap (longer) years (2020, 2040, and 2060). The modeled
available groundwater is summarized by groundwater conservation district and county in
Table 1. Table 13 summarizes the modeled available groundwater by county, river basin,
and regional water planning area for use in the regional water planning process.

The modeled available groundwater for the Trinity Aquifer (Glen Rose) that achieves the
desired future condition adopted by Groundwater Management Area 8 ranges from 12,701
acre-feet per year for the non-leap years (2010, 2030, 2050, and 2070) to 12,736 acre-feet
per year for the leap years (2020, 2040, and 2060). The modeled available groundwater is
summarized by groundwater conservation district and county in Table 2. Table 14
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summarizes the modeled available groundwater by county, river basin, and regional water
planning area for use in the regional water planning process.

The modeled available groundwater for the Trinity Aquifer (Twin Mountains) that achieves
the desired future condition adopted by Groundwater Management Area 8 ranges from
40,827 acre-feet per year for the non-leap years (2010, 2030, 2050, and 2070) to 40,939
acre-feet per year for the leap years (2020, 2040, and 2060). The modeled available
groundwater is summarized by groundwater conservation district and county in Table 3.
Table 15 summarizes the modeled available groundwater by county, river basin, and
regional water planning area for use in the regional water planning process.

The modeled available groundwater for the Trinity Aquifer (Travis Peak) that achieves the
desired future condition adopted by Groundwater Management Area 8 ranges from 93,757
acre-feet per year for the non-leap years (2010, 2030, 2050, and 2070) to 94,016 acre-feet
per year for the leap years (2020, 2040, and 2060). The modeled available groundwater is
summarized by groundwater conservation district and county in Table 4. Table 16
summarizes the modeled available groundwater by county, river basin, and regional water
planning area for use in the regional water planning process.

The modeled available groundwater for the Trinity Aquifer (Hensell) that achieves the
desired future condition adopted by Groundwater Management Area 8 ranges from 27,257
acre-feet per year for the non-leap years (2010, 2030, 2050, and 2070) to 27,331 acre-feet
per year for the leap years (2020, 2040, and 2060). The modeled available groundwater is
summarized by groundwater conservation district and county in Table 5. Table 17
summarizes the modeled available groundwater by county, river basin, and regional water
planning area for use in the regional water planning process.

The modeled available groundwater for the Trinity Aquifer (Hosston) that achieves the
desired future condition adopted by Groundwater Management Area 8 ranges from 64,922
acre-feet per year for the non-leap years (2010, 2030, 2050, and 2070) to 65,098 acre-feet
per year for the leap years (2020, 2040, and 2060). The modeled available groundwater is
summarized by groundwater conservation district and county in Table 6. Table 18
summarizes the modeled available groundwater by county, river basin, and regional water
planning area for use in the regional water planning process.

The modeled available groundwater for the Trinity Aquifer (Antlers) that achieves the
desired future condition adopted by Groundwater Management Area 8 ranges from 74,471
acre-feet per year for the non-leap years (2010, 2030, 2050, and 2070) to 74,677 acre-feet
per year for the leap years (2020, 2040, and 2060). The modeled available groundwater is
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summarized by groundwater conservation district and county in Table 7. Table 19
summarizes the modeled available groundwater by county, river basin, and regional water
planning area for use in the regional water planning process.

The modeled available groundwater for the Woodbine Aquifer that achieves the desired
future condition adopted by Groundwater Management Area 8 ranges from 30,554 acre-
feet per year for the non-leap years (2010, 2030, 2050, and 2070) to 30,636 acre-feet per
year for the leap years (2020, 2040, and 2060). The modeled available groundwater is
summarized by groundwater conservation district and county in Table 8. Table 20
summarizes the modeled available groundwater by county, river basin, and regional water
planning area for use in the regional water planning process.

The modeled available groundwater for the Edwards (Balcones Fault Zone) Aquifer that
achieves the desired future condition adopted by Groundwater Management Area 8
remains at 15,168 acre-feet per year from 2010 to 2060. The modeled available
groundwater is summarized by groundwater conservation district and county in Table 9.
Table 21 summarizes the modeled available groundwater by county, river basin, and
regional water planning area for use in the regional water planning process.

The modeled available groundwater for the Marble Falls Aquifer that achieves the desired
future condition adopted by Groundwater Management Area 8 ranges from 5,623 acre-feet
per year for the non-leap years (2010, 2030, 2050, and 2070) to 5,639 acre-feet per year
for the leap years (2020, 2040, and 2060). The modeled available groundwater is
summarized by groundwater conservation district and county in Table 10. Table 22
summarizes the modeled available groundwater by county, river basin, and regional water
planning area for use in the regional water planning process.

The modeled available groundwater for the Ellenburger-San Saba Aquifer that achieves the
desired future condition adopted by Groundwater Management Area 8 ranges from 14,050
acre-feet per year for the non-leap years (2010, 2030, 2050, and 2070) to 14,089 acre-feet
per year for the leap years (2020, 2040, and 2060). The modeled available groundwater is
summarized by groundwater conservation district and county in Table 11. Table 23
summarizes the modeled available groundwater by county, river basin, and regional water
planning area for use in the regional water planning process.

The modeled available groundwater for the Hickory Aquifer that achieves the desired
future condition adopted by Groundwater Management Area 8 ranges from 3,574 acre-feet
per year for the non-leap years (2010, 2030, 2050, and 2070) to 3,585 acre-feet per year
for the leap years (2020, 2040, and 2060). The modeled available groundwater is
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summarized by groundwater conservation district and county in Table 12. Table 24
summarizes the modeled available groundwater by county, river basin, and regional water
planning area for use in the regional water planning process.
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FIGURE 1.

MAP SHOWING THE TRINITY AQUIFER (PALUXY) WITHIN GROUNDWATER

MANAGEMENT AREA 8 FROM THE GROUNDWATER AVAILABILITY MODEL FOR THE
NORTHERN PORTION OF THE TRINITY AND WOODBINE AQUIFERS.
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FIGURE 2.

MAP SHOWING THE TRINITY AQUIFER (GLEN ROSE) WITHIN GROUNDWATER

MANAGEMENT AREA 8 FROM THE GROUNDWATER AVAILABILITY MODEL FOR THE
NORTHERN PORTION OF THE TRINITY AND WOODBINE AQUIFERS.
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MANAGEMENT AREA 8 FROM THE GROUNDWATER AVAILABILITY MODEL FOR THE
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FIGURE 4.

MAP SHOWING THE TRINITY AQUIFER (TRAVIS PEAK) WITHIN GROUNDWATER
MANAGEMENT AREA 8 FROM THE GROUNDWATER AVAILABILITY MODEL FOR THE
NORTHERN PORTION OF THE TRINITY AND WOODBINE AQUIFERS.
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FIGURE 5.

MAP SHOWING THE TRINITY AQUIFER (HENSELL) WITHIN GROUNDWATER
MANAGEMENT AREA 8 FROM THE GROUNDWATER AVAILABILITY MODEL FOR THE
NORTHERN PORTION OF THE TRINITY AND WOODBINE AQUIFERS.
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FIGURE 6.

MAP SHOWING THE TRINITY AQUIFER (HOSSTON) WITHIN GROUNDWATER
MANAGEMENT AREA 8 FROM THE GROUNDWATER AVAILABILITY MODEL FOR THE
NORTHERN PORTION OF THE TRINITY AND WOODBINE AQUIFERS.
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FIGURE 7. MAP SHOWING THE TRINITY AQUIFER (ANTLERS) WITHIN GROUNDWATER

MANAGEMENT AREA 8 FROM THE GROUNDWATER AVAILABILITY MODEL FOR THE
NORTHERN PORTION OF THE TRINITY AND WOODBINE AQUIFERS.




GAM Run 17-029 MAG: Modeled Available Groundwater for the Trinity, Woodbine, Edwards (Balcones Fault
Zone), Marble Falls, Ellenburger-San Saba, and Hickory Aquifers in Groundwater Management Area 8

January 19,2018
Page 25 of 102

NECulloch

Llano

Williamson

Blanco v

2

/—\.\/%vz .
Clay ¥
Nbntague Graveon ™ ey
Cooks :
Delta
Bk | Wie Coltin Hopkins ye/| 705
Franklirr™ Morris
Roclowall
. Palo Pinl Patke
Tonss  Spackelford, Stephens | ' Detles Kaufman
‘ Van Zandt
3 .
Eodand Hood | popie Elli
T
wiof | Callahan Erath groral » Henderson
i Navarro
Runnels Coleman | Brovwm i Freestone
Limestone

0 15 30 60

Miles
Bastrop
|:| Counties
Groundwater Management Area 8
County Grid: TWDB_Counties_020211.sh Woodbine
ounty Grid: _Counties_ shp
GMAs Grid: TWDB_ GMAs 082615 shp I Outcrop
Model Grid: wdbn_grid_20151222 shp Downdip
FIGURE 8. MAP SHOWING THE WOODBINE AQUIFER WITHIN GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT

AREA 8 FROM THE GROUNDWATER AVAILABILITY MODEL FOR THE NORTHERN
PORTION OF THE TRINITY AND WOODBINE AQUIFERS.




GAM Run 17-029 MAG: Modeled Available Groundwater for the Trinity, Woodbine, Edwards (Balcones Fault
Zone), Marble Falls, Ellenburger-San Saba, and Hickory Aquifers in Groundwater Management Area 8

January 19,2018

Page 26 of 102

™

Coleman Brown

NECulloch

Blanco

Wilhamzon

County Grid: TWDB_Counties_020211.shp
GMAs Grid: TWDB_GMAs_082615.shp
Model Grid: ebfz_n_grid_poly082615.shp

 Robertzon

—

W —==|’ _,I—-_p— E

Freestone

e Lamar
Mbntague
= Grayzon .
Cooke N Fannin
Delta
Jack Wise Denton Collin Hopkins Timws
Franklinr™ Mbrris
Roclowall
2 Palo Pinio| Parke
Tones  Shackelford, Stephens | o ¢ | Tarrant | Dallas o
‘ Van Zandt
Eastland Food | ghnson Ellis
e | Calaban Erath  §ofnervell Henderson
5 Navarro
Runnels
Limestone

0 15 30 60

Miles

|:| Counties

Groundwater Management Area 8
Edwards (Balcones Fault Zone )

I Outcrop

Downdip

FIGURE 9.

MAP SHOWING THE EDWARDS (BALCONES FAULT ZONE) AQUIFER WITHIN
GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREA 8 FROM THE GROUNDWATER AVAILABILITY
MODEL FOR THE NORTHERN SEGMENT OF THE EDWARDS (BALCONES FAULT ZONE)

AQUIFER.




GAM Run 17-029 MAG: Modeled Available Groundwater for the Trinity, Woodbine, Edwards (Balcones Fault
Zone), Marble Falls, Ellenburger-San Saba, and Hickory Aquifers in Groundwater Management Area 8

January 19,2018
Page 27 of 102

Brown

|:| Counties

Groundwater Management Area §

[ Officdal Marble Falls A quifer B oundary
Modeled Marble Falls

B Outcrop

Downdip

County Grnd: TWDB_Counties_020211.shp
GMAs Grid: TWDB_GMAs_082615.shp
Model Grid: Inup_grid_poly010716.shp
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TABLE 1. MODELED AVAILABLE GROUNDWATER FOR THE TRINITY AQUIFER (PALUXY) IN
GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREA 8 SUMMARIZED BY GROUNDWATER
CONSERVATION DISTRICT (GCD) AND COUNTY FOR EACH DECADE BETWEEN 2010
AND 2070 WITH BASELINE YEAR 2009. VALUES ARE IN ACRE-FEET PER YEAR.

GCD County 2009 | 2010 | 2020 | 2030 | 2040 | 2050 | 2060 | 2070
Clearwater UWCD | Bell 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Middle Trinity GCD | Bosque 204 356 358 356 358 356 358 356
Middle Trinity GCD | Coryell 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Middle Trinity GCD | Erath 38 61 61 61 61 61 61 61
Middle Trinity
CCD Total 242 417 419 417 419 417 419 417
North Texas GCD | Collin 616 | 1,547 | 1,551 | 1,547 | 1,551 | 1,547 | 1,551 | 1,547
North Texas GCD | Denton 1,532 | 4819 | 4,832 | 4,819 | 4,832 | 4819 | 4832 | 4819
?gg{‘ Texas GCD 2,148 | 6,366 | 6,383 | 6,366 | 6,383 | 6,366 | 6,383 | 6,366
gg]r)them Trinity | & ant 11,285 | 8957 | 8,982 | 8,957 | 8982 | 8957 | 8982 | 8957
Prairielands GCD | Ellis 510 442 443 442 443 442 443 442
Prairielands GCD | Hill 400 352 353 352 353 352 353 352
Prairielands GCD | Johnson 4,851 | 2,440 | 2,447 | 2,440 | 2,447 | 2,440 | 2,447 | 2,440
Prairielands GCD Somervell 3 14 14 14 14 14 14 14
Kzrl'ela“ds GCD 5764 | 3,248 | 3,257 | 3,248 | 3,257 | 3,248 | 3,257 | 3,248
Red River GCD Fannin 389 | 2,087 | 2,092 | 2,087 | 2,092 | 2,087 | 2092 | 2,087
Red River GCD Grayson 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
?ﬁfall‘“’er GCD 389 | 2,087 | 2,092 | 2,087 | 2,092 | 2,087 | 2,092 | 2,087
Southern Trinity | /. oh | 319 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
GCD

.. Hood
Upper Trinity GCD 106 159 159 159 159 159 159 159

(outcrop)

. Parker

Upper Trinity GCD 2,100 | 2,607 | 2,614 | 2,607 | 2614 | 2,607 | 2614 | 2,607
(outcrop)

. Parker
Upper Trinity GCD (downdip) 221 50 50 50 50 50 50 50
Upper Trinity 2,427 | 2,816 | 2,823 | 2,816 | 2,823 | 2,816 | 2,823 | 2,816
GCD Total
No District Dallas 231 358 359 358 359 358 359 358
No District Delta 56 56 56 56 56 56 56 56
No District Falls 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
No District Hamilton 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
No District Hunt 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
No District Kaufman 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
No District Lamar 16 8 8 8 8 8 8 8
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GCD County 2009 | 2010 | 2020 | 2030 | 2040 | 2050 | 2060 | 2070
No District Limestone 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
No District Mills 3 6 6 6 6 6 6 6
No District Navarro 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
No District Red River | 190 177 177 177 177 177 177 177
No District Rockwall 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
No District Total 499 608 609 608 609 608 609 608
Groundwater Management 23,073 | 24,499 | 24,565 | 24,499 | 24,565 | 24,499 | 24,565 | 24,499

Area 8

UWCD: Underground Water Conservation District.
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TABLE 2. MODELED AVAILABLE GROUNDWATER FOR THE TRINITY AQUIFER (GLEN ROSE) IN
GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREA 8 SUMMARIZED BY GROUNDWATER
CONSERVATION DISTRICT (GCD) AND COUNTY FOR EACH DECADE BETWEEN 2010
AND 2070 WITH BASELINE YEAR 2009. VALUES ARE IN ACRE-FEET PER YEAR.

GCD County 2009 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050 2060 2070

g‘(’:‘]‘)tral Texas Burnet 35 423 | 425 | 423 | 425 | 423 | 425 | 423

Clearwater UWCD | Bell 775 971 974 971 974 971 974 971

Middle Trinity GCD | Bosque 576 728 731 728 731 728 731 728

Middle Trinity GCD | Comanche 3 41 41 41 41 41 41 41

Middle Trinity GCD | Coryell 0 120 120 120 120 120 120 120

Middle Trinity GCD | Erath 263 1,078 1,081 1,078 1,081 1,078 1,081 1,078

Middle Trinity 842 | 1,967 | 1,973 | 1,967 | 1,973 | 1,967 | 1,973 | 1,967

GCD Total

North Texas GCD Collin 84 83 83 83 83 83 83 83

North Texas GCD Denton 121 338 339 338 339 338 339 338

North Texas GCD 205 421 422 421 422 421 422 421

Total

gg]r)them Trinity | © rant 1,070 | 793 | 795 | 793 | 795 | 793 | 795 | 793

Post Oak .

