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10 PUBLIC PARTICIPATION AND PLAN ADOPTION

The Far West Texas Water Planning Group (FWTWPG) members recognized from the beginning the
importance of involving the publimithe planning process. Chapter 10 contains an overview of the
FWTWPG representation, the Gr otupdéspecific activitiesthahe nt t o
insured that the public was informed and involved in the planning process and the implementhi

plan. Chapter 10 appendices contain responses to comments on the Initially Prepared Plan by the Public
(Appendix 10A),TWDB (Appendix 10B), TPWD (Appendix 10Cand TSSWCB (Appendix 10D)
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10.1 REGIONAL WATER PLANN ING GROUP

The TWDB initially appanted a coordinating body for Far West Texas, based on names submitted by the
public for consideration. Senate Bill 1 provisionandate that one or more representatives of the

following water user groups be seated on each water planning group: agriadturiées, electric

generating utilities, environment, industries, municipalities, river authorities, public, small busirtess, wa
districts, and water utilitiesThe FWTWPG has since expanded its membership based on familiarity with
persons who couldpgropriately represent industries, tourism, real estate and economic development.
Because there is no river authority in Far ¥Wk=xas, this sector is not representsalvever, its function

is maintained by El Paso County Water Improvement District #b, is/the primary representative of the

Rio Grande ProjectNew to this planning period, additional voting members have beemggubto

represent Groundwater Management Areas

In addition to these required interest groups, the FWTWPG added the folldraivey:and tourism,
groundwater conservation districts, building and real estate, economic development, Fort Bliss Garrison
Command and legislative representatives. The voting members of the FWTWPG are only compensated
for allowable travel expenses anaMe voluntarily devoted considerable amounts of their time and talent
to develop the regional water plan. Current Planning Gnoeimbers and their alternates are listed in
Table10-1.

Table 10-1. Current Group Members and Their Alternates

Water Use Category | Committee Member County Alternate Member County
Agriculture Rick Tate Presidio
Agriculture Tim Leary Brewster

Real Estte David Etzold El Paso Ray Adauto El Paso
Counties Teresa Todd Jeff Davis Val Beard Brewster
Counties Vacant

Counties Vincent Perez El Paso Jose Landeros El Paso
Economic Develop. Brad Newton Presidio John Anthony Razo Presidio
Environment Jeff Bennett Brewster Kevin Urbanczyk Brewster
Elec. Geneating Util. JessicaChristianson El Paso Teresa Sosa El Paso
GMA#4 Summer Webb Culberson

Groundwater Dist. Randy Barker Hudspeth Talley Davis Hudspeth
Groundwater Dist. Janet Adams Jeff Davis | Jim Espy Jeff Davis
Industries V.J. Smith El Paso

Municipalities Becky Brewster Culberson

Municipalities Scott Reinert El Paso John Belliew El Paso
Municipalities Vacant

Public Arlina Palacios El Paso KathrynHairston El Paso
Public Dave Hall El Paso Darryl S. Vereen El Paso
Public SterryButcher Presidio Patt Sims Presidio
Small Business Dan Dunlap Presidio
Travel/Tourism Mike Davidson Brewster David Crum Jeff Davis
Water Districts Jim Ed Miller Hudspeth Bill Skov El Paso
Water Districts Chuy Reyes El Paso Johnny Stubbs El Paso
Water Utilities Albert Miller Jeff Davis Scott Adams Jeff Davis
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In addition to the FWTWPG membefds non-voting members are appointed. Their function is to

provide advice and guidance, based on their respective areas of expertise or geographic areas. Two non
voting liaisons were assigned from Regions F and J adjacent to Far West Texas. -Vagnpn

members and their alternates are listed@le10-2, while Officers and Executive Committee Members

are listed in Table 16.

Table 10-2. Non-Voting Members and Their Alternates

Non-Voting Member | Agency/Organization Alternate Member Agency
Filiberto Cortez USBR Woody Irving/Mike Landis | USBR
Michael Lemonds GLO

William Finn IBWC Clifford Regensberg IBWC
HectorGarza USGS

Zhuping Sheng TX AgriLife Research

Russell Martin TPWD Jonah Evans TPWD
Rusty Ray TSSWCB

Ryan Slocum Small Business

Larissa Place TDA

BJ Tomlinson Fort Bliss

Table 10-3. Officers and Executive Committee Members

Member Position
Chuy Reyes Chairman
Scott Reinert Vice-Chairman
Janet Adams Secretary
Teresa Todd EC Member
Rebecca Brewster EC Member
Dave Hall EC Member

Interregional Planning Council

The TWDB is required by Texas Wateéode Section 16.052 to appoint an Interregional Planbouncil
made up of one member from each regional water planning group (RWPG). The purpose of the Council is
to:

1 Improve coordination among the RWPGs, and betwleeRiWPGs and the TWDB in meeting
goals of the state water planning process;

i Facilitate dialogue regarding regional water management strategies; and

1 Share operational best practices of the regional water planning process.

The FWTWPG has appointed Scott Reirto this position.
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10.2 PROJECT MANAGEMENT

During the first planning cycle, work on thar West Texas Water Plavas divided along two parallel

tracks; (1) an urban track representing the metropolitan portion of El Paso County, and (2) a rural track
represating the other six rural countiasd the eastern portion of EI Paso County. Work developed

along the twetrack approach was integrated at appropriate intervals to ensure a unified, coherent regional
plan. During subsequent planning cycle, this appreahaugmented, and the entire FWT®/Worked

together on th&®egional Plarfrom start to finish. However, the two tracks are still considevezhsure
thatvoting membership is equally represented.

The planning decisions and recommendations made rah@/est Texas Water Plamill have fa-

reaching and longasting social, economi@and political repercussions on each community involved in
this planning effort and on individuals throughout the Region. Therefore, involvement of the public is a
key factor br thesuccess and acceptance @ ftan. Open discussion and citizen inpguieencouraged
throughouthe planning process and helps planners deveRlarethat reflects community values and
concerns. Some members of the public participate almost astiog members.

To insure publiénvolvement, notice of all Planning Group and subcommittee meetings was posted in
advance, mailed to a list of over 2@fdarested parties including mayors, county judges, water rights

holders, public school superintendents, watdridts, and concernedtizens; and-mailed to an

additional 350 interested parties.ll meetings were held in publicly accessible locatinith sites

rotating among rural and urban locations throughout the counties in the Region. Special public meetings
were held to gathiénput on the development of specific aspect ofRtaa. Prior to submittal of the

Initially Prepared Planto the TWDB,a copy of theDraft 2021 Far West Texas Water Plavas provided

for inspection in the c¢ountyyneachoaunty, @red ondirfe bnitte®ioand i
Grande COG website. Foiling public inspection of the Initially Preparel&i®, one public meeting was

conducted to present results of the planning process and gather public input and comments.

