MINUTES OF MEETING

BRAZOS G REGIONAL WATER PLANNING GROUP
June 9, 2004

In accordance with notice sent to each member of the Brazos G Regional Water
Planning Group and posted in accordance with the Texas Q Meetings Act (copy
attached as Exhibit A), a meeting of the Brazos G Regig ater Planning Group
convened at 10:05a.m., Wednesday, June 9, 2004, in t tral office of the Brazos
River Authority, 4600 Cobbs Drive, Waco, Texas. Atteg as as follows:

VOTING MEMBERS PRESENT

Tony Jones, Chair

Mike Morrison, Vice Chair

Phil Ford, Secretary/Treasurer
David Bell (alternate for Chaunce Tho
Mark Bryson

Tom Clark ' arnate for Paul Zweiacker)
Scott Diermann
Tim Fambrough
Horace Grace MEMBERS ABSENT
A.V. Jones
Terry Kelly
Scott Mack
Dale Spurgig

elissa Mullins
Paul Zweiacker

OTHERS PARTICIPATING
_Teresa Clark, Brazos River Authority
David Dunn, HDR Engineering

Kimberly Goolsby, Brazos River Authority
John Rutledge, Freese and Nichols

Lisa Tschirhart, Brazos River Authority
David Wheelock, Brazos River Authority

Jon Burrows
Chaunce Thomps

PUBLIC PRESENT
See attached sign-in sheet (Exhibit B)
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Invocation — At the request of Chair Jones, Scott Mack gave the invocation.

Notice of Meeting —

Chair Jones noted that each member of the Brazos G Regional Water Planning Group

received notice of this meeting pursuant to the bylaws (copy of agenda attached as
Exhibit C). He indicated that the public meeting notice was properly posted as required

by the law and confirmations of timely posting were received.

Attendance and Announcements —

Chair Jones called for a roll call and announced th
David Bell as alternate who will arrive shortly and
meeting conflicts and will not be here today.

Thompson appointed
d Jon Burrows had

Chair Jones noted the presence of a quoru

meeting materials for public
review. He said that the public cana i oad the meeting materials from

Chair Jones stated
because not everyQ

the next meeting in August
and noted the allotted time is not available

Will be recorded for future meetings to
pers and the public. The minutes will be
the agenda item and action taken. The audio tape of
e agenda item number and both posted to the website

provide
transcui

Chair Jones calle
this report to the 0
Exhibit D.

phen Stark, Chair of Finance and Cost Committee, to present
. A copy of the Independent Financial Report is attached as

Mr. Stark noted there were no unusual expenditures incurred in the last 60 days. The
revenue amount of $137,783 was taken from the total grant with the expenditures for
the same amount. He also stated that he occasionally takes the opportunity to point out
and thank BRA for their administrative expenses of $17,741 over the last 60 day period.
Since there were no questions, the financial report for the quarter-two month period will
be submitted.
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It was moved by Tom Clark and seconded by Mark Bryson to accept the financials as
presented.

The MOTION CARRIED with no dissenting votes.

Public Input-

Chair Jones reminded everyone that the Brazos G Regional Water Planning Group is
limited in its ability to participate in discussions or deliberatio the provisions of the
Open Meetings Act. The Group cannot deliberate or discu es that are not posted
on the meeting agenda.

Chair Jones noted that the public would be given t
items after they are presented and before any actj

to speak on agenda
taken on't

Chair Jones asked if there were any reque there were

none.

m the public to spea

PROGRAM-

Featured Educational Briefing
Brazos River Authoi i

Study,

entral Brazos Study and the Johnson/Parker Water
Freese and Nichols will be giving a 15-minute
The first speaker will be Simone Keil and she'll present the
Western Ce udy. Simone has been with Freese and Nichols for

engineer in the St& exas. Gordon Wells is new to Freese and Nichols and will be
presenting the Johnsorn/Parker Water Study. Gordon retired from the Core after about
25 years, is a retired Colonel with a recent stint in Iraq and is also the former district
engineer in Fort Worth. Mr. Jahn introduced Mr. Ford to make some comments prior to
the Freese & Nichols presentations.

