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Leon, Lake Brazos 1954 5,938 27,290

Lewis Creek Reservoir San Jacinto 1969 0 16,400

Lewisville Lake Trinity 1955 7,918 640,986

Limestone, Lake Brazos 1978 65,074 225,400

Livingston, Lake Trinity 1969 1,344,000 1,750,000

Loma Alta Lake Nueces-Rio Grande 1963 Storage 26,500

Lost Creek Reservoir Trinity 1991 1,597 11,961

Lyndon B. Johnson, Lake Colorado 1951 138,500

Mackenzie Reservoir Red 1974 0 46,545

Marble Falls, Lake Colorado 1951 8,760

Martin Lake Sabine 1974 25,000 77,619

McQueeney, Lake Guadalupe 1928 Hydropower 5,000

Medina Lake San Antonio 1913 0 254,000

Meredith, Lake Canadian 1965 69,750 864,400

Mexia, Lake Brazos 1961 1,320 10,000

Millers Creek Reservoir Brazos 1974 50 33,000

Mineral Wells, Lake Brazos 1920 2,508 6,760

Mitchell County Reservoir Colorado 1991 27,266

Monticello Reservoir Cypress 1973 2,439 40,100

Mountain Creek Lake Trinity 1936 6,400 22,840

Mud Lake No. 4 Colorado-Lavaca 1974 0 11,048

Murvaul, Lake Sabine 1958 21,792 45,815

Mustang Lake East/Mustang Lake West San Jacinto-Brazos 1969 0 6,451

Nacogdoches, Lake Neches 1977 17,067 41,140

Nasworthy, Lake Colorado 1930 0 12,390

Navarro Mills Lake Trinity 1963 19,342 63,000

New Terrell City Lake Trinity 1955 2,283 8,712

North Fork Buffalo Creek Reservoir Red 1964 840 15,400

North Lake Trinity 1957 0 17,000

O. C. Fisher Lake Colorado 1951 0 119,200

O. H. Ivie Reservoir Colorado 1989 85,150 554,340

O' the Pines, Lake Cypress 1958 174,960 274,443

Oak Creek Reservoir Colorado 1952 5 39,360

Olney, Lake / Cooper, Lake Red 1935 960 6,650

Palestine, Lake Neches 1971 207,458 411,840

Palo Duro Reservoir Canadian 1991 3,958 61,239

Palo Pinto, Lake Brazos 1964 9,658 44,100

Pat Cleburne, Lake Brazos 1964 5,075 25,560

Pat Mayse Lake Red 1967 59,670 124,500

Pauline, Lake Red 1905 1,200 7,000

Peacock Site 1A Tailings Reservoir Cypress 1983 11,248

Pinkston Reservoir Neches 1977 3,800 7,380

Possum Kingdom Lake Brazos 1941 230,750 724,739

Proctor Lake Brazos 1963 19,467 59,400

Randell Lake Red 1909 1,400 5,400

Ray Hubbard, Lake Trinity 1969 57,427 490,000

Ray Roberts, Lake Trinity 1987 211,364 796,875

Red Bluff Reservoir Rio Grande 1936 41,725 310,000

Reservoir Name River Basin Year of Completion

Year 2010 Firm Yield 
(acre-feet) from 2011 
Regional Water Plans

Original Conservation 
Pool Capacity 

(acre-feet)

System Operation

System Operation

System Operation

System Operation
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Red Draw Reservoir Colorado 1985 System Operation

System Operation

System Operation

System Operation

System Operation

8,538

Richland-Chambers Reservoir Trinity 1987 223,872 1,181,866

River Crest Lake Sulphur 1953 8,624 7,000

Sam Rayburn Reservoir Neches 1965 820,000 2,898,500

Santa Rosa Lake Red 1929 3,075 11,570

Sheldon Reservoir San Jacinto 1943 0 5,420

Smithers Lake Brazos 1957 34,300 18,700

Somerville Lake Brazos 1967 42,120 160,100

South Texas Project Reservoir Colorado 1981 0 202,600

Squaw Creek Reservoir Brazos 1977 9,238 151,008

Stamford, Lake Brazos 1953 5,667 57,632

Stillhouse Hollow Lake Brazos 1968 66,205 235,700

Striker, Lake Neches 1957 20,183 29,000

Sulphur Springs Draw Storage Reservoir Colorado 1993 0 7,997

Sulphur Springs, Lake Sulphur 1973 9,800 14,160

Sweetwater, Lake Brazos 1930 1,051 11,900

Tawakoni, Lake Sabine 1960 229,807 936,200

Texana, Lake Lavaca 1981 74,500 165,918

Texoma, Lake Red 1944 314,850 3,132,000

Toledo Bend Reservoir Sabine 1969 750,000 4,477,000

Tradinghouse Creek Reservoir Brazos 1968 4,958 37,800

Travis, Lake Colorado 1942 1,170,752

Trinidad Lake Trinity 1925 3,050 7,450

Twin Buttes Reservoir Colorado 1963 0 186,200

Twin Oak Reservoir Brazos 1982 2,892 30,319

Tyler, Lake Neches 1967 30,925 80,900

Upper Nueces Lake Nueces 1948 0 7,590

Valley Acres Reservoir Nueces-Rio Grande 1947 0 7,840

Valley Lake Red 1961 0 16,400

Victor Braunig Lake San Antonio 1962 12,000 26,500

Waco, Lake Brazos 1965 79,098 152,500

Wallisville Lake Trinity 1999 58,000

Walter E Long, Lake Colorado 1967 0 33,940

Waxahachie, Lake Trinity 1956 2,905 13,500

Weatherford, Lake Trinity 1957 2,967 21,233

Welsh Reservoir Cypress 1975 4,476 23,587

White River Lake Brazos 1963 2,431 38,650

White Rock Lake Trinity 1911 3,500 10,740

Whitney, Lake Brazos 1951 18,336 627,100

Wichita, Lake Red 1901 14,000

William Harris Reservoir Brazos 1947 0 10,200

Winters, Lake / New Winters, Lake Colorado 1983 0 8,374

Worth, Lake Trinity 1914 37,066

Wright Patman Lake Sulphur 1954 363,000 145,300

Reservoir Name River Basin Year of Completion

Year 2010 Firm Yield 
(acre-feet) from 2011 
Regional Water Plans

Original Conservation 
Pool Capacity 

(acre-feet)
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Major Reservoirs with no water supply function
Addicks Reservoir San Jacinto 1948 No water supply function