Savannah GCD Milam 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Prairielands GCD Ellis 58 50 50 50 50 50 50 50

Prairielands GCD Hill 116 115 115 115 115 115 115 115

Prairielands GCD Johnson 1,780 1,632 1,636 1,632 1,636 1,632 1,636 1,632

Prairielands GCD Somervell 81 146 146 146 146 146 146 146

Kzrl'ela“ds GCD 2,035 | 1,943 | 1,947 | 1,943 | 1,947 | 1,943 | 1,947 | 1,943

Red River GCD Fannin 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Red River GCD Grayson 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Red River GCD 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Total

Saratoga UWCD Lampasas 65 68 68 68 68 68 68 68

Southern Trinity | /. on | 845 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

GCD

. Hood
Upper Trinity GCD 483 653 655 653 655 653 655 653
(outcrop)
. Hood
Upper Trinity GCD (downdip) 81 103 103 103 103 103 103 103
. Parker
Upper Trinity GCD 2,593 2,289 2,295 2,289 2,295 2,289 2,295 2,289
(outcrop)
. Parker

Upper Trinity GCD (downdip) 1,063 873 876 873 876 873 876 873

Upper Trinity 4220 | 3,918 | 3,929 | 3,918 | 3,929 | 3,918 | 3,929 | 3,918

GCD Total
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GCD County 2009 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050 2060 2070
No District Brown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
No District Dallas 135 131 132 131 132 131 132 131
No District Delta 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
No District Falls 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
No District Hamilton 168 218 218 218 218 218 218 218
No District Hunt

No District Kaufman

No District Lamar

No District Limestone

No District Mills 12 189 189 189 189 189 189 189
No District Navarro

No District Red River

No District Rockwall

No District Travis 898 971 974 971 974 971 974 971
No District Williamson 695 688 690 688 690 688 690 688
No District Total 1,908 | 2,197 | 2,203 | 2,197 | 2,203 | 2,197 | 2,203 | 2,197
Groundwater Management 12,000 | 12,701 | 12,736 | 12,701 | 12,736 | 12,701 | 12,736 | 12,701

Area 8

UWCD: Underground Water Conservation District.
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TABLE 3. MODELED AVAILABLE GROUNDWATER FOR THE TRINITY AQUIFER (TWIN
MOUNTAINS) IN GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREA 8 SUMMARIZED BY
GROUNDWATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT (GCD) AND COUNTY FOR EACH DECADE
BETWEEN 2010 AND 2070 WITH BASELINE YEAR 2009. VALUES ARE IN ACRE-FEET
PER YEAR.

GCD County 2009 | 2010 | 2020 | 2030 | 2040 | 2050 | 2060 | 2070

’(‘;"(‘:‘]i)d'e Trinity | ¢ o 3,443 | 5017 | 5031 | 5017 | 5031 | 5017 | 5031 | 5017

North Texas GCD | Collin 163 | 2,201 | 2,207 | 2,201 | 2,207 | 2,201 | 2,207 | 2,201

North Texas GCD Denton 997 8,366 8,389 8,366 8,389 8,366 8,389 8,366

?gg{‘ Texas GCD 1,160 | 10,567 | 10,596 | 10,567 | 10,596 | 10,567 | 10,596 | 10,567

ggghem Trinity |1 ot 7329 | 6,917 | 6,936 | 6917 | 6,936 | 6917 | 6,936 | 6,917

Prairielands GCD Ellis 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Prairielands GCD Johnson 539 384 385 384 385 384 385 384

Prairielands GCD Somervell 150 174 174 174 174 174 174 174

Prairielands GCD 689 | 558 | 559 | 558 | 559 | 558 | 559 | 558

Total

Red River GCD Fannin

Red River GCD Grayson

Red River GCD 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Total

Upper Trinity Gep | 1004 3379 | 3,662 | 3,672 | 3,662 | 3,672 | 3,662 | 3,672 | 3,662

(outcrop)
Upper Trinity Gep | 1004 7143 | 7,759 | 7,780 | 7,759 | 7,780 | 7,759 | 7,780 | 7,759
(downdip)
. Parker
Upper Trinity GCD 1,600 | 1,066 | 1,069 | 1,066 | 1,069 | 1,066 | 1,069 | 1,066
(outcrop)
. Parker
Upper Trinity GCD . 3459 | 2,082 | 2,088 | 2,082 | 2088 | 2082 | 2,088 | 2,082
(downdip)

Upper Trinity 15,581 | 14,569 | 14,609 | 14,569 | 14,609 | 14,569 | 14,609 | 14,569

GCD Total

No District Dallas 2,282 | 3,199 | 3,208 | 3,199 | 3,208 | 3,199 | 3,208 | 3,199

No District Hunt 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

No District Kaufman 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

No District Rockwall 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

No District Total 2,282 | 3,199 | 3,208 | 3,199 | 3,208 | 3,199 | 3,208 | 3,199

Groundwater Management 30,484 | 40,827 | 40,939 | 40,827 | 40,939 | 40,827 | 40,939 | 40,827

Area 8
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TABLE 4. MODELED AVAILABLE GROUNDWATER FOR THE TRINITY AQUIFER (TRAVIS PEAK) IN
GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREA 8 SUMMARIZED BY GROUNDWATER
CONSERVATION DISTRICT (GCD) AND COUNTY FOR EACH DECADE BETWEEN 2010
AND 2070 WITH BASELINE YEAR 2009. VALUES ARE IN ACRE-FEET PER YEAR.

GCD County 2009 | 2010 | 2020 | 2030 | 2040 | 2050 | 2060 | 2070

g‘(’:‘]‘)tral Texas Burnet 1,906 | 3,464 | 3,474 | 3,464 | 3,474 | 3,464 | 3,474 | 3,464

Clearwater UWCD | Bell 1,957 | 8,270 | 8,293 | 8270 | 8293 | 8270 | 8293 | 8270

Middle Trinity GCD | Bosque 5255 | 7,678 | 7,699 | 7,678 | 7,699 | 7,678 | 7,699 | 7,678

Middle Trinity GCD | Comanche | 9,793 | 6,160 | 6177 | 6,160 | 6177 | 6160 | 6,177 | 6,160

Middle Trinity GCD | Coryell 3,350 | 4,371 | 4,383 | 4,371 | 4,383 | 4371 | 4383 | 4371

Middle Trinity GCD | Erath 8263 | 11,815 | 11,849 | 11,815 | 11,849 | 11,815 | 11,849 | 11,815

Middle Trinity 26,661 | 30,024 | 30,108 | 30,024 | 30,108 | 30,024 | 30,108 | 30,024

GCD Total

Post Oak .

Savannah GCD Milam 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Prairielands GCD Ellis 5,583 5,032 5,046 5,032 5,046 5,032 5,046 5,032

Prairielands GCD | Hill 3,700 | 3,550 | 3,559 | 3,550 | 3,559 | 3,550 | 3,559 | 3,550

Prairielands GCD Johnson 5,602 4,941 4,955 4,941 4,955 4,941 4,955 4,941

Prairielands GCD | Somervell | 2,560 | 2,847 | 2,854 | 2,847 | 2,854 | 2,847 | 2,854 | 2,847

gﬁ;rl‘ela“ds GCD 17,445 | 16,370 | 16,414 | 16,370 | 16,414 | 16,370 | 16,414 | 16,370

Red River GCD Fannin 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Saratoga UWCD | Lampasas | 1,669 | 1,599 | 1,603 | 1,599 | 1,603 | 1,599 | 1,603 | 1,599

2%‘]‘;1‘"“ Trinity | v Jennan | 13,252 | 20,635 | 20,691 | 20,635 | 20,691 | 20,635 | 20,691 | 20,635

Upper Trinity Hood

iy (downdip) 70 89 89 89 89 89 89 89

No District Brown 680 394 395 394 395 394 395 394

No District Dallas 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

No District Delta 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

No District Falls 1,158 | 1,434 | 1,438 | 1,434 | 1,438 | 1,434 | 1,438 | 1,434

No District Hamilton 1,685 | 2,207 | 2,213 | 2,207 | 2213 | 2,207 | 2213 | 2,207

No District Hunt 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

No District Kaufman 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

No District Lamar 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

No District Limestone 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

No District Mills 1,011 | 2,275 | 2,282 | 2,275 | 2,282 | 2275 | 2282 | 2275

No District Navarro 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

No District Red River 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

No District Travis 3442 | 4,113 | 4,125 | 4113 | 4125 | 4113 | 4,125 | 4,113

No District Williamson | 3,026 | 2,883 | 2,891 | 2,883 | 2,891 | 2,883 | 2,891 | 2,883
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GCD County 2009 | 2010 | 2020 | 2030 | 2040 | 2050 | 2060 | 2070
No District Total 11,002 | 13,306 | 13,344 | 13,306 | 13,344 | 13,306 | 13,344 | 13,306
Groundwater Management 73,962 | 93,757 | 94,016 | 93,757 | 94,016 | 93,757 | 94,016 | 93,757

Area 8

UWCD: Underground Water Conservation District.
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TABLE 5. MODELED AVAILABLE GROUNDWATER FOR THE TRINITY AQUIFER (HENSELL) IN
GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREA 8 SUMMARIZED BY GROUNDWATER
CONSERVATION DISTRICT (GCD) AND COUNTY FOR EACH DECADE BETWEEN 2010
AND 2070 WITH BASELINE YEAR 2009. VALUES ARE IN ACRE-FEET PER YEAR.

GCD County 2009 | 2010 | 2020 | 2030 | 2040 | 2050 | 2060 | 2070

(C;‘(’:‘]‘)tral Texas Burnet 51 1,888 | 1,894 | 1,888 | 1,894 | 1,888 | 1,894 | 1,888

Clearwater UWCD | Bell 355 | 1,096 | 1,099 | 1,096 | 1,099 | 1,096 | 1,099 | 1,096

Middle Trinity GCD | Bosque 2,909 | 3,835 | 3,845 | 3,835 | 3,845 | 3,835 | 3,845 | 3,835

Middle Trinity GCD | Comanche | 188 204 204 204 204 204 204 204

Middle Trinity GCD | Coryell 1,679 | 2,196 | 2,202 | 2,196 | 2,202 | 2196 | 2,202 | 2,196

Middle Trinity GCD | Erath 3446 | 5137 | 54151 | 5137 | 5151 | 5137 | 5151 | 5,137

Middle Trinity 8,222 | 11,372 | 11,402 | 11,372 | 11,402 | 11,372 | 11,402 | 11,372

GCD Total

Post Oak .

Sovanah GCD Milam 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Prairielands GCD Ellis 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Prairielands GCD | Hill 237 225 226 225 226 225 226 225

Prairielands GCD Johnson 1,530 1,083 1,086 1,083 1,086 1,083 1,086 1,083

Prairielands GCD | Somervell | 1,822 | 1,973 | 1,978 | 1,973 | 1,978 | 1,973 | 1,978 | 1,973

igi;rl‘ela“ds GCD 3,589 | 3,281 | 3,290 | 3,281 | 3,290 | 3,281 | 3,290 | 3,281

Saratoga UWCD Lampasas 730 712 715 712 715 712 715 712

z‘é‘]‘)ther“ Trinity |\ Jennan | 3,018 | 4,698 | 4,711 | 4,698 | 4,711 | 4,698 | 4711 | 4,698

Upper Trinity Hood

cob (downdip) 45 36 36 36 36 36 36 36

No District Brown 4

No District Dallas 0

No District Falls

No District Hamilton 1221 | 1,671 | 1,675 | 1,671 | 1,675 | 1,671 | 1,675 | 1,671

No District Kaufman

No District Limestone

No District Mills 224 607 608 607 608 607 608 607

No District Navarro 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

No District Travis 919 | 1,141 | 1,144 | 1,141 | 1,144 | 1,141 | 1,144 | 1,141

No District Williamson 772 751 753 751 753 751 753 751

No District Total 3,142 | 4,174 | 4,184 | 4,174 | 4,184 | 4,174 | 4,184 | 4,174

Groundwater Management 19,152 | 27,257 | 27,331 | 27,257 | 27,331 | 27,257 | 27,331 | 27,257

Area 8

UWCD: Underground Water Conservation District.
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TABLE 6. MODELED AVAILABLE GROUNDWATER FOR THE TRINITY AQUIFER (HOSSTON) IN
GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREA 8 SUMMARIZED BY GROUNDWATER
CONSERVATION DISTRICT (GCD) AND COUNTY FOR EACH DECADE BETWEEN 2010
AND 2070 WITH BASELINE YEAR 2009. VALUES ARE IN ACRE-FEET PER YEAR.

GCD County 2009 | 2010 | 2020 | 2030 | 2040 | 2050 | 2060 | 2070

(C;‘(’:‘]‘)tral Texas Burnet 1,799 | 1,379 | 1,382 | 1,379 | 1,382 | 1,379 | 1,382 | 1,379

Clearwater UWCD | Bell 1,375 | 7,174 | 7,193 | 7,174 | 7,193 | 7,174 | 7,193 | 7,174

Middle Trinity GCD | Bosque 2,289 | 3,762 | 3,772 | 3,762 | 3,772 | 3,762 | 3,772 | 3,762

Middle Trinity GCD | Comanche | 9,504 | 5864 | 5881 | 5864 | 5881 | 5864 | 5881 | 5864

Middle Trinity GCD | Coryell 1,661 | 2161 | 2167 | 2161 | 2167 | 2161 | 2,167 | 2,161

Middle Trinity GCD | Erath 4637 | 6383 | 6400 | 6383 | 6400 | 6383 | 6400 | 6383

Middle Trinity 18,091 | 18,170 | 18,220 | 18,170 | 18,220 | 18,170 | 18,220 | 18,170

GCD Total

Post Oak .