Phil Ford stated that BRA briefed the stakeholders on the 3rd of March on the West
Texas Study. Abilene had requested an extension of time to comment which will be

worked before it is submitted to the Water Development Board (copy of both
presentations attached as Exhibits E & F).
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DISCUSS BYLAW REVISIONS -

Chair Jones called on Teresa Clark to present the bylaw revisions.

Teresa Clark stated that last summer the Group approved a major revision of the
bylaws and as promised, there would be a few more areas that would need to be
corrected. (copy of draft bylaw revisions attached as Exhibit G)

The recommended revisions included the following:
Article II, Voting Membership; Section 3, Terms of
Article VI, Meetings; Section 2, Regular Meeti
Atrticle 1ll, Selection of New Voting Members; Required; and,

Chair Jones called upon members for qu
Teresa Clark and stated he would be open

It was moved by Mr. Diermann ge Fambrough to amend the
bylaws as presented.

p

Vayne WilsG oyed ranching/insurance from Robinson County for

nty Jidge of Burleson for County

ral Manager of Rolling Plains GCD and a voting member of
Interest
5. an Environmental Superintendent with ALCOA for Industry
6. Assistant Director of Public Works for the City of Granbury for

Municipal Interest
7. Kathleen Webster, retired real estate broker and the Chair of the West Central
Texas MWD for Water District Interest.

The motion requires a 2/3 vote and with the members present it will take at least 10 to
pass.
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It was moved by Mr. Diermann and seconded by Judge Fambrough to accept the
nominees as presented by the Executive Committee.

The MOTION CARRIED with no dissenting votes.

Chair Jones recognized the new members that were present at the meeting.

Report from Texas Parks and Wildlife Departm Staff Regarding

TPWD Activities -

No Report.

Report from Texas Water Developmen

Supplemental Funding Status

David Meesey reminded the members that the lied for supplemental funding
from the Texas Water Developme veral months ago. The TWDB
i i roximately 14 of the RWPG’s
totaling about twice the funds avai rmal. Brazos G submitted
approximately 11 possible items bu ank order so the TWDB
would know which items were the mos [ n. The two top priorities
for the Brazos G regiq S , was more a mathematical
decision due to the : . Reuse Study was funded at $100,000 and

ervoir as a management strategy.  Mr.

to address the funding of the money because he
allocated but apparently that was not the case.

tating the money was not fully allocated. It is a quirk with
dget process in Texas being every two years. The TWDB
2d to pay for the current work that is in the contract but the
supplemental fune ew. The new part is in part based on future appropriations
that will be requested from the legislature. Contracts have been written from the
beginning such that the TWDB can only guarantee the amount of money that they have
in hand because legally that is all they can do. Each contract in the regions have
always said “based on funds available”. The contract gives a breakdown of money that
can be guaranteed for this biennium and assuming future appropriations, so much is
available for the next biennium with a total. So in that sense, it is the same way it has
always been done. Technically all of the supplemental money is not available until a
year from September. Part of the money is in hand from lapsed contracts. Mr. Meesey
felt confident in saying that the TWDB has always been able to get the money from the
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legislature because they have made it a high enough priority to do so. The TWDB is
confident enough to contract for that money again but technically they can’t guarantee
that it will all be there because it is subject to appropriation.

Chair Jones stated that he did not realize that and if the project was started then the
Group would have to share funds that are already in hand until the new money is
appropriated. He asked Mr. Meesey if the money by chance was appropriated early,
could they move that date up versus waiting until September.

be some restrictions
orks is that they do not
he current ten contract

Mr. Meesey had not thought about that angle but said ther
due to the start of the fiscal year in September. The w
have to hold the money separately. It is mingled into
tasks and then into each task budget. You continue
throughout the planning process. He further saj
money to reimburse for the work. They will kn
will be approved. The contract is structured
the TWDB has no choice but to issue a sto
to change and reduce the scope of work bas available. Th& TWDB has
not had to do this but it is in the contract.

not have all the
05 if the money

Mr. Dunn stated this situation is sa [ revious circumstances. The
current funds came into two parts i e biennium. There were

if the second pot of funds was
not received, HDR wg 3 biennium resulting in no risk
for all parties. In thi§ €& i ed plan will be submitted in May 2005 and

answer all the publie
for the new work will

plan due January 2006. The $150,000
between now and October 2004 which

Chair Jones sugg 4 the Group take action to approve HDR to go ahead and
implement the new studies with the funds they already have with the bet that the money
will be funded by the Legislature.