To provide a pubti access point, an internet web $itip://westtexaswaterplanning.oigntains timely
information that includes names of planning group members, bylaws, meeting schedules, agendas,
minutes, meeting backumaterials, and important documents, including groundwater conservation
district management plans, technical reportdt di@apters for review, planning schedules and budgets,
and links to waterelated sites. Summaries of most of the planning groupimgeetere enailed to the

full list of interested parties, to enable persons who were unable to attend to stay upiotiate
planning process. Every documdmat was emailed or mailed to Planningr@p Members for their
review was also-enailed to tle interested parties list, made available on the FWTWPG website, and
provided in hard copy at all public meetings. In &#ddi news stories concerning water planniaated
issues were regularly distributed to all interested parties.
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10.3 PLANNING GROUP MEETI NGS AND PUBLIC HEARI NGS

All activities associated with the Regional Water Planning Process were performed in accortatiee wi
State Open Meetings Act and in compliance with the Texas Public InformatioAlAtteetings of the
FWTWPG, including commite meetings, were open to the public and visitors were encouraged to
express their opinions and concerns, or to make stiggesegarding the planning process. The

locations of the meetings were originally rotated between all seven counties so thiaeal gvithin the

Region would have an equal opportunity to attend. However, because of increased public attendance, the
meetings were held predominantly in Alpjidarfa, Van Horrand Clint, where adequate facilities could

be arranged.

Meeting notices we posted in the following newspapers and were reported by the following radio
stations:

El Paso Inc.

=a

West Texas County Cier

Hudspeth County Herald

Van Horn Advocate

Alpine Avalanche

Jeff Davis County News/Mountain Dispatch
Presidio International

Big Bend Sentinel

Terrell County News Leader

= =4 =4 A4 A -4 -5 A -9

KALP FM (Alpine)
1 KVLF AM (Alpine)

A final public hearing was helid Clint, Texason April 14, 220to receive comments on thtially
Prepared Plan Responses to all publieWwDB and TPWDcomments arencluded inthis chapter as
Appendix 10A Appendix 10Band Appendix 10C

Copies of thenitially Prepared Planwere availablat thefollowing locations:
County Clerkds Office:

Brewster County

Culberson County

El Paso County

Jeff Davis County

1

1

1

1 Hudspeth County
1

1 PresidioCounty
1

Terrell County
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Public Libraries:

=a

=& =4 =4 A4 A -4 45 4 4 -4 -4 -4 -4

Alpine Public Library,805 W. Ave E Alpine

Marathon Public Library, 106 NS Marathon

Big Bend High School Library, 550 Roadrunner, Terlingua
Van Horn CityCounty Library, 410 Crockett St., Van Horn

El Paso Pubti Library, 501 N. Oregon, El Paso

Law Library, El Paso County Courthouse, 500 E. Satonio

Clint ISD/Public Library, 12625 Alameda, Clint

Grace Grebing Public Library, 110 N. Main, Dell City

Ft. Hancock ISD/Public Library, 101 School Drive, Ft. Hancock
Jeff Davis County Library, 100 Memorial Square, Ft. Davis
Marfa Public Library, 115 EOak, Marfa

City of Presidio Library, 2440 O06Reilly St.
Valentine Public Library, Valentine

Terrell County Public Library, 105 E. Hackberry, Sanderson

The final2021 Far West Texas Water Plaves adopted by the FWTWP& Octoberl5, 2020and was
deliveredto the TWDB byNovember4, 220. ThePlanis posted on the Planning Groups (Rio Grande
Council of Governments) websitittp://westtexaswaterplanning.org/
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10.4 COORDINATION WITH OT HER REGIONS

The FWTWPG has exchanged liaisons with adjoining Region F and the Plateau Region (Region J). The
responsibility of the liaisons is to report on any issues of common intetesdmeadjoining regions. The
FWTWPG also coordinated with Region F anundwater supplies in Jeff Davis County that were

exported to Reeves County for municipal use.

10-7



2021 Far West Texas Water Pla Draft October2020

10.5 PLAN IMPLEMENTATION

Following final adoption of th@021 Far West Texas Water PJaiges of thePlanwere provided to
each municipality and c¢ ount Ynetedroniocopysof tihPlaeisalse cour t
available on th@GCOGand TWDB web sites.
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APPENDIX 10-A

PUBLIC COMMENTS AND
RESPONSES
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PUBLIC COM MENTS AND RESPONSES

TheFar West Texas Water Planning Group (FWTWHRGgted a virtual (in response to COVID 19)

Public Hearing on the Far West Texas Initially Prepared Plan (IPP) on April 14, 2020 in Clint Texas. The
Planning Group receigethe following twocomments provided by Dr. Zhuping Sheng of the Texas

AgriLife Research:

1. There are studies or proposed work to assess feasibility of desalination of brackish water for
irrigated agricultural production. Will this Plan consider this as @ithe strategie®r future
water supplies in Region E? Should TWDB fund additional studies to evaluate this strategy for
this region or other regions where brackish water could be an alternate source of water for
agricultural irrigation? It may also lpeaddress elevatembil salinity issues on farm fields.

FWTWPG Responsé The current 2021 Far West Texas Water Plan does not have a specific
strategy pertaining to desalination of brackish water for agricultural irrigation use. However, the
Planning Goup recognizes theogential of this valuable resource and will consider its inclusion
during the next planning period. Desalination of brackish groundwater for municipal supply is
recommended and this concept should be expanded to the agriculturalfielBWTWPG

agrees tht additional funding for research is needed to expedite the introduction of this potential
new source into the agricultural industry.

2. With the economic slowdown resulting from the COVID 19 virus, are we expecting delays in the
regioral water planning mcess and delay or reduction in funding for implementation of selected
(recommended) strategies?

FWTWPG Responsé There is not expected to be any delays in completing the current 2021 Far
West Texas Water Plan. The State AttorneyeGQerm | 6 s  didwédifoc \aértuath raestings to
maintain public safety while still providing for public open meeting requirements. It is also
anticipated that the TWDB will still be able to function fully without delays or reduction in
funding processes.
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APPENDIX 10-B
TWDB COMMENTS AND RESPONSES
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TWDB comments on the Initially Prepared 2021 Far West Texas
(Region E) Regional Water Plan

Level 1: Comments, questions, and data revisions that must be satisfactorily
addressed in or der to meet statuto ry, agency rule, and/or contra ct requir ements.

