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APPENDIX C
QUESTIONNAIRES ON WATER PLANNING ISSUES

This appendix includes copies of the population and water demand surveys sent to a
multitude of water user groups in Region C. The surveys were mailed to county judges,
cities with populations greater than 500, regional water suppliers, non-city retail
suppliers, and industries in order to get their input in the Region C planning process.
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County:

Region C Water Planning Group
Population and Water Use Projections Survey of Counties
PLEASE RETURN BY APRIL 23, 1999

Contact Person:

Telephone Number: FAX: E-Mail
Address: Date Completed
1. Are the TWDB projections of population for your county reasonable? If not, what quantitative projections would you

suggest? What isthe basis for your suggested changes?

Are the TWDB projections of water use for your county reasonable? If not, what quantitative projections would you
suggest? What isthe basis for your suggested changes?

Are you aware of plans to develop additional source(s) of water supply for your county in the future? If so, please
provide quantity in each source and location?

Please provide copies of any water supply plans for your county which you would like to have considered in the
development of aregional water supply plan.

Please give any other comments you have on the regional water planning process. Use the back (or other sheets) if
needed.

Pleasereturn to:

Larry D. Rivers, P.E.
Chiang, Patel & Yerby, Inc.
4100 Amon Carter Blvd., Suite 104
Ft. Worth, Texas 76155
TEL: (817) 540-4220
FAX: (817) 354-4935



Region C Water Planning Group
Population and Water Use Projections Survey of Cities
RETURN BY APRIL 23, 1999

City:

Contact Person:

Telephone Number: FAX: E-Mail
Address: Date Completed
5. Are the TWDB projections of population for your city reasonable? If not, what quantitative projections would you

suggest? What isthe basis for your suggested changes?

6. Are the TWDB projections of municipal water use for your city reasonable? If not, what quantitative projections

would you suggest? What isthe basis for your suggested changes?

7. Please give your comments on the TWDB projections for county population and water use.

8. What source(s) of water supply does your city use currently?

9. Is your city planning to develop additional source(s) of water supply in the future? If so, please provide quantity in
each source and location?

10. Do you currently provide raw water or treated water to any other water suppliers? Please list other suppliers for
which you provide raw water and the amount you provided to each of them in 1998. Please list other suppliers for
which you provide treated water and the amount you provided to each of them in 1998.



11

12.

10.

Do you expect to discontinue providing water to any of these suppliers or to begin providing water to any additional
suppliers? If so, what changes do you expect?

Please provide copies of any water supply plans your city has prepared which you would like to have considered in
the development of aregiona water supply plan.

Does your city have a conservation and drought contingency plan? If so, please provide a copy.

Please give any other comments you have on the regional water planning process. Use the
back (or other sheets) if needed.

Pleasereturn to:

Larry D. Rivers, P.E.
Chiang, Patel & Yerby, Inc.
4100 Amon Carter Blvd., Suite 104
Ft. Worth, Texas 76155
TEL: (817) 540-4220
FAX: (817) 354-4935



Supplier:

Region C Water Planning Group
Population and Water Use Projections Survey of Regional Water Suppliers
PLEASE RETURN BY APRIL 23, 1999

Contact Person:

Telephone Number FAX: E-Mail
Address: Date Completed
13. Are the TWDB projections of population for Region C counties reasonable? If not, please give any suggested

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

quantitative changes on a separate sheet along with the basis for your suggested changes.

Are the TWDB projections of water use for Region C counties reasonable? If not, please give any suggested
quantitative changes on a separate sheet along with the basis for your suggested changes.

Please provide your entity’s projections of future water use, if available.

What source(s) of water supply does your entity use currently?

Is your entity planning to develop additional source(s) of water supply in the future? If so, please provide quantity
and location?

Please list other suppliers for which you provide raw water and the amount you provided to each of them in 1998.
Please list other suppliers for which you provide treated water and the amount you provided to each of them in 1998.



19.

20.

21.

10.

Do you expect to discontinue providing water to any of these suppliers or to begin providing water to any additional
suppliers? If so, what changes do you expect?

Please provide copies of any reports or water supply plans your entity has prepared which you would like to have
considered in the development of awater supply plan for your region.

Does your entity have a conservation and drought contingency plan? If so, please provide a copy.

Please give any other comments you have on the regional water planning process. Use the back (or other sheets) if
needed

Pleasereturn to:

Larry D. Rivers, P.E.
Chiang, Patel and Yerby
4100 Amon Carter Blvd., Suite 104
Ft. Worth, Texas 76155
TEL: (817) 540-4220
FAX: (817) 354-4935



Region C Water Planning Group
Population and Water Use Projections Survey of Non-City Retail Suppliers
PLEASE RETURN BY APRIL 23,1999

Entity:

Contact Person:

Telephone Number FAX: E-Mail

Address: Date Completed

22. Are the TWDB projections of population for the Region C counties you serve reasonable? If not, what quantitative
projections would you suggest? What is the basis for your suggested changes?

23. Are the TWDB projections of water use for the Region C counties you serve reasonable? If not, what quantitative
projections would you suggest? What is the basis for your suggested changes?

24, Please provide your entity’s projections of future water use, if available.

25. What source(s) of water supply does your entity use currently?

26. Is your entity planning to develop additional source(s) of water supply in the future? If so, please provide quantity
and location?

27. Do you currently provide raw water or treated water to any other water suppliers? Please list other suppliers for
which you provide raw water and the amount you provided to each of them in 1998. Please list other suppliers for
which you provide treated water and the amount you provided to each of them in 1998.

28. Do you expect to discontinue providing water to any of these suppliers or to begin providing water to any additional
suppliers? If so, what changes do you expect?

29. Please provide a copy of any water supply plans your entity has prepared which you would like to have considered
in the development of aregional water supply plan.

30. Does your entity have a conservation and drought contingency plan? If so, please provide a copy.



10. Please give any other comments you have on the regional water planning process. Use the back (or other sheets) if
needed.

Pleasereturn to:

Larry D. Rivers, P.E.
Chiang, Patel & Yerby, Inc.
4100 Amon Carter Blvd., Suite 104
Ft. Worth, Texas 76155
TEL: (817) 540-4220
FAX: (817) 354-4935



Region C Water Planning Group
Population and Water Use Projections Survey of Industries
PLEASE RETURN BY APRIL 23, 1999

Company/Facility:

Contact Person:
Telephone Number: FAX: E-Mail
Address: Date Completed

31 Are the TWDB projections of industrial water use for your county reasonable? If not, what quantitative projections
would you suggest? What is the basis for your suggested changes?

32. How much water did your company/facility use in 1995, 1996, 1997, and 1998?

33 What are your quantitative projections of consumptive water use for your company/facility in 2000, 2010, 2020,
2030, 2040, 20507

34. What source(s) of water supply does your company/facility use currently?

35. Is your company/facility planning to develop additional source(s) of water supply in the future? If so, please provide
the quantity in each source and location?

36. Please provide a copy of any water supply plans for your company/facility which you would like to have considered
in the development of aregional water supply plan.



7. Does your company/facility have a conservation and drought contingency plan? If so, please provide a copy.

8. Please give any other comments you have on the regional water planning process. Use the back (or other sheets) if
needed.

Pleasereturn to:

Larry D. Rivers, P.E.
Chiang, Patel & Yerby, Inc.
4100 Amon Carter Blvd., Suite 104
Ft. Worth, Texas 76155
TEL: (817) 540-4220

FAX: (817) 354-4935
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APPENDIX D
BACK-UP DATA FOR POPULATION AND

WATER DEMAND PROJECTIONS

Table D-1 lists cities with historical per capita water use in the 1990s higher than the
TWDB projected demand for the year 2000.

