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CONCLUSIONS

Tool to evaluate groundwater resource management
strategies

Based on available geologic and hydrologic data

Steady-state and transient runs
— Average recharge of 20% annual precipitation

— Approximately 50-70% of groundwater flow in unconfined
part of aquifer

— Groundwater extraction less than 20% of discharge

Predictive model runs (2000-2050)

— Average recharge conditions
» Water-level rise throughout most of model area
— Drought-of-record conditions
» Water-level declines in unconfined part of aquifer
« Water-level rise associated with lower pumping rates
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Name Affiliation
1 Leland Gersbach Clearwater UNWCD
2 Horace Grace Clearwater UWCD
3 Ethan Ham Clearwater UNCD
4 Glenn Hodge Landowner
5 Cheryl Maxwell Clearwater UNCD
6 Chris McGregor Salado Village Voice
7 Judy Parker Clearwater UNWCD
8 Ricky Preston Salado WSC
9 Phil Savoy Murfee Eng. Co.
10 James Sloan TCEQ
11 Paul Stanford Landowner
12 Ned Troshanov  Edwards Aquifer Authority
13 Martha Underwood Killeen Daily Herald




NORTHERN SEGMENT OF THE EDWARDS AQUIFER GROUNDWATER
AVAILABILITY MODEL
Stakeholder Advisory Forum #6, July 17, 2003

Thirteen people attended the sixth Stakeholder Advisory Forum for the northern
segment of the Edwards aquifer groundwater availability model. This meeting was held
at the Salado Civic Center, Salado, TX. The stakeholders present represented the Texas
Commission on Environmental Quality, Clearwater UWCD, Salado WSC, Murfee
Engineering Co., Edwards Aquifer Authority, the Killeen Daily Herald, and the Salado

Village Voice.

At the meeting, Dr. Ian Jones outlined the work conducted to construct the
groundwater availability model. The topics covered in the presentation included review
of the geology, hydrogeology, and climate of the study area, model input data, steady-
state and transient model calibration and sensitivity analysis, and the results of predictive

runs.

Questions were asked during the presentation pertaining to whether projected
pumping rates were realistic. The response to these questions was that pumping
projections are part of the process of developing groundwater management strategies and
thus subject to change to meet the needs of the user. Additional questions were asked
pertaining to the impact of cross-formational flow between the Edwards aquifer and
underlying Trinity aquifer. The response to these questions was that more study is

needed to determine whether cross-formational flow from the Trinity is significant.
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