1. Chapter 5 and the State Water Planning Database (DB22). Tgian includes the
following recommended water manag@ment strategies (WMS) by WMS type,

providi ng supply in 2020 (not including demand management): oneaquifer storage
and recovery 15groundwater wells & otherfour groundwater desalination two
other direct reuse and twoother surface waterStrate gy supply with an online
decade of 2020 must be constru cted and delivering wa ter by January 5, 2023.

a) Please confirm that alktrategiesshown as providing supply in 2020 are
expected to be providing water sipply by January 5, 2023[31 § TAC

357.10(21); Contract Exhibit C, Section 5.2]
b) Please provide the specific basisn which the planning group anticipates

that it is feasible that theaquifer storage and recoveryour groundwater
desalination and twoother surface watetWMSs will dl actually be online and
providi ng water supply by January 5, 2023For example, provide

information on actions taken by sporsors and anticipated future poject
milestones that denonstrate sufficient progresstoward implementation. [31

8 TAC 357.1(21); Contract Exhibit C, Section 5.2]

c) In the event that the resulting adyistment of the timing of WMSsin the plan
results in an increase in neaterm unmet water needs, please update the
related portionsof the plan and B22 accodingly, and al® indicate whether
OAAT AT A 1T AT ACAT AT Gséd inthe bvent dk dkowhtfoA 7 - 3
addresssuchwater supply shortfalls or if the plan will show these assimply
0011 AO68 3hEOOACEAEAAAN wWihed® AOTOARIAT A
i AT A C A btrAteg®® meet the bortage, pkase also ensre that adequate
justification is induded in accadance with 31 TAC §8357.50(j). [TWC §
16.051(a);31 8 TAC 357.50(j); [31 TAC & 357.34(i)(2); Contrachibi C,
Section 5.2]

d) Pleasebe advised that, in accordan ce with Senate Bill 1 511, 85th Texas
Legislatur e, the planning gr oup will be expected to rely on its next
planning cycle budget to amend its 2021 Regional Water Plan during
development of the 2026 Regonal Water P lan, if recommended WMSs
or proje cts become infeasibl e, for example, due to timing of pro jects
coming onlin e. Infeasible WMSs intude thoseWMSswhere proposed
sponsors have not taken an affirmative vote or other actioto make
expenditures necessary taonstruct or file apgications for permits required
in connectionwith implementation of the WMSon a schedile in order for the
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WMS to be copleted by the time the WMS iseeded to addresgirought in
the plan.[Texas Water Code § 16.053(h)(10); 31 TAC § 357.12(b)]

2. Chapter 1, Section 1.3.4, pageZb. The definiton of majorwater provider (MWP)
presented in Section 1.3} refers to anold definition of a wholesale water provider.

The correct definition of MWPs ispresented inSection 2.2.1. Please update the
Section 1.3.4 definiton and ist in the final, adopted regional watemplan.[31 TAC §
357.30(4)]

3. Chapter 2, page 211, Table 23. Please revise the table header "Wholde Water
Provider" to "Major Water Provider"in the final, adopted regional waterplan. [31

TAC § 357.31(b)]
4. Chapter 2, page 214, Table 25. Water demands presented folrerrell County-Other

appear to be inconsistent vith Board-adopted water demand projections. Table 25
presents Terell County-Other decadal water demands a$00 acft/year in 2 020,
112 acft/yr in 2030, 123 acft/yr in 2040, 139ac-ft/yr in 2 050, 153 acft/yr in
2060, and166 acft/yr in 2070. TWDBBoard-adopted water demards for Terrell
County-Other are 21 acft/ yr in 2020 and 2030 and 20 acft/yr each decade from
2040 to 2070. Please includeBoard-adopted water demands forTerrell County-
Other in the final, adgted regionalwater plan.[31 TAC 8§ 357.31(e)(1)

5. Pages 34 and 37. Total exiging supplies presented in Table 32 for Culberson
County and Region Hotal appear to be incasistent with total existing supplies

reported in DB22. Please reconcile tis information as necessary irthe final,
adopted regionalwater plan.[31 TAC § 357.32(g)]

6. Page 37, Table 33. Direct reuse and Huecdvesilla Bolson Aquifersupplies
presented forEl Paso Water appear to be inconsistent wh existing supplies for the

entity reported in Table 3-2 and in DBR2. Please review direct reuse and Hueeo
Mesilla Bolson Aquifer supplies for El Paso Water and reconcile as necessary in the
final, adopted regionalwater plan.[31 TAC § 357.32(g)]

7. Page 37, Table 33. Please revise the columheader "Wholesale Water Provider" to
"Major Water Provider" in the final, adopted regional water plan.[31 TAC §
357.32(9)]

8. Section 3.4. It imot clear what mehodology was usedto calailate direct reuse
supplies discussed inSection 3.4. Please prade a more detailed explanation of the

methodology used to calalate reuse sipplies in the final, including as relates to
existing treatment capacity, in the final, adopted regional wateplan. [Contract
Exhibit C, &ction 3.4]

9. Chapter 3, page 25. Table 36 doesnot appea to include the methodology for
estimating the WestTexas Bdson Aquifer (Wild Horse, Michigan, and Lbo) non-

modeled available groundwater volumesfor Jeff Davis County. Please include the
methodology used to estmate availability for this source inthe final, adopted
regional water plan.[Contract Exhbit C, Sectior3.5.2]
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10.Chapter 3. Please include a sumary with information onthe Water Availability
Model (WAM) verson, WAM smulation date, and WRAP versionsed forsurface

water simulations in the final, adoptedregional water plan. [Contract Exhibit C,
Section 3.2.1]

11.Chapter 4. The plardoes not appear tanclude identified water need volumes ér
MWPs reported by category ofise induding municipal, mining, manufacturng,
irri gation, steam electric, mining, andivestock. Please report the resilts of the
needs analysis foMWPs by categories ofise & applicable in the region inthe final,
adopted regionalwater plan.[31 TAC § 357.33(b)]

12.Chapter 4. The plardoes notappear toinclude a secondary needs analysisif
MWPs. Please present the resisl ofthe secorary needs analysis by decade for

MWPs in the final, adopted regpnal water plan.[31 TAC § 357.33(e)]
13.Page 44. Table 4.3 does noteport secondarywater needs for El Pas@ounty steam

electric power and manufactiring ascomparedto the secadary needs reported in
DB22. Please reconcile these ites in the final, adopted regpnal water plan.[31 TAC
8§ 357.33(e)]

14.Section 5.2.6, Table§-2 to 5-4, and AppendiX5A appears to present inonsistent
information on recommended and alternative WMSsdr El Paso Water fom what is

reported in the DB22.For example, Section 2.6 notesseven alternate WMSs for El
Paso Water, Tables & to 5-4 and Appendix 5A present six alternate WMS$or El
Paso Water, and data reported in DB22 atudesthree alternate WMSs folEl Paso
Water. Please reconcile this infamation as necessary and ense that all
recommendedor alternative strategies and pojects are entered into DB22 inthe
final, adopted regionalwater plan.[31 TAC § 357.35(g)(1)]

15.Pages 513, 515, and 5A20. Thestrategy evaluation forE-25 reflects placefolder
OA @0 oOBBidesno information in the description of quantity, reliability, and

cost. Please providettis information in Apperdix 5A, Table 52, and Table 53 in the
final, adopted regionalwater plan.[Contract Exhibit C, &tion 5.6]