Sovanah GCD Milam 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Prairielands GCD Ellis 5,575 5,026 5,040 5,026 5,040 5,026 5,040 5,026

Prairielands GCD | Hill 3413 | 3272 | 3,281 | 3272 | 3281 | 3272 | 3,281 | 3,272

Prairielands GCD Johnson 4,061 3,853 3,863 3,853 3,863 3,853 3,863 3,853

Prairielands GCD Somervell 736 843 845 843 845 843 845 843

igi;rl‘ela“ds GCD 13,785 | 12,994 | 13,029 | 12,994 | 13,029 | 12,994 | 13,029 | 12,994

Saratoga UWCD Lampasas 907 857 859 857 859 857 859 857

z‘é‘]‘)ther“ Trinity |\ ennan | 10,212 | 15,937 | 15,980 | 15,937 | 15,980 | 15,937 | 15,980 | 15,937

Upper Trinity Hood

cob (downdip) 25 53 53 53 53 53 53 53

No District Brown 624 356 358 356 358 356 358 356

No District Dallas 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

No District Falls 1,157 | 1,434 | 1,438 | 1,434 | 1,438 | 1,434 | 1,438 | 1,434

No District Hamilton 325 385 386 385 386 385 386 385

No District Kaufman 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

No District Limestone 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

No District Mills 650 | 1,467 | 1,471 | 1,467 | 1,471 | 1467 | 1,471 | 1,467

No District Navarro 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

No District Travis 2,357 | 2,783 | 2,791 | 2,783 | 2,791 | 2,783 | 2,791 | 2,783

No District Williamson | 2,050 | 1,933 | 1,938 | 1,933 | 1,938 | 1,933 | 1,938 | 1,933

No District Total 7,163 | 8,358 | 8,382 | 8358 | 8,382 | 8358 | 8382 | 8358

Groundwater Management | 3 357 | 64,922 | 65,098 | 64,922 | 65,098 | 64,922 | 65,098 | 64,922

Area 8

UWCD: Underground Water Conservation District.
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TABLE 7. MODELED AVAILABLE GROUNDWATER FOR THE TRINITY AQUIFER (ANTLERS) IN
GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREA 8 SUMMARIZED BY GROUNDWATER
CONSERVATION DISTRICT (GCD) AND COUNTY FOR EACH DECADE BETWEEN 2010
AND 2070 WITH BASELINE YEAR 2009. VALUES ARE IN ACRE-FEET PER YEAR.
GCD County 2009 | 2010 | 2020 | 2030 | 2040 | 2050 | 2060 | 2070
Middle Trinity GCD | Comanche | 9,320 | 5839 | 5855 | 5839 | 5855 | 5839 | 5855 | 5839
Middle Trinity GCD | Erath 1,663 | 2,628 | 2636 | 2,628 | 2,636 | 2,628 | 2,636 | 2,628
Middle Trinity 10,983 | 8467 | 8,491 | 8,467 | 8491 | 8467 | 8491 | 8467
GCD Total
North Texas GCD | Collin 629 1,961 | 1,966 | 1,961 | 1,966 | 1,961 | 1,966 | 1,961
North Texas GCD Cooke 4,117 10,514 | 10,544 | 10,514 | 10,544 | 10,514 | 10,544 | 10,514
North Texas GCD | Denton 11,427 | 16,545 | 16,591 | 16,545 | 16,591 | 16,545 | 16,591 | 16,545
?gg{‘ Texas GCD 16,173 | 29,020 | 29,101 | 29,020 | 29,101 | 29,020 | 29,101 | 29,020
ggghem Trinity | . ant 1,908 | 1,248 | 1,251 | 1,248 | 1,251 | 1,248 | 1,251 | 1,248
Red River GCD Fannin 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Red River GCD Grayson 6,872 | 10,708 | 10,738 | 10,708 | 10,738 | 10,708 | 10,738 | 10,708
?ﬁfall‘“’er GCD 6,872 | 10,708 | 10,738 | 10,708 | 10,738 | 10,708 | 10,738 | 10,708
Upper Trinity GCD | MOntague | 4 451 | 3875 | 3886 | 3,875 | 3,886 | 3,875 | 3,886 | 3,875
(outcrop)
. Parker

Upper Trinity GCD 3,321 | 2,897 | 2,905 | 2,897 | 2,905 | 2,897 | 2905 | 2,897
(outcrop)

Upper Trinity GCD | Vi€ 9,080 | 7,677 | 7,698 | 7,677 | 7,698 | 7,677 | 7,698 | 7,677
(outcrop)

Upper Trinity GCD | Vis€ 3,699 | 2,057 | 2,062 | 2,057 | 2,062 | 2,057 | 2,062 | 2,057
(downdip)

Upper Trinity 17,521 | 16,506 | 16,551 | 16,506 | 16,551 | 16,506 | 16,551 | 16,506

GCD Total

No District Brown 1,743 | 1,052 | 1,055 | 1,052 | 1,055 | 1,052 | 1,055 | 1,052

No District Callahan 1,804 | 1,725 | 1,730 | 1,725 | 1,730 | 1,725 | 1,730 | 1,725

No District Eastland 5,613 5,732 5,747 5,732 5,747 5,732 5,747 5,732

No District Lamar 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

No District Red River 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

No District Taylor 17 13 13 13 13 13 13 13

No District Total 9,177 | 8,522 | 8545 | 8,522 | 8,545 | 8,522 | 8,545 | 8,522

Groundwater Management 62,634 | 74,471 | 74,677 | 74,471 | 74,677 | 74,471 | 74,677 | 74,471

Area 8




GAM Run 17-029 MAG: Modeled Available Groundwater for the Trinity, Woodbine, Edwards (Balcones Fault
Zone), Marble Falls, Ellenburger-San Saba, and Hickory Aquifers in Groundwater Management Area 8

January 19,2018
Page 41 of 102

TABLE 8. MODELED AVAILABLE GROUNDWATER FOR THE WOODBINE AQUIFER IN
GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREA 8 SUMMARIZED BY GROUNDWATER
CONSERVATION DISTRICT (GCD) AND COUNTY FOR EACH DECADE BETWEEN 2010
AND 2070 WITH BASELINE YEAR 2009. VALUES ARE IN ACRE-FEET PER YEAR.

GCD County 2009 | 2010 | 2020 | 2030 | 2040 | 2050 | 2060 | 2070

North Texas GCD | Collin 2427 | 4251 | 4,263 | 4251 | 4263 | 4251 | 4,263 | 4251

North Texas GCD | Cooke 1,646 800 802 800 802 800 802 800

North Texas GCD Denton 3,797 3,607 3,616 3,607 3,616 3,607 3,616 3,607

?gtr;:‘ Texas GCD 7,870 | 8,658 | 8,681 | 8,658 | 8,681 | 8,658 | 8,681 | 8,658

ggghem Trinity | & ant 2,646 | 1,138 | 1,141 | 1,138 | 1,141 | 1,138 | 1,141 | 1,138

Prairielands GCD | Ellis 2,471 | 2,073 | 2,078 | 2,073 | 2,078 | 2,073 | 2,078 | 2,073

Prairielands GCD | Hill 752 586 588 586 588 586 588 586

Prairielands GCD Johnson 3,880 1,980 1,985 1,980 1,985 1,980 1,985 1,980

gf)‘i‘;‘elands GCD 7,103 | 4,639 | 4,651 | 4,639 | 4,651 | 4,639 | 4,651 | 4,639

Red River GCD Fannin 5495 | 4,920 | 4,934 | 4920 | 4934 | 4920 | 4,934 | 4,920

Red River GCD Grayson 5,056 7,521 7,541 7,521 7,541 7,521 7,541 7,521

?ﬁfa'l‘“’er GCD 10,551 | 12,441 | 12,475 | 12,441 | 12,475 | 12,441 | 12,475 | 12,441

Southern Trinity | \\ /o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

GCD

No District Dallas 1,957 | 2,796 | 2,804 | 2,796 | 2,804 | 2,796 | 2,804 | 2,796

No District Hunt 463 763 765 763 765 763 765 763

No District Kaufman 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

No District Lamar 61 49 49 49 49 49 49 49

No District Navarro 65 68 68 68 68 68 68 68

No District Red River 3 2 2 2 2 2 2 2

No District Rockwall 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

No District Total 2,549 | 3,678 | 3,688 | 3,678 | 3,688 | 3,678 | 3,688 | 3,678

Groundwater Management 30,719 | 30,554 | 30,636 | 30,554 | 30,636 | 30,554 | 30,636 | 30,554

Area 8
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TABLE 9. MODELED AVAILABLE GROUNDWATER FOR THE EDWARDS (BALCONES FAULT ZONE)
AQUIFER IN GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREA 8 SUMMARIZED BY
GROUNDWATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT (GCD) AND COUNTY FOR EACH DECADE
BETWEEN 2010 AND 2070 WITH BASELINE YEAR 2009. VALUES ARE IN ACRE-FEET

PER YEAR.
GCD County 2000 | 2010 | 2020 | 2030 | 2040 | 2050 | 2060 | 2070
Clearwater | o, 949 6,469 | 6,469 | 6,469 | 6,469 | 6469 | 6,469 | 6,469
UWCD

No District | Travis 1,201 | 5237 | 5237 | 5237 | 5237 | 5237 | 5237 | 5237
No District | Williamson | 13,813 3,462 3,462 3,462 3,462 3,462 3,462 3,462

Groundwater

15,981 | 15,168 | 15,168 | 15,168 | 15,168 | 15,168 | 15,168 | 15,168
Management Area 8

UWCD: Underground Water Conservation District.

TABLE 10. MODELED AVAILABLE GROUNDWATER FOR THE MARBLE FALLS AQUIFER IN
GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREA 8 SUMMARIZED BY GROUNDWATER
CONSERVATION DISTRICT (GCD) AND COUNTY FOR EACH DECADE BETWEEN 2010
AND 2070 WITH BASELINE YEAR 2009. VALUES ARE IN ACRE-FEET PER YEAR.

GCD County 2009 | 2010 | 2020 | 2030 | 2040 | 2050 | 2060 | 2070
gf:‘]‘)tml Texas | o et 2,220 | 2,736 | 2,744 | 2,736 | 2,744 | 2,736 | 2,744 | 2,736
Saratoga UWCD | Lampasas | 363 | 2,837 | 2,845 | 2,837 | 2,845 | 2,837 | 2,845 | 2,837
No District Brown 0 25 25 25 25 25 25 25
No District Mills 20 25 25 25 25 25 25 25
No District Total 20 50 50 50 50 50 50 50
ﬁ;‘e’:‘;‘iwater Management | , .43 | 5623 | 5639 | 5623 | 5639 | 5623 | 5639 | 5623

UWCD: Underground Water Conservation District.
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TABLE 11. MODELED AVAILABLE GROUNDWATER FOR THE ELLENBURGER-SAN SABA AQUIFER
IN GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREA 8 SUMMARIZED BY GROUNDWATER
CONSERVATION DISTRICT (GCD) AND COUNTY FOR EACH DECADE BETWEEN 2010
AND 2070 WITH BASELINE YEAR 2009. VALUES ARE IN ACRE-FEET PER YEAR.

GCD County 2009 | 2010 | 2020 | 2030 | 2040 | 2050 | 2060 | 2070

Central

Texas Burnet 5256 | 10,827 | 10,857 | 10,827 | 10,857 | 10,827 | 10,857 | 10,827

GCD

Saratoga |, asas | 351 2,593 | 2,601 | 2,593 | 2,601 | 2,593 | 2,601 | 2,593

UWCD

No Brown 1 131 131 131 131 131 131 131

District

No Mills 0 499 500 499 500 499 500 499

District

No District Total 1 630 631 630 631 630 631 630

Groundwater 5608 | 14,050 | 14,089 | 14,050 | 14,089 | 14,050 | 14,089 | 14,050

Management Area 8

UWCD: Underground Water Conservation District.

TABLE 12. MODELED AVAILABLE GROUNDWATER FOR THE HICKORY AQUIFER IN
GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREA 8 SUMMARIZED BY GROUNDWATER
CONSERVATION DISTRICT (GCD) AND COUNTY FOR EACH DECADE BETWEEN 2010
AND 2070 WITH BASELINE YEAR 2009. VALUES ARE IN ACRE-FEET PER YEAR.
GCD County 2009 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050 2060 2070
Central
Texas Burnet 1,088 3,413 3,423 3,413 3,423 3,413 3,423 3,413
GCD
Saratoga
UWCD Lampasas 0 113 114 113 114 113 114 113
Nf) . Brown 0 12 12 12 12 12 12 12
District
No Mills 0 36 36 36 36 36 36 36
District
No District Total 0 48 48 48 48 48 48 48
Groundwater 1,088 | 3,574 | 3,585 | 3,574 | 3,585 | 3,574 | 3,585 | 3,574
Management Area 8

UWCD: Underground Water Conservation District.
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TABLE 13. MODELED AVAILABLE GROUNDWATER BY DECADE FOR THE TRINITY AQUIFER
(PALUXY) IN GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREA 8. RESULTS ARE IN ACRE-FEET PER
YEAR AND ARE SUMMARIZED BY COUNTY, REGIONAL WATER PLANNING AREA
(RWPA), AND RIVER BASIN.

County RWPA g;‘;‘:; 2020 | 2030 | 2040 | 2050 | 2060 | 2070
Counties Not in Upper Trinity GCD

Bell Region G Brazos 0 0 0 0 0 0
Bosque Region G Brazos 358 356 358 356 358 356
Collin Region C Sabine 0 0 0 0 0 0
Collin Region C Trinity 1,551 1,547 1,551 1,547 1,551 1,547
Coryell Region G Brazos 0 0 0 0 0 0
Dallas Region C Trinity 359 358 359 358 359 358
Delta Northeast Texas | Sulphur 56 56 56 56 56 56
Denton Region C Trinity 4,832 4,819 4,832 4,819 4,832 4,819
Ellis Region C Trinity 443 442 443 442 443 442
Erath Region G Brazos 61 61 61 61 61 61
Falls Region G Brazos
Fannin Region C Sulphur 2,092 2,087 2,092 2,087 2,092 2,087
Fannin Region C Trinity
Grayson Region C Trinity
Hamilton | Region G Brazos
Hill Region G Brazos 348 347 348 347 348 347
Hill Region G Trinity
Hunt Northeast Texas | Sabine 0
Hunt Northeast Texas | Sulphur
Hunt Northeast Texas | Trinity 0
Johnson Region G Brazos 880 878 880 878 880 878
Johnson Region G Trinity 1,567 1,562 1,567 1,562 1,567 1,562
Kaufman Region C Trinity 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lamar Northeast Texas | Red 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lamar Northeast Texas | Sulphur 8 8 8 8 8 8
Limestone | Region G Brazos 0 0 0 0 0 0
Limestone | Region G Trinity 0 0 0 0 0 0
McLennan | Region G Brazos 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mills Lower Colorado | Brazos 6 6 6 6 6 6
Mills Lower Colorado | Colorado 0 0 0 0 0 0
Navarro Region C Trinity 0 0 0 0 0 0
Red River | Northeast Texas | Red 52 52 52 52 52 52
Red River | Northeast Texas | Sulphur 125 125 125 125 125 125
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County RWPA g;‘;‘:; 2020 | 2030 | 2040 | 2050 | 2060 | 2070
Rockwall | Region C Trinity 0 0 0 0 0 0
Somervell | Region G Brazos 14 14 14 14 14 14
Tarrant Region C Trinity 8,982 8,957 8,982 8,957 8,982 8,957

Subtotal 21,742 | 21,683 | 21,742 | 21,683 | 21,742 | 21,683
Counties in Upper Trinity GCD
food Region G Brazos 159 158 159 158 159 158
(outcrop)
Hood : .
(outcrop) Region G Trinity 0 0 0 0 0 0
Parker Region C Brazos 34 34 34 34 34 34
(outcrop)
Parker Region C Trinity 2,580 | 2573 | 2580 | 2573 | 2580 | 2573
(outcrop)
Parker . .
(downdip) Region C Trinity 50 50 50 50 50 50
Subtotal 2,823 2,815 2,823 2,815 2,823 2,815
Groundwater Management Area 8 24,565 24,498 24,565 24,498 24,565 24,498
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TABLE 14. MODELED AVAILABLE GROUNDWATER BY DECADE FOR THE TRINITY AQUIFER (GLEN
ROSE) IN GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREA 8. RESULTS ARE IN ACRE-FEET PER
YEAR AND ARE SUMMARIZED BY COUNTY, REGIONAL WATER PLANNING AREA
(RWPA), AND RIVER BASIN.