No water supply function

No water supply function

No water supply function

No water supply function

No water supply function

No water supply function

No water supply function

No water supply function

No water supply function

No water supply function

No water supply function

No water supply function

No water supply function

No water supply function

No water supply function

No water supply function

No water supply function

No water supply function

No water supply function

No water supply function

No water supply function

No water supply function

200,840

Alders Reservoir Trinity 1950s 7,064

Barker Reservoir San Jacinto 1945 207,000

Barney M. Davis Reservoir Nueces-Rio Grande 1973 6,600

Bivins Lake Red 1927 5,122

Buffalo Lake Red 1938 18,150

Camp Creek Lake Brazos 1949 8,550

Coffee Mill Lake Red 1938 8,000

Hawkins, Lake Sabine 1962 11,890

Holbrook, Lake Sabine 1962 7,990

J. D. Murphree Wildlife Impoundment Neches-Trinity 1964 13,500

Kiowa, Lake Trinity 1970 7,000

Lower Running Water Draw WS SCS Site 2 Dam Brazos 1977 5,429

Lower Running Water Draw WS SCS Site 3 Dam Brazos 1982 8,213

Naconiche, Lake Neches 2005 15,031

Natural Dam Lake Colorado 1989 54,560

Quitman, Lake Sabine 1962 7,440

Rita Blanca, Lake Canadian 1939 12,100

San Esteban Lake Rio Grande 1911 18,770

Tailing Ponds San Antonio-Nueces 1971 6,400

Tailing Ponds No. 2 San Antonio-Nueces 1971 6,400

Truscott Brine Lake Red 1983 111,147

Winnsboro, Lake Sabine 1962 8,100

9,367,813 42,900,519

Hydropower: Used to generate hydropower.
Cooling: Used as cooling pond for power plants.
Storage: Used as a water storage facility only.
Pass-through: Temporary storage facility only.
System Operation: Reservoir operated in system operation mode with several reservoirs contributing to one yield number.
(Note: When quanti�ed separately, the sum of individual yields will not equal a system yield.)

Note: The capacity numbers for Amistad, Falcon, Toledo Bend, and Texoma are for total capacity, not Texas' share;
yields are �rm as reported by the regional water planning groups and are for the Texas share only.

Reservoir Name River Basin Year of Completion

Year 2010 Firm Yield 
(acre-feet) from 2011 
Regional Water Plans

Original Conservation 
Pool Capacity 

(acre-feet)
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AGRICULTURE 
(EIGHT REGIONS: A, B, E, H, J, K, L, AND P)

WATER DATA - FIVE REGIONS: A, B, E, J, AND L
•	 Develop irrigation demand numbers on a 
regional basis -  A

•	 Provide funding for agricultural water use data 
collection -  B

•	 Improve accuracy of TWDB historical irrigation 
pumpage reports -  E

•	 Develop more accurate means of estimating 
actual irrigation use -  J

•	 Continue supporting evaluations of exotic animal 
water use to improve demand estimates -  J

•	 Improve accuracy of water use and demand 
information for irrigation and livestock -  L

CONSERVATION - FIVE REGIONS: A, H, K, L, AND P
•	 Create a water conservation reserve program to 
convert irrigated acreage to dry land -  A

•	 Encourage the federal government to continue 
to support Conservation Reserve Program 
participation -  A

•	 Provide funding to expand the High Plains 
Potential Evapotranspiration network into a 
statewide network -  A

•	 Fund grants or subsidies to stimulate irrigation 
conservation practices -  H 

•	 Increase funding for TWDB agricultural water 
conservation programs -  H, L

•	 Collaborate with the Natural Resources 
Conservation Service state conservationist in 
identifying projects to fund -  K

•	 Support adequate funding of the Environmental 
Quality Incentives Program and its water 
conservation efforts -  K

•	 Support funding of the Natural Resources 
Conservation Service -  K, P

•	 Leverage federal agricultural conservation grants 
by providing local matching share -  P

•	 Continue supporting state and federal 
programs that improve irrigation efficiency and 
agricultural water conservation -  P

•	 Support adequate funding of State Soil and 
Water Conservation Board and local soil and 
conservation districts -  P

OTHER - THREE REGIONS: K, L, AND P
•	 Develop water polices that enable agriculture and 
rural Texas to achieve parity with other users -  K

•	 Provide additional funding to the Irrigation 
Technology Center at Texas A&M University -  L

•	 Protect groundwater sources for agricultural 
production -  P

CONJUNCTIVE USE
FOUR REGIONS: F, G, L, AND N
•	 Expand definition of conjunctive use -  F
•	 Encourage conceptual modeling for conjunctive 
use projects -  G

•	 Include conjunctive use projects as management 
strategies -  G

•	 Develop incentives for conjunctive use projects -  L
•	 Develop policy to manage all water resources on 
conjunctive use basis -  N

CONSERVATION
FIFTEEN REGIONS: A, B, C, D, F, G, H, 
I, J, K, L, M, N, O, AND P

REUSE - NINE REGIONS: A, C, F, G, H, I, K, L, AND N 
•	 Encourage Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality to evaluate rules governing reuse of 
wastewater and quantify incentives for its use -  A

•	 Recommend reducing legal obstacles to indirect 
reuse of treated wastewater -  C

•	 Recommend Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality clearly define permitting process for large-
scale reuse projects -  C
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•	 Encourage legislation for safe and economical 
water reuse - F

•	 Work with federal agencies/representatives to 
develop safe procedures for disposing of reject 
water - F

•	 Encourage municipalities to manage return 
flows through direct and indirect reuse - G

•	 Encourage river authorities to manage return 
flows not under others’ jurisdictions - G

•	 Clarify Texas Pollutant Discharge Elimination 
System after Elimination rules for wastewater 
permitting to eliminate double-counting of waste 
loads - H

•	 Advocate statewide reuse - H
•	 Resolve permitting issues for indirect reuse, 
including clarifying Texas Water Code Sections 
11.042 and 11.046 -  H, I

•	 Encourage Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality to continue thorough review of indirect 
reuse applications, including environmental and 
water rights concerns - K

•	 Fund reuse technologies - L
•	 Promote water reuse and return flows wherever 
practical, after evaluating environmental needs - N

CONSERVATION FUNDING - FOUR REGIONS:  
F, H, K, AND O
•	 Fund grants or low-interest loans as incentives to 
use conservation technologies - F

•	 Leverage federal conservation grants by 
providing matching funds - H

•	 Continue and expand TWDB funding for retail 
utility water loss projects - K

•	 Fund conservation incentives for all user groups - O

WATER CONSERVATION ADVISORY COUNCIL - FOUR 
REGIONS: A, C, K, AND L
•	 Adopt definitions and methodology for 
gallons per capita per day proposed by Water 
Conservation Advisory Council - A, K

•	 Maintain the functionality and viability of the 
Water Conservation Advisory Council - A

•	 Fund activities of the Water Conservation 
Advisory Council and a statewide awareness 
campaign - C, L

WATER CONSERVATION IMPLEMENTATION TASK 
FORCE - FOUR REGIONS: C, F, L, AND O 
•	 Follow the Water Conservation Implementation 
Task Force recommendation to institute 
voluntary, rather than mandatory, per capita 
water use goals - C, F

•	 Fund and implement programs recommended 
by the Water Conservation Implementation Task 
Force - L

•	 Update the 2004 Best Management Practices 
Guide - O

VOLUNTARY CONSERVATION - FOUR REGIONS: 
B, D, F, AND O
•	 Allow regions to establish voluntary water 
conservation goals - B, D