16.Section 5A1.1, page 5A3. The evaluation or strategy E-2 makes clear that the
project is primarily to reduce fooding and will not provide reliable sugply during

severe drowght conditio ns. Please either remae the strategy fromthe plan as
presented since it clearlydoes notmeet the requirement in 31 STAC &7.34(b), or
modify the strategy to provide reliable water supply during severe drought
conditions andpresent the reliable yield and unit cost dong with calaulations
showing the basis forthe reliable yield calculaton in the final, adopted rejional
water plan.[31 TAC § 357.34(b)]

17.Section 5A11, page 5A34.Based onthe information presented in theplan for
strategy evaluation E44, it isnot clear if the 5000 acre-ft yield is a net quantity of

water saved from delivery efficiencies or a tothdelivery volume that may include
existing supplies. Please clarify whether onot the reported yield includes existing
supplies. If the yield indudes existng supplies, please present the net yield
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produced from the drategy in the final, adopteal regional water plan and make any
associated adjusmentsto DB22.[31 TAC 8§ 357.34(e)(3)(A)]

18.Page 5A13, Strategy E15. The plan dees not gppear to present separately the land
cods asociated with the reservoir. Please inlude separated reservoirassociated
land cods or, if appropriate, indicate that land acquisiton costs are not agplicable,
and why to this strategy in the final, adopted egional water plan.[Contract Exhbit
C, Section 5.5]

19.Page 5A39, Straiegy E53. The strategy isindicated to be a conservation strategy
and represented as demand reduabn in DB22, even thoughthe descripton states

the WMS igto replace an old jppeline that needs major repair and indudes a baster
station and pumping station. The plan ado states that the estmated water lossis
only 3.8 percent.The primary purpose of waterloss canservation WMSs must result
in an immediate reductionin useor water loss, per contract gudance. Infrastructure
cods primarily associated with maintenance are not allowedo be included inthe
plan. Please ensure that only infrstructure costs that are required to ircrease the
volume of water supply are included in the find, adopted regional waterplan and
that operation andinfr astructure maintenance projects and gsts are rot included.
[Contract Exhibit C, Section 5.5.3]

20.Page 5A45. Please include a generally defined delivery poinbif water in the
strategy evaluation forE-65, Additional Wells in the Edwards-Trini ty (Plateau)

Aquifer, in the final, adopted regional wateiplan. [Contract Exhibit C, Section 5.7]

21.Appendix 5A. The plan in severahistances, forexample, evaluatbns E-45, E-47, E-

49, E57, and E64, presentsmining conservation strategies wth zero costs and yet
alsonotes an asamption that there are stratayy costs andthat these are asgsmed to
be paid back within a year. Please report the itial one-time costs forthese
strategies againstwhich cost savings are based in the final, added regional water
plan.[31 TAC 8§ 357.34(e)(3)(A); Contract Bibit C, Section 5.5]

22.Appendix 5A. The plan irsome instances appears tonclude infrastructure
components that are notdirectly required to increase the treated water supply

either as new syply or through demandreduction. For example, EL appears to
include costsfor installation of an irigation system and E17 appearsto include
cods forrehabilitation of existing wells which is not dlowed per contract guidance.

Please @asure that only infrastructure costs that are required to increase the valme
of water supply are included in the final, adoped regional water plan and that
operation and infrastructure maintenance coss$ are not included.[Contract Exhbit

C, Sectin 5.5.3]

23.Page 5A6. The evaluation forstrategy E-8 notes that wels and baster stations are
in critical need of g/stem upgrades and alternde power aupplies, in adition to old
and undergzed didribution lines. Itis notclear if these itemsare included as poject

10-18



2021 Far West Texas Water Pla Draft October2020

components andhow maintenance of ths exising equipment would directly
increase the water suply volumes. Please praide a breakout of project

components with capital wsts anddo not include any costsdér maintenance of, or
upgradesto, orrehabilitation to existing equipment that do not directly increase the
volumetric water supply in the final, adopted egional water plan.[Contract Exhbit
C, Section 5.5.3]

24.Page 5A20. The ewaluation for strategy E25 appears to present a poject to address
distrib ution systempressurization requirements. Distribution-level projects are not
appropriate for inclusion in the regonal water plans per Conract Exhibit C, Section

5.5.3. Pleas ensure projectsnot required to increase the volume of watesupply
that is delivered to a WUG (e.qg., via transssion) are omitted from the final,
adopted regionalwater plan. [Contract ExhibitC Section 5.5.3]

25.Chapter 5. The plan presets the documented processfor identifyi ng potentially
feasible WMSs but doerot appear to indude the description ofthe process of
selecting reconmended WMS and WMS$§rojects. Please include dumentation of
the process ofselecting recanmended WMss andWMS pojects in the final, adopted
regional water plan.[Contract Scope of Work, Task 5A subtask 5]

26.Chapter 5. Please include deenentation of why seawater desalination was not
selected as a recommended WIS in the final, adopted regonal water plan. [TWCS

16.053(e)(5)(j); Contract ExHit C, Section 5.2; 31 8§ TAC 357.34(g)]
27.Chapter 5. It is notclear from the plan what mehodology wasused to estimate the

amount of future direct reuse water available fromsuch sources. Please describthe
methodology in the final, adoptedregional water plan. [Contract Exhibit C, Section
3.4]

28.Chapter 5. It is notclear from the plan if orhow environmental flow criteria were
taken into account in the evaluation ofthe Riverside Regulating Bservoir strategy.

Please confirm whetherthere would be a new apprgriation of surface water
required for this strategy, and if so, please cld how environmental flow criteria
were considered instrategy evaluations anddocument this information in the final,
adopted regionalwater plan.[31 TAC § 357.34(e)(3K); 31 TAC § 358.3(22); 31 TAC
8§ 358.3(23)]

29.Chapter 5. It is notclear if thir d-party social and economicimpacts resulti ng from
voluntary redistributions of water, induding impacts ofmoving water from rural
and agricukural areas, were consideredn the evaluation ofpotentially feasible

WMSs. Please clarify howhese impactswvere considered(or clarify if there are no
impacts) in the final, adgted regionalwater plan.[31 TAC § 357.34(e)(T)

30.Chapter 5. The plardoes not appear tgoresent management suply factors for
MWPs. Please present management supply tacs for MWPs by entity and decade in

the final, adopted regionalwater plan.[31 TAC 8§ 357.35(Q)(2)]

31.Appendix 5A. The plan irsome instances, presnts WMSs as poviding suppliesin a

10-19



2021 Far West Texas Water Pla Draft October2020

given planning decade but noteshe strategy isnot expected to come nline until
after the initial year of the decade. For example, strategy evaluatiosl, E2, E13,
E-14, appear to ome orline after the initial decade yeatthey are shown as
providing supply in. Please modify the online decade of these strategies toresure
that WMSsshown as providing supply in aplanning deade come onine in or prior
to the initial decade year in the final, adopted regional water plan. In the event that
the resulting adjustment of the timing of WMSsin the plan realts in an increase in
near-term unmet water needs, please pdate the rdated portions ofthe plan and