It was moved by Mr. Watson and seconded by Mr. Stem that they proceed with the
additional supplement funding.

The MOTION CARRIED with no dissenting votes.
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Lake Alan Henry plan amendment status for Regions G and O-

David Meesey reported that since the last meeting a conference call took place with the
participants concerned. The District is working with the City of Lubbock to authorize a
water supply contract but he was not sure if it had been completed. HDR is submitting
a grant application to the Texas Water Development Board for approximately $21, 500
to cover the costs to amend plans in both Regions G and O. Typically a grant is not
done this way but Mr. Meesey recommended that one region take the lead to eliminate
duplication. Since it was Region O’s project, they took the le nd will work to get the
plans, amendment notices published and everything that be done short of the
individual public hearings by each of the regions. Regio n hold the public hearing
in conjunction with a regularly scheduled meeting an have to have an extra
meeting. Teresa has worked closely with Region information on getting
the notices out, costs, etc. which has been a big

David Meesey announced the upcoming Ru Conference to be held in
Austin, June 15", 9:00 am at the Capital Extensi viduals can register online and
0 ecting a large turnout.

Status Report from David Whe Water Conservation

Task Force-

Mr. Wheelock notg as been working diligently toward the
: d the TWDB is proceeding ahead with
putting together a yram for water conservation and issued

an RFP for a PR co

ends its work. On the best management
age document with a wide range of best management

osed on June
imarily the co

and thoroughness, but states that as with all things, there
is no good de npunished. There's not a significant concern when people

from being manda 0 that people have to implement best management practices.
That's causing a goo® bit of concern on the task forces as to how can we communicate
clearly to you, to Brazos G, to the public, and to the legislature or TECQ that this should
be water conservation at a local initiative and should be voluntary. We're not real sure
how to do that, so we're working through that. The targets and goals have had a bit of
concern as to whether or not these are going to become mandatory and how they'll be
implemented. So far, the recommendations have stood as | presented to you one or two
meetings ago on the 1% per year reduction. Floors of 125 gallons per capital day total
usage, 50 gallons inside the house, and then the summer use to winter use ratio of 1.6.
It's likely that the 1.6 ratio in the summer to winter is probably going to go away. That is
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not getting much support, but the other ones will probably stand. It's just going to be
how we word the recommendations to the legislature and to others, so that we're
working through those issues.

Mr. Diermann commented that Mr. Wheelock said he was working hard so that these
become voluntary and not mandated. He asked if they are mandated in other states
and how realistic is it.

Mr. Wheelock stated he had two items; one having to do with
enforced and requiring all public water supply entities to
conservation. Item two is expanding your practices you'r
whatever your goal is.

use Bill 2660, which is
argets and goals for
g to mandate to achieve

Mr. Bryson asked if it was somewhere in a docu at says these are
not meant to be mandatory. He said that if the to go through a

they would want to have TECQ go through a ru process. He commented that
' le making process on each one

of the different BMP's and he was ant to do that in their current

form.
Report from Horg ' ion in*a Water Conference-
Chair Jones callet€ Mr. Jones noted his representation of

Brazos G at a wate ' f the conference was water in Texas.
S ironmental flow, water banking, which is
eld there for the environment leaves and

bn his attendance at the meeting and said that Region G
ssion Combs represented the Agriculture Department,
evin Ward was there and several of the Groundwater Districts.

was
Executive Admi

Susan Kaderka, National Wildlife Federation, reminded everyone that this particular
water conference was their fourth annual State Wide Water Conference and was
directed in particular at the Regional Water Planning Groups. Our group at the
conference is in the process of putting out a series for briefings recommendations and
documents that we will be circulating to all the planning groups.
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Discuss future reporting from adjacent regions —

Chair Jones said he would like to place an agenda item on each of our future meeting
agenda's for a report from a liaison from our bordering regions.