County RWPA g;‘:; 2020 | 2030 | 2040 | 2050 | 2060 | 2070
Counties Not in Upper Trinity GCD
Bell Region G Brazos 974 971 974 971 974 971
Bosque Region G Brazos 731 728 731 728 731 728
Brown Region F Colorado 0 0 0 0 0 0
Burnet Lower Colorado | Brazos 188 188 188 188 188 188
Burnet Lower Colorado | Colorado 236 235 236 235 236 235
Collin Region C Sabine 0 0 0 0 0 0
Collin Region C Trinity 83 83 83 83 83 83
Comanche Region G Brazos 22 22 22 22 22 22
Comanche Region G Colorado 18 18 18 18 18 18
Coryell Region G Brazos 120 120 120 120 120 120
Dallas Region C Trinity 132 131 132 131 132 131
Delta Northeast Texas | Sulphur 0 0 0 0 0 0
Denton Region C Trinity 339 338 339 338 339 338
Ellis Region C Trinity 50 50 50 50 50 50
Erath Region G Brazos 1,081 1,078 1,081 1,078 1,081 1,078
Falls Region G Brazos 0 0 0 0 0 0
Fannin Region C Sulphur 0 0 0 0 0 0
Fannin Region C Trinity 0 0 0 0 0 0
Grayson Region C Trinity 0 0 0 0 0 0
Hamilton Region G Brazos 218 218 218 218 218 218
Hill Region G Brazos 115 114 115 114 115 114
Hill Region G Trinity
Hunt Northeast Texas | Sabine
Hunt Northeast Texas | Sulphur
Hunt Northeast Texas | Trinity
Johnson Region G Brazos 953 950 953 950 953 950
Johnson Region G Trinity 683 681 683 681 683 681
Kaufman Region C Trinity
Lamar Northeast Texas | Red
Lamar Northeast Texas | Sulphur
Lampasas Region G Brazos 68 68 68 68 68 68
Limestone Region G Brazos
Limestone Region G Trinity
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County RWPA g;‘:; 2020 | 2030 | 2040 | 2050 | 2060 | 2070
McLennan Region G Brazos 0 0 0 0 0 0
Milam Region G Brazos 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mills Lower Colorado | Brazos 96 96 96 96 96 96
Mills Lower Colorado | Colorado 93 93 93 93 93 93
Navarro Region C Trinity
Red River Northeast Texas | Red
Red River Northeast Texas | Sulphur
Rockwall Region C Trinity
Somervell Region G Brazos 146 146 146 146 146 146
Tarrant Region C Trinity 795 793 795 793 795 793
Travis Lower Colorado | Brazos 0 0 0 0 0 0
Travis Lower Colorado | Colorado 974 971 974 971 974 971
Williamson | Region G Brazos 623 621 623 621 623 621
Williamson | Region G Colorado 0 0 0 0 0 0
Williamson | Lower Colorado | Brazos 0 0 0 0 0 0
Williamson | Lower Colorado | Colorado 67 67 67 67 67 67
Subtotal 8,806 8,781 8,806 8,781 8,806 8,781
Counties in Upper Trinity GCD
I({O‘L"t‘cimp) Region G Brazos 655 653 655 653 655 653
I({doo(z/t/indip) Region G Brazos 83 83 83 83 83 83
l({doo(zz(\in dip) Region G Trinity 20 20 20 20 20 20
Ejﬂi{frgp) Region C Brazos 87 87 87 87 87 87
E;;i‘f; dip) | Region Brazos 7 7 7 7 7 7
E(?Si(t:erl;)p) Region C Trinity 2,208 | 2202 | 2208 | 2202 | 2208 | 2202
?ngve; dip) | RegionC Trinity 869 866 869 866 869 866
Subtotal 3,929 3,918 3,929 3,918 3,929 3,918
Groundwater Management Area 8 12,735 12,699 12,735 12,699 12,735 12,699
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TABLE 15. MODELED AVAILABLE GROUNDWATER BY DECADE FOR THE TRINITY AQUIFER (TWIN
MOUNTAINS) IN GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREA 8. RESULTS ARE IN ACRE-FEET
PER YEAR AND ARE SUMMARIZED BY COUNTY, REGIONAL WATER PLANNING AREA
(RWPA), AND RIVER BASIN.

County RWPA g;‘:; 2020 | 2030 | 2040 | 2050 | 2060 | 2070
Counties Not in Upper Trinity GCD
Collin Region C Sabine 0 0 0 0 0 0
Collin Region C Trinity 2,207 2,201 2,207 2,201 2,207 2,201
Dallas Region C Trinity 3,208 3,199 3,208 3,199 3,208 3,199
Denton Region C Trinity 8,389 8,366 8,389 8,366 8,389 8,366
Ellis Region C Trinity 0 0 0 0 0 0
Erath Region G Brazos 5,031 5,017 5,031 5,017 5,031 5,017
Fannin Region C Sulphur 0 0 0 0 0 0
Fannin Region C Trinity 0 0 0 0 0 0
Grayson Region C Trinity 0 0 0 0 0 0
Hunt Northeast Texas | Sabine 0 0 0 0 0 0
Hunt Northeast Texas | Trinity 0 0 0 0 0 0
Johnson Region G Brazos 133 133 133 133 133 133
Johnson Region G Trinity 252 251 252 251 252 251
Kaufman Region C Trinity 0 0 0 0 0 0
Rockwall Region C Trinity 0 0 0 0 0 0
Somervell Region G Brazos 174 174 174 174 174 174
Tarrant Region C Trinity 6,936 6,917 6,936 6,917 6,936 6,917
Subtotal 26,330 | 26,258 | 26,330 | 26,258 | 26,330 | 26,258
Counties in Upper Trinity GCD
l({o‘iﬁ‘imp) Region G Brazos 3672 | 3662 | 3,672 3,662 3,672 3,662
flood Region G Brazos 7761 | 7,740 | 7,761 | 7,740 | 7,761 | 7,740
(downdip)
IEIdoo(z/sn dip) Region G Trinity 19 19 19 19 19 19
E(?Si(t:erl;)p) Region C Brazos 1,069 1,066 1,069 1,066 1,069 1,066
F;;i‘ve; dip) | RegionC Brazos 778 776 778 776 778 776
'E;;l:velf dip) | Region C Trinity 1,310 1,306 | 1,310 1,306 1,310 1,306
Subtotal 14,609 | 14,569 | 14,609 | 14,569 | 14,609 | 14,569
Groundwater Management Area 8 40,939 40,827 40,939 40,827 40,939 40,827
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TABLE 16. MODELED AVAILABLE GROUNDWATER BY DECADE FOR THE TRINITY AQUIFER
(TRAVIS PEAK) IN GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREA 8. RESULTS ARE IN ACRE-
FEET PER YEAR AND ARE SUMMARIZED BY COUNTY, REGIONAL WATER PLANNING
AREA (RWPA), AND RIVER BASIN.

County RWPA g;‘:; 2020 | 2030 | 2040 | 2050 | 2060 | 2070
Counties Not in Upper Trinity GCD

Bell Region G Brazos 8,293 8,270 8,293 8,270 8,293 8,270
Bosque Region G Brazos 7,699 7,678 7,699 7,678 7,699 7,678
Brown Region F Brazos 3 3 3 3 3 3
Brown Region F Colorado 392 391 392 391 392 391
Burnet Lower Colorado | Brazos 2,950 2,943 2,950 2,943 2,950 2,943
Burnet Lower Colorado | Colorado 523 521 523 521 523 521
Comanche Region G Brazos 6,128 6,111 6,128 6,111 6,128 6,111
Comanche Region G Colorado 49 49 49 49 49 49
Coryell Region G Brazos 4,383 4,371 4,383 4,371 4,383 4,371
Dallas Region C Trinity 0 0 0 0 0 0
Delta Northeast Texas | Sulphur 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ellis Region C Trinity 5,046 5,032 5,046 5,032 5,046 5,032
Erath Region G Brazos 11,849 | 11,815 | 11,849 | 11,815 | 11,849 | 11,815
Falls Region G Brazos 1,438 1,434 1,438 1,434 1,438 1,434
Fannin Region C Sulphur 0 0 0 0 0 0
Fannin Region C Trinity 0 0 0 0 0 0
Hamilton Region G Brazos 2,213 2,207 2,213 2,207 2,213 2,207
Hill Region G Brazos 3,304 3,295 3,304 3,295 3,304 3,295
Hill Region G Trinity 256 255 256 255 256 255
Hunt Northeast Texas | Sabine 0 0 0 0 0 0
Hunt Northeast Texas | Sulphur 0 0 0 0 0 0
Hunt Northeast Texas | Trinity 0 0 0 0 0 0
Johnson Region G Brazos 1,932 1,927 1,932 1,927 1,932 1,927
Johnson Region G Trinity 3,022 3,014 3,022 3,014 3,022 3,014
Kaufman Region C Trinity 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lamar Northeast Texas | Red 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lamar Northeast Texas | Sulphur 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lampasas Region G Brazos 1,528 1,523 1,528 1,523 1,528 1,523
Lampasas Region G Colorado 76 75 76 75 76 75
Limestone Region G Brazos 0 0 0 0 0 0
Limestone Region G Trinity 0 0 0 0 0 0
McLennan Region G Brazos 20,691 20,635 20,691 20,635 20,691 20,635
Milam Region G Brazos 0 0 0 0 0 0
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County RWPA g;‘:; 2020 | 2030 | 2040 | 2050 | 2060 | 2070
Mills Lower Colorado | Brazos 706 703 706 703 706 703
Mills Lower Colorado | Colorado 1,576 1,572 1,576 1,572 1,576 1,572
Navarro Region C Trinity 0 0 0 0 0 0
Red River Northeast Texas | Red 0 0 0 0 0 0
Red River Northeast Texas | Sulphur 0 0 0 0 0 0
Somervell Region G Brazos 2,854 2,847 2,854 2,847 2,854 2,847
Travis Lower Colorado | Brazos 1 1 1 1 1 1
Travis Lower Colorado | Colorado 4,124 4,112 4,124 4,112 4,124 4,112
Williamson | Region G Brazos 2,885 2,877 2,885 2,877 2,885 2,877
Williamson | Region G Colorado 5 5 5 5 5 5
Williamson | Lower Colorado | Brazos 0 0 0 0 0 0
Williamson | Lower Colorado | Colorado 0 0 0 0 0 0
Subtotal 93,926 | 93,666 | 93,926 | 93,666 | 93,926 | 93,666
Counties in Upper Trinity GCD
I({doo(z/t/indip) Region G Brazos 89 89 89 89 89 89
Subtotal 89 89 89 89 89 89
Groundwater Management Area 8 94,015 | 93,755 | 94,015 | 93,755 | 94,015 | 93,755
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TABLE 17. MODELED AVAILABLE GROUNDWATER BY DECADE FOR THE TRINITY AQUIFER
(HENSELL) IN GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREA 8. RESULTS ARE IN ACRE-FEET
PER YEAR AND ARE SUMMARIZED BY COUNTY, REGIONAL WATER PLANNING AREA
(RWPA), AND RIVER BASIN.
County RWPA g;‘:; 2020 | 2030 | 2040 | 2050 | 2060 | 2070
Counties Not in Upper Trinity GCD
Bell Region G Brazos 1,099 1,096 1,099 1,096 1,099 1,096
Bosque Region G Brazos 3,845 3,835 3,845 3,835 3,845 3,835
Brown Region F Colorado 4 4 4 4 4 4
Burnet Lower Colorado | Brazos 1,761 1,757 1,761 1,757 1,761 1,757
Burnet Lower Colorado | Colorado 133 132 133 132 133 132
Comanche Region G Brazos 181 180 181 180 181 180
Comanche Region G Colorado 24 24 24 24 24 24
Coryell Region G Brazos 2,202 2,196 2,202 2,196 2,202 2,196
Dallas Region C Trinity 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ellis Region C Trinity 0 0 0 0 0 0
Erath Region G Brazos 5,151 5,137 5,151 5,137 5,151 5,137
Falls Region G Brazos 0 0 0 0 0 0
Hamilton Region G Brazos 1,675 1,671 1,675 1,671 1,675 1,671
Hill Region G Brazos 225 224 225 224 225 224
Hill Region G Trinity 1 1 1 1 1 1
Johnson Region G Brazos 618 616 618 616 618 616
Johnson Region G Trinity 468 467 468 467 468 467
Kaufman Region C Trinity 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lampasas Region G Brazos 713 711 713 711 713 711
Lampasas Region G Colorado 1 1 1 1 1 1
Limestone Region G Brazos 0 0 0 0 0 0
Limestone Region G Trinity 0 0 0 0 0 0
McLennan Region G Brazos 4,711 4,698 4,711 4,698 4711 4,698
Milam Region G Brazos 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mills Lower Colorado | Brazos 172 172 172 172 172 172
Mills Lower Colorado | Colorado 436 435 436 435 436 435
Navarro Region C Trinity 0 0 0 0 0 0
Somervell Region G Brazos 1,978 1,973 1,978 1,973 1,978 1,973
Travis Lower Colorado | Brazos 1 1 1 1 1 1
Travis Lower Colorado | Colorado 1,144 1,141 1,144 1,141 1,144 1,141
Williamson | Region G Brazos 753 751 753 751 753 751
Williamson | Region G Colorado 0 0 0 0 0 0
Williamson | Lower Colorado | Brazos 0 0 0 0 0 0
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County RWPA g;‘:; 2020 | 2030 | 2040 | 2050 | 2060 | 2070

Williamson | Lower Colorado | Colorado 0 0 0 0 0 0
Subtotal 27,296 | 27,223 | 27,296 | 27,223 | 27,296 | 27,223

Counties in Upper Trinity GCD

Hood .

(downdip) Region G Brazos 36 36 36 36 36 36
Subtotal 36 36 36 36 36 36

Groundwater Management Area 8 27,332 27,259 27,332 27,259 27,332 27,259
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TABLE 18. MODELED AVAILABLE GROUNDWATER BY DECADE FOR THE TRINITY AQUIFER
(HOSSTON) IN GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREA 8. RESULTS ARE IN ACRE-FEET
PER YEAR AND ARE SUMMARIZED BY COUNTY, REGIONAL WATER PLANNING AREA
(RWPA), AND RIVER BASIN.
County RWPA g;‘:; 2020 | 2030 | 2040 | 2050 | 2060 | 2070
Counties Not in Upper Trinity GCD
Bell Region G Brazos 7,193 7,174 7,193 7,174 7,193 7,174
Bosque Region G Brazos 3,772 3,762 3,772 3,762 3,772 3,762
Brown Region F Brazos 3 3 3 3 3 3
Brown Region F Colorado 355 353 355 353 355 353
Burnet Lower Colorado | Brazos 1,027 1,025 1,027 1,025 1,027 1,025
Burnet Lower Colorado | Colorado 355 354 355 354 355 354
Comanche | Region G Brazos 5,875 5,858 5,875 5,858 5,875 5,858
Comanche | Region G Colorado 6 6 6 6 6 6
Coryell Region G Brazos 2,167 2,161 2,167 2,161 2,167 2,161
Dallas Region C Trinity 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ellis Region C Trinity 5,040 5,026 5,040 5,026 5,040 5,026
Erath Region G Brazos 6,400 6,383 6,400 6,383 6,400 6,383
Falls Region G Brazos 1,438 1,434 1,438 1,434 1,438 1,434
Hamilton Region G Brazos 386 385 386 385 386 385
Hill Region G Brazos 3,026 3,018 3,026 3,018 3,026 3,018
Hill Region G Trinity 255 254 255 254 255 254
Johnson Region G Brazos 1,311 1,307 1,311 1,307 1,311 1,307
Johnson Region G Trinity 2,553 2,546 2,553 2,546 2,553 2,546
Kaufman Region C Trinity 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lampasas Region G Brazos 786 783 786 783 786 783
Lampasas | Region G Colorado 72 72 72 72 72 72
Limestone | Region G Brazos 0 0 0 0 0 0
Limestone | Region G Trinity 0 0 0 0 0 0
McLennan | Region G Brazos 15,980 15,937 15,980 15,937 15,980 15,937
Milam Region G Brazos 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mills Lower Colorado | Brazos 376 375 376 375 376 375
Mills Lower Colorado | Colorado 1,096 1,093 1,096 1,093 1,096 1,093
Navarro Region C Trinity 0 0 0 0 0 0
Somervell | Region G Brazos 845 843 845 843 845 843
Travis Lower Colorado | Brazos 0 0 0 0 0 0
Travis Lower Colorado | Colorado 2,791 2,783 2,791 2,783 2,791 2,783
Williamson | Region G Brazos 1,933 1,928 1,933 1,928 1,933 1,928
Williamson | Region G Colorado 5 5 5 5 5 5
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County RWPA Basin 2020 2030 2040 2050 2060 2070
Williamson | Lower Colorado | Brazos 0 0 0 0 0 0
Williamson | Lower Colorado | Colorado 0 0 0 0 0 0
Subtotal 65,046 | 64,868 | 65,046 | 64,868 | 65,046 | 64,868
Counties in Upper Trinity GCD
Hood .
(downdip) Region G Brazos 53 53 53 53 53 53
Subtotal 53 53 53 53 53 53
Groundwater Management Area 8 65,099 64,921 65,099 64,921 65,099 | 64,921
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TABLE 19. MODELED AVAILABLE GROUNDWATER BY DECADE FOR THE TRINITY AQUIFER
(ANTLERS) IN GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREA 8. RESULTS ARE IN ACRE-FEET
PER YEAR AND ARE SUMMARIZED BY COUNTY, REGIONAL WATER PLANNING AREA
(RWPA), AND RIVER BASIN.
County RWPA g;‘:; 2020 | 2030 | 2040 | 2050 | 2060 | 2070
Counties Not in Upper Trinity GCD
Brown Region F Brazos 48 48 48 48 48 48
Brown Region F Colorado 1,007 1,004 1,007 1,004 1,007 1,004
Callahan Region G Brazos 444 443 444 443 444 443
Callahan Region G Colorado 1,285 1,282 1,285 1,282 1,285 1,282
Collin Region C Trinity 1,966 1,961 1,966 1,961 1,966 1,961
Comanche Region G Brazos 5,855 5,839 5,855 5,839 5,855 5,839
Cooke Region C Red 2,191 2,184 2,191 2,184 2,191 2,184
Cooke Region C Trinity 8,353 8,330 8,353 8,330 8,353 8,330
Denton Region C Trinity 16,591 16,545 16,591 16,545 16,591 16,545
Eastland Region G Brazos 5,194 5,180 5,194 5,180 5,194 5,180
Eastland Region G Colorado 553 552 553 552 553 552
Erath Region G Brazos 2,636 2,628 2,636 2,628 2,636 2,628
Fannin Region C Red 0 0 0 0 0 0
Fannin Region C Sulphur 0 0 0 0 0 0
Fannin Region C Trinity 0 0 0 0 0 0
Grayson Region C Red 6,678 6,660 6,678 6,660 6,678 6,660
Grayson Region C Trinity 4,059 4,048 4,059 4,048 4,059 4,048
Lamar Northeast Texas | Red 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lamar Northeast Texas | Sulphur 0 0 0 0 0 0
Red River Northeast Texas | Red 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tarrant Region C Trinity 1,251 1,248 1,251 1,248 1,251 1,248
Taylor Region G Brazos 5 5 5 5 5 5
Taylor Region G Colorado 9 9 9 9 9 9
Subtotal 58,125 | 57,966 | 58,125 | 57,966 | 58,125 | 57,966
Counties in Upper Trinity GCD
l(\girt‘z";‘(g);;’ Region B Red 154 154 154 154 154 154
I(\girt‘z";‘f;;’ Region B Trinity 3732 | 3721 | 3,732 | 3721 | 3732 | 3,721
l(jf?lli}c(:rrop) Region C Brazos 257 256 257 256 257 256
'Eji‘frrop) Region C Trinity 2,648 | 2640 | 2,648 | 2640 | 2648 | 2,640
Wise Region C Trinity 7,698 7,677 7,698 7,677 7,698 7,677