•	 Encourage conservation through technical 
assistance rather than mandatory goals - F

•	 Support landowner’s voluntary protection of 
springs and seeps - O

WATER PROVIDERS - FIVE REGIONS: D, F, G, K, AND M
•	 Train water utilities to reduce water losses and 
improve their accountability - D, M

•	 Encourage retail water providers to use inclining 
block rate structure - F, G

•	 Support required use of conservation 
coordinator by all public water suppliers - K

•	 Encourage Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality to amend 30 Texas Administrative 
Code Chapter 288 to require designated water 
conservation coordinators - K

CONSERVATION MANAGEMENT - FIVE REGIONS: 
J, K, L, M, AND N 
•	 Develop conservation-oriented management 
plans for areas particularly susceptible to 
drought - J
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•	 Encourage legislation to allow water providers 
to have dedicated funding for longer term water 
conservation - K

•	 Encourage legislation to allow property owners’ 
associations to adopt restrictive covenants 
consistent with their water providers drought 
and conservation recommendations - K

•	 Encourage water users to develop and 
implement conservation plans that meet or 
exceed legal requirements - L, M

•	 Encourage municipal providers to develop and 
implement drought contingency plans that meet 
or exceed legal requirements - L, M

•	 Encourage legislation to support conservation 
strategies that manage water supplies more 
efficiently - N

OTHER - TEN REGIONS: A, B, D, F, H, J, K, L, M, AND O
•	 Evaluate policy barriers to using playa lakes for 
conservation purposes - A

•	 Base calculation of gallons per capita per day on 
residential water use only - B

•	 Recommend the legislature standardize the 
measurement of gallons per capita per day - D

•	 Systems with use greater than 140 gallons per 
capita per day should perform water audits - D

•	 Recommends legislature continue to address and 
improve water conservation in the state - H

•	 Require conservation on all state-owned lands - J
•	 Encourage conservation partnerships between 
water groups - K

•	 Recommend consideration of drought 
management as an interim strategy to meet near-
term needs - L

•	 Recommend the state more actively monitor 
compliance with conservation and drought 	
plans - M

•	 Recommend conservation and drought plans be 
consistent with the regional water plan - M

•	 Regional water planning groups should have a 
more active role in evaluating conservation and 
drought plans - M

•	 Develop a tiered recognition program for 
conservation achievements - O

•	 Control aquatic vegetation as water conservation 
practice - O

DATA COLLECTION AND RESEARCH
FOURTEEN REGIONS: A, B, D, E, F, H, I, J, 
K, L, M, N, O, AND P

GROUNDWATER AND SURFACE WATER  
AVAILABILITY MODELING - NINE REGIONS:  
A, D, E, F, H, J, K, M, AND N
•	 Fund updates of water availability models - A, 
M, N

•	 Continue funding ground-water availability 
models - D, E, H, J, K, M, N

•	 Continue water availability modeling for minor 
Panhandle aquifers - A

•	 Recommend agencies coordinate with one 
another and planning groups in developing 
water availability and groundwater availability 
models - A

•	 Fund improvements to groundwater modeling 
and research in West Texas - E

•	 Request data from water agencies in Mexico 
to extend the Presidio Bolson groundwater 
availability model - E

•	 Allow more flexibility in the use of water 
availability models in the planning process - F

•	 Revise Hill Country Trinity Aquifer ground-
water availability model - J 

•	 Fund feasibility study linking groundwater and 
surface water in next generation of groundwater 
and water availability models - J, K

•	 Encourage public and private sector technical 
review of groundwater and water availability 
models - K

•	 Update the Central Gulf Coast Aquifer 
groundwater availability model - N

APPENDIX D: REGIONAL WATER PLANNING GROUP POLICY RECOMMENDATIONS
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GROUNDWATER STUDIES - EIGHT REGIONS: E, F, J, K, 
L, N, O, AND P
•	 Finish study of Presidio Bolson Aquifer - E
•	 Study and characterize limestone formation in 
southern Brewster County - E

•	 Collect groundwater data to carry out Senate Bill 
1 and Joint Planning for Groundwater - F

•	 Continue funding monitoring studies - J
•	 Study and characterize the Edwards-Trinity 
(Plateau) Aquifer and associated aquifers - J

•	 Provide groundwater conservation districts with 
technical assistance in gathering aquifer data - J

•	 Study the Frio River alluvium - J
•	 Study surface water/groundwater interaction 
in the upper Guadalupe River for springflow 
analysis -  J

•	 Complete study of Trinity Aquifer use in Hays 
County and use results in next regional water 
plan -  K

•	 Encourage legislation requiring economic and 
environmental studies for any groundwater 
project - L

•	 Encourage Railroad Commission of Texas to 
provide better information for identifying 
aquifer characteristics  - N

•	 Provide additional funds to expand 
groundwater data program - N

•	 Encourage TWDB, Texas Commission 
on Environmental Quality, and Railroad 
Commission of Texas to expand and intensify 
ground-water data gathering and disseminating 
- N

•	 Fund computer models that quantify 
groundwater resources in each aquifer and 
project future availability based on historical net 
changes - O

•	 Continue monitoring static water levels and 
groundwater pumpage - P

APPENDIX D: REGIONAL WATER PLANNING GROUP POLICY RECOMMENDATIONS

ENVIRONMENTAL STUDIES - FOUR REGIONS:  
D, F, H, AND L
•	 Study mitigation effects as early as possible in 
reservoir planning - D

•	 Fund studies to identify and quantify 
environmental values to be protected and 
stream flows necessary to maintain priority 
environmental values - F

•	 Involve local groups in studies that evaluate 
streamflow issues - F

•	 Increase funding for research to determine 
freshwater inflow needs - H

•	 Complete the Texas Instream Flow Program - L
•	 Fund and improve freshwater inflow studies for 
bays and estuaries - L

•	 Examine applicability of report by Study 
Commission on Water for Environmental 	
Flows - L

•	 Perform studies to evaluate effects of water 
management strategies on basin ecosystems - L

AQUIFER RECHARGE - FIVE REGIONS: A, B, J, L, AND O
•	 Consider the minimal recharge rate in 
assessments of the Ogallala Aquifer - A

•	 Study means to improve groundwater recharge - A
•	 Study the applicability of aquifer recharge 
programs and their impact to surface water 
rights - B

•	 Study quantity of increased groundwater from 
enhanced recharge structures - B

•	 Study aquifer recharge with harvested 
rainwater - J

•	 Fund research on Edwards (Balcones Fault Zone) 
Aquifer recharge and recirculation systems water 
management strategy - L

•	 Identify and quantify recharge mechanisms for 
Ogallala Aquifer - O

•	 Study and describe impact of playas on 	
recharge - O
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AGRICULTURE/RURAL - FIVE REGIONS: E, H, J, L, AND O
•	 Establish an integrated Rio Grande data 
management system to better manage irrigation 
releases and flood control  - E

•	 Provide real time monitoring on the Rio Grande 
Project delivery system via information systems 
analysis and hydrologic operations modeling - E