Teresa Clark stated that we were not looking at having a full report of each group’s
activities, but rather information on activities that relate to Region G for better
coordination.

It was moved by Mr. Kelly and seconded Mr. Fambrough't
needed from the neighboring region as it directly relates

would have reports as
nd Region G.

The MOTION CARRIED with no dissenting votes.

Consider Recommendations from W olicy Workqg

Chair Jones called on Scott Mack to presen
Workgroup.

Dr. Mack said the TWDB'’s websité hg licy issues listed that could be
discussed with four having summa those summaries become
available, the workgroup will send olte joritize those according to
relevance to our regions as.well as to mbers of the workgroup to come

can prioritize and cQ itf Ations to bring forward to the board. What
[ hing we discussed. Some of the issues

ental mitigation system was discussed but no
orkgroup. The Workgroup felt the issue was very
ould be combined in certain areas to have one mitigation
ent projects or done on an individual basis and we didn't

It was moved by Mack and seconded by Mr. Clark to accept the policy
recommendations as presented to the Brazos G Regional Planning Group.

Chair Jones stated the motion had been made and asked if anyone had other questions
for Dr. Mack.

After some discussion, it was moved by Mr. Clark and seconded by Mr. Grace not to
take any action on the water policy recommendation at this time.
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The MOTION CARRIED with no dissenting votes.

Dr. Mack stated that he will bring back a presentation at a later meeting to share with
the Group on how the Workgroup came up with their recommendations and provide a
brief summary on each issue.

In response to the letter from the Far West Texas Group, David Meesey suggested in
sending a letter to them in reference to the water policy recommendation that has been
suggested by the Workgroup and then getting their response todaring back to the Group.
Dr. Mack stressed that was fine but wanted to make everyo are that the Far West
Group issue was one that this group put in our commi at is not on the Water
Development website.

Chair Jones calls recess to have lu at 12:45.

ext agenda
item.

David Dunn stated that before they got started ext presentation, there was a
point brought up that he would gard to coordination with the
Johnson and Parker County Study tudy. He said that within the
scope of work, we as consultants i e studies and any water
management strategies or ideas that ¢ , we will incorporate into
our recommendations appens that the Freese and
Nichols is one of the roup and it has been cast in

s an updated yield of Lake Mexia. During the last round of
hat the yield we had conceded from Mexia might be a little
bit high due to he d that really counts for an increased sedimentation or height
sedimentation loadYM€ have a very specific item that we have to work to do an updated
analysis of future potential sedimentation into Lake Mexia. Then we would have to
update preferred yields to Lake Mexia based upon that sedimentation and Freese and
Nichols has completed that analysis.

David Dunn called upon John Rutledge to present.

John Rutledge opened his presentation by giving a few facts about Lake Mexia. Lake
Mexia was completed back in 1961 and at that time it was authorized to impound 9600
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acre feet with a withdrawal of just a little under 3,000 acre feet per year mostly for
municipal purposes. Since that time as dated, we have suffered from a pretty significant
sedimentation rate. The latest information that we have was a survey that was done by
the TWDB in 1996. It would have had 30 some odd years of sedimentation going into
that and that showed that the 30 year period basically lost half of its storage, which is a
tremendous amount of sedimentation. | really don't now the reasons why they have
been subjected to such sedimentation but that is the rate at which it is being impacted.
Subsequently it reduces the storage and the available yields. The sedimentation rate
works out to about 0.76 acre feet per square mile drainage a which is quite a high
rate. That is back calculated from taking the original st and the last storage
calculated from the sedimentation survey done by the b So the assumption was
that this rate would continue on into the future but that tend to decrease over
time. As the source gets smaller and smaller the the reservoir could
actually supply will tend to go down, more will geidSpi ctually get stored
up above the conservation level, and so that net results are
shown in Table | in the handout on page 2,
withdrawal rate is just under 3,000 acre fe
Exhibit J). The year 2000 firm yield was es
than half of the permanent amount, and the r comparison for the City of

Mexia is 1200 acre feet so basical their demand is essentially equal
to the yield, give or take a little bit. (i seeing is extrapolated out in
the future, as the study needs to do{ By 2€ [ d that with that assumption
of sedlmentatlon the firm y|eId drops eet, and for purposes of

yield but in reality a
was deposited so b

amption on how the sediment
ake Mexia will essentially have evaporated.

the high sedlmenta [ ifi em for Lake Mexia. The results as we
have confirmed are thai endl to in essence be almost completely

the same general circumstance as Hubbard where the first
ey and the second set was TWDB Survey.