(outcrop)
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River
County RWPA Basin 2020 2030 2040 2050 2060 2070
Wise Region C Trinit 2,062 2,057 | 2,062 2,057 2,062 2,057
(downdip) 5 y ’ ’ , , ) )
Subtotal 16,551 16,505 16,551 16,505 16,551 16,505
Groundwater Management Area 8 74,676 74,471 74,676 74,471 74,676 74,471
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TABLE 20. MODELED AVAILABLE GROUNDWATER BY DECADE FOR THE WOODBINE AQUIFER IN
GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREA 8. RESULTS ARE IN ACRE-FEET PER YEAR AND
ARE SUMMARIZED BY COUNTY, REGIONAL WATER PLANNING AREA (RWPA), AND

RIVER BASIN.
County | RWPA BR::; 2020 | 2030 | 2040 | 2050 | 2060 | 2070
Collin Region C Sabine 0 0 0 0 0 0
Collin Region C Trinity 4,263 4,251 4,263 4,251 4,263 4,251
Cooke Region C Red 262 261 262 261 262 261
Cooke Region C Trinity 540 538 540 538 540 538
Dallas Region C Trinity 2,804 2,796 2,804 2,796 2,804 2,796
Denton Region C Trinity 3,616 3,607 3,616 3,607 3,616 3,607
Ellis Region C Trinity 2,078 2,073 2,078 2,073 2,078 2,073
Fannin Region C Red 3,553 3,544 3,553 3,544 3,553 3,544
Fannin Region C Sulphur 551 550 551 550 551 550
Fannin Region C Trinity 829 827 829 827 829 827
Grayson Region C Red 5,615 5,599 5,615 5,599 5,615 5,599
Grayson Region C Trinity 1,926 1,922 1,926 1,922 1,926 1,922
Hill Region G Brazos 285 284 285 284 285 284
Hill Region G Trinity 303 302 303 302 303 302
Hunt Northeast Texas Sabine 269 268 269 268 269 268
Hunt Northeast Texas Sulphur 165 165 165 165 165 165
Hunt Northeast Texas Trinity 330 329 330 329 330 329
Johnson Region G Brazos 24 24 24 24 24 24
Johnson Region G Trinity 1,961 1,956 1,961 1,956 1,961 1,956
Kaufman | Region C Trinity 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lamar Northeast Texas Red 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lamar Northeast Texas Sulphur 49 49 49 49 49 49
McLennan | Region G Brazos 0 0 0 0 0 0
Navarro Region C Trinity 68 68 68 68 68 68
Red River | Northeast Texas Red 2 2 2 2 2 2
Rockwall | Region C Trinity 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tarrant Region C Trinity 1,141 1,138 1,141 1,138 1,141 1,138
Groundwater Management Area 8 30,634 30,553 30,634 30,553 30,634 30,553




GAM Run 17-029 MAG: Modeled Available Groundwater for the Trinity, Woodbine, Edwards (Balcones Fault

Zone), Marble Falls, Ellenburger-San Saba, and Hickory Aquifers in Groundwater Management Area 8

January 19,2018

Page 58 of 102

TABLE 21. MODELED AVAILABLE GROUNDWATER BY DECADE FOR THE EDWARDS (BALCONES
FAULT ZONE) AQUIFER IN GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREA 8. RESULTS ARE IN
ACRE-FEET PER YEAR AND ARE SUMMARIZED BY COUNTY, REGIONAL WATER
PLANNING AREA (RWPA), AND RIVER BASIN. MODELED AVAILABLE GROUNDWATER
VALUES ARE FROM GAM RUN 08-010MAG BY ANAYA (2008).
County RWPA g;‘;‘:; 2020 | 2030 | 2040 | 2050 | 2060 | 2070
Bell Region G Brazos 6,469 6,469 6,469 6,469 6,469 6,469
Travis Lower Colorado | Brazos 275 275 275 275 275 275
Travis Lower Colorado | Colorado 4,962 4,962 4,962 4,962 4,962 4,962
Williamson | Region G Brazos 3,351 3,351 3,351 3,351 3,351 3,351
Williamson | Region G Colorado 101 101 101 101 101 101
Williamson | Lower Colorado | Brazos 6 6 6 6 6 6
Williamson | Lower Colorado | Colorado 4 4 4 4 4 4
Groundwater Management Area 8 15,168 | 15,168 | 15,168 | 15,168 | 15,168 | 15,168

TABLE 22. MODELED AVAILABLE GROUNDWATER BY DECADE FOR THE MARBLE FALLS AQUIFER
IN GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREA 8. RESULTS ARE IN ACRE-FEET PER YEAR
AND ARE SUMMARIZED BY COUNTY, REGIONAL WATER PLANNING AREA (RWPA), AND
RIVER BASIN.
County RWPA g;‘;‘:; 2020 | 2030 | 2040 | 2050 | 2060 | 2070
Brown Region F Colorado 25 25 25 25 25 25
Burnet Lower Brazos 1,387 1,383 1,387 1,383 1,387 | 1,383
Colorado
Burnet Lower Colorado | 1,357 1,353 1,357 1,353 1,357 1,353
Colorado
Lampasas Region G Brazos 1,958 1,952 1,958 1,952 1,958 1,952
Lampasas Region G Colorado 887 885 887 885 887 885
Mills Lower Brazos 1 1 1 1 1 1
Colorado
Mills Lower Colorado 24 24 24 24 24 24
Colorado
Groundwater Management Area 8 5,639 5,623 5,639 5,623 5,639 5,623
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TABLE 23. MODELED AVAILABLE GROUNDWATER BY DECADE FOR THE ELLENBURGER-SAN SABA
AQUIFER IN GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREA 8. RESULTS ARE IN ACRE-FEET PER
YEAR AND ARE SUMMARIZED BY COUNTY, REGIONAL WATER PLANNING AREA
(RWPA), AND RIVER BASIN.

County RWPA g;‘;‘:; 2020 | 2030 | 2040 | 2050 | 2060 | 2070
Brown Region F Colorado 131 131 131 131 131 131
Burnet Lower Colorado | Brazos 3,833 3,822 3,833 3,822 3,833 3,822
Burnet Lower Colorado | Colorado 7,024 7,005 7,024 7,005 7,024 7,005
Lampasas Region G Brazos 1,685 1,680 1,685 1,680 1,685 1,680
Lampasas Region G Colorado 916 913 916 913 916 913
Mills Lower Colorado | Brazos 93 93 93 93 93 93
Mills Lower Colorado | Colorado 407 406 407 406 407 406
Groundwater Management Area 8 14,089 14,050 14,089 14,050 | 14,089 | 14,050
TABLE 24. MODELED AVAILABLE GROUNDWATER BY DECADE FOR THE HICKORY AQUIFER IN

GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREA 8. RESULTS ARE IN ACRE-FEET PER YEAR AND
ARE SUMMARIZED BY COUNTY, REGIONAL WATER PLANNING AREA (RWPA), AND

RIVER BASIN.

County RWPA g;‘;‘:; 2020 | 2030 | 2040 | 2050 | 2060 | 2070

Brown Region F Colorado 12 12 12 12 12 12

Burnet Lower Brazos 1,240 1,236 1,240 1,236 1,240 1,236
Colorado

Burnet Lower Colorado | 2,183 2,177 2,183 2,177 2,183 2,177
Colorado

Lampasas Region G Brazos 80 79 80 79 80 79

Lampasas Region G Colorado 34 34 34 34 34 34

Mills Lower Brazos 7 7 7 7 7 7
Colorado

Mills Lower Colorado 29 29 29 29 29 29
Colorado

Groundwater Management Area 8 3,585 3,574 3,585 3,574 3,585 3,574




GAM Run 17-029 MAG: Modeled Available Groundwater for the Trinity, Woodbine, Edwards (Balcones Fault
Zone), Marble Falls, Ellenburger-San Saba, and Hickory Aquifers in Groundwater Management Area 8

January 19,2018
Page 60 of 102

LIMITATIONS:

The groundwater model used in completing this analysis is the best available scientific tool
that can be used to meet the stated objectives. To the extent that this analysis will be used
for planning purposes and/or regulatory purposes related to pumping in the past and into
the future, it is important to recognize the assumptions and limitations associated with the
use of the results. In reviewing the use of models in environmental regulatory decision
making, the National Research Council (2007) noted:

“Models will always be constrained by computational limitations, assumptions, and
knowledge gaps. They can best be viewed as tools to help inform decisions rather than
as machines to generate truth or make decisions. Scientific advances will never make it
possible to build a perfect model that accounts for every aspect of reality or to prove
that a given model is correct in all respects for a particular regulatory application.
These characteristics make evaluation of a regulatory model more complex than solely
a comparison of measurement data with model results.”

A key aspect of using the groundwater model to evaluate historic groundwater flow
conditions includes the assumptions about the location in the aquifer where historic
pumping was placed. Understanding the amount and location of historic pumping is as
important as evaluating the volume of groundwater flow into and out of the district,
between aquifers within the district (as applicable), interactions with surface water (as
applicable), recharge to the aquifer system (as applicable), and other metrics that describe
the impacts of that pumping. In addition, assumptions regarding precipitation, recharge,
and streamflow are specific to a particular historic time period.

Because the application of the groundwater model was designed to address regional scale
questions, the results are most effective on a regional scale. The TWDB makes no
warranties or representations relating to the actual conditions of any aquifer at a particular
location or at a particular time.

It is important for groundwater conservation districts to monitor groundwater pumping
and groundwater levels in the aquifer. Because of the limitations of the groundwater model
and the assumptions in this analysis, it is important that the groundwater conservation
districts work with the TWDB to refine this analysis in the future given the reality of how
the aquifer responds to the actual amount and location of pumping now and in the future.
Historic precipitation patterns also need to be placed in context as future climatic
conditions, such as dry and wet year precipitation patterns, may differ and affect
groundwater flow conditions.



GAM Run 17-029 MAG: Modeled Available Groundwater for the Trinity, Woodbine, Edwards (Balcones Fault
Zone), Marble Falls, Ellenburger-San Saba, and Hickory Aquifers in Groundwater Management Area 8

January 19,2018
Page 61 of 102

REFERENCES:

Anaya, R, 2008, Gam Run 08-010mag: Managed available groundwater for the Edwards
(Balcones Fault Zone) Aquifer in Bell, Travis, and Williamson counties, 7 p.,
http://www.twdb.texas.gov/groundwater/docs/GAMruns/GR08-
10mag final.pdf?d=16598.495

Beach, |, Keester, M., and Konetchy, B, 2016, LBG-Guyton Associates Technical
Memorandum: Results of Predictive Simulation in Support of GMA 8 Joint Planning -
NTGCD GMA 8 Run 10 (January 14, 2016).

Harbaugh, A. W., and McDonald, M. G., 1996, User’s documentation for MODFLOW-96, an
update to the U.S. Geological Survey modular finite-difference ground-water flow
model: U.S. Geological Survey Open-File Report 96-485, 56 p.

Jones, 1., 2003, Groundwater Availability Modeling: Northern Segment of the Edwards
Aquifer, Texas (December 2003), 75 p.,
http://www.twdb.texas.gov/publications/reports/numbered reports/doc/R358/R
eport%20358%20Northern%20Edwards.pdf?d=1503601352574.

Kelley, V.A., Ewing, |., Jones, T.L., Young, S.C., Deeds, N., and Hamlin, S., 2014, Updated
Groundwater Availability Model of the Northern Trinity and Woodbine Aquifers -
Draft Final Model Report (August 2014), 990 p.,
http://www.twdb.texas.gov/groundwater/models/gam/trnt n/Final NTGAM Vol%
201%20Aug%202014 Report.pdf?d=1503601407956.

National Research Council, 2007, Models in Environmental Regulatory Decision Making
Committee on Models in the Regulatory Decision Process, National Academies Press,
Washington D.C., 287 p., http://www.nap.edu/catalog.php?record_id=11972.

Niswonger, R.G., Panday, S., and Ibaraki, M., 2011, MODFLOW-NWT, a Newton formulation
for MODFLOW-2005: United States Geological Survey, Techniques and Methods 6-
A37, 44 p.

Panday, S., Langevin, C.D., Niswonger, R.G., Ibaraki, M., and Hughes, ].D., 2013, MODFLOW-
USG version 1: An unstructured grid version of MODFLOW for simulating
groundwater flow and tightly coupled processes using a control volume finite-
difference formulation: U.S. Geological Survey Techniques and Methods, book 6,
chap. A45, 66 p.

Shi, J., Boghici, R., Kohlrenken, W., and Hutchison, W.R., 2016, Numerical Model Report:
Minor Aquifers of the Llano Uplift Region of Texas (Marble Falls, Ellenburger-San
Saba, and Hickory). Texas Water Development Board, November 2016, 435p.


http://www.twdb.texas.gov/groundwater/docs/GAMruns/GR08-10mag_final.pdf?d=16598.495
http://www.twdb.texas.gov/groundwater/docs/GAMruns/GR08-10mag_final.pdf?d=16598.495
http://www.twdb.texas.gov/publications/reports/numbered_reports/doc/R358/Report%20358%20Northern%20Edwards.pdf?d=1503601352574
http://www.twdb.texas.gov/publications/reports/numbered_reports/doc/R358/Report%20358%20Northern%20Edwards.pdf?d=1503601352574
http://www.twdb.texas.gov/groundwater/models/gam/trnt_n/Final_NTGAM_Vol%20I%20Aug%202014_Report.pdf?d=1503601407956
http://www.twdb.texas.gov/groundwater/models/gam/trnt_n/Final_NTGAM_Vol%20I%20Aug%202014_Report.pdf?d=1503601407956
http://www.nap.edu/catalog.php?record_id=11972

GAM Run 17-029 MAG: Modeled Available Groundwater for the Trinity, Woodbine, Edwards (Balcones Fault
Zone), Marble Falls, Ellenburger-San Saba, and Hickory Aquifers in Groundwater Management Area 8

January 19,2018
Page 62 of 102

http://www.twdb.texas.gov/groundwater/models/gam/llano/Llano Uplift Numeri
cal Model Report Final.pdf?d=1503601525245.