DB22 accodingly [31 TAC § 357.10(21); Contract Exhibit C, Sat 5.2]
32.Chapter 5. The plardoes notinclude the WMSproject costing tool's output report

for projects or anabgously present the capitalcost for eachproject component.
Please submit the osting tool's standardized cost output report or present capital
cost estmates for each poject conponent for each WMS evaluated in the final,
adopted regionalwater plan.[31 TAC § 357.34(f); 31 TAC § 358.3(2Contract
Exhibit C, &ction 5.5.1]

33.Chapter 5 and Appendix 5A. Fem the information presented inthe plan, it isnot
clear that all required capital ®st componentswere evaluated for each strategy. For

example, capital costshould consider the following as applicable: costruction
cods, engineering and feasibility sidies, legalassistance, financing, bond consel
and contingencies, perntiting and mitigation, land purchase not asociated with
mitigation, easement osts, and urchasesof water rights. Please clarify the cost
elements that were inclded in the grategy evaluations inthe final, adopted
regional water plan.[Contract Exhbit C, Sectiorb.5]

34.Units cods reported in DB22 appear notably hgh forthe Hudspeth County -
Hudspeth Co. WCID #1- Replace Water Supplyine from Van Horn WMS. Unitosts

are reported as $37,82 in 2020 and2030. Please confirmthat the calculated unit
cods are correct in B22 and thatcosts were onsidered in WMSrecommendations
in the final, adopted regonal water plan.[31 TAC 8 357.34(e)(2)]

35.Page 5A28. The plan appears tondicate that grategies E37, E-38, andE-39 are
intended to provide supplies for El Paso ©unty-Other Vinton Hills Estates and
County-Other Vinton Hills Subdivsion. In [B22, strategy sypplies for E-37, E-38,
and E39 appear to be asgned aly to El PasoCounty-Other Vinton Hills Estates,
leaving El Paso Qunty-Other Vinton Hills Subdvision with unmet needs. Please
reconcile the information presented in Table 44, Section 5A10, and DB22as
necessary for the final, adopted reignal water plan. [31 TAC § 357.40(c)]

36.Page 511. Section 5.2."hotes thatsufficient WMS sipplies are reommended to
meet the identified water needs of all Wi&Gs exept for irrigation needs inEl Paso

County. Table 44 and DB22 report unmet needs forseveral other WUGs$ncluding

El Paso and Terrt County Mining and Culbeson County Irrigation. Please reconcile
this information as necessary itthe final, alopted regional water plan[31 TAC §
357.40(c)]

37.Section 5.4.7. Thelan states that needs are nigfor all WUGs, lowever data
reported in DB22 reflectsunmet needs 6r Horizon RegionaMUD and County
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Other, Vinton Hils Subdivision. Please recacile this data as necessary in B22 or
provide an adequate justification of mmet needs formunicipal WUGs asoutlined in
rule and cortract guidance in the final, adoptedegional water plan.[31 TAC §
357.50(j); Cantract Exhibit C, Seiton 6.3]

38.Page 46, Table 44 and page 511, Section 5.2. It appears that identified unmet
water needs are presented in Chapters 4 andd the IPP. Please present digssion

of unmet needs inChapter 6 of the final, adopéd regional waterplan.[31 TAC §
357.40(c)]

39.Chapter 6. The plardoes not appear tanclude a descriptionof third-party social
and economicimpacts resulting from voluntary redistribu tions of water, induding

analysis of hird-party impacts of moving water from rural and agricultural areas.
Please include thisnformation (or clarify if there are no impacts) in the final,
adopted regionalwater plan.[31 TAC § 357.40(b)(4)

40. Chapter 6. Please include a descrifmn of mapr impacts of rrecommended WMSson
key parameters of water quality in Chapter 6 othe final, adopted regionalwater

plan.[31 TAC § 357.40(b)(3)
41.Chapter 7, Section 7.3, page20. Theplan appears to irclude potential emergency

interconnects in Table 7-2 but does not appearto include existing emergency
interconnects or the methodology used to ®llect suchinformation. Please include,
at a minimum, a descption of the methodology used tocollect the information and
the number of existng and potentialinter connects, incuding who is connectedto
whom, in the final, adopted regonal water plan.[31 TAC § 357.42(d)]

42.Section 7.4, page 7.21. Please confinvhether the entities evaluated for emergency
responses tolocal drought conditions orlossof municipal supply were assumed to
have 180 days oflessof remaining supply. [Cantract Exhibit C, Section 7.4]

43.Page*36, Section 7.5.4The plan doesot appear to include copiesof the model
drought contingency plans, and the referenced onlindink to the model plansdo not

appear to link to the referenced doaments atthe time of plan review. Please ensure
operational links tothe model plans if they are to be included aly by online
reference in the final, adopted regional water [an.[31 TAC 8 357.42(j)]

44.Chapter 7. Modebdrought contingency plans vere not provided for review. Please
ensure thatmodel drought contingency plans submitted with the final, adopted
regional water plan at a minmum have triggers and respases to'severe' and
‘critical/emergency’ drought conditions.[Contract Exhibit C, Séion 7.6]

45.Chapter 7. The plardoes not appear tanclude a discssion of whether drought
contingency measues have been recently immmented in respaise todrought
conditions. Please describe thim the final, adopted regional water plan. [Contract

Scope of Work, Task 7, subta®k
46. Section 8.4, page-d. The plan descibes strean segmentsthat were recommended

as ecologic#ly unique in previous planningperiods.Many ofthese stream sgments
have already been designated as unique by the Texas Legislature. Of¢bgments
10-21



2021 Far West Texas Water Pla Draft October2020

included in the plan, please clearly dtinguish between those segmets that have
already been designatd and thosesegmentswhich remain as reommended for
designation inthe final, adopted regonal water plan.[31 TAC § 357.43(b); Contract
Exhibit C, &ction 8.1]

47.Section 8.4, Page-8. It isnot clear whetherthe planninggroup is intending to
recommendunique streamsites that were reiommended in a previais plan butnot

designated by the legislatre (i.e. Alamito Creek in the Trans Pecos Watérust and
Terlingua Creek in Big Bend Natioal Park (2017 State Water Plan, Chapter 2)). If

the planning group isrecommending these sites for consideration by the TWDB and
potentially the legislature, a recommendationpackage must be submitted to Texas
Parks and Wildlife Department (TPWD) for the written evaluation. A copyof the
recommendation package, the status of theubmittal, and TPWD's response to the
request, must be intuded in the final, adoptedregional water plan.[31 TAC §
357.43(b)]

48.Chapter 10. The plamotes that dl meetingswere held in accordance wth the Texas
Open Meetings Act butoes notdiscuss canpliance with the Texas Public
Information Act. Please addrestow the planning group complied with the Texas
Public Information Actin the final, adopted regonal water plan.[31 TAC 8357.21; 31
TAC 8357.50ff

49.Chapter 11, Table 111. The plan dd not include implementation survey data
collected todate. Please ensure that the template and data used for the
implementation survey in the final, adopted ragional water plan are based on the
survey template and data that the TWDB povided in June 2019[31 TAC 8§
357.45(a)]

50.Page 116, Table 114. Groundwater source availability and total source supply
values presented forthe 2021 Plan in Table 114 appear to be inconsstent with

availabilities presented in Table 31 and [B22. Please reconcile these items as
necessary in the final, adopted regnal water plan.[31 TAC § 357.45(c)(3)]

51.Pages 119 through11-11. Exsting supply information presented inTable 11-6 for
Brewster County, EIPaso County, and Far Westexas total existingsupplies appear
to be incongstent with total existing supplies presented in Table 32 and DR22.