Table D-2 lists the reasons for the adjustments made to those cities whose projected
population estimates were changed.

Table D-3 lists the reasons for the adjustments made to those cities whose projected water
demands were changed.

Table D-4 shows the amount of unaccounted water in 1997 by entity.

Figures D-1 through D-16 shows the historical and projected population by county.
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Table D-1 Citieswith Per Capita Higher than TWDB Year 2000 Projections

County City Actual per Capita Use TWDB %
1998 | Highest, | Year of | Year 2000 | Difference
1988-98 | Highest
Callin Allen 209 209 1998 157 33.1%
Coallin Blue Ridge N/A 121 1996 110, 10.0%
Callin Celina N/A 151 1993 135 11.9%
Callin Fairview N/A 265 1996 212 25.0%
Coallin Frisco* 269 269 1998 198 35.9%
Callin McKinney 263 263 1998 169 55.6%
Coallin Parker 256 256 1998 180 42.2%
Callin Plano* 257 257 1998 211 21.8%
Callin Princeton 128 128 1998 9 36.2%
Coallin Prosper N/A 161 1995 117 37.6%
Cooke Gainesville N/A 201 1994 149 34.9%
Cooke Lindsay N/A 122 1997 113 8.0%
Cooke Valley View N/A 90 1996 84 7.1%
Dallas Addison 475 475 1998 442 7.5%
Dallas Balch Springs 112 116 1996 94 23.4%
Dallas Cockrell Hill 139 139 1998 99 40.4%
Dallas DeSoto 190 190 1998 170 11.8%
Dallas Duncanville 182 182 1998 162 12.3%
Dallas Grapevine N/A 191 1996 180 6.1%
Dallas Hutchins 220 220 1998 176 25.0%
Dallas Lancaster 157 157 1998 131 19.8%
Dallas Lewisville 231 231 1998 215 7.4%
Dallas Richardson* 275 275 1998 233 18.0%
Dallas Sachse* 171 171 1998 142 20.4%
Dallas Seagoville 144, 144 1998 125 15.2%
Dallas Sunnyvale 269 269 1998 225 19.6%
Dallas Wilmer N/A 104 1993 88 18.2%
Denton Argyle N/A 209 1996 151 38.4%
Denton Aubrey N/A 99 1997 88 12.5%
Denton Double Oak N/A 142 1996 125 13.6%
Denton Flower Mound 195 195 1998 183 6.6%
Denton Hebron N/A 120 1993 102 17.6%
Denton Justin N/A 135] 1996 110 22.7%
Denton Little Elm N/A 131 1997 114 14.9%
Denton Pilot Point N/A 135 1996 123 9.8%
Denton Shady Shores N/A 90 1996 66 36.4%




Table D-1 Citieswith Per Capita Higher than TWDB Year 2000 Projections

County City Actual per Capita Use TWDB %
1998 | Highest, | Year of | Year 2000 | Difference
1988-98 | Highest

Denton Trophy Club N/A 275 1996 164 67.7%
Ellis Ferris N/A 133 1995 121 9.9%
Ellis Maypearl N/A 147 1997 72 104.2%
Ellis Midlothian N/A 176 1992 149 18.1%
Ellis Oak Leaf N/A 140 1997 121 15.7%
Ellis Pecan Hill N/A 141 1997 121 16.5%
Ellis Waxahachie N/A 296 1989 224 32.1%
Fannin Honey Grove N/A 203 1995 118 72.0%
Freestone |Fairfield N/A 166 1996 152 9.2%
Freestone (Wortham N/A 202 1995 145 39.3%
Grayson Collinsville N/A 115] 1996 104 10.6%
Grayson Denison N/A 198 1996 160| 23.8%
Grayson Howe N/A 144 1993 124 16.1%
Grayson Luella N/A 133 1996 121 9.9%
Grayson Pottsboro N/A 140, 1993 107 30.8%
Grayson Sherman N/A 193 1996 136 41.9%
Grayson Tioga N/A 167 1997 106 57.5%
Grayson Tom Bean N/A 182 1996 143 27.3%
Grayson Whitesboro N/A 167 1997 121 38.0%
Grayson Whitewright N/A 163 1997 135] 20.7%
Henderson |Gun Barrel City N/A 200 1996 93 115.1%
Henderson |Malakoff N/A 161 1995 133 21.1%
Henderson |Payne Springs N/A 185 1997 63 193.7%
Henderson |Seven Points N/A 110 1996 95 15.8%
Henderson (Tool N/A 150 1996 108 38.9%
Jack Jacksboro N/A 150 1996 118 27.1%
Kaufman  |Crandall N/A 143 1996 125 14.4%
Kaufman  |Forney 160, 160| 1998 105] 52.4%
Kaufman  |Kaufman 122 122 1998 100 22.0%
Kaufman |[Kemp N/A 133 1992 108 23.1%
Navarro Corsicana N/A 195 1997 179 8.9%
Navarro Dawson N/A 188 1996 164 14.6%
Parker Springtown N/A 151 1993 131 15.3%
Parker Weatherford N/A 157 1997 136 15.4%
Rockwall  |Heath N/A 172 1997 122 41.0%
Rockwall  [Rockwall 193 193 1998 164 17.7%




Table D-1 Citieswith Per Capita Higher than TWDB Year 2000 Projections

County City Actual per Capita Use TWDB %

1998 | Highest, | Year of | Year 2000 | Difference
1988-98 | Highest
Rockwall  [Royse City* 148 175 1995 128 36.7%
Tarrant Arlington 185 185 1998 168 10.1%
Tarrant Azle 135 135 1998 106 27.4%
Tarrant Bedford N/A 194 1988 177 9.6%
Tarrant Benbrook 191 191 1998 167 14.4%
Tarrant Burleson* 131 131 1998 107 22.4%
Tarrant Colleyville 269 269 1998 214 25.7%
Tarrant Dalworthington Gardens 245 245 1998 227 7.9%
Tarrant Edgecliff Village 171 171 1998 141 21.3%
Tarrant Fort Worth 219 219 1998 202 8.4%
Tarrant Haltom City 145 145 1998 122 18.9%
Tarrant Haslet 179 179 1996 139 28.8%
Tarrant Lake Worth Village 135 177 1992 129 37.2%
Tarrant Mansfield* 195 195 1998 143 36.4%
Tarrant North Richland Hills 154 154 1998 120 28.3%
Tarrant Saginaw 151 151 1998 135 11.9%
Tarrant Sansom Park Village 121] 121 1998 97 24.7%
Tarrant Watauga N/A 137 1998 122 12.3%
Wise Boyd N/A 141 1992 121 16.5%
Wise Bridgeport N/A 213 1997 122 74.6%
Notes:

a. Citiesmarked (*) have population in more than one county.

b. Citieslisted had recent per capitawater use exceed the TWDB projection by 5% or more.

¢. N/A means data not available.