•	 Fund research on more efficient irrigation 
practices - H

•	 Increase funding to research drought-resistant 
crop species - H, O

•	 Encourage riparian landowners to implement 
land stewardship practices  - J

•	 Study impact of transient populations on rural 
water demand - J

•	 Undertake economic studies of water 
management strategies that meet irrigation 
needs - L

CONSERVATION - FOUR REGIONS: F, H, K, AND O
•	 Continue participating in conservation research 
and demonstration projects - F

•	 Fund research for advanced conservation 
technologies - H

•	 Fund research on developing and implementing 
conservation goals and successful water 
management strategies to update the 2004 Best 
Management Practices Guide  - K

•	 Update the 2004 Best Management Practices 
Guide - O

BRUSH CONTROL - THREE REGIONS: D, J, AND K
•	 Monitor water pollution from Giant Salvinia and 
research and develop best management practices 
for its control - D

•	 Fund multidisciplinary research for defining 
watersheds with greatest potential for increasing 
water yields through brush management; 
quantify costs - J

•	 Fund voluntary brush control studies - K

RIVERS - ONE REGION: E
•	 Study effects of possible rechannelization of Rio 
Grande below Fort Quitman - E

GENERAL - ELEVEN REGIONS: A, B, E, F, I, J, K, L, M, 
N, AND O
•	 Improve monitoring and quantifying of 
small communities, manufacturers, livestock 
operators, and county-other categories - A

•	 Analyze economic effects of implementing water 
management strategies - A

•	 Remove provisions from Open Records Act 
restricting access to water data on private 
property - E

•	 Recommend TWDB meet with regions and 
consultants to discuss data collection and quality 
control - F

•	 Fund study on oral ingestion of radium before 
enforcing maximum containment load - F

•	 Fund improved data for next planning cycle - I
•	 Conduct studies on specific water resource 
issues - J

•	 Fund all levels of data collection and analysis - 
K, L, O

•	 Fund roles of TWDB and Texas Commission on 
Environmental Quality in providing data for 
regional planning - L

•	 Review the Texas Water Code regarding 
transfers of water out of groundwater 
conservation districts and provide sufficient 
revenue for technical studies - L

•	 Evaluate the effect of groundwater withdrawals 
on surface water availability - M

•	 Evaluate true impact and treaty compliance 
factors of aqueduct construction from Falcon 
Reservoir to Matamoros, Mexico - M

•	 Fund and establish regional research centers at 
local universities to focus on Coastal Bend water 
issues - N

•	 Provide funds to establish and maintain 
a regional water resources information 
management system - N

APPENDIX D: REGIONAL WATER PLANNING GROUP POLICY RECOMMENDATIONS
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•	 Recommend TWDB consider local projects when 
developing mining water demand projections, 
specifically the Eagle Ford shale - N

•	 Fund a basic data network that maintains current 
inventory of surface water and groundwater 
resources - O

•	 Develop standardized, comprehensive 
methodologies for characterizing and computing 
per capita water use - O

EDUCATION
NINE REGIONS: D, F, G, J, K, L, M, N, AND O

CONSERVATION EDUCATION - EIGHT REGIONS: D, F, G, 
J, K, L, M, AND O
•	 Fund and implement conservation education 
programs for the public - D, F, J, M

•	 Create and fund a water conservation awareness 
program through TWDB - G, O

•	 Fund the Water IQ public education program - 
K, L

•	 Supports regional coordination and resource 
pooling for uniform conservation messaging - K

•	 Encourage TWDB to assist communities to 
coordinate on conservation education efforts - K

GENERAL EDUCATION - FOUR REGIONS: J, K, L, AND O
•	 Fund education on conservation and about water 
supplies programs for public sector - J, O

•	 Fund education on water management and 
rainwater harvesting programs for private 	
sector - J

•	 Address sustainability through education - K
•	 Fund statewide education program and 
coordinate with Texas Cooperative Extension - L

AQUATIC WEED CONTROL - ONE REGION: D
•	 Develop awareness campaign and provide 
extension and education services to urban and 
industry stakeholders on giant salvinia threat 
and mitigation - D

REGIONAL GROUPS - ONE REGION: N
•	 Make funds available to planning groups and 
groundwater conservation districts to educate 
public on water issues - N

ENVIRONMENT
TWELVE REGIONS: A, B, C, D, E, F, G, H, K, L, O, 
AND P

UNIQUE STREAM SEGMENTS - FIVE REGIONS: A, B, C, 
D, AND L
•	 Clarify intent and uncertainties of unique stream 
segment designation - A, B, C, D, L

•	 Examine ancillary issues regarding unique 
stream segments - C

•	 Establish a working group on unique stream 
segments to review legislative intent, agency 
rules, and impacts of designations - C

INSTREAM FLOWS - THREE REGIONS: F, G, AND K
•	 Protect existing water rights when considering 
instream flows - F

•	 Oppose adaptive management requirements 
concerning instream flows - F

•	 Evaluate return flows to determine impact on 
instream flows - G

•	 Provide direction to protect instream/freshwater 
inflows - K

•	 Monitor and provide adequate funding for 
environmental flows - K

•	 Encourage Colorado and Lavaca Stakeholder 
Group to develop recommendations protective 
of long-term ecological productivity - K

•	 Recommend state evaluate ways to convert 
existing water rights to environmental uses - K

RESERVOIRS - TWO REGIONS: D AND P
•	 Consider environmental and economic impacts 
of reservoir development - D

•	 Recommend entities proposing new reservoirs 
through the planning process include a map of 
proposed mitigation acreage  - D

APPENDIX D: REGIONAL WATER PLANNING GROUP POLICY RECOMMENDATIONS
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•	 Support efforts to mitigate environmental 
impacts of Palmetto Bend Stage II - P

OTHER - SEVEN REGIONS:, E, F, G, H, K, L, AND O
•	 Establish policy to protect aquifers and springs 
to preserve “the rural way of life” - E

•	 Support recognition of the importance of springs 
and spring-fed stream - F

•	 Encourage responsible land management 
practices to protect water sources - G, L

•	 Clarify agency rules on quantitative 
environmental analysis - H

•	 Support planning process structure that 
evaluates environmental needs to determine 
available water supply - K

•	 Evaluate land use and ecosystem health in light 
of sustaining future quality of life - L

•	 Encourage collaboration of scientists, policy 
makers, and agricultural representatives in 
managing threatened species - O

GROUNDWATER
FIFTEEN REGIONS: A, C, D, E, F, G, H, I, J, K, L, 
M, N, O, AND P

GROUNDWATER CONSERVATION DISTRICTS - TWELVE 
REGIONS: A, C, F, G, H, I, J, K, L, M, O, AND P
•	 Manage groundwater resources through local 
groundwater conservation districts - A, F, G, H, 
J, K, M, P

•	 Create or expand groundwater conservation 
districts in areas not currently served - A, F, I, J, 
K, M

•	 Encourage cooperation between groundwater 
conservation districts - C, F 

•	 Recommend TWDB or Texas Commission on 
Environmental Quality oversee groundwater 
districts to standardize regulations - C, F