Texas Water Code, 2011, http://www.statutes.legis.state.tx.us/docs /WA /pdf/WA.36.pdf.



http://www.twdb.texas.gov/groundwater/models/gam/llano/Llano_Uplift_Numerical_Model_Report_Final.pdf?d=1503601525245
http://www.twdb.texas.gov/groundwater/models/gam/llano/Llano_Uplift_Numerical_Model_Report_Final.pdf?d=1503601525245
http://www.statutes.legis.state.tx.us/docs/WA/pdf/WA.36.pdf

GAM Run 17-029 MAG: Modeled Available Groundwater for the Trinity, Woodbine, Edwards (Balcones Fault
Zone), Marble Falls, Ellenburger-San Saba, and Hickory Aquifers in Groundwater Management Area 8

January 19,2018
Page 63 of 102

Appendix A

Comparison between Desired Future Conditions and Simulated Drawdowns for the
Trinity and Woodbine Aquifers

Drawdown values for the Trinity and Woodbine aquifers between 2009 and 2070 were
based on the simulated head values at individual model cells extracted from predictive
simulation head file submitted by Groundwater Management Area 8.

The Paluxy, Glen Rose, Twin Mountains, Travis Peak, Hensell, Hosston, and Antlers are
subunits of the Trinity Aquifer. These subunits and Woodbine Aquifer exist in both outcrop
and downdip areas (Figures 1 through 8). Kelley and others (2014) further divided these
aquifers into five (5) regions, each with unique aquifer combinations and properties (table
below and Figures 1 through 8).

Model Layer | Region 1| Region2 | Region3 | Region 4 | Region 5
2 Woodbine | Woodbine (no sand)
3 Washita/Fredericksburg
4 Paluxy | Paluxy (no sand)
5 Glen Rose
6 Antlers . Hensell Hensell
7 Tw1n. Travis Peak Pearsall/Sligo | Travis Peak | Pearsall/Sligo
8 Mountains

Vertically, the Trinity and Woodbine aquifers could contain multiple model layers and
some of the model cells are pass-through cells with a thickness of one foot. To account for
variable model cells from multiple model layers for the same aquifer, Beach and others
(2016) adopted a method presented by Van Kelley of INTERA, Inc., which calculated a
single composite head from multiple model cells with each adjusted by transmissivity. This
composite head took both the head and hydraulic transmissivity at each cell into
calculation, as shown in the following equation:

LL
ZTi H,

HC _ i=UL

=V A
2T

i=UL
Where:
Hc = Composite Head (feet above mean sealevel)
T; = Transmissivity of model layer i (square feet per day)

H; = Head of model layer i (feet above mean sealevel)




GAM Run 17-029 MAG: Modeled Available Groundwater for the Trinity, Woodbine, Edwards (Balcones Fault
Zone), Marble Falls, Ellenburger-San Saba, and Hickory Aquifers in Groundwater Management Area 8

January 19,2018
Page 64 of 102

LL = Lowest model layer representing the regional aquifer
UL = Uppermost model layer representing the regional aquifer.

The average head for the same aquifer in a county (Hc_County) was then calculated using
the following equation:

D" Hc,

i=1

Hc _County =

Where:
Hc_County = Average composite head for a county
(feet above mean sealevel)
Hc; = Composite Head at a lateral location as defined in last step
(feet above mean sealevel)
n = Total lateral (row, column) locations of an aquifer in a county.

Drawdown of the aquifer in a county (DD_County) was calculated using the following
equation:

DD _ County = Hc _ County,,,, — Hc _ County,,,

Where:
Hc_Countyzo09 = Average head of an aquifer in a county in 2009
as defined above (feet above mean sea level)
Hc_Countyzo70 = Average head of an aquifer in a county in 2070

as defined above (feet above mean sea level).

Model cells with head values below the cell bottom in 2009 were excluded from the
calculation. Also, head was set at the cell bottom if it fell below the cell bottom at 2070.

In comparison with a simple average calculation based on total model cell count, use of
composite head gives less weight to cells with lower transmissivity values (such as pass-
through cells, cells with low saturation in outcrop area, or cells with lower hydraulic
conductivity) in head and drawdown calculation.
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Per Groundwater Management Area 8, a desired future condition was met if the simulated
drawdown from the desired future condition was within five percent or five feet. Using the
head output file submitted by Groundwater Management Area 8 and the method described
above, the TWDB calculated the drawdowns (Tables A1 and A2) and performed the
comparison against the corresponding desired future conditions by county (Tables A3, A4,
A5, and A6). The review by the TWDB indicates that the predictive simulation meets the
desired future conditions (Tables A7 and A8).
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TABLE Al. SIMULATED DRAWDOWN VALUES OF THE TRINITY AND WOODBINE AQUIFERS FOR
COUNTIES NOT IN THE UPPER TRINITY GROUNDWATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT.
DRAWDOWNS ARE IN FEET.
County 'Woodbine | Paluxy g:)esl; Mo’flvr\llti:ins T;::lis Hensell | Hosston | Antlers
Bell — 19 83 — 294 137 330 —
Bosque — 6 49 — 167 129 201 —
Brown — — — 1 1 2
Burnet — — — 16 7 20 —
Callahan — — — — — — — 1
Collin 459 705 339 526 — — — 570
Comanche — — 1 — 2 2 3 9
Cooke 2 — — — — — — 179
Coryell — 7 14 — 100 66 130 —
Dallas 123 324 263 463 350 332 351 —
Delta — 264 181 — 186 — — —
Denton 19 552 349 716 — — — 398
Eastland — — — — — — — 3
Ellis 61 107 194 333 305 263 310 —
Erath — 1 5 6 19 11 31 11
Falls — 144 215 — 460 271 465 —
Fannin 247 688 280 372 269 — — 251
Grayson 157 922 337 417 — — — 348
Hamilton — 2 4 — 24 13 35 —
Hill 16 38 133 — 299 186 337 —
Hunt 598 586 299 370 324 — — —
Johnson 3 -61 58 156 184 126 235 —
Kaufman 208 276 269 381 323 309 295 —
Lamar 38 93 97 — 114 — — 122
Lampasas — — 1 — 6 1 11 —
Limestone — 178 271 — 393 183 404 —
McLennan 6 35 133 — 468 220 542 —
Milam — — 212 — 344 229 345 —
Mills — 1 1 — 7 2 13 —
Navarro 92 119 232 — 291 254 291 —
Red River 2 21 36 — 51 — — 13
Rockwall 243 401 311 426 — — — —
Somervell — 1 4 31 52 26 83 —
Tarrant 6 101 148 315 — — — 149
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. Glen Twin Travis
County Woodbine | Paluxy Rose |Mountains Peak Hensell | Hosston | Antlers
Taylor — — — — — — — 0
Travis — — 85 — 142 51 148 —
\Williamson — — 76 — 172 73 176 —

—: Not available.
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TABLE A2. SIMULATED DRAWDOWN VALUES OF THE TRINITY AQUIFER FOR COUNTIES IN THE
UPPER TRINITY GROUNDWATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT. DRAWDOWNS ARE IN
FEET.
County Paluxy Glen Rose Twin Mountains Antlers
Hood (outcrop) 5 7 4 —
Hood (downdip) — 27 46 —
Montague (outcrop) — — — 18
Montague (downdip) - - - -
Parker (outcrop) 5 10 1 11
Parker (downdip) 1 28 46 —
Wise (outcrop) — — — 35
— — — 142

Wise (downdip)

—: Not available.
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TABLE A3. RELATIVE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN SIMULATED DRAWDOWNS AND DESIRED FUTURE
CONDITIONS OF THE TRINITY AND WOODBINE AQUIFERS FOR COUNTIES NOT IN THE
UPPER TRINITY GROUNDWATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT. VALUES GREATER THAN
THE ERROR TOLERANCE OF FIVE PERCENT ARE HIGHLIGHTED.
County Woodbine | Paluxy :::; Mofl‘rllvti:ins T;::lis Hensell | Hosston | Antlers
Bell — 0% 0% — -2% 0% 0% —
Bosque — 0% 0% — 0% 0% 0% —
Brown — — 0% — 0% 0% 0% 0%
Burnet — — 0% — 0% 0% 0% —
Callahan — — — — — — — 0%
Collin 0% 0% 0% 0% — — — 0%
Comanche — — 0% — 0% 0% 0% 0%
Cooke 0% — — — — — — 2%
Coryell — 0% 0% — 1% 0% 0% —
Dallas 0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 0% 0% —
Delta — 0% 0% — 0% — — —
Denton -16% 0% 0% 0% — — — 1%
Eastland — — — — — — — 0%
Ellis 0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 0% 0% —
Erath — 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% -9%
Falls — 0% 0% — 0% 0% 0% —
Fannin 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% — — 0%
Grayson -2% 0% 0% 0% — — — 0%
Hamilton — 0% 0% — 0% 0% 0% —
Hill -25% 0% 0% — 0% 0% 0% —
Hunt 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% — — —
Johnson 33% 0% 0% 0% 3% 0% 0% —
Kaufman 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% —
Lamar 0% 0% 0% — 0% — — 0%
Lampasas — — 0% — 0% 0% 0% —
Limestone — 0% 0% — 0% 0% 0% —
McLen—n 0% 0% 0% — -1% 0% 0% —
Milam — — 0% — 0% 0% 0% —
Mills — 0% 0% — 0% 0% 0% —
—varro 0% 0% 0% — 0% 0% 0% —
Red River 0% 0% 0% — 0% — — 0%
Rockwall 0% 0% 0% 0% — — — —
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County Woodbine | Paluxy l(i(l)e;; MoTlvr:tl:ins T;::lis Hensell | Hosston | Antlers
Somervell — 0% 0% 0% 2% 0% 0% —
Tarrant -17% 0% 0% 0% — — — 1%
Taylor — — — — — — — 0%
Travis — — 0% — 1% 2% 1% —
Williamson — — -1% — -1% -1% -1% —

—: Not available.
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TABLE A4. RELATIVE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN SIMULATED DRAWDOWNS AND DESIRED FUTURE
CONDITIONS OF THE TRINITY AQUIFER FOR COUNTIES IN THE UPPER TRINITY
GROUNDWATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT. VALUES GREATER THAN THE ERROR
TOLERANCE OF FIVE PERCENT ARE HIGHLIGHTED.

County Paluxy Glen Rose Twin Mountains Antlers
Hood (outcrop) 0% 0% 0% —
Hood (downdip) — -4% 0% —
Montague (outcrop) — — — 0%

Montague (downdip) — — — —

Parker (outcrop) 0% 0% 0% 0%
Parker (downdip) 0% 0% 0% —
Wise (outcrop) — — — 3%
Wise (downdip) — — — 0%

—: Not available.
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TABLE A5. DIFFERENCE BETWEEN SIMULATED DRAWDOWNS AND DESIRED FUTURE
CONDITIONS OF THE TRINITY AND WOODBINE AQUIFERS FOR COUNTIES NOT IN THE
UPPER TRINITY GROUNDWATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT. VALUES GREATER THAN
THE ERROR TOLERANCE OF FIVE FEET ARE HIGHLIGHTED.

Glen Twin Travis
Coun Woodbine | Pal Hensell | Hosston Antlers
unty ! wy Rose | Mountains Peak
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County Woodbine | Paluxy g(l)esz Mo'flvrr::ins T;::lis Hensell | Hosston Antlers
Somervell — 0 0 1 0 0 —
Tarrant -1 0 0 — — — 1
Taylor — — — — — — — 0
Travis — — 0 — 1 1 2 —
Williamson — — -1 — -1 -1 -1 —

—: Not available.
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TABLE A6. DIFFERENCE BETWEEN SIMULATED DRAWDOWNS AND DESIRED FUTURE
CONDITIONS OF THE TRINITY AQUIFER FOR COUNTIES IN THE UPPER TRINITY
GROUNDWATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT. NO VALUES ARE GREATER THAN THE
ERROR TOLERANCE OF FIVE FEET.

County Paluxy Glen Rose Twin Mountains Antlers
Hood (outcrop) 0 0 0 —
Hood (downdip) — -1 0 —
Montague (outcrop) — — — 0

Montague (downdip) — — — —

Parker (outcrop) 0 0 0 0
Parker (downdip) 0 0 0 —
Wise (outcrop) — — — 1
Wise (downdip) — — — 0

—: Not available.
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TABLE A7. COMPARISON OF SIMULATED DRAWDOWNS WITH THE DESIRED FUTURE
CONDITIONS OF THE TRINITY AND WOODBINE AQUIFERS FOR COUNTIES NOT IN THE
UPPER TRINITY GROUNDWATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT. NO VALUES ARE
GREATER THAN BOTH ERROR TOLERRANCES OF FIVE PERCENT AND FIVE FEET AT
THE SAME TIME. THUS, PREDICTIVE SIMULATION MEETS ALL DESIRED FUTURE
CONDITIONS.
County Woodbine | Paluxy l(i(l)e;; MoTlvr:tl:ins T;::lis Hensell | Hosston | Antlers
Bell — MEET MEET — MEET MEET MEET —
Bosque — MEET MEET — MEET MEET MEET —
Brown — — MEET — MEET MEET MEET MEET
Burnet — — MEET — MEET MEET MEET —
Callahan — — — — — — — MEET
Collin MEET MEET MEET MEET — — — MEET
Comanche — — MEET — MEET MEET MEET MEET
Cooke MEET — — — — — — MEET
Coryell — MEET MEET — MEET MEET MEET —
Dallas MEET MEET MEET MEET MEET MEET MEET —
Delta — MEET MEET — MEET — — —
Denton MEET MEET MEET MEET — — — MEET
Eastland — — — — — — — MEET
Ellis MEET MEET MEET MEET MEET MEET MEET —
Erath — MEET MEET MEET MEET MEET MEET MEET
Falls — MEET MEET — MEET MEET MEET —
Fannin MEET MEET MEET MEET MEET — — MEET
Grayson MEET MEET MEET MEET — — — MEET
Hamilton — MEET MEET — MEET MEET MEET —
Hill MEET MEET MEET — MEET MEET MEET —
Hunt MEET MEET MEET MEET MEET — — —
Johnson MEET MEET MEET MEET MEET MEET MEET —
Kaufman MEET MEET MEET MEET MEET MEET MEET —
Lamar MEET MEET MEET — MEET — — MEET
Lampasas — — MEET — MEET MEET MEET —
Limestone — MEET MEET — MEET MEET MEET —
McLennan MEET MEET MEET — MEET MEET MEET —
Milam — — MEET — MEET MEET MEET —
Mills — MEET MEET — MEET MEET MEET —
Navarro MEET MEET MEET — MEET MEET MEET —
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Glen

Twin

Travis

County Woodbine | Paluxy Rose | Mountains Peak Hensell | Hosston | Antlers
Red River MEET MEET MEET — MEET — — MEET
Rockwall MEET MEET MEET MEET — — — —
Somervell — MEET MEET MEET MEET MEET MEET —
Tarrant MEET MEET MEET MEET — — — MEET
Taylor — — — — — — — MEET
Travis — — MEET — MEET MEET MEET —
Williamson — — MEET — MEET MEET MEET —

—: Not available.
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TABLE A8. COMPARISON OF SIMULATED DRAWDOWNS WITH THE DESIRED FUTURE
CONDITIONS OF THE TRINITY AQUIFER FOR COUNTIES IN THE UPPER TRINITY
GROUNDWATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT. NO VALUES ARE GREATER THAN BOTH
ERROR TOLERRANCES OF FIVE PERCENT AND FIVE FEET AT THE SAME TIME. THUS,
PREDICTIVE SIMULATION MEETS ALL DESIRED FUTURE CONDITIONS.