Table D-2 Comparison of Adopted City Population Projections and Previous TWDB Population Projections with Reasons

City County Partial| TWDB Adopted Change Per cent No Reasons
2050 2050 Change | Change 1 2 3 4 5 6

Allen Collin 125,136 125,136 0 0.0%) X
Anna Collin 1,622 1,622, 0 0.0% X
Blue Ridge Callin 789 789 0 0.0% X
Celina Collin 5,255 39,952 34,697 660.3% X
Dallas Collin P 44,832 44,832 0 0.0%) X
Fairview Collin 6,028 6,538 510 8.5% X X X
Farmersville Collin 7,361 7,729 368 5.0% X X
Frisco Collin P 52,232 272,000 219,768 420.8% X X X
Garland Collin P 48 48 0 0.0% X
Lucas Collin 8,439 8,439 0 0.0%) X
Mckinney Collin 74,698 277,200 202,502 271.1% X X X
Melissa Collin 1,579 1,579 0 0.0% X
Murphy Callin 4,370 18,600 14,230 325.6%) X X X
New Hope Coallin 669 720 51 7.6% X X
Parker Collin 3,936 34,000 30,064 763.8% X X X
Plano Collin P 457,841 276,000 -181,841 -39.7% X
Princeton Collin 1,898 7,500 5,602 295.2% X X X
Prosper Collin 3,642 30,000 26,358 723.7% X X X
Richardson Collin P 17,981 17,981 0 0.0% X
Royse City Collin P 886 886 0 0.0% X
Sachse Collin P 839 839 0 0.0% X
Wylie Collin P 30,251 69,120 38,869 128.5% X
County-Other Callin 312,150 259,885 -52,265 -16.7%) Adjust for County total.
Gainesville Cooke 18,302 22,388 4,086 22.3% X X
Lindsay Cooke 1,087 1,087 0 0.0%) X
Muenster Cooke 1,828 2,175 347 19.0% X X City input
Valley View Cooke 564 1,039 475 84.2% X
County-Other Cooke 16,040, 15,811 -229 -1.4%) Adjust for County total.
Addison Dallas 21,246 22,156 910 4.3% X X
Balch Springs Dallas 26,420 24,704 -1,716 -6.5%) X |Early growth too high/ Buildout.
Carrollton Dallas P 54,527 64,343 9,816 18.0% X X
Cedar Hill Dallas P 101,196 87,318 -13,878 -13.7%) X X
Cockrell Hill Dallas 3,882 4,442 560 14.4% X X
Combine Dallas P 937 937 0 0.0%) X
Reasons:

1. Current Population Exceeds TWDB Y ear 2000 Projections.
2. Recent Growth Trends Exceed TWDB's Projected Trends.
3. City Limit Growth Through Annexation.

4. Urbanization.
5. Buildout.
6. Other.




Table D-2 Comparison of Adopted City Population Projections and Previous TWDB Population Projections with Reasons

City County Partial| TWDB Adopted Change Per cent No Reasons
2050 2050 Change | Change 1 2 3 4 5 6
Coppell Dallas 89,118 44,689 -44,429 -49.9% X X
Dallas Dallas P 1,189,062 1,211,933 22,871 1.9% X X
De Soto Dallas 80,944 82,923 1,979 2.4% X X
Duncanville Dallas 43,989 43,985 -4 0.0% X
Farmers Branch Dallas 37,815 39,629 1,814 4.8% X X
Garland Dallas P 217,516 234,904 17,388 8.0% X X
Glenn Heights Dallas P 9,459 10,089 630 6.7% X X
Grand Prairie Dallas P 104,243 106,586 2,343 2.2% X X
Grapevine Dallas P 156 156 0 0.0% X
Highland Park Dallas 11,858 11,858 0 0.0%) X
Hutchins Dallas 7,935 7,603 -332 -4.2%) Population adjusted for NCTCOG.
Irving Dallas 279,929 289,423 9,494 3.4% X X
Lancaster Dallas 30,740 31,993 1,253 4.1% X |No declinein population.
Lewisville Dallas P 2,168 2,168 0 0.0% X
Mesquite Dallas 221,454 221,454 0 0.0%) X
Ovilla Dallas P 586 586 0 0.0% X
Richardson Dallas P 99,739 99,739 0 0.0% X
Rowlett Dallas P 77,924 77,924 0 0.0% X
Sachse Dallas P 25,423 25,423 0 0.0% X
Seagoville Dallas 27,761 25,474 -2,287 -8.2%) X Early growth too high.
Sunnyvale Dallas 8,595 8,595 0 0.0% X
University Park Dallas 27,319 27,319 0 0.0% X
Wilmer Dallas 2,966 3,159 193 6.5% X No decline after 2030.
County-Other Dallas 455,088 448,483 -6,605 -1.5%) Adjust for County total.
Argyle Denton 4,586 18,282 13,696 298.6% X X X
Aubrey Denton 4,733 7,739 3,006 63.5% X X X
Bartonville Denton 2,287 12,085 9,798 428.4%) X X X
Carrollton Denton P 65,719 65,719 0 0.0% X
Copper Canyon Denton 2,987 6,900 3,913 131.0%) X
Corinth Denton 30,632 30,632 0 0.0%) X
Crossroads Denton 0 18,902 18,902 0.0% Missing from TWDB database.
Dallas Denton P 32,192 32,192 0 0.0% X
Denton Denton 142,813 298,700 155,887 109.2%) X X X
Double Osk Denton 6,004 4,500 -1,504 -25.0% X X X
Reasons:

1. Current Population Exceeds TWDB Y ear 2000 Projections.
2. Recent Growth Trends Exceed TWDB's Projected Trends.
3. City Limit Growth Through Annexation.

4. Urbanization.
5. Buildout.
6. Other.




Table D-2 Comparison of Adopted City Population Projections and Previous TWDB Population Projections with Reasons

City County Partial| TWDB Adopted Change Per cent No Reasons
2050 2050 Change | Change 1 2 3 4 5 6

Flower Mound Denton 147,635 147,762 127 0.1% X X
Frisco Denton P 2,271 2,271 0 0.0% X
Haslet Denton 2,321 0 -2,321 -100.0%) In Tarrant County not Denton County.
Hebron Denton 4,727 4,727 0 0.0% X
Hickory Creek Denton 7,062 8,409 1,347 19.1% X
Highland Village Denton 29,649 20,500 -9,149 -30.9% X X
Justin Denton 6,846 14,112 7,266 106.1% X
Krugerville Denton 2,372 2,560 188 7.9% X X X
Krum Denton 7,058 7,058 0 0.0% X
Lake Dallas Denton 7,585 11,544 3,959 52.2% X X X
Lewisville Denton P 174,930 171,462 -3,468 -2.0% X
Lincoln Park Denton 0 2,772 2,772 0.0% Missing from TWDB database.
Little EIm Denton 7,505 12,385 4,880 65.0% X X X
Northlake Denton 0 40,000 40,000 0.0% Missing from TWDB database.
Oak Point Denton 1,873 11,867 9,994 533.6% X X X
Pilot Point Denton 10,082 10,082 0 0.0% X
Plano Denton P 175 175 0 0.0% X
Ponder Denton 0 8,350 8,350 0.0% Missing from TWDB database.
Roanoke Denton 6,910 7,518 608 8.8% X X
Sanger Denton 12,961 23,998 11,037 85.2%| X X X
Shady Shores Denton 3,303 4,770 1,467 44.4%) X X X
Southlake Denton P 2,865 2,865 0 0.0% X
The Colony Denton 32,665 65,145 32,480 99.4% X X X
Trophy Club Denton 17,908 23,374 5,466 30.5% X X X
County-Other Denton 354,910 250,642 -104,268 -29.4%) Adjust for County total.
Cedar Hill Ellis P 230 230 0 0.0% X
Ennis Ellis 22,338 23,895 1,557 7.0% X X
Ferris Ellis 4,078 3,994 -84 -2.1%) Population overestimated.
Glenn Heights Ellis P 1,734 1,734 0 0.0%) X
Grand Prairie Ellis P 220 220 0 0.0%) X
Italy Ellis 4,289 4,289 0 0.0% X
Mansfield Ellis P 2,071 2,071 0 0.0% X
Maypear! Ellis 965| 1,063 98 10.1% X X
Midlothian Ellis 20,815 20,815 0 0.0%) X
Reasons:

1. Current Population Exceeds TWDB Y ear 2000 Projections.
2. Recent Growth Trends Exceed TWDB's Projected Trends.
3. City Limit Growth Through Annexation.