•	 Support groundwater conservation districts as 
local authority on groundwater issues - G, K

•	 Respect property rights and right to capture 
when adopting rules and regulations - F

•	 Base groundwater supply availability on 
management goals and rules - F

•	 Restrict export from a district until there is a plan 
to ensure adequate supplies are available for the 
district or region - F

•	 Ensure all state lands are subject to groundwater 
district rules and limits - F

•	 Train groundwater conservation districts in use 
of groundwater availability modeling - J

•	 Form groundwater conservation districts 
to administer sound, scientifically based 
groundwater management objectives - J

•	 Advocate that groundwater conservation 
districts consider developing management rules 
for Edwards (Balcones Fault Zone) Aquifer to 
sustain spring flows of upper Guadalupe 	
River - J

•	 Strengthen groundwater conservation districts’ 
abilities to protect groundwater supplies - K

•	 Encourage TWDB to continue assisting 
groundwater districts - K

•	 Support referral of any groundwater district 
reorganization to the local election process - K

•	 Recommends groundwater districts manage 
groundwater as necessary to meet desired 
future conditions rather than  use the Managed 
Available Groundwater as a permitting cap - K

•	 Review Texas Water Code to ensure 
groundwater conservation districts are funded 
and equipped for comprehensive analysis tasks 
- L

•	 Create and operate groundwater conservation 
districts under Texas Water Code, Chapter 36 - O

GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREAS - SIX REGIONS: 
D, E, F, J, K, AND L
•	 Recommend voting representation for areas 
without groundwater districts be based upon the 
areas population, groundwater use, or number 
of aquifers - D 
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•	 Reschedule due dates in the Joint Planning 
process so Managed Available Groundwater data 
can be better integrated into the water plans - E, F

•	 Examine interaction of regional water planning 
and groundwater management areas processes 
to improve the resulting economic impacts - J

•	 Support use of groundwater management 
area-wide average desired future conditions to 
expedite establishment of managed available 
groundwater values - K

•	 Revise Texas Water Code Chapter 36 to 
allow groundwater districts to either manage 
groundwater to achieve the desired future 
condition or use TWDB-provided managed 
available groundwater to restrict permitting - K

•	 Support determinations of Managed Available 
Groundwater based on Desired Future 
Conditions Joint Planning process - L

REGIONAL COLLABORATION - SIX REGIONS: E, F, G, J, 
K, AND  L
•	 Encourage groundwater conservation districts to 
collaborate in planning process - E, F, G, K

•	 Recommend groundwater management councils 
coordinate efforts with planning groups - E

•	 Require state lands to abide by ground-water 
district regulations and submit water withdrawal 
plans to relevant planning group - F

•	 Notify planning groups when significant 
amounts of groundwater are being exported - F

•	 Assess groundwater availability for regional 
plans based on groundwater conservation 
district’s goals and requirements - F

•	 Recommend planning groups J, K, and L 
collaborate on Trinity Aquifer evaluation - J

•	 Recommend TWDB-sponsored workshops for 
regions sharing aquifers - J

•	 Encourage collaboration between regions 
sharing aquifers - L

RULE OF CAPTURE - FIVE REGIONS: F, H, K, O, AND P
•	 Support rule of capture - F, P
•	 Maintain rule of capture in areas not subject to 
defined subsidence or groundwater conservation 
districts - H, K

•	 Support rule of capture as modified by rules 
and regulations of existing ground-water 
conservation districts - K, O

•	 Oppose legal recognition of groundwater 
ownership in place as vested right of surface 
property owner - K

OIL AND GAS - FOUR REGIONS: D, F, M, AND N
•	 Recommend Railroad Commission of Texas 
review and enforce regulations protecting 
aquifers from oil well contamination - D, F 

•	 Levy fines for oil and gas producers who violate 
rules governing aquifer contamination - F

•	 Support the industry-funded program to plug 
abandoned wells - F

•	 Encourage adequate funding for the Railroad 
Commission of Texas to protect water supplies - F

•	 Encourage restoring funding to well-plugging 
account - F 

•	 Appropriate sufficient funds to Railroad 
Commission of Texas for capping abandoned 
wells - M, N

SUSTAINABILITY - THREE REGIONS: G, L, AND P
•	 Advocate adoption of water management 
strategies that do not substantially deplete 
aquifers  - G

•	 Suggest the state continue developing policy that 
protects historical use and future sustainability - G

•	 Support management strategies that achieve 
groundwater sustainability - L

•	 Support sustainable yield of the Gulf Coast 
Aquifer as the limit for water development - P

•	 Recommend sustainable yield as upper limit for all 
groundwater conservation districts in region - P

APPENDIX D: REGIONAL WATER PLANNING GROUP POLICY RECOMMENDATIONS



WATER FOR TEXAS 2012 STATE WATER PLAN
291  

APPENDIX D

STATE AGENCIES - TWO REGIONS: K AND N
•	 Encourage funding of TWDB groundwater 
programs - K

•	 Expand efforts of TWDB, Texas Commission on 
Environmental Quality, and Railroad Commission 
of Texas in managing groundwater - N

OTHER - THREE REGIONS: F, J, AND L
•	 Encourage groundwater legislation that is fair to 
all users - F

•	 Oppose historical use limits in granting water 
rights permits - F

•	 Oppose groundwater fees for wells used 
exclusively for dewatering - F

•	 Encourage state to review groundwater 
resources on state-owned land and determine 
appropriate management - F

•	 Standardize groundwater evaluations statewide - J
•	 Advocate groundwater management based on 
science, equity, and rationality - L

•	 Determine water management strategies for 
Edwards (Balcones Fault Zone) Aquifer during 
drought of record - L

INNOVATIVE STRATEGIES
TWELVE REGIONS: A, B, C, D, E, F, J, K, L, M, 
N, AND O

BRUSH CONTROL - NINE REGIONS: A, B, D, F, J, K, L, 
M, AND O
•	 Provide funding to implement brush control and 
land stewardship - B, O

•	 Encourage funding for new technical resources 
to combat giant salvinia, saltcedar, and aquatic 
weeds - D, M

•	 Request TWDB guidance on including brush 
control projects as source of new surface water - A

•	 Support brush control as funding priority - F
•	 Recommend completing final phase of North 
Concho River brush control program - F

•	 Continue funding Twin Buttes brush control 
project until completed - F

•	 Fund brush control for region’s reservoirs - F
•	 Give priority funding to land conservation and 
management practices, including brush and 
burn management and follow-up grazing - F

•	 Continue cooperating with federal agencies to 
secure brush control funds - F

•	 Fund programs to eradicate nuisance vegetation - J
•	 Fund a long-term, cost-sharing program for 
landowners participating in brush management 
similar to the Natural Resources Conservation 
Service’s Great Plains Conservation Program - J

•	 Encourage funding for saltcedar eradication and 
long-term brush management strategies in Rio 
Grande watershed - J, M