County Paluxy Glen Rose Twin Mountains Antlers
Hood (outcrop) MEET MEET MEET —
Hood (downdip) — MEET MEET —
Montague (outcrop) — — — MEET
Montague (downdip) — — — —
Parker (outcrop) MEET MEET MEET MEET
Parker (downdip) MEET MEET MEET —
Wise (outcrop) — — — MEET
Wise (downdip) — — — MEET

—: Not available.
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Appendix B

Comparison between Desired Future Conditions and Simulated Saturated Thickness
for the Marble Falls, Ellenburger-San Saba, and Hickory Aquifers in Brown, Burnet,
Lampasas, and Mills Counties

The predictive simulation used to evaluate the desired future conditions and the modeled
available groundwater values for the Marble Falls, Ellenburger-San Saba, and Hickory
aquifers in Brown, Burnet, Lampasas, and Mills counties within Groundwater Management
Area 8 involves rewriting all relevant MODFLOW-USG packages to reflect the predictive
simulation. The initial pumping for the predictive simulation was based on the last stress
period of the groundwater availability model. In its clarification, Groundwater Management
Area 8 also provided estimated pumping to use for the predictive simulation by TWDB
(Table B1).

These pumping values from Groundwater Management Area 8 are more than the pumpage
from the last stress period of the groundwater availability model. This surplus pumping for
each aquifer was redistributed uniformly in each county according to its modeled extent.

The head file from the model output was used to calculate the remaining saturated
thickness (ST) within the modeled extent for each aquifer between 2009 and 2070 using
the following equation:

(h2070, —¢,)

M-

ST =

I
LN

(h2009, —¢,)

M-

Il
UN

Where:
n = Total model cells in a county
h2009; = Head of 2009 at model cell i (feet)
h2070; = Head of 2070 at model cell i (feet)

e; = Bottom elevation of model cell i (feet).

Model cells with head values below the cell bottom in 2009 were excluded from the
calculation. Also, head was set at the cell bottom if it fell below the cell bottom at 2070.
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The comparison between the simulated remaining saturated thickness and the desired
future conditions is presented in Table B2. Table B2 indicates that the predictive
simulation meets the desired future conditions of the Marble Falls, Ellenburger-San Saba,
and Hickory aquifers in Brown, Burnet, Lampasas, and Mills counties.
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TABLE B1. GROUNDWATER PUMPING RATES FOR THE MARBLE FALLS, ELLENBURGER-SAN SABA,

AND HICKORY AQUIFERS IN BROWN, BURNET, LAMPASAS, AND MILLS COUNTIES
PROVIDED BY GROUNDWATER MNAAGMENT AREA 8.

County Aquifer 2010 to 2070 (acre-feet per year)

Burnet Marble Falls 2,736

Lampasas Marble Falls 2,837

Brown Marble Falls 25

Mills Marble Falls 25

Burnet Ellenburger-San Saba 10,827

Lampasas Ellenburger-San Saba 2,593

Brown Ellenburger-San Saba 131

Mills Ellenburger-San Saba 499

Burnet Hickory 3,413

Lampasas Hickory 113

Brown Hickory 12

Mills Hickory 36
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TABLE B2. COMPARISON BETWEEN SIMULATED REMAINING AQUIFER SATURATED THICKESS
AND DESIRED FUTURE CONDITIONS OF MARBLE FALLS, ELLENBURGER-SAN SABA,
AND HICKORY AQUIFERS IN BROWN, BURNET, LAMPASAS, AND MILLS COUNTIES.
Remaining A_qulfer Simulated Remaining Is Desired
. Saturated Thickness .
County Aquifer . . Aquifer Saturated Future
Defined by Desired . e
. Thickness Condition Met?
Future Condition

Brown Marble Falls atleast 90% 99.8% Yes
Brown Ellenburger-San Saba atleast 90% 99.9% Yes
Brown Hickory atleast 90% 99.9% Yes
Burnet Marble Falls atleast 90% 98.8% Yes
Burnet Ellenburger-San Saba atleast 90% 99.3% Yes
Burnet Hickory atleast 90% 99.5% Yes
Lampasas | Marble Falls atleast 90% 98.2% Yes
Lampasas | Ellenburger-San Saba atleast 90% 99.0% Yes
Lampasas | Hickory atleast 90% 99.5% Yes
Mills Marble Falls atleast 90% 99.5% Yes
Mills Ellenburger-San Saba atleast 90% 99.7% Yes
Mills Hickory atleast 90% 99.8% Yes
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Appendix C
Summary of Dry Model Cell Count for the Trinity and Woodbine Aquifers
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TABLE C1. SUMMARY OF DRY MODEL CELLS FOR THE TRINITY AQUIFER (PALUXY) FROM THE
REVISED PREDICTIVE SIMULATION.

Year Collin Dallas Denton Johnson Tarrant
X‘;ﬁiﬁfﬁﬁgﬁﬁ}ﬂ 12,062 14,532 3,520 11,627 15,389
2009 (baseline) 0 0 17 3
2010 0 0 9 0 3
2011 1 0 49 0 3
2012 4 0 83 0 17
2013 8 0 140 0 47
2014 35 0 196 0 91
2015 49 0 264 0 146
2016 64 0 306 0 209
2017 72 0 349 0 291
2018 83 0 385 0 373
2019 93 0 428 0 460
2020 99 0 482 0 555
2021 109 0 550 0 620
2022 115 0 622 0 684
2023 125 0 695 0 746
2024 129 0 780 0 802
2025 138 0 879 0 862
2026 147 0 957 0 919
2027 151 0 1,018 0 964
2028 159 0 1,087 0 995
2029 166 0 1,171 0 1,038
2030 173 0 1,262 0 1,072
2031 176 0 1,326 0 1,101
2032 180 0 1,379 0 1,137
2033 187 0 1,420 0 1,156
2034 193 0 1,461 0 1,194
2035 201 0 1,492 0 1,224
2036 204 0 1,520 0 1,240
2037 209 0 1,554 0 1,274
2038 212 0 1,584 0 1,292
2039 215 0 1,607 0 1,317
2040 217 0 1,627 0 1,347
2041 224 0 1,659 0 1,362
2042 228 0 1,682 0 1,377
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Year Collin Dallas Denton Johnson Tarrant
2043 235 0 1,710 0 1,409
2044 239 0 1,735 0 1,425
2045 242 0 1,755 0 1,438
2046 247 0 1,777 0 1,455
2047 250 0 1,790 0 1,477
2048 251 0 1,807 0 1,497
2049 253 0 1,823 0 1,517
2050 254 0 1,834 0 1,530
2051 258 2 1,847 0 1,539
2052 264 2 1,860 0 1,562
2053 266 2 1,874 0 1,585
2054 270 3 1,883 0 1,594
2055 272 3 1,893 0 1,606
2056 275 3 1,902 0 1,621
2057 276 3 1,923 0 1,634
2058 280 4 1,929 0 1,650
2059 282 4 1,934 0 1,666
2060 286 4 1,943 0 1,679
2061 288 4 1,947 0 1,693
2062 288 4 1,961 0 1,701
2063 290 5 1,973 0 1,712
2064 291 5 1,977 0 1,726
2065 292 5 1,988 0 1,739
2066 295 5 1,996 0 1,752
2067 297 6 2,002 0 1,760
2068 300 7 2,009 0 1,769
2069 304 7 2,017 0 1,778
2070 305 7 2,024 0 1,784
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TABLE C2. SUMMARY OF DRY MODEL CELLS FOR THE TRINITY AQUIFER (GLEN ROSE) FROM THE
REVISED PREDICTIVE SIMULATION.

Year Bell | Burnet | Coryell | Erath | Hamilton | Hood | Johnson | Mills | Parker | Travis
Total
Active
Official
Aquifer 23,737 | 22,534 | 41,647 | 20,905 36,944 14,461 | 12,342 | 10,615 | 11,389 | 14,552
Model
Cells
?t?:siline) 0 0 11 0 0 0 15 0 8 25
2010 0 0 11 0 0 0 15 0 9 29
2011 0 0 11 0 0 0 15 0 12 29
2012 0 0 11 0 0 0 15 0 15 29
2013 0 0 11 1 0 0 15 1 19 29
2014 0 1 11 1 0 1 15 1 22 31
2015 0 1 11 1 0 1 15 1 23 32
2016 0 1 12 1 0 1 15 1 30 33
2017 0 1 12 2 0 2 15 1 37 34
2018 0 1 12 3 0 2 15 1 38 34
2019 0 1 14 3 0 2 16 1 44 34
2020 0 1 14 3 0 2 16 1 46 34
2021 0 1 14 3 0 3 16 1 48 35
2022 0 1 14 3 0 3 16 1 49 38
2023 0 1 14 3 0 3 17 1 54 41
2024 0 1 15 3 0 3 17 1 58 45
2025 0 1 15 3 0 3 17 1 65 47
2026 0 1 15 3 0 5 19 1 72 48
2027 0 1 15 4 0 5 21 1 78 50
2028 0 1 15 4 0 5 21 1 82 51
2029 0 1 15 4 0 6 22 1 84 51
2030 0 1 15 4 0 6 22 1 90 54
2031 0 1 15 8 0 6 22 1 99 54
2032 0 1 15 8 0 8 23 1 103 55
2033 0 1 15 8 0 8 23 1 105 56
2034 0 1 15 9 0 9 23 1 108 56
2035 0 1 15 9 0 10 23 1 109 57
2036 0 1 15 9 0 12 23 1 110 58
2037 0 1 15 9 0 13 23 1 110 58
2038 0 1 15 9 0 14 23 1 113 59
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Year Bell | Burnet | Coryell | Erath | Hamilton | Hood | Johnson | Mills | Parker | Travis
2039 0 2 15 9 0 14 23 1 113 59
2040 0 2 15 9 0 14 23 1 116 60
2041 0 2 15 9 0 16 23 1 119 60
2042 0 2 15 10 1 16 23 1 122 61
2043 0 2 15 10 2 16 23 1 124 61
2044 0 2 15 10 2 18 24 1 125 62
2045 0 2 15 10 2 18 25 1 131 63
2046 0 2 15 10 2 18 25 1 131 63
2047 0 2 16 10 3 18 25 1 134 64
2048 0 2 16 10 4 18 26 1 137 64
2049 0 2 16 11 4 20 26 1 139 65
2050 0 2 16 11 4 22 26 1 143 65
2051 0 2 16 12 5 22 29 1 144 66
2052 1 2 16 12 5 22 31 1 147 66
2053 3 2 16 12 7 24 32 1 149 67
2054 4 2 17 12 7 27 32 1 151 67
2055 4 2 17 12 7 27 34 1 152 67
2056 4 2 17 12 7 30 34 1 152 68
2057 6 2 17 13 7 31 34 1 156 69
2058 7 2 17 13 7 31 34 1 159 69
2059 7 2 17 13 7 31 34 1 164 69
2060 7 2 17 13 8 34 34 1 166 69
2061 7 2 17 13 8 34 34 1 165 69
2062 7 2 17 13 9 35 34 1 168 69
2063 7 2 17 14 9 36 34 1 168 69
2064 7 2 17 16 9 36 34 1 172 69
2065 8 2 17 16 9 36 34 2 176 69
2066 8 2 17 16 10 36 34 2 180 69
2067 8 3 17 19 10 36 34 2 184 69
2068 8 3 17 19 11 38 34 2 188 69
2069 8 3 17 20 11 38 34 2 191 69
2070 8 4 17 20 11 41 34 2 194 69
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TABLE C3. SUMMARY OF DRY MODEL CELLS FOR THE TRINITY AQUIFER (TWIN MOUNTAINS)
FROM THE REVISED PREDICTIVE SIMULATION.

Year Denton Erath Hood Johnson Parker Tarrant
Total Active
Official Aquifer 10,560 46,642 37,444 6,816 30,830 40,713
Model Cells
2009 (baseline) 0 20 0 0 0 0
2010 0 27 0 0 0 0
2011 0 33 0 0 0 0
2012 0 40 0 0 0 0
2013 0 44 0 0 0 0
2014 0 48 0 0 0 0
2015 0 53 0 0 0 0
2016 0 56 0 0 0 0
2017 0 61 0 0 0 0
2018 0 65 0 0 0 0
2019 0 68 1 0 0 0
2020 0 71 1 0 0 0
2021 0 76 1 0 1 0
2022 0 80 1 0 4 0
2023 0 81 1 0 8 2
2024 0 85 4 0 13 6
2025 0 88 7 0 16 10
2026 0 91 15 0 17 16
2027 0 94 18 0 18 25
2028 0 97 23 0 18 32
2029 0 101 28 0 23 36
2030 0 107 33 0 24 41
2031 1 108 41 0 25 48
2032 1 111 46 0 25 53
2033 1 119 56 0 26 56
2034 1 122 64 0 27 66
2035 1 123 68 0 27 74
2036 2 126 75 0 29 93
2037 2 131 82 0 29 127
2038 2 134 95 0 30 170
2039 2 136 100 0 31 231
2040 2 137 114 0 32 289
2041 2 143 129 0 32 354
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Year Denton Erath Hood Johnson Parker Tarrant
2042 2 146 137 0 32 426
2043 2 150 150 0 32 500
2044 2 154 165 0 32 587
2045 3 157 178 0 34 648
2046 4 161 194 0 35 711
2047 4 167 212 0 36 767
2048 4 171 228 0 38 832
2049 5 174 242 0 38 889
2050 7 176 251 0 38 930
2051 8 178 262 0 38 996
2052 8 181 272 2 38 1,057
2053 9 184 282 7 38 1,114
2054 9 186 297 13 39 1,169
2055 9 189 313 19 40 1,234
2056 10 194 320 26 40 1,303
2057 11 196 330 33 41 1,366
2058 14 207 336 41 42 1,435
2059 14 211 341 49 42 1,508
2060 15 221 351 57 42 1,595
2061 16 221 363 67 43 1,681
2062 17 223 368 75 43 1,783
2063 18 224 375 83 43 1,899
2064 20 228 385 94 45 1,988
2065 22 229 393 105 46 2,104
2066 23 231 401 115 47 2,188
2067 24 233 408 130 47 2,285
2068 27 236 416 139 47 2,364
2069 31 240 424 155 47 2,468
2070 35 242 429 168 47 2,553
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TABLE C4. SUMMARY OF DRY MODEL CELLS FOR THE TRINITY AQUIFER (TRAVIS PEAK) FROM
THE REVISED PREDICTIVE SIMULATION.
Year Burnet | Comanche Erath Johnson | Lampasas | McLennan Travis
X:iilfgcﬁ‘gzgfggﬁ 46,474 78,137 39,220 | 28386 63,905 50,973 30,318
2009 (baseline) 217 0 0 0 1 0 57
2010 176 0 1 0 1 0 59
2011 186 0 1 0 1 0 60
2012 218 0 1 0 1 0 63
2013 249 0 1 0 1 0 65
2014 271 0 1 0 1 0 68
2015 291 0 1 0 1 0 68
2016 314 0 3 0 1 0 70
2017 331 0 4 0 1 0 70
2018 345 0 5 0 1 0 71
2019 363 0 6 0 1 0 72
2020 378 0 11 0 1 0 72
2021 394 0 17 0 1 0 74
2022 400 0 29 0 1 0 74
2023 414 0 59 0 1 0 76
2024 424 0 93 0 1 0 77
2025 438 1 114 0 1 0 77
2026 450 9 130 0 1 0 79
2027 463 14 160 0 1 0 80
2028 474 14 183 0 1 0 80
2029 483 18 205 0 1 0 82
2030 494 30 238 0 1 0 82
2031 505 34 266 0 1 0 83
2032 512 35 299 0 1 0 83
2033 520 41 328 0 1 0 84
2034 527 54 343 0 1 0 85
2035 533 67 351 0 1 0 85
2036 543 72 370 0 1 0 87
2037 545 77 398 0 1 0 88
2038 554 85 414 0 1 0 88
2039 564 94 421 0 1 0 90
2040 571 103 435 0 1 1 90
2041 579 111 453 0 1 1 91
2042 588 116 481 0 1 1 92
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Year Burnet | Comanche Erath Johnson | Lampasas | McLennan Travis
2043 599 116 497 0 1 1 93
2044 604 121 507 0 1 1 93
2045 609 128 520 0 1 1 94
2046 618 138 538 0 1 1 95
2047 623 146 557 0 1 2 97
2048 629 152 590 0 1 2 97
2049 634 160 606 0 1 2 98
2050 640 166 620 0 1 2 99
2051 644 172 638 1 1 2 100
2052 648 180 651 1 1 2 100
2053 654 186 665 1 1 2 101
2054 658 190 678 1 1 2 102
2055 670 194 690 1 1 2 103
2056 675 196 699 1 1 2 103
2057 678 199 711 1 1 2 104
2058 692 206 723 1 1 2 105
2059 702 216 746 1 1 2 106
2060 717 222 774 1 1 2 106
2061 714 225 776 1 1 2 106
2062 719 227 790 1 1 2 107
2063 723 231 799 1 1 3 107
2064 728 235 813 2 1 3 109
2065 730 238 822 3 1 3 109
2066 730 245 832 3 1 3 109
2067 734 252 841 3 1 3 110
2068 741 258 850 3 1 3 110
2069 745 264 861 6 1 3 111
2070 748 269 871 7 1 3 112
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TABLE C5. SUMMARY OF DRY MODEL CELLS FOR THE TRINITY AQUIFER (HENSELL) FROM THE
REVISED PREDICTIVE SIMULATION.