Mr. Rutledge sa
is the current nu
the yield is essentia
the most confidence.

pe the same sort of deal. Probably the best number we have
ecause it's only eight years past the last survey and 2000 says
the same as the demand. So with that present number we had

Scott Mack stated that it was his understanding that land use practice has changed
significantly in the watershed for going into the Navasota River which flows into Lake
Mexia from farming to ranching or grassland. It would seem logical to assume the
sedimentation rate over the first part of the life of Lake Mexia would be greater because
of farmland practices upstream rather than in the recent past where it was range land.
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John Rutledge commented that the supposition is quite likely true. In general, farm
practices have reduced sedimentation statewide due to using better practices. These
are the kind of details that are beyond our knowledge, in the speculative range, but
they're reasonable and until there is another sedimentation survey in another ten years,
we're not going to know anymore than we know now. For planning purposes, this is
really the best thing we can do right now because with the survey further down the road
then we'll have a much better feel for it, and it wouldn’t surprise me one bit if the
sedimentation rate flattened out and actually projecting that wouid be a significant lower
rate from here on.

David Dunn noted that in terms of sedimentation, it's
last eight years, Lake Mexia had been relatively dry

iform process and in the
oing to see a whole
the sediment into
the reservoir.

Safe yields for reservoirs above Possu
David Dunn noted that Mr. Morrison asked safe yields in “additional to
firm yields for those reservoirs that are upstrea ossum Kingdom Reservoir. In
I|cy recommendations adopted
ic reservoirs. This is an issue

was to utilize safe yield as opposed i
that this planning group has addres ctually formulated a policy
recommendation on that. At that ti ss, | believe the Water
Development Board didg ; , guired a firm yield analysis to

yields to be comp copy of presentation attached as Exhibit K). Safe yield is
similar to the concept except during that worst month equivocal period, you still have a
reserve left, and the general definition of safe yield is that you have one year supply left
in the reservoir at that minimum point, so our safe yield number is going to be less than
a firm yield number. Some of the rationale behind using safe yield opposed to firm
yield, is that it's very variable, and this safe yield concept provides the cushions in case
we get a drought of record than what we've experienced historically, which would then
decrease our firm yield. Firm yield is what is used statewide and is the standard
analysis.
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John Rutledge stated that a map of the area near Possum Kingdom Reservoir and other
reservoirs had safe yield analysis performed. The draft shows the difference between a
safe yield and firm yield operation. The table presents a comparison for each of the
reservoirs that an analysis was done. It reduces the supply from that resource for these
11 reservoirs by about 30%, which is a significant difference. In terms of discussion, the
ultimate result will increase the needs that need to be planned for and will result in
possibly additional water management strategies that need to be considered for this part
of the region if we use a safe yield verses a firm yield number.

Mike Morrison pointed out that in the Brazos G area there is
itself and in 2001 there was discussion that the planning
basis of firm yield because there was no latitude to do t

variation in the region
st time was done on the
ing on any other basis.

David Meesey commented that the answer may i the 2001 plan; it's

still not safe yield though, its firm yield but the fi i anged in some
lakes.

Discussion and questions followed.

Chair Jones informed the Group that 3
the City of Cleburne reg ing that : ate reuse as a specific water

ednesday and Thursday
ay (confirmed)

It was moved by N
dates as presented.

ambrough and seconded by Mr. Clark to accept the meeting

The MOTION CARRIED with no dissenting votes.

New Business to be considered at next meeting-

There was none discussed.



MINUTES OF MEETING JUNE 9, 2004
BRAZOS G REGIONAL WATER PLANNING GROUP PAGE 14

Adjournment —

There being no further business before the Group, Chair Jones adjourned the meeting
at1:53 p.m.

PHILLIP J. FORD
Secretary/Treasurer