4. Urbanization.
5. Buildout.
6. Other.




Table D-2 Comparison of Adopted City Population Projections and Previous TWDB Population Projections with Reasons

City County Partial| TWDB Adopted Change Per cent No Reasons
2050 2050 Change | Change 1 2 3 4 5 6

Milford Ellis 996 1,051 55 5.5% X X
Oak L eaf Ellis 2,020 2,089 69 3.4%) X X
Ovilla Ellis P 3,792 4,626 834 22.0% X X X Anticipate urbanization.
Palmer Ellis 4,556 4,047 -509 -11.2%) Current popul ation overestimated.
Pecan Hill Ellis 739 822 83 11.2% X X
Red Oak Ellis 10,009 10,725 716 7.2% X X
Venus Ellis 1,331 -1,637 -2,968 -223.0% X X Not in Region C, but in Region G.
Waxahachie Ellis 40,681 45,041 4,360 10.7%) X Growth rate continues through 2050.
County-Other Ellis 83,859 58,652 -25,207 -30.1%) Adjust for County total.
Bonham Fannin 5,777 9,820 4,043 70.0% Used county growth rate instead of decline.
Honey Grove Fannin 1,431 2,577 1,146 80.1% X X Used county growth rate instead of decline.
Leonard Fannin 1,970, 2,796 826 41.9% Used county growth rate instead of decline.
Savoy Fannin 1,096 974 -122 -11.2%) Growth estimated too high.
Trenton Fannin 691 991 300 43.4% X X Used county growth rate.
County-Other Fannin 17,431 23,843 6,412 36.8% Adjust for County total.
Fairfield Freestone 5,238 5,238 0 0.0% X
Teague Freestone 3,714 4,199 485 13.1%, X X
Wortham Freestone 1,656 1,656 0 0.0% X
County-Other Freestone 8,825 9,207, 382 4.3% Adjust for County total.
Bells Grayson 896 1,597 701 78.2% X No decline-1% growth reflecting 90-97.
Collinsville Grayson 1,441 1,652 211 14.6% X X
Denison Grayson 23,466 27,114 3,648 15.5% Adjusted for no decline in growth rate.
Gunter Grayson 1,546 1,546 0 0.0% X
Howe Grayson 2,918 3,066 148 5.1%) X X
Luella Grayson 731 801 70 9.6% X X
Pottshboro Grayson 2,382 3,331 949 39.9%) X X
Sherman Grayson 37,295 45,048 7,753 20.8% X X X
Southmayd Grayson 1,156 1,275 119 10.3% X X
Tioga Grayson 541 912 371 68.5% X X No decline in population projected.
Tom Bean Grayson 1,165 1,279 114 9.8% X X
Van Alstyne Grayson 3,696 8,134 4,438 120.1% X X X
Whitesboro Grayson 3,196 4,500 1,304 40.8% X X
Whitewright Grayson 2,078 2,078 0 0.0% X
County-Other Grayson 38,475 19,667 -18,808 -48.9%) Adjust for County total.
Reasons:

1. Current Population Exceeds TWDB Y ear 2000 Projections.
2. Recent Growth Trends Exceed TWDB's Projected Trends.
3. City Limit Growth Through Annexation.

4. Urbanization.
5. Buildout.
6. Other.




Table D-2 Comparison of Adopted City Population Projections and Previous TWDB Population Projections with Reasons

City County Partial| TWDB Adopted Change Per cent No Reasons
2050 2050 Change | Change 1 2 3 4 5 6

Athens Henderson 14,717 17,406 2,689 18.3% X X
Berryville Henderson 1,158 -1,366 X X Not in Region C, but in Region |.
Eustace Henderson 1,034 1,112 78 7.5% X X
Gun Barrel City Henderson 6,257, 6,915 658 10.5% X X
Mabank Henderson P 621 621 0 0.0%) X
Malakoff Henderson 2,945 3,071 126 4.3% X X
Payne Springs Henderson 950 1,081 131] 13.8% X X
Seven Points Henderson 971 1,128 157, 16.2%) X X
Tool Henderson 2,626 2,920 294 11.2%) X X
Trinidad Henderson 1,325 1,428 103 7.8% X X
County-Other Henderson 27,872 23,428 -4,444 -15.9%) Adjust for County total.
Bryson Jack 565| 612 47 8.3% X X
Jacksboro Jack 5,061 5,139 78 1.5% X X
County-Other Jack 3,726 3,611 -115 -3.1%) Adjust for County total.
Combine Kaufman P 1,893 2,793 900, 47.5%) X X
Crandall Kaufman 6,164 6,164 0 0.0% X
Dallas Kaufman P 8 8 0 0.0% X
Forney Kaufman 7,209 35,000 27,791 385.5%) X
Kaufman Kaufman 10,711 16,560 5,849 54.6% X X X
Kemp Kaufman 3,684 3,684 0 0.0%) X
Mabank Kaufman P 4,748 4,748 0 0.0% X
Oak Grove Kaufman 979 1,067 88 9.0% X X
Terrell Kaufman 25,430 26,338 908 3.6% X X
County-Other Kaufman 52,138 66,055 13,917 26.7% Adjust for County total.
Blooming Grove Navarro 687 1,007 320 46.6% X X
Corsicana Navarro 28,435 40,215 11,780 41.4%) X X X
Dawson Navarro 674 674 0 0.0%) X
Frost Navarro 479 700 221 46.2% X X
Kerens Navarro 2,173 1,700 -473 -21.8%) Historical trends say no growth.
Rice Navarro 764 871 107| 14.0% X X Moved from Ellis County.
County-Other Navarro 20,864 15,833 -5,031 -24.1%) Adjust for County total.
Aledo Parker 4,218 3,346 -872 -20.7%) 2000 too high.
Annetta Parker 1,465 1,465 0 0.0% X
Azle Parker P 2,576 3,207 631 24.5% No decline predicted.
Reasons:

1. Current Population Exceeds TWDB Y ear 2000 Projections.
2. Recent Growth Trends Exceed TWDB's Projected Trends.
3. City Limit Growth Through Annexation.

4. Urbanization.
5. Buildout.
6. Other.




Table D-2 Comparison of Adopted City Population Projections and Previous TWDB Population Projections with Reasons

City County Partial| TWDB Adopted Change Per cent No Reasons
2050 2050 Change | Change 1 2 3 4 5 6