Year Erath Lampasas
Total Active Official Aquifer Model Cells 21,880 25,364
2009 (baseline) 0 1
2010 0 1
2011 0 1
2012 0 1
2013 0 1
2014 0 1
2015 0 1
2016 0 1
2017 0 1
2018 0 1
2019 0 1
2020 0 1
2021 0 1
2022 0 1
2023 0 1
2024 0 1
2025 0 1
2026 0 1
2027 0 1
2028 0 1
2029 0 1
2030 0 1
2031 0 1
2032 0 1
2033 0 1
2034 0 1
2035 0 1
2036 0 1
2037 0 1
2038 0 1
2039 0 1
2040 1 1
2041 1 1
2042 3 1
2043 3 1
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Year Erath Lampasas
2044 3 1
2045 6 1
2046 7 1
2047 7 1
2048 12 1
2049 14 1
2050 14 1
2051 18 1
2052 20 1
2053 22 1
2054 24 1
2055 25 1
2056 25 1
2057 30 1
2058 31 1
2059 35 1
2060 37 1
2061 37 1
2062 40 1
2063 42 1
2064 42 1
2065 44 1
2066 46 1
2067 46 1
2068 48 1
2069 50 1
2070 52 1
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TABLE Cé. SUMMARY OF DRY MODEL CELLS FOR THE TRINITY AQUIFER (HOSSTON) FROM THE

REVISED PREDICTIVE SIMULATION.

Year Burnet Comanche | Erath | Johnson | MclLennan Travis
Total Active Official Aquifer Model Cells 24,354 41,062 8,464 9,462 16,991 9,480
2009 (baseline) 217 0 0 0 0 57
2010 176 0 1 0 0 59
2011 186 0 1 0 0 60
2012 218 0 1 0 0 63
2013 247 0 1 0 0 65
2014 269 0 1 0 0 68
2015 288 0 1 0 0 68
2016 310 0 1 0 0 70
2017 325 0 1 0 0 70
2018 338 0 1 0 0 71
2019 353 0 1 0 0 72
2020 368 0 1 0 0 72
2021 382 0 2 0 0 74
2022 387 0 9 0 0 74
2023 400 0 25 0 0 76
2024 409 0 51 0 0 77
2025 423 1 66 0 0 77
2026 433 9 75 0 0 79
2027 444 14 93 0 0 80
2028 455 14 99 0 0 80
2029 463 18 105 0 0 82
2030 473 30 111 0 0 82
2031 484 34 118 0 0 83
2032 491 35 127 0 0 83
2033 498 41 132 0 0 84
2034 505 54 138 0 0 85
2035 511 67 143 0 0 85
2036 520 72 151 0 0 87
2037 522 77 158 0 0 88
2038 531 85 162 0 0 88
2039 541 94 162 0 0 90
2040 547 103 166 0 1 90
2041 555 111 174 0 1 91
2042 563 116 183 0 1 92
2043 570 116 187 0 1 93
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Year Burnet Comanche | Erath | Johnson | MclLennan Travis
2044 575 121 192 0 1 93
2045 579 128 198 0 1 94
2046 588 138 206 0 1 95
2047 591 146 211 0 2 97
2048 597 152 219 0 2 97
2049 602 160 222 0 2 98
2050 607 166 227 0 2 99
2051 609 172 229 1 2 100
2052 613 180 232 1 2 100
2053 619 186 239 1 2 101
2054 623 190 246 1 2 102
2055 633 194 253 1 2 103
2056 637 196 259 1 2 103
2057 640 199 263 1 2 104
2058 651 206 269 1 2 105
2059 659 216 283 1 2 106
2060 673 222 294 1 2 106
2061 671 225 295 1 2 106
2062 675 227 297 1 2 107
2063 679 231 299 1 3 107
2064 684 235 305 2 3 109
2065 686 238 307 3 3 109
2066 686 245 310 3 3 109
2067 689 252 315 3 3 110
2068 696 258 317 3 3 110
2069 700 264 320 6 3 111
2070 703 269 323 7 3 112
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TABLE C7. SUMMARY OF DRY MODEL CELLS FOR THE TRINITY AQUIFER (ANTLERS) FROM THE REVISED PREDICTIVE SIMULATION.
Year Collin | Comanche | Cooke Denton | Eastland | Erath | Grayson | Montague | Parker | Tarrant Wise
Total Active
Official Aquifer 7,055 23,711 77,143 59,107 44,009 9,287 77,954 56,141 42,539 5,009 92,333
Model Cells
2009 (baseline) 0 123 0 74 0 0 0 0 0
2010 1 80 0 91 0 0 0 0 1
2011 3 85 0 94 13 0 0 0 0 5
2012 7 92 0 29 99 29 0 0 0 0 6
2013 11 99 0 95 108 34 0 0 0 1 6
2014 16 103 1 201 110 36 0 0 0 6 6
2015 22 111 2 341 111 36 0 0 0 15 8
2016 30 120 3 500 113 36 0 0 0 28 67
2017 37 130 4 616 115 36 2 0 0 40 221
2018 44 141 7 721 117 39 6 0 1 58 372
2019 47 156 10 806 120 44 10 0 1 78 484
2020 53 167 17 901 125 48 22 0 2 94 574
2021 57 176 27 1,017 127 51 29 0 2 111 654
2022 62 186 37 1,199 130 52 36 0 2 124 741
2023 67 202 49 1,375 130 60 48 0 6 140 810
2024 71 230 64 1,543 133 74 57 0 9 151 879
2025 77 270 76 1,692 137 81 72 0 19 158 947
2026 79 294 95 1,803 139 90 90 0 54 162 995
2027 83 327 111 1,903 149 102 101 0 84 167 1,053
2028 86 373 123 1,983 156 110 106 0 112 171 1,109
2029 90 422 140 2,056 162 128 117 0 141 179 1,180
2030 94 448 152 2,121 179 171 122 0 166 183 1,236
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Year Collin | Comanche | Cooke Denton | Eastland | Erath | Grayson | Montague | Parker | Tarrant Wise
2031 96 478 164 2,180 204 185 134 0 184 190 1,294
2032 100 517 175 2,244 221 197 140 0 206 195 1,368
2033 103 554 185 2,299 233 208 148 0 218 202 1,479
2034 105 617 199 2,364 236 222 152 0 234 208 1,551
2035 110 669 216 2,436 242 225 161 0 244 215 1,628
2036 111 710 222 2,517 249 232 168 0 254 222 1,713
2037 113 771 234 2,623 259 246 175 0 262 229 1,809
2038 116 836 245 2,708 282 262 184 0 270 236 1,879
2039 121 865 256 2,788 304 283 191 0 278 244 1,952
2040 122 913 264 2,879 321 303 195 0 285 256 2,029
2041 123 957 276 2,951 331 313 201 0 292 291 2,085
2042 126 998 292 3,038 344 326 205 0 295 349 2,130
2043 128 1,032 300 3,119 363 334 210 0 303 383 2,174
2044 130 1,074 307 3,189 380 351 215 0 305 414 2,214
2045 131 1,129 314 3,251 397 359 221 0 309 446 2,253
2046 131 1,171 323 3,336 412 372 230 0 312 472 2,291
2047 136 1,221 333 3,405 442 390 233 0 318 501 2,349
2048 137 1,266 340 3,465 453 415 239 0 319 533 2,382
2049 139 1,320 353 3,524 474 440 240 0 325 558 2,413
2050 141 1,351 361 3,589 502 455 244 0 326 583 2,442
2051 141 1,389 367 3,633 525 468 247 0 327 608 2,458
2052 143 1,435 376 3,688 548 482 254 0 331 632 2,480
2053 146 1,469 379 3,745 590 493 257 0 332 652 2,496
2054 147 1,510 384 3,788 619 506 258 0 334 671 2,518
2055 148 1,548 392 3,849 645 526 264 0 335 697 2,533
2056 149 1,585 399 3,897 668 548 267 0 337 719 2,545
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Year Collin | Comanche | Cooke Denton | Eastland | Erath | Grayson | Montague | Parker | Tarrant Wise
2057 150 1,626 402 3,948 681 564 270 0 340 754 2,558
2058 150 1,703 407 3,981 715 578 274 0 340 788 2,574
2059 152 1,750 411 4,028 733 606 280 1 346 817 2,586
2060 154 1,813 416 4,067 751 627 283 1 346 845 2,594
2061 155 1,846 424 4,115 756 637 283 1 350 872 2,607
2062 156 1,909 428 4,152 777 646 287 1 350 898 2,616
2063 158 1,944 434 4,193 793 673 288 1 350 930 2,629
2064 158 1,968 441 4,232 807 711 292 1 350 953 2,635
2065 158 2,001 448 4,260 821 744 294 1 350 966 2,642
2066 158 2,065 450 4,295 842 770 298 1 352 984 2,653
2067 160 2,117 454 4,335 854 792 301 1 354 1,005 2,665
2068 162 2,154 455 4,360 863 802 303 1 355 1,016 2,676
2069 162 2,198 459 4,395 876 825 303 1 359 1,017 2,684
2070 164 2,268 462 4,438 881 846 307 1 360 1,019 2,691




GAM Run 17-029 MAG: Modeled Available Groundwater for the Trinity, Woodbine, Edwards (Balcones Fault

Zone), Marble Falls, Ellenburger-San Saba, and Hickory Aquifers in Groundwater Management Area 8

January 19,2018
Page 98 of 102

TABLE C8. SUMMARY OF DRY MODEL CELLS FOR THE WOODBINE AQUIFER FROM THE REVISED
PREDICTIVE SIMULATION.

Year Collin Cooke Denton | Fannin | Grayson | Johnson | Tarrant
g(f)ftli S‘XZ’; g:gf)hi‘j;}‘,“ 11,762 | 5700 | 11,991 | 15443 | 17911 | 8407 | 8901
2009 (baseline) 0 3 3 2 14 2
2010 0 4 3 3 3 16 2
2011 0 4 3 4 3 16 2
2012 0 4 3 4 5 16 2
2013 0 4 3 4 5 19 2
2014 0 4 3 5 6 23 2
2015 0 4 3 6 7 23 2
2016 0 5 3 6 8 23 2
2017 0 5 3 8 9 24 2
2018 0 5 3 9 10 26 2
2019 0 5 3 10 11 26 2
2020 0 5 3 11 11 26 2
2021 0 5 3 12 13 27 2
2022 0 5 3 12 14 28 2
2023 0 5 3 12 14 28 2
2024 0 5 4 13 14 29 2
2025 0 5 5 14 15 29 2
2026 0 5 5 15 15 30 2
2027 0 5 5 15 15 31 2
2028 0 6 5 15 15 33 2
2029 0 6 5 15 15 34 2
2030 0 6 5 15 15 36 2
2031 0 6 5 16 15 37 2
2032 0 6 5 17 16 37 2
2033 0 6 5 18 17 38 2
2034 0 6 5 20 18 40 2
2035 0 6 5 21 19 40 2
2036 0 6 5 22 19 41 2
2037 0 6 5 24 19 41 2
2038 0 6 5 25 23 42 2
2039 0 6 5 26 25 42 2
2040 0 6 5 27 25 42 2
2041 0 6 5 27 25 42 2
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Year Collin Cooke Denton | Fannin | Grayson | Johnson | Tarrant
2042 0 6 5 27 27 42 2
2043 0 6 5 27 27 42 2
2044 0 6 5 28 30 42 2
2045 0 6 5 29 31 43 2
2046 0 6 6 30 31 43 2
2047 0 6 6 30 31 43 2
2048 0 6 7 32 34 43 2
2049 0 6 8 35 34 43 2
2050 0 7 8 35 35 43 2
2051 0 8 8 35 35 43 2
2052 0 8 8 37 35 43 2
2053 0 8 8 38 35 44 2
2054 0 8 8 38 37 45 2
2055 0 9 8 38 38 45 2
2056 0 10 8 38 38 46 2
2057 0 10 9 39 38 46 2
2058 0 10 9 42 39 50 3
2059 0 10 9 44 40 52 3
2060 0 13 9 47 41 54 3
2061 0 14 9 47 41 53 3
2062 0 14 9 47 41 53 3
2063 0 17 9 47 42 55 3
2064 0 20 9 47 42 55 3
2065 0 21 9 47 42 56 3
2066 1 23 9 47 42 57 3
2067 1 23 9 48 45 58 3
2068 2 24 9 49 45 59 3
2069 2 24 9 50 45 59 3
2070 2 24 9 50 45 60 3
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Appendix D

Summary of Dry Model Cell Count for the Marble Falls, Ellenburger-San Saba, and
Hickory Aquifers in Brown, Burnet, Lampasas, and Mills Counties
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TABLE D1. SUMMARY OF DRY MODEL CELLS FOR THE MARBLE FALLS, ELLENBURGER-SAN SABA,
AND HICKORY AQUIFERS IN BROWN, BURNET, LAMPASAS, AND MILLS COUNTIES
FROM THE PREDICTIVE SIMULATION.

S Burnet ‘ Lampasas Burnet Burnet
Marble Falls Ellenburger-San Saba Hickory
Total Active Cells
in modeled 10,810 7,614 13,618 14,334
extent
2009 (baseline) 2298 611 709 111
2010 2353 631 724 112
2011 2363 638 735 112
2012 2376 641 744 113
2013 2386 642 758 113
2014 2391 646 769 113
2015 2395 650 776 113
2016 2397 653 781 115
2017 2405 654 787 117
2018 2406 657 795 117
2019 2409 659 801 118
2020 2413 661 804 118
2021 2419 661 809 118
2022 2419 661 810 118
2023 2421 661 811 118
2024 2422 662 813 119
2025 2423 662 817 120
2026 2425 664 821 120
2027 2426 665 821 120
2028 2428 666 823 120
2029 2433 667 824 122
2030 2433 669 824 123
2031 2435 670 825 123
2032 2436 671 828 123
2033 2438 671 830 123
2034 2440 672 832 124
2035 2441 673 832 124
2036 2441 675 833 124
2037 2442 676 833 124
2038 2442 677 834 125
2039 2443 678 837 126
2040 2443 678 837 126
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Burnet Lampasas Burnet Burnet
Year Marble Falls Ellenburger-San Saba Hickory
2041 2443 680 839 126
2042 2443 680 840 126
2043 2443 680 842 127
2044 2444 680 842 127
2045 2445 680 842 128
2046 2446 680 843 128
2047 2446 680 843 128
2048 2446 680 843 128
2049 2446 680 844 128
2050 2446 680 845 128
2051 2446 681 846 128
2052 2446 681 846 128
2053 2446 681 846 130
2054 2446 681 846 130
2055 2447 681 846 130
2056 2447 681 847 130
2057 2447 681 848 130
2058 2447 682 848 130
2059 2448 682 849 130
2060 2448 682 849 130
2061 2448 682 849 130
2062 2448 682 849 130
2063 2448 682 849 130
2064 2449 682 849 130
2065 2449 683 849 130
2066 2449 683 849 130
2067 2449 683 850 130
2068 2449 683 850 130
2069 2450 683 850 130
2070 2450 683 850 130
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