•	 Fund programs to eradicate saltcedar - J, O
•	 Provide pro rata funds to landowners for brush 
control assistance - K

•	 Fund brush management technologies - L

DESALINATION - SIX REGIONS: A, C, F, L, M, AND N
•	 Continue funding salinity control projects in 
Canadian and Red River basins - A

•	 Support research to advance desalination and 
reuse - C

•	 Provide funding to small communities for 
desalination projects - C 

•	 Provide funds for desalination - F, L
•	 Continue funding brackish groundwater projects 
and seawater desalination demonstration 
projects - M

•	 Encourage Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality, TWDB, and Texas Parks and Wildlife 
Department to investigate environmental 
impacts of seawater desalination discharge and 
allow it where no damage will occur - N

•	 Recommend changing regulations governing 
desalination brine to coincide with those 
governing petroleum brine - N
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STORMWATER - ONE REGION: E
•	 Future planning should include stormwater, 
including aquifer recharge and optimization of 
surface water resources - E

WEATHER MODIFICATION - TWO REGIONS: F AND L
•	 Support funding for researching, evaluating, 
creating, and operating weather modification 
programs - F

•	 Fund weather modification technologies - L

AQUIFER RECHARGE - TWO REGIONS: J AND L
•	 Fund recharge structures and provide technical 
assistance - J

•	 Fund small aquifer recharge dams - L

PLAYAS - ONE REGION: O
•	 Create and preserve native grass buffers to 
protect playa basins - O

OTHER - THREE REGIONS: F, J, AND L
•	 Support state/federal funding for 
demineralization, reclamation, and aquifer 
storage and recovery - F

•	 Encourage and fund rainwater harvesting - J, L 
•	 Increase funds for projects demonstrating 
alternative water supply strategies - L

INTERBASIN TRANSFERS 
EIGHT REGIONS: C, D, F, G, H, I, K, AND N

JUNIOR RIGHTS - THREE REGIONS: F, I, AND N
•	 Oppose modifying the junior rights provision 
until basin of origin needs are ensured by 
reviewing water availability models to determine 
there are no detrimental impacts - F

•	 Support legislation to allow junior water rights 
exemptions from contracts reserving sufficient 
supply to meet 125 percent of demand in basin 
of origin - I

•	 Repeal junior rights provision and additional 
application requirements for interbasin 	
transfers - N

BASIN OF ORIGIN - TWO REGIONS: D AND K
•	 Review the definition of “need” in basin of origin 
to ensure that needs are met before transfers are 
permitted - D

•	 Evaluate compensation to basin of origin - D
•	 Protect basins of origin in interbasin transfers - K

OTHER - FOUR REGIONS: C, F, H, AND K
•	 Recommend that unnecessary, 
counterproductive barriers to interbasin transfers 
be removed from Texas Water Code - C, H

•	 Support interbasin transfers as most efficient 
method for meeting state water needs - F

•	 Protect current water rights holders in interbasin 
transfers - F

•	 Verify that interbasin transfers are consistent 
with regional water plans - K

•	 Complete the Lower Colorado River Authority/
San Antonio Water System study to verify that 
water transport meets regional water plan 
guidelines - K

FUNDING FOR PLAN IMPLEMENTATION
NINE REGIONS: A, C, E, F, G, H, L, M, AND O
•	 Fund region-specific water supply strategies - A, E
•	 Change TWDB regulations to allow Water 
Infrastructure Funds to be used for acquisition of 
reservoir sites prior to permitting process  - C

•	 Increase appropriations to the Water 
Infrastructure Fund - F

•	 Create statewide mechanism for funding state 
water plan projects - G, L

•	 Increase funding of State Participation Program 
to develop water supply projects meeting long-
term demands - H
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•	 Establish financing mechanisms to develop new 
water supply projects in adopted regional 	
plans - H

•	 Provide sufficient funding to TWDB and Texas 
Commission on Environmental Quality for 
administering state water plan programs - L

•	 Fund water management strategies identified in 
regional water plans - M, O 

PROVIDING AND FINANCING WATER 
AND WASTEWATER SYSTEMS
SEVEN REGIONS: A, F, H, K, L, M, AND O

FEDERAL MONIES - THREE REGIONS: E, H, AND L
•	 Continue federal and state financial programs 
for substandard water and wastewater systems 
(colonia areas) - E

•	 Investigate opportunities for increased U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers funding - H

•	 Encourage more active state solicitation of 
federal monies - L

STATE FUNDING PROGRAMS - FOUR REGIONS: C, H, I, 
AND K
•	 Establish more flexible deferred financing 
programs for large projects which allow 
repayment as portions of projects are brought 
online - C

•	 Increase funding of the State Loan Program for 
near-term infrastructure cost projections - H

•	 Continue state and federal support of Texas 
Community Development Program - H

•	 Increase funds for Small Towns Environment 
Program - H

•	 Increase funding of Regional Water Supply and 
Wastewater Facilities Planning Program; expand 
to include engineering design and cost 	
estimates - H

•	 Increase future funding of State Revolving Fund 
to cover system capacity increases - H

•	 Make State Participation Program available to 
public/private partnerships and nonprofit water 
supply corporations - H

•	 Allow Water Infrastructure Funds to be used for 
replacement of water supply infrastructure - I

•	 Increase flexibility in determining categorical 
exclusions for Environmental Information 
Documents - I

•	 Revise Economically Disadvantaged Areas 
Program requirements to reduce difficult 
eligibility requirements, including model 
subdivision planning - I

•	 Provide low-interest loans and grants to reduce 
system water loss - K

OTHER - SEVEN REGIONS: A, F, H, I, K, M, AND N
•	 Develop or improve grant and loan programs to 
replace and repair aging infrastructure - A, I

•	 Provide grants to small and rural drinking water 
treatment systems to meet federal drinking 
water standards - F

•	 Increase funds for the Galveston Bay and 
Estuary program - H

•	 Provide funds for water treatment and 
radioactive waste disposal threatening rural 
water supplies - K

•	 Encourage regionalization of water and 
wastewater utility service – M

•	 Fund and support efforts of Groundwater 
Management Areas – N

REGIONAL WATER PLANNING
ALL SIXTEEN REGIONS

FUNDING/SUPPORT - ELEVEN REGIONS: B, E, H, I, J, 
K, L, M, N, O, AND P
•	 Continue adequate funding of regional water 
planning process - B, E, H, K, L, M, N, O

•	 Provide additional state funding for regional 
planning administrative costs - B, E, J, K, 

•	 Fund technical studies necessary to support the 
work of the planning groups - H
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•	 Advocate that regions fund administrative costs 
of planning process - I

•	 Reimburse planning group members for 
reasonable expenses - J

•	 Consider factors other than population in 
funding the planning process - M

•	 Request public entities provide their share of 
funding for regional planning activities - N

•	 Establish funding for planning groups through 
TWDB - P

STATE AGENCIES - SIX REGIONS: C, F, G, J, K, AND M
•	 Recommend that TWDB and Texas Commission 
on Environmental Quality collaborate on 
determining which water availability modeling 
data to use in regional planning - C, F