Briar Parker P 1,324 1,324 0 0.0%) X
Hudson Oaks Parker 2,437 2,437 0 0.0% X
Mineral Wells Parker 946 946 0 0.0% X
Reno Parker 5,001 5,318 317 6.3% X X
Springtown Parker 5,970 5,970 0 0.0% X
Westherford Parker 43,248 45,824 2,576 6.0% X X
Willow Park Parker 7,687 7,687 0 0.0% X
County-Other Parker 96,344 93,692 -2,652 -2.8%) Adjust for County total.
Dallas Rockwall P 131 131 0 0.0% X
Hesth Rockwall 13,847 17,856 4,009 29.0% X X
Rockwall Rockwall 96,076 96,076 0 0.0%) X
Rowlett Rockwall P 42,258 42,258 0 0.0% X
Royse City Rockwall P 18,747 31,963 13,216 70.5% X
Wylie Rockwall P 84 84 0 0.0% X
County-Other Rockwall 32,387 15,161 -17,226 -53.2%) Adjust for County total.
Arlington Tarrant 413,986 413,986 0 0.0% X
Azle Tarrant P 18,477 18,477 0 0.0% X
Bedford Tarrant 50,000 56,200 6,200 12.4%) X X Buildout est. too low.
Benbrook Tarrant 33,130 33,130 0 0.0% X
Blue Mound Tarrant 2,910 3,264 354 12.2% X X
Briar Tarrant P 6,597 6,597 0 0.0% X
Burleson Tarrant 3,364 3,364 0 0.0% X
Colleyville Tarrant 53,560 44,771 -8,789 -16.4%) X 2000 too high.
Crowley Tarrant 16,387 15,182 -1,205 -7.4% X 2000 too high.
Dalworthington Gard. Tarrant 5,052 5,052 0 0.0% X
Edgecliff Tarrant 2,800 3,000 200 7.1% X X Buildout est. too low.
Euless Tarrant 53,634 58,848 5,214 9.7% X X Buildout est. too low.
Everman Tarrant 5,721 6,500 779 13.6% X X Buildout est. too low.
Forest Hill Tarrant 13,811 13,811 0 0.0%) X
Fort Worth Tarrant 671,067 671,067 0 0.0%) X
Grand Prairie Tarrant P 57,485 57,485 0 0.0% X
Grapevine Tarrant P 61,535 61,969 434 0.7% X Used NCTCOG population estimate.
Haltom City Tarrant 39,456 44,412 4,956 12.6% X X
Hadlet Tarrant 2,321 2,808 487 21.0% X X Moved from Denton County.
Reasons:

1. Current Population Exceeds TWDB Y ear 2000 Projections.
2. Recent Growth Trends Exceed TWDB's Projected Trends.
3. City Limit Growth Through Annexation.

4. Urbanization.
5. Buildout.
6. Other.




Table D-2 Comparison of Adopted City Population Projections and Previous TWDB Population Projections with Reasons

City County Partial| TWDB Adopted Change Per cent No Reasons
2050 2050 Change Change 3 4 5 6

Hurst Tarrant 40,175] 41,129 954 2.4%
Keller Tarrant 44,818 44,818 0 0.0% X
Kennedale Tarrant 19,725 19,725 0 0.0% X
Lake Worth Village Tarrant 5,976 5,976 0 0.0% X
Mansfield Tarrant P 86,968 86,968 0 0.0%) X
Newark Tarrant P 0 0 0 0.0% X Moved to Wise County.
North Richland Hills Tarrant 112,232 112,232 0 0.0% X
Pantego Tarrant 2,751 2,751 0 0.0% X
Pelican Bay Tarrant 4,112 3,344 -768 -18.7%) 2000 too high.
Richland Hills Tarrant 19,985 19,985 0 0.0%) X
River Oaks Tarrant 6,838 6,838 0 0.0%) X
Saginaw Tarrant 18,144 20,942 2,798 15.4%
Sansom Park Village Tarrant 4,192 4,192 0 0.0% X
Southlake Tarrant P 59,151 59,151 0 0.0% X
Watauga Tarrant 29,383 29,906 523 1.8%
Westworth Village Tarrant 2,600 2,600 0 0.0% X
White Settlement Tarrant 15,950 15,950 0 0.0% X
County-Other Tarrant 222,344 209,180 -13,164 -5.9%) Adjust for County total.
Alvord Wise 1,196 1,292 96 8.0%
Aurora Wise 854 1,049 195 22.8%
Boyd Wise 2,285 2,285 0 0.0% X
Briar Wise P 1,466 1,466 0 0.0% X
Bridgeport Wise 5,605 7,200 1,595 28.4%
Chico Wise 993 1,074 81 8.1%
Decatur Wise 7,420 7,420 0 0.0%) X
Newark Wise P 1,294, 1,509 215 16.6% Moved from Tarrant County.
Rhome Wise 1,116 1,172 56 5.0%
County-Other Wise 35,696 60,535 24,839 69.6% Adjust for County total.

Reasons:

1. Current Population Exceeds TWDB Y ear 2000 Projections.
2. Recent Growth Trends Exceed TWDB's Projected Trends.
3. City Limit Growth Through Annexation.

4. Urbanization.
5. Buildout.
6. Other.




Table D-3 Comparison of Approved City Water Demand Projectionsand Texas Water Development Board Projectionswith Reasons

City County Partial | TWDB 2050 Adopted 2050 Total Change Reasons Comments
1 2 3 4 5 6

Allen Callin 17,101 33,921 16,820 0 7,429 9,391 0 0 0
Anna Collin 167 182 15 0 0 0 15 0 0
Blue Ridge Collin 78 106 28 0 0 0 0 28 0
Celina Collin 671 8,503 7,832 4,431 0 0 0 3,401 0
Dallas Collin P 12,504 13,258 754 0 0 0 0 0 754|Lower conservation decrease
Fairview Collin 1,013 1,831 818 86 388 344 0 0 0
Farmersville Collin 858 1,212 354 43 0 0 0 311 0
Frisco Callin P 9,595 85,005 75,410 40,372 21,632 13,406 0 0 0
Garland Collin P 7 8 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
Lucas Collin 1,465 1,560 95 0 0 0 0 95 0
McKinney Collin 11,379 86,631 75,252 30,849 29,187 15,216 0 0 0
Melissa Callin 99 203 104 0 0 0 0 104 0
Murphy Callin 813 3,791 2,978 2,646 0 0 0 332 0
New Hope Collin 88 94 6 6 0 0 0 0 0
Parker Collin 630 10,816 10,186 4,816 2,894 2,476 0 0 0
Plano Callin P 86,158 79,763 -6,395|  -34,221 14,221 13,605 0 0 0
Princeton Callin 142 1,176 1,034 420, 286 328 0 0 0
Prosper Collin 371 5,578 5,207 2,687 1,479 1,041 0 0 0
Richardson Collin P 3,847 5,196 1,349 0 846 503 0 0 0
Royse City Collin P 103 194 91 0 35 56 0 0 0
Sachse Callin P 101 164 63 0 27 36 0 0 0
Wylie Collin P 4,473 10,993 6,520 5,747 0 773 0 0 0
Other Collin 42,140 35,445 -6,695 -7,084 0 291 0 0 98
Gainesville Cooke 2,563 4,012 1,449 572 652 226 0 0 -1
Lindsay Cooke 110 138 28 0 0 0 28 0 0
Muenster Cooke 291 346 55 55 0 0 0 0 0
Valley View Cooke 39 145 106 33 45 12 17 0 -1
Other Cooke 1,677 1,771 94 -24] 0 0 124 0 -6
Addison Dallas 9,091 13,650 4,559 389 819 1,638, 0 0 1,713|Employment growth.
Balch Springs Dallas 2,012 3,459 1,447 -131 609 969 0 0 0
Notes:

1. Population Change.

2. Actual Per Capita Use Increase.

3. Continuing Trends.

4. Minimum Per Capita Consumption.

5. Future Development.

6. Other.




Table D-3 Comparison of Approved City Water Demand Projectionsand Texas Water Development Board Projections with Reasons