Please reconcile these items as necessarytire final, adopted regionalvater plan.
[31 TAC § 357.45(c)(3

52.Page 1112, Table 118. Needseported in Table 11-8 for Culberson Gunty
irrigati on, El Paso Water, Paseo Del Este MUD 1, and El Pasmig irr igation

appear to be inconsistent vith needs rgported in Table 41 and DBR2. Please
reconcile these items as necessary in the final, adopted remnal water plan.[31 TAC
8§ 357.45(c)(3]

53.Section 11.2.6 and Seitin 5.2.5.The text in these sections pesent a total capital
cost of dl recommended WMss in the2021 Plan as $2,169,28,44500. This appears
inconsistent with the reported total capital costin DB22of $1,926613,983. Please
reconcile these umbers as necessary ithe final, adopted regional watemplan. [31
TAC § 357.45(c)(4)]
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54.Chapter 11, Sectionl1.2.6. Please provide a brief summary ¢iow the 2016 Plan
differs from the 2021 Plan with regards to alternative WMSs and WM$rojectsin
the final, adopted regionalwater plan.[31 TAC § 357.45(c)(4)

55.ESAppendix. The plan incudessome DB22 reports that appear blank due to the
region not having relevant data for these reprts. Please provide a cover page to the

DB22 report appendix indicating the reasonfor these report contents being blank.
[Contract Exhibit C, Section 13.1.2]

Level 2: Comments and suggestions for consideration that may imp rove the
readability and overall understanding of th e regional water pla n.

1. Page ESL2. The planstates "new tothis 2016 plan..." Please consider updatinthe
reference from the 2016plan to the 2021 plan and update the infamation on
recommendedunique stream s@ments as appopriate.

2. Page 142. Table 12 does not appear tanclude data for all of theutilities provided
in TWDB waterloss audit reports. Ple@e review the water bss audit report
information provided by the TWDB and cesider presenting information for all
utilities with 2015-2016 water loss audt reports. Please also awider utilizing data
from the 2017water loss aulit reports in the final plan.

3. Chapter 2, page 2.1, Table 23. Please consideexplaining what the percentages
mean, as assigned teome entitiesin the Receiving Entity olumn, in the final plan

4. Pages 217 and5-28. The plan appears to igonsistently present thetotal percent of
water used forirrigated agriculture in the regon in Sections2.2.4 and 5.2.7. Please
considerrevising this information as necessaryn the final plan.

5. Page 325. The mehodology presented in Table 36 for Other Aquifer (Balmorhea
Alluvium) in Jeff Davis County appears teontain the following typo"22017
reported use by GCD". Please consider revigias necessary in the final plan

6. Page 325, Table 36 notes the mehodology for the Edwards-Trinity (Plateau) and
Rustler aquifers as"GCD fon-relevant) TWDBmodeled". Please cesider clarifying

if this includes pumping from the associatednodeled available groundwater un
that was canpatible with the DFC, vhich wasprovided to planning groups for
consideration.

7. Page 325, Table 36. Please consideproviding additional information onthe
methodology used to determne HueceMesdlla Aquifer availability by, for example,

naming or dting models or reports used todetermine aquifer availability. This caild be

similar to the methodology information presented in item 14 ofthe 2018 Regon
E Technical Memorandum.

8. Section 5.2.7, page-41. Please consider iduding discussion of the unmet mining
needs in the final plan

9. Page 5A4 states that the Stdy Butte Terlingua Water System is not awofficial WUG
for regional water planning purposes, sothat demand projectins were not
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developed for them by TWDB. Please consideadding clarification that Sudy Butte
Terlingua Water System iplanned for, and &@mand projections accountedfor

under the Brewster County-Other WUG

10.Page 5A9 statesthat reuseis cansidered a corservation strategy by the TWDB.
While the TWDB acknavledgesthat the municipal conservation bestpractices gude

includesreuse, forregional water planning purposesreuse isconsidered its own
water source and $ould not be clasified as @nservation (with the exception of
onsite mining recycling). Please consider clanfing this statement in the final,

adopted regionalwater plan. [Contract ExhibitC Section 5.6]
11.Chapter 5, pages 549 to 5A-20, WMSE-24. The plan recommens Public

ConservationEducation as a caservation strategy with a capital cost butdoesnot
provide detail onwhat would be included insuch a cost. Please coider specifying
the capitalized coss for this drategy.

12.Chapter 5. In the electronic veron ofthe plan, Section headings Subchapter 5.5
appear to relate to Subchapter 5.3. Please rew the sectionnumbering in
Subchapter 5.5 and revise @anecessary taorrespond with the appropriate
subchapter.

13.Page 522. Please consider iduding that all ertities with 3,300 or more connections
and/or a financial obligation with TWDBgreater than $500000 are alsorequired to
submit water conservation plans.

14.Chapter 7. Please consider itading all of the potential emergency interconnects
noted in Table 72 in the list of potential emergency interconnects in Table 73, if
appropriate.

15.Table of Contents. The sedn title for Section5.2 in the table of contents has a po.
Please consider caecting EVAULATIONo EVALUATION in the final plan.

16. Table of Contents. The table of contés appeasto contain inconsistent references
for the contents of Sectdbn 5.2 inthe draft plan. Please review and revise as
necessary in the final plan.

17.The GIS filesubmitted for WMSprojects do not adhere to the contractudly
required naming convenfon. Please rename th&IS files éllowing the naming

convention outlined in Contract Exhibit D, Section 2.4.5 irthe final GIS files
submitted. [Contract Exhbit D, Section 2.4.5]

18.The GIS filesubmitted for WMSprojects do not include allof the required attribute
fields listed in Table 1 ofContract Exhibit D, Setion 2.4.5. Please inclde the
following attribute fields in all submitted WMSproject GIS data withthe final GIS
files submitted: Spansor, Name, Location Deséption, Project Corponents, and
Datum.[Contract Exhibit D, Section 2.4.5]
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RESPONSE TO TWDB COMMENTS

LEVEL 1.

la. The following &n strategies listed in the IPP have been changed to a starting decade of 2030
(See response 1b below).