•	 Recommend all state agencies adhere to state 
water plan - G

•	 Recommend nonvoting state agencies attend 
regional planning meetings or relinquish 
authority to alter adopted plan - J

•	 Encourage Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality to provide technical reviews and draft 
permits to planning groups to ensure consistency 
with regional plans - K

•	 Suggest Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality assist Rio Grande area in converting 
water rights from one use to another - M

ALTERNATIVE STRATEGIES - FOUR REGIONS: A, D, F, 
AND I
•	 Allow small systems to develop alternative near-
term scenarios - A

•	 Allow alternative scenarios in population growth 
and economic development in determining 
future water demands - D

•	 Allow alternative water management strategies 
in regional plan - F, I 

CONSISTENCY - SIX REGIONS: B, D, E, F, H, AND I
•	 Recommend waivers for surface water projects that 
will not significantly impact regional supplies and 
do not involve new water sources - B

•	 Recommend TWDB consider entire regional plan 
when determining consistency - D

•	 Apply consistent economic principles to water 
project and strategy evaluation - E

•	 Allow maximum flexibility in determining 
consistency with regional plans - F, I

•	 Recommend Texas Commission on 
Environmental Quality and TWDB collaborate 
on consistency determinations and waivers to 
allow for maximum flexibility - F, I

•	 Recommend TWDB publish clear criteria for 
consistency determinations before adopting 
regional water plans - F

•	 Recommend waivers for consistency issues for 
small projects - F

•	 Clarify rules to address consistency within 
regional plans - H

•	 Allow entities smaller than planning criteria that 
do not have specific needs identified in water 
plans to be eligible for state funds - I

•	 Remove willing buyer/seller transactions from 
consistency requirements - I

•	 Advocate removing consistency requirements 
from Senate Bill 1 - I

WATER DEMAND FIGURES - FIVE REGIONS: D, E, H, J, 
AND L
•	 Revise procedure for water demand reductions 
to recognize areas with low per capita 
consumption - D

•	 Allow more time for final demand figures - E
•	 Recommend more real life analysis of demand 
figures during drought conditions - E

•	 Recommend State Demographer explore potential 
changes in population distribution due to 
information technology advancements  - H

•	 Develop better methodologies for estimating 
population and water demand - J 
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•	 Modify planning process so that water demand 
projections allow for regional input - L

•	 Modify regional planning process to allow for 
more flexibility in developing growth and water 
demand methodologies - L

PLANNING GROUP AUTHORITY - ONE REGION: O 
•	 Oppose legislature empowering planning groups 
with any regulatory authority - O

TRAINING - ONE REGION: J
•	 Provide training for new planning group 
members - J

OTHER - TEN REGIONS: A, C, E, F, H, K, L, M, O, AND P
•	 Clarify relationship between drought 
contingency planning and regional water supply 
planning - A

•	 Include project for future groundwater quality in 
the region - A

•	 Ensure eligibility for small cities and entities 
included as county-other - A

•	 Allow flexibility in applying water availability 
models for planning - C, F

•	 Avoid constraining planning process with 
technical requirements - E

•	 Set deadlines for regional plans that avoid 
legislative sessions - E

•	 Consider all water resources available to a region 
including those outside of the state - E

•	 Recommend rule simplification before next 
round of planning - F

•	 Allow planning groups to adopt an existing 
water plan if there are no significant changes to 
the recommended water management 	
strategies  - F

•	 Clarify rules on quantitative environmental 
analysis - H

•	 Review the administrative provisions of SB1 and 
subsequent policies to determine if appropriate 
organizational structure exists - H

•	 Coordinate regional planning process with Texas 
Clean Rivers Program - K

•	 Improve representation of women and 
minorities on planning groups - K

•	 Oppose development of new water management 
strategies to accommodate export of supplies to 
another county and planning region of state - K

•	 Oppose use of water availability model Run 3 in 
regional water planning as being unreasonably 
restrictive - K

•	 Include in plan water supplies over and above 
those required to meet the projected need - L

•	 Establish contract requirements before grant 
proposals are submitted - L

•	 Oppose changes to planning process except 
through formal rulemaking procedure - L

•	 Urge prompt and full implementation of these 
plans - L

•	 Include wildlife and environmental needs as a 
category of water use - M

•	 Recommend shifting to a utility-centric method 
of planning rather than city-centric - M

•	 State should consider impacts of climate change 
on regional water planning and future water 
supplies - M

•	 Allow for additional region-specific planning 
options and forecast scenarios - O

•	 Review the planning process with a group of 
stakeholders and identify any revisions to the 
planning process by the end of 2010 - O

•	 Support a greater role for inter-regional 
coordination in future planning - P

RURAL WATER
THREE REGIONS: G, H, AND L
•	 Encourage regionalization, education, and 
proactive planning of small water systems - G

•	 Support increased funding of federal Rural 
Utilities Service programs and funding of the 
state Rural Water Assistance Fund - H

•	 Study implications of water export, considering 
its implications on rural environment and 
economy - L
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SURFACE WATER
TEN REGIONS: A, B, C, D, F, G, H, L, M, AND P

RESERVOIRS - SIX REGIONS: A, B, D, H, I, AND P
•	 Recommend TWDB submit reservoir 
feasibility study plans and results to Compact 
Commissions - A

•	 Change definition of water availability in reservoirs 
to match owner’s operational criteria - A

•	 Include possible reservoir sites and flood control/
aquifer recharge structures in future water 	
plans - A 

•	 Extend designations for unique reservoir sites 
beyond 2015 - B, I

•	 Designate Toledo Bend Reservoir as a supply 
strategy for upper Sabine Basin in Region D and 
supply option for Region C - D

•	 Consider potential economic and environmental 
impacts to reservoir development - D

•	 Consider raising the level for Lake Wright 
Patman prior to development of new reservoirs 
in Region D - D

•	 Consider development of reservoirs in the 
Sulphur Basin in Region D as violation of the 
quantitative evaluations of water management 
strategies under 31 Texas Administrative Code 
357.7(a)(8)(A) and a conflict with the Region D 
plan - D

•	 Oppose development of reservoirs in the 
Sulphur Basin in Region D prior to development 
of environmental flow standards through Senate 
Bill 3 process - D

•	 Establish flood damage liability limits for 
reservoirs - H

•	 Develop Lake Texana Stage II as supply 	
strategy - P

WATER PERMITS - FOUR REGIONS: C, F, L, AND N
•	 Encourage TWDB and Texas Commission 
on Environmental Quality work with U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency to revise 
Section 361(b) regulations on power plant 
cooling water - C

•	 Notify all basin water rights holders when 
a request to amend a water right increases 
quantity or changes purpose or place of use - F

•	 Fund Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality adequately to ensure appropriate use of 
permitted surface water rights - L

•	 Urge Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality to enforce existing rules and regulations 
regarding impoundments - N

U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS - FOUR REGIONS: 
B, D, H, AND I
•	 Recommend U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
transfer flood storage to conservation storage - B