City County Partial | TWDB 2050 Adopted 2050 Total Change Reasons Comments
1 2 3 4 5 6
Carrollton Dallas P 10,505 12,973 2,468 1,891 0 0 0 0 577
Cedar Hill Dallas P 18,363 18,095 -268 -2,518 0 0 0 2,250 0
Cockrell Hill Dallas 317 647 330, 46 204 80 0 0 0
Combine Dallas P 109 136 27, 0 0 0 0 27, 0
Coppell Dallas 16,970 11,513 -5,457 -8,460| 601, 601 0 1,802, -1
Dallas Dallas P 331,648 358,390 26,742 6,379 19,006 1,357 0 0 0
DeSoto Dallas 11,968 18,113 6,145 293 2,322 3,530 0 0 0
Duncanville Dallas 6,159 9,361 3,202 0 985 985 0 0 1,232|Commercialization
Farmers Branch Dallas 12,665| 15,803 3,138 608 0 0 0 0 2,530|Employment growth
Garland Dallas P 30,943 37,101 6,158 2,474 0 0 0 0 3,684(L ower conservation decrease
Glenn Heights Dallas P 2,236 1,695 -541] 149 0 0 0 0 -690|Decreased per capita
Grand Prairie Dallas P 13,545 16,715 3,170 304 358 836 0 0 1,672|Commercial development
Grapevine Dallas P 25 32 7 0 3 3 0 0 1
Highland Park Dallas 4,290 4,290, 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Hutchins Dallas 1,262 2,129 867| -53 409 511 0 0 0
Irving Dallas 61,771 70,026 8,255 2,095 0 6,160 0 0 0
Lancaster Dallas 3,478 5,017 1,539 142 932 465 0 0 0
Lewisville Dallas P 423 534 111 0 39 39 0 0 33|Commercialization
Mesquite Dallas 31,256 36,465 5,209 0 2,481 2,728 0 0 0
Ovilla Dallas P 100 128 28 0 0 0 0 28 0
Richardson Dallas P 21,339 28,824 7,485 0 4,692 2,793 0 0 0
Rowlett Dallas P 12,831 14,053 1,222 0 0 0 0 0 1,222|L ower conservation decrease
Sachse Dallas P 3,076 4,955 1,879 0 826 1,054 0 0 -1
Seagoville Dallas 3,047 4,280, 1,233 -251 542 942 0 0 0
Sunnyvale Dallas 1,733 2,320 587| 0 424 163 0 0 0
University Park Dallas 6,304 6,304 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Wilmer Dallas 206 478 272, 13 113 71 0 0 75
Other Dallas 145,750 143,637 -2,113 -2,113 0 0 0 0 0
Argyle Denton 596 4,096 3,500 1,780 1,188, 532 0 0 0
Aubrey Denton 350 1,300 950, 222 95 0 251 382 0
Notes:

1. Population Change.

2. Actual Per Capita Use Increase.

3. Continuing Trends.
4. Minimum Per Capita Consumption.
5. Future Development.

6. Other.




Table D-3 Comparison of Approved City Water Demand Projections and Texas Water

Development Board Projections with Reasons

City County Partial | TWDB 2050 Adopted 2050 Total Change Reasons Comments
1 2 3 4 5 6
Bartonville Denton 182 2,707 2,525 779 1,313 433 0 0 0
Carrollton Denton P 12,662 13,251 589 0 0 0 0 0 589
Copper Canyon Denton 391 1,546 1,155 513 379 263 0 0 0
Corinth Denton 4,975 6,519 1,544 0 0 700 0 844 0[Split is approximate
Cross Roads Denton 0 2,964 2,964 2,964 0 0 0 0 O|Not in TWDB numbers
Dallas Denton P 8,979 9,520 541 0 505 36 0 0 0
Denton Denton 26,875 61,229 34,354 29,335 0 0 0 0 5,019|Slower conservation
Double Oak Denton 518 1,008 490 -130 86 86 0 448 0
Flower Mound Denton 23,648 31,448 7,800 20 1,986 5,793 0 0 1
Frisco Denton P 417 728 311 0 181 130 0 0 0
Hebron Denton 318 794 476 0 0 0 185 291 0
Hickory Creek Denton 807 1,601 794 154 0 0 0 640 0
Highland Village Denton 4,782 4,133 -649 -1,476 253 505 0 69 0
Justin Denton 667 2,608 1,941 708 395 632 0 206 0
Krugerville Denton 154 401 247 12 0 0 106 129 0
Krum Denton 506 1,265 759 0 0 0 245 514 0
Lake Dallas Denton 909 1,810 901 475 0 0 0 426 0
Lewisville Denton P 34,095 42,254 8,159 -676 3,073 3,073 0 0 2,689|Commercia development
Lincoln Park Denton 0 435 435 435 0 0 0 0 O|Not in TWDB numbers
Little EIm Denton 757 1,942 1,185] 492 236 277 0 180 0
Northlake Denton 0 7,393 7,393 7,393 0 0 0 0 O|Not in TWDB numbers
Oak Point Denton 176 1,861 1,685 940 93 133 0 518 1
Pilot Point Denton 1,095 1,694 599 0 136 226 0 237 0
Plano Denton P 33 51 18 0 9 9 0 0 0
Ponder Denton 0 1,403 1,403 1,403 0 0 0 0 O|Not in TWDB numbers
Roanoke Denton 542 1,011 469 48 0 0 211 210 0
Sanger Denton 1,205 4,032 2,827 1,026 0 0 323 1,478 0
Shady Shores Denton 122 748 626 54 128 214 0 230 0
Southlake Denton P 584 745) 161 0 161 0 0 0 0
The Colony Denton 2,891 10,946 8,055] 2,874 0 0 1,168 4,013 0
Notes:

1. Population Change.

2. Actual Per Capita Use Increase.

3. Continuing Trends.
4. Minimum Per Capita Consumption.
5. Future Development.

6. Other.




Table D-3 Comparison of Approved City Water Demand Projectionsand Texas Water Development Board Projections with Reasons

City County Partial | TWDB 2050 Adopted 2050 Total Change Reasons Comments
1 2 3 4 5 6

Trophy Club Denton 2,126 6,546 4,420 649 2,906 865 0 0 0
Other Denton 35,790 42,113 6,323 -10,862 0 0 562 10,423 6,200|Better supply and growth
Cedar Hill Ellis P 42 48 6] 0 0 0 0 6 0
Ennis Ellis 3,528 4,015 487 246 0 0 0 241 O{Future growth at typical urban
Ferris Ellis 448 582 134] -9 54 89 0 0 0
Glenn Heights Ellis P 410 291 -119 0 0 0 0 0 -119
Grand Prairie Ellis P 29 35 6 0 1 2 0 0 3{Commercial development
Italy Ellis 360 673 313 0 0 0 96 217 O[Future growth at typical urban
Mansfield Ellis P 255| 452 197 0 107 90, 0 0 0
Maypearl Ellis 55 182 127 6 89 32 0 0 0
Midlothian Ellis 2,961 4,080, 1,119 0 1,049 70 0 0 0
Milford Ellis 91 149 58 6 0 0 5 47 O[Future growth at typical urban
Oak Leaf Ellis 222 302 80 8 44 28, 0 0 0
Ovilla Ellis P 646 1,010 364 142 135 87 0 0 0
Palmer Ellis 424 521 97| -47 54 54 0 0 36
Pecan Hill Ellis 81 127 46 9 18 0 0 19 O{Future growth at typical urban
Red Oak Ellis 1,088 1,526 438 78, 0 0 0 360 0
Venus Ellis 192 -337 145 a4 92 9 0 0 -337|Not in Region C, but in Region G.
Waxahachie Ellis 8,157 8,930 773 874 0 0 0 0 -101
Other Ellis 10,457 7,424 -3,033 -3,033 0 0 0 0 0
Bonham Fannin 1,145 1,946 801 801 0 0 0 0 0
Honey Grove Fannin 156 526 370 125 245 0 0 0 0
Leonard Fannin 256 363 107 107 0 0 0 0 0
Savoy Fannin 93 104 11 -10) 0 0 21 0 0
Trenton Fannin 120 172 52, 52 0 0 0 0 0
Other Fannin 1,510 2,537 1,027] 553 187 187 0 0 100|Slower conservation
Fairfield Freestone 751 880 129 0 82 47 0 0 0
Teague Freestone 429 470 41 56 0 0 0 0 -15
Wortham Freestone 226 331 105 0 124 0 0 0 -19
Other Freestone 899 1,031 132 39 0 0 93 0 0
Notes:

1. Population Change.

2. Actual Per Capita Use Increase.

3. Continuing Trends.

4. Minimum Per Capita Consumption.
5. Future Development.

6. Other.




Table D-3 Comparison of Approved City Water Demand Projectionsand Texas Water Development Board Projections with Reasons

City County Partial | TWDB 2050 Adopted 2050 Total Change Reasons Comments
1 2 3 4 5 6

Bells Grayson 106 193 87 83 4 0 0 0 0
Collinsville Grayson 128| 176 48 19 0 0 29 0 0
Denison Grayson 3,575 4,131 556 556 0 0 0 0 0
Gunter Grayson 184 234 50 0 17 33 0 0 0
Howe Grayson 330 426 96 17 69 0 0 0 10
Louella Grayson 80 117 37 8 11 18 0 0 0
Pottsboro Grayson 219 482 263 87 123 53 0 0 0
Sherman Grayson 4,679 8,830 4,151 973 2,876 302 0 0 0
Southmayd Grayson 136 160 24 14 0 0 0 0 10,
Tioga Grayson 50 123 73 34 39 0 0 0 0
Tom Bean Grayson 157 215] 58 15 56 0 0 0 -13
Van Alstyne Grayson 484 1,367 883 582 0 0 0 301 0
Whitesboro Grayson 347 731 384 142 232 10, 0 0 0
Whitewright Grayson 261 302 41 0 41 0 0 0 0
Other Grayson 4,590 2,974 -1,616 -2,254] 0 0 0 638 0
Athens Henderson 3,000 2,925 -75 548 0 0 0 0 -623
Berryville Henderson 119 0 -119 0 0 0 0 0 -119|Not in Region C, but in Region I.
Eustace Henderson 105] 125] 20 8 0 0 12 0 0
Gun Barrel City Henderson 484 1,369 885 52 829 4 0 0 0
Mabank Henderson P 160 115 -45 0 0 0 0 0 -45
Malakoff Henderson 366 478 112 16 96 0 0 0 0
Payne Springs Henderson 45 199 154 6 148 0 0 0 0
Seven Points Henderson 80 120 40 13 19 0 8 0 0
Tool Henderson 244, 409 165 27 137 0 0 0 1
Trinidad Henderson 217 200 -17 17 0 0 0 0 -34
Other Henderson 3,003 2,777 -226 -478 0 0 258 0 -6
Bryson Jack 54 65) 11 4 3 0 4 0 0
Jacksboro Jack 550 806 256 8 184 64 0 0 0
Other Jack 386 425 39 -13 0 0 13 0 39
Combine Kaufman P 221 454 233 0 0 0 0 233 0
Notes:

1. Population Change.
2. Actual Per Capita Use Increase.
3. Continuing Trends.

4. Minimum Per Capita Consumption.

5. Future Development.

6. Other.




Table D-3 Comparison of Approved City Water Demand Projectionsand Texas Water Development Board Projections with Reasons

City County Partial | TWDB 2050 Adopted 2050 Total Change Reasons Comments
1 2 3 4 5 6

Crandall Kaufman 621 898| 277 0 124 153 0 0 0
Dallas Kaufman P 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Forney Kaufman 662 7,331 6,669 2,553 2,156 1,960 0 0 0
Kaufman Kaufman 924 1,855 931 504 408 19 0 0 0
Kemp Kaufman 355 413 58 0 103 0 0 0 -45)
Mabank Kaufman P 1,223 878 -345 0 0 0 0 0 -345
Oak Grove Kaufman 80| 120 40 7 0 0 33 0 0
Terrell Kaufman 4,558| 4,721 163 163 0 0 0 0 0
Other Kaufman 5,813 7,769 1,956 1,574 0 0 0 0 382|Slower conservation
Blooming Grove Navarro 66 107 41 31 0 0 10, 0 0
Corsicana Navarro 4,905 7,298 2,393 2,032 721 0 0 0 -360
Dawson Navarro 106 121 15 0 18 0 0 0 -3
Frost Navarro 49 79 30, 23 0 0 7 0 0
Kerens Navarro 190] 190 0 -41 0 0 41 0 0
Rice Navarro 183 209 26 26 0 0 0 0 0
Other Navarro 2,045 1,933 -112 -496 0 0 0 0 384
Aledo Parker 378] 869 491 86 0 0 0 405 0
Annetta Parker 128 874 746) 419 0 0 0 327 0
Azle Parker P 237 528 291 58 104 104 0 25 0
Briar Parker P 148 172 24 0 0 0 0 24 0
Hudson Oaks Parker 213 1,746 1,533] 695 0 0 314 525 -1
Mineral Wells Parker 150 150 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reno Parker 336 745) 409 21 0 0 328 60 0
Springtown Parker 655 1,037 382 0 134 167 0 81 0
Weatherford Parker 4,990 15,533 10,543 5,676 2,175 2,692 0 0 0
Willow Park Parker 1,007 2,908 1,901 1,261 0 0 0 640 0
Other Parker 8,373 4,020 -4,353 -6,327 0 0 456 1,518 0
Dallas Rockwall P 37 39 2 2 0 0 0 0 0
Heath Rockwall 1,536 3,000 1,464 445 1,000 19 0 0 0
Rockwall Rockwall 14,421 24,426 10,005 0 3,121 6,888 0 0 -4
Notes:

1. Population Change.

2. Actual Per Capita Use Increase.

3. Continuing Trends.

4. Minimum Per Capita Consumption.
5. Future Development.

6. Other.




Table D-3 Comparison of Approved City Water Demand Projectionsand Texas Water Development Board Projections with Reasons

City County Partial | TWDB 2050 Adopted 2050 Total Change Reasons Comments
1 2 3 4 5
Rowlett Rockwall P 6,958 7,621 663, 0 0 0 0 0 663|Slower conservation
Royse City Rockwall P 2,184 5,764 3,580 1,540, 1,683 357 0 0 0
Wylie Rockwall P 12 13 1 1 0 0 0 0 0
Other Rockwall 6,929 3,244 -3,685 -3,685| 0 0 0 0 0
Arlington Tarrant 62,139 83,470 21,331 0 7,883 13,448 0 0 0
Azle Tarrant P 1,697 3,042 1,345 0 600 745| 0 0 0
Bedford Tarrant 7,953 9,946 1,993 986 1,007 0 0 0 0
Benbrook Tarrant 4,824 6,383 1,559 0 891 668 0 0 0
Blue Mound Tarrant 205 347 142 25 29 0 88 0 0
Briar Tarrant P 739 857, 118 0 0 0 0 118 0
Burleson Tarrant 298 528 230, 0 90 140 0 0 0
Colleyville Tarrant 10,199 12,136 1,937] -1,674] 2,758 853 0 0 0
Crowley Tarrant 1,377 2,126 749 -101 136 0 0 714 O[Future growth at typical urban
Dalworthington Tarrant 1,053 1,251 198 0 102 96 0 0 0
Gardens
Edgecliff Village Tarrant 332 518 186 24 101 61 0 0 0
Euless Tarrant 8,952 9,492 540, 870 0 0 0 0 -330
Everman Tarrant 455 692 237 62 0 0 175 0 0
Forest Hill Tarrant 1,284 1,779 495 0 124 0 62 0 309
Fort Worth Tarrant 127,788 155,600 27,812 0 12,779 15,033 0 0 0
Grand Prairie Tarrant P 7,469 9,015 1,546 0 193 451 0 0 902|Commercial development
Grapevine Tarrant P 9,995 11,856 1,861 66 694 694 0 0 407|Commercial development
Haltom City Tarrant 4,022 6,517 2,495 505 1,144 846 0 0 0
Haslet Tarrant 299 503 204 63 126 15 0 0 0
Hurst Tarrant 5,445 6,818 1,373 129 230 460 0 0 554
Keller Tarrant 8,735 7,882 -853 0 0 0 0 0 -853
Kennedale Tarrant 3,712 3,513 -199 0 0 0 0 0 -199
Lake Worth Village Tarrant 656 937, 281 0 281 0 0 0 0
Mansfield Tarrant P 10,716 16,561 5,845 0 5,706 139 0 0 0
North Richland Hills  |Tarrant 11,314 17,475 6,161 0 4,274 1,887 0 0 0
Pantego Tarrant 521 582 61 0 0 0 0 0 61

Notes:
1. Population Change.