= =4 -8 -4 8 8 _9a -2 9

E ]

City of Alpinei Modification of wastewater treatment facility

City of AlpineT Irrigation and recharge application of captured rainwater
Lower Valey Water Districti Surface water treatment plant-

Lower Valley Water District Groundwater from proposed wellfield

Lower Valley Water District Groundwater from proposed wellfield

Lower Valley Water District Wastewater treatment facility and ASR

El Paso County Irrigation (EPCWID#1)Riverside regulating reservoir
Hudspeth County Other (Dell City)Brackish groundater desal facility
Hudspeth County Other (Sierra BlantdReplace water line from Van Horn
Fort Davis WSQ Transmission line conaéng to Fort Davis Estates

1b.The remaining strategies listed as starting in the 2020 decade could feasibly be inrgglement
by January 5, 2023.

1

1

E]

E]

All conservation strategies can be implemented immediately at the discretion and need
of the WUG.

All water loss audit and maitine repairs can be implemented in a very short time at
the discretion of the WUG.

Groundwater well projets can be implemented within approximately one year at the
discretion of the WUG.

Town of Anthony arsenic treatment and groundwetelt are already partially funded
and preengineering work is expected to commence soon.

El PasdaWater Bustamant&/WTP hascommenced prengineering work.

Horizon Regional MUD is currently updating their facilities to meet anticipated
demand growth.

All purchase water from EPW involves ongoing contracts with no interruption.

El PasdCounty Irrigationi EPCWID#1 new WestwayZriver diversion point is in
design and construction expected soon.

1c. The only unmet need resulting from the above strategy starting decades being moved to 2030
occurs with El Paso County Irrigation (EPCWID#1). The irrigation district experiences a
shotage (unmet need) because of very little water passing down the&ideésduring a
drought of record. Even if the RiversiBegulatingReservoir strategyere left in place in
2020, the District would still experience a shortage.

1d. The Far West TexasdAning Group acknowledges that they will be expected to rely on its
next planning cycle budget for any required Plan amendments.

2. Definition of Major Water Providein Ch 1 Sec 1.3.4 is revised.

3.Ch 2 Table 23 header is revised to Major Water ¥Adter.
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4.Ch 2 Table 5 is revised to reflect correct demand Tarrell CountyOther and for the Region
Total.

5.Ch 3 Table 2 Culberson Irrigation use from the Capitan Reef Aquifer is revised to show zero
availability from 2040 to 2070 otal regionasupply also revised for 2040 through 2070
decades.

6.Ch 3 Table3-3 is revised to show correct direct reuse and Hidesilla Aquifer supplies for
El Paso Water. Also, corrected incorrect Rio Grande Alluvium Aquifer supply for El Paso
County WID#1.

7.Heading in Ch 3 Table-3 is revised to show Major Water Provider.

8. Methodology for calculating Reuse supply availability is provided in Ch 3 Seél3al.Reuse
supplies reported for the City of Alpine, Brewster County have been revised in Tdbéed 3
3-2.

9. TWDB GAM Report (GAM Run 1830 MAG) for Groundwater Mamggement Area 4 (Feb.
2018) page 32 does not list an availability from the Wild Horse, Michigan, and Lobo segments
of the West Texas Bolsons Aquifer in Jeff Davis County. To avoid the confubiese
segments are eliminated from the West Texas Bolsonraguters in Jeff Davis County in Ch
3 Tables 3-1 and 32. The remaining Green River Valley and Ryan Flat segments of the West
Texas Bolsons Aquifer are correct.

10.Rio Grande WAM descripterinformation provided in second paragraph of Ch 3 Sec 3.1.

11. A secondary water needs analysis by Major Water Providegagy of use is presented in Ch
4 Table 46. A similar analysis by Water User Group category of use is presentedtin Ch
Table 44.

12. A secondary water needs analysis is provided for Major Water Providers in Ch 4 Fable 4
13.El Paso County Steam Etec Power secondary needs is added to Ch 4 TaBle 4

14.Database has been updated to reflect strategies listed in Talffer&ommended ané
alternate). Ch 5 Sec 5.2.6 has also been updated tonshe®PW alternate strategies and one
Terrell Couny mining alternate strategy

15. Lower Valley Water District Strategy-£5 iseliminated,and line deleted from Tables% 5

3, and5-4.

16.St at ement of AThe project supply is consider ¢
conditionso is r-emo%$edafegym Bamatangdgychanged t
rechargappl i cati on of captured r airomadtoeelin runof f o

Table 52. Text is revised to indicate that the project is not primarily intended to reduce
flooding, but rather to capture beneficial supply and encourage recharge. Calculations are
shown that the three catchment basins with a totalcdré@ acre will capture rainfall at a rate
of 12 inches a year under drought conditions, which will generate approximately #8eicre
of supply per year. Unit cost is shown in Tabld.5

17.Ch 5 Strategy 24 is revised to describe that the 5,000 dee¢pere ar i s fAaddi ti on:
supply as a result of delivery efficiencies.
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18 EPCWID#1 has already purchased this property. Stratelfy/ig revised to state this
purchase.

19. Strategy E53 for the City ofSierra Blancas revised to describenty allowable infrastructure
components and DB22 is corrected to show proper source.

20. A general location of the central part of the county is added to Straté§g&scription

21. Strategies 24, 27, 49, 57 and 64 have beemeélated. Capital coster these privately
owned and operated WUGSs are beyond the scope of this planning process. Unmet needs
resulting from the elimination of these strategies will be discussed in Ch 5 Sec 5.2.8.

22.Discussion in Strategies Eand E17is revised to describenly allowable infrastructure
components

23. Strategy EB for the City of Anthony has been revised to not describeafiowable
infrastructure components.

24.Lower Valley Water District Strategy-B5 iseliminated,and line deleted from Tables% 5
3, and 54.

25. A statement describing the selecting recommended strategidddad to Ch 5 Sec 5.2.5.

26. A statement explaining why seawater desalination waselected as a strategy is added to
Ch 5 Sec5.2.5.

27.A discussion pertaining to direct smustrategies addedn Ch 5 Section 5.5.5.

28.EPCWID#1 Riverside Regulating Reservoir strategy estimates new supplyolnaisedeased
delivery efficiency in the canal delivery system after diversion from the river, and therefore,
environmental flow onsideration is not required for this evaluatidnded laaguageto the
strategy text for clarity.

29. A statement explain how thingarty social and economic impacts of moving water from rural
and agricultural areas is provided in Ch 5 Sec 5.2.5.

30.Management Supply Factors for Major Water Proviteeslded to Ch 5 Sec 5.2.1.

31.Text revisions are made to list the appropriate decade for stratetjjdsE E13 and E14.
Also, the starting decade for several other strategies have been chand@l (ge2desponse
la).