•	 Recommend the Wetlands Compensatory 
Mitigation Rule of “avoid, minimize, and 
compensate” be closely followed - D

•	 Allow U.S. Army Corps of Engineers to increase 
water supply storage in new reservoirs - H

•	 Include TWDB and regional water planning 
agencies on mitigation bank review teams - I

SEDIMENT CONTROL - THREE REGIONS: B, C, AND D
•	 Support efforts, including land management, to 
rehabilitate existing sediment control structures 
and construct new ones - B

•	 Seek additional federal funding to improve 
and maintain Natural Resources Conservation 
Service sediment and flood control structures - 
C, D

UNCOMMITTED WATER - TWO REGIONS: C AND F
•	 Recommend changing Texas Water Code to 
exempt from cancellation nonuse associated with 
developing and managing reservoirs - C

•	 Oppose canceling uncommitted water contracts/
rights - F

WATERMASTER PROGRAM - ONE REGION: M
•	 Authorize Watermaster Program to manage the 
Rio Grande water availability model - M

•	 Direct all appropriate Rio Grande water rights 
fees to Watermaster operations - M
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OTHER - SIX REGIONS: B, C, F, G, K, AND M
•	 Recommend all surface water uses, regardless of 
size, be consistent with regional plan - B

•	 Continued and increased state support of efforts 
to develop water supplies in Oklahoma - C

•	 Review state surface water policy to ensure its 
appropriateness for next 50 years - F

•	 Amend state water law to incorporate river basin 
subordinations in regional water plans - F

•	 Support long-term contracts for future projects 
and droughts - F

•	 Support long-term contracts for reliable 
water supply planning and shorter-term 
“interruptible” contracts to meet needs before 
long-term water rights are fully used - F

•	 Support coordinated operation of two or more 
water supply sources - G

•	 Give priority to water policies that increase 
surface water availability - K

•	 Encourage development of an operating plan 
for Mexican tributary reservoirs that ensures 
full compliance with 1944 Water Treaty while 
optimizing supply available to Mexico - M

•	 Continue considering allocation of Rio Grande 
Flows upstream of Ft. Quitman for treaty 
compliance - M

WATER MARKETING
FOUR REGIONS: A, F, L, AND P
•	 Assess potential of transporting water into or out 
of the Panhandle - A

•	 Assess potential for transferring groundwater to 
counties within region - A 

•	 Oppose additional regulations in willing buyer/
willing seller water transactions - F

•	 Require all water export plans to be submitted to 
regional planning groups - F

•	 Recommend legislative review of Water Code to 
consider changes in light of increasing number 
of water export proposals - F

•	 Oppose export of surface water outside of 
region, except for existing contracts until a 
comprehensive plan is in place - F

•	 Allow property owners to capture and market 
water - F

•	 Fund development of a standard method for 
evaluating water export proposals - L

•	 Clarify that water planning regions are not 
intended to be barriers to water transport - L

•	 Consider export fee to offset negative impacts of 
transferring water out of basin - P

•	 Allow water transfer out of basin that does not 
interfere with exempt, existing, or previously 
permitted wells - P

WATER QUALITY
SEVEN REGIONS: A, B, D, F, G, K, AND N

STANDARDS - THREE REGIONS: B, D, AND F
•	 Allow flexibility in drinking water standards 
for small systems, such as use of bottled water 
programs - B, F

•	 Recommend TWDB and Texas Commission on 
Environmental Quality standardize rules for 
minimum water supply requirements - D

•	 Recommend that Texas Commission on 
Environmental Quality revise its policy requiring 
use of secondary water standards, particularly 
total dissolved solids, when granting permits - F

WATER PLANNING - TWO REGIONS: A AND K
•	 Require Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality to attend regional planning meetings 
and assist with water quality issues - A

•	 Support integrating water quality into water 
supply planning - K
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RADIOACTIVE WASTES - TWO REGIONS: F AND K
•	 Recommend Texas Commission on 
Environmental Quality develop disposal 
procedures for the safe handling of radioactive 
wastes in water treatment process - F, K

•	 Develop disposal procedures for radioactive 
wastes threatening water supplies - K

MINING - ONE REGION: N
•	 Amend rules to require routine, nonpartisan water 
quality monitoring of mining operations - N

•	 Oppose in-situ mining (a process that circulates 
acidic water through injection and recovery wells 
to remove minerals) where drinking water will 
be contaminated - N

•	 Monitor water quality from mining activities - N

OTHER - THREE REGIONS: B, D, AND G
•	 Recognize chloride control project as regional 
priority - B

•	 Recommend Texas Commission on 
Environmental Quality expedite effort to replace 
methyl tertiary butyl ether in gasoline - D

•	 Encourage policies and business practices that 
give priority to water quality - G

OTHER
SIX REGIONS: A, J, K, L, M, AND N
•	 Establish guidelines differentiating between 
groundwater and surface rights - A

•	 Recommend basing drought management plans 
on peak use rather than annual production - J

•	 New electric generation facilities should utilize 
the most efficient technologies and conservation 
practices and assure water is available or can be 
obtained during the planning and permitting 
process - K

•	 Give counties additional authority for regulating 
land development to protect water resources - L

•	 Supports providers obtaining land for project 
through willing buyer-willing seller and using 
limited condemnation as a last resort - L

•	 Renew efforts to ensure Mexico’s compliance 
with 1944 Treaty to eliminate water delivery 
deficits - M

•	 Amend state laws governing procurement of 
professional services to allow more flexibility in 
public works projects - N

APPENDIX D: REGIONAL WATER PLANNING GROUP POLICY RECOMMENDATIONS



WATER FOR TEXAS 2012 STATE WATER PLAN
299  

PHOTO CITATIONS

Photo Citations

COVER
Water tower (Wikimedia Commons)

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
Cover: Stream near San Angelo (TWDB)

CHAPTER 1
Cover:  Windmill in Big Bend National Park (TWDB)

CHAPTER 3
Cover: Corn irrigation near Vick (TWDB)
Last page: Robert Lee Dam morning glory structure, 
E.V. Spence Reservoir (TWDB)

CHAPTER 4
Cover: Dry stream near Uvalde (TWDB)

CHAPTER 5
Cover: Llano dam (TWDB)

CHAPTER 6
Cover:  Sugarcane in the Lower Rio Grande Valley 
(TWDB)

CHAPTER 7
Cover:  George W. Shannon Wetlands Water Reuse 
Project (Tarrant Regional Water District)
Last page: Frio River (TWDB)

CHAPTER 8
Cover: Guadalupe River in Kerrville (TWDB)

CHAPTER 9
Cover: Trinity Bay area wastewater treatment plant 
(TWDB)

CHAPTER 10
Cover: Pedernales Falls (TWDB)

CHAPTER 11
Cover: Texas Capitol ceiling dome (Istockphoto.com/
Suzie Jurado)
Last page: Drought in Gillespie County (TWDB)

GLOSSARY
Cover: Pedernales Falls (TWDB)

APPENDICES
Cover: Anzalduas Dam (TWDB)