32.Response in progress
33. A description of capital cost eligible elements are included in Ch 5 Sec 5.2.1.
34.Unit costs for Strategy-53 Sierra Blanca are confirmed.

35.The Vinton Hills strategies have been revised to représehtVH Estates and VH
Subdivision. Supply andost have been split appropriately between the entities in DB22 such
that no unmet needs will appear.

36. Additional entities with water supply needs (as shown in Taldleate provided in Ch 5 Sec
5.28.
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37.Ch 5 Se 5.2.8 is revised to discuss unmeti@raneeds that match DB22.
38. A discussion on unmet water needs is added to the first page and paragraph of Ch 6.

39. A statement explain how thigarty social and economic impacts of moving water froralru
and agricultural areas is provided in thstfipage of Ch 6.

40.Impacts to key parameters of water quality are discussed in the last paragraph of Ch 6 Sec 6.1.

41.Chapter 7 Section 7.3 and Tabl2 are revised to describe existing emergency
intercanections.

42.Entities evaluated for emergen@sponse with 180 days or less of remaining supply is stated
in the second paragraph of Ctsection 7.4.

43.Model drought contingency plans are included in Appendix 7A.

44.Triggers and responses are in@dddn the Municipal and Wholesale model drought
contingency plans, but not for the Irrigation DCP.

45. A discussion on recently implemented drought contingency measures is provided in the fifth
paragraph of Ch 7 Sec 7.2.

46.A statement is added to CHsS&c 8.4 that all recommended ecologically unique stream
segments have been designated by the Texas Legisgtatept the Alamito Creek (Texas
Pecos Land Trust) and Terlingua Creek (Big Bend National Park)

47.Further exphnation of the status of the Al#mand Terlingua segments is provided in Ch 8
Sec 8.4No new segments are being recommended.

48.Compliance with the Texas Public Information Act is added to Ch 10 Sec 10.3.
49.The 2016 strategy implementation survesutes are provided in Ch 11 Tallé-1.
50.2021 Groundwater, Reuse, and Total Source Supply are corrected in Ch 11 Table 11

51.Existing supplies in 2021 Plan for Brewster and El Paso Counties and Total Regional supply
is corrected in Ch 11 Table Bl

52.Ch 11 Table 1B is correctd.
53.Ch 5 Sec 5.2.6 and Ch 11 Sec 11.2.6 are revised with correatapiial cost.

54. A comparison of recommended and alternate water managementyspnatiegtsin the 2016
and 2021 Plans are compared in Ch 111¥9e27 and in Tables 111 and 1112,

55. A listing of all TWDB data tables are now provided on the ES Appendix cover page.
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LEVEL 2:

1. The reference to the 2016 Plan was a mistaken carryover from the previous Plan. The sentence
is omitted from this Rn.

2. The FWTWPG choses to retdime existing Ch 1 Table-2 as iscurrently displayedbut
corrected theable title and thearagraph above to qualify the entries in the table as those with
more than a 10 percent loss. No entities reported tharea 10 percent loss in 2017.

3.Ch 2 Tdle 23 - Percentage relabeled as (% of total demand).
4.Ch 5 Page 281 Total percent of water used for irrigation revised to 65 percent.
5. Date revised to 2017 for Balmorhea Aquifer use in Ch 3 Table 3

6. Methodology explanation revised for Edwathinity (Plateau) and Rustler Aquifers in Ch 3
Table 36.

7. Reference for HueeMesilla Aquifer availability is added to Ch 3 Tablé3
8. Unmet mining needs are listed in Ch 5 Sec 5.2.7.

9. Statement for Sdy Butte Terlingua Water System is correctedstate that demand is
accounted for under Brewst€ounty-Other in Ch 5 Sec 5A.2 StrategyE-3.

10.EPWG6s reuse program HsStrategyd@Edf i ned in Ch 5 Sec

11. Strategy E24 LVWD PublicConservation education capital cost has been revisgéeé iRlan
and the Database to $0.

12.Heading number has been revised from 5.5 to 5.3.

13.The suggested language is added to the last paragraph of Ch 5 Sec 5.3.1.
14.Ch 7 Table 73 is updated.

15. The spelling of Evaluation has been corredteithe Tabé of Contents Seg.2.
16. Contents have been updated in the Table of Contents Sec 5.2.

17.GIST Response in progress

18.GIST Response in progress
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APPENDIX 10-C
TPWD COMMENTS AND RESPONSES
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June 15, 2020

Mr. Jesus “Chuy” Reyes, Chairman
Far West Texas Water Planning Group (Region E) 8037 Lockheed, Suite 100
El Paso, TX 79925

Re: 2021 Far West Texas Region E Initially Prepared Plan
Dear Mr. Reyes:

The Texas Parks and Wildlife Department (TPWD) has reviewed the 2021 Initially
Prepared Regional Water Plan (IPP) for the Far West Texas Region E Water Planning
Area and appreciates this opportunity to provide comments. Thank you for the Region’s
responsiveness to TPWD’s comments in previous planning cycles. Water impacts every
aspect of TPWD’s mission to manage and conserve the natural and cultural resources of
Texas. Although TPWD has limited regulatory authority over the use of state waters, we
are the agency charged with primary responsibility for protecting the state’s fish and
wildlife resources. To that end, TPWD offers these comments intended to help avoid or
minimize impacts to state fish and wildlife resources.

TPWD understands that regional water planning groups are guided by 31 TAC §357
when preparing regional water plans. These water planning rules spell out requirements
related to natural resource and environmental protection. Accordingly, TPWD staff
reviewed the IPP with a focus on the following questions:

® Does the IPP include a quantitative reporting of environmental factors including the
effects on environmental water needs and habitat? -

e Does the IPP include a description of natural resources and threats to natural

resources due to water quantity or quality problems?

Does the IPP discuss how these threats will be addressed?

Does the IPP describe how it is consistent with long-term protection of natural

resources?

Does the IPP include water conservation as a water management strategy?

Does the IPP include Drought Contingency Plans?

Does the IPP recommend any stream segments be nominated as ecologically unique?

Does the IPP address concerns raised by TPWD in connection with the 2016 Water

Plan?

TPWD wholeheartedly agrees with statements pointing out the Region’s economic health
and quality of life are dependent upon sustainable water supply that is equitably managed
as well as the recognition of the importance of protecting the environment and natural
resources as necessary to supporting tourism in the region. Relative to the 2016 Region E
Regional Water Plan, the 2021 IPP anticipates a nearly 20 percent decrease in future
water needs by 2070, despite a projected population increase of 597,403 citizens over the
same time period. Sixty-five percent of water use in the Region is by the agricultural
sector in support of irrigation. Thirty percent is used by municipalities and the remaining

To manage and conserve the natural and cultural resources of Texas and to provide hunting, fishing
and cutdoor recreation opportunities for the use and enjoyment of present and future generations.
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