2. Actual Per Capita Use Increase.

3. Continuing Trends.

4. Minimum Per Capita Consumption.

5. Future Development.

6. Other.




Table D-3 Comparison of Approved City Water Demand Projectionsand Texas Water Development Board Projectionswith Reasons

City County Partial | TWDB 2050 Adopted 2050 Total Change Reasons Comments
1 2 3 4 5

Pelican Bay Tarrant 143 431 288 -27 34 0 206 75 0

Richland Hills Tarrant 2,328 2,709 381 0 0 0 0 0 381

River Oaks Tarrant 835 881 46 0 0 0 0 0 46

Saginaw Tarrant 2,093 3,519 1,426 323 375 728 0 0 0

Sansom Park Village |Tarrant 329 512 183 0 113 70 0 0 0

Southlake Tarrant P 12,059 15,383 3,324 0 2,319 1,005 0 0 0

Watauga Tarrant 2,995 4,656 1,661 53 1,072 536 0 0 0

Westworth Village Tarrant 146 277, 131 0 0 0 131 0 0

White Settlement Tarrant 1,965 2,055 90 0 0 0 0 0 90,

Other Tarrant 31,632 30,054 -1,578 -1,825] 0 0 0 0 247

Alvord Wise 135 166 31 11 0 0 0 0 20

Aurora Wise 82 159 77 19 0 0 11 0 47|Better supply and growth
Boyd Wise 243 346 103, 0 0 0 0 0 103|Better supply and growth
Briar Wise P 164 190 26 0 26 0 0 0 0

Bridgeport Wise 615| 1,210 595 175 734 0 0 0 -314

Chico Wise 174 168 -6 14 0 0 0 0 -20

Decatur Wise 1,346 1,346 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Newark Wise 141 197 56 23 0 0 0 0 33|Better supply and growth
Rhome Wise 119 237, 118, 6 0 0 0 0 112|Better supply and growth
Other Wise 3,291 9,493 6,202 2,282 0 0 882 3,038 0

Notes:

1. Population Change.

2. Actual Per Capita Use Increase.

3. Continuing Trends.

4. Minimum Per Capita Consumption.
5. Future Development.

6. Other.




Table D-4 Unaccounted Water for Region C

County Entity 1997 WateUse in 1997 Unaccounted
Acre-Feet Water in Percent
Collin Anna 153 28.1%
Collin Celina 283 20.6%
Callin Frisco 4,402 11.1%
Callin McKinney 9,177 22.1%
Callin Plani 47,144 15.5%
Collin Desert WSC 113 12.7%
Collin Frognot WSC 119 9.9%
Collin Josephine WSC 71 0.9%
Collin Nevada WSC 122 4.1%
Collin Verona WSC 171 16.3%
Cooke Woodbine WSC 429 14.6%
Dallas Addison 5,477, 4.9%
Dallas Cedar Hill 4,722 21.0%
Dallas Cockrell Hill 464 33.5%
Dallas Coppell 5,938 1.0%
Dallas Dallas 442,960 10.0%
Dallas De Soto 6,878 18.6%
Dallas Farmers Branch 9,331 8.8%
Dallas Garland 33,838 0.7%
Dallas Glenn Heights 736 14.0%
Dallas Grand Prairie 18,130 12.8%
Dallas Mesquite 17,634 4.0%
Dallas Richardson 24,897 9.0%
Dallas Wilmer 312 15.5%
Denton Argyle WSC 605 7.9%
Denton Denton 16,909 4.2%
Denton Trophy Club MUD #1 1,427 5.2%
Denton Highland Village 1,904 1.8%
Denton Krum 211 6.8%)
Denton Lake Cities MUA 1,003 9.5%
Denton Lewisville 11,880 14.9%
Denton Little Elm 228 8.0%
Denton Ponder 109 0.2%
Denton Mustang WSC 440 8.8%
Ellis Ennis 2,643 18.5%
Ellis Ferris 348 18.3%
Ellis Midlothian 3,907, 1.3%
Ellis Waxahachie 4,509 17.1%




Table D-4 Unaccounted Water for Region C

County Entity 1997 WateUse in 1997 Unaccounted
Acre-Feet Water in Percent
Ellis Buena Vista-Bethel WSC 263 30.9%
Ellis Mountain Peak WSC 696 30.3%
Ellis Nash-Forreston WSC 137 19.9%
Ellis Rockett SUD 3,114 22.1%
Ellis South EllisWSC 110 25.3%
Fannin Bonham 1,922 37.3%
Fannin Honey Grove 385 38.2%
Fannin Savoy 102 4.7%
Fannin Southwest Fannin WSC 375 27.1%
Fannin White Shed WSC 194 13.5%
Grayson Bells 133 28.6%
Grayson Collinsville 207 25.5%
Grayson Howe 262, 8.0%)
Grayson Pottsboro 181 8.4%
Grayson Southmayd 32 25.1%
Grayson Tioga 131 40.4%
Grayson Whitesboro 654 18.3%
Grayson Northwest Grayson WCID #1 99 11.9%
Grayson Gunter Rural WSC 370 15.2%
Grayson Red River Authority 148 6.5%
Grayson South Grayson WSC 192 1.2%
Grayson Two Way WSC 269 15.8%
Henderson Athens 2,193 11.4%
Henderson Malakoff 325 22.2%
Henderson Trinidad 218 25.2%
Henderson Beachwood/North Trinidad WD 88 35.8%
Henderson East Cedar Creek FWSD 1,111 28.0%
Henderson Leagueville WSC 169 14.4%
Henderson Westwood Beach 53 3.8%
Henderson Cherokee Shores 241 19.7%
Henderson West Cedar Creek MUD 1,241 13.6%
Jack Bryson 74 9.0%
Jack Jacksboro 568 22.0%
Kaufman Crandall 404 12.1%
Kaufman Mabank 971 29.6%
Kaufman Terrell 3,810 16.1%
Kaufman Gastonia-Scurry WSC 362 14.9%
Kaufman Rose Hill WSC 199 5.3%




Table D-4 Unaccounted Water for Region C

County Entity 1997 WateUse in 1997 Unaccounted
Acre-Feet Water in Percent
Kaufman Taty WSC 178 13.1%
Navarro Corsicana 8,711 15.0%
Navarro Kerens 178 10.4%
Navarro Angus WSC 95 17.9%
Navarro Navarro Mills WSC 215 18.0%
Parker Aledo 159 12.3%
Parker Willow Park 458 10.0%
Parker Walnut Creek SUD 705 10.6%
Parker Western Lake Estates 139 39.9%
Rockwall Royse City 723 1.1%
Rockwall Blackland WSC 317 2.7%
Tarrant Arlington 56,322, 10.1%
Tarrant Azle 1,393] 11.2%
Tarrant Colleyville 4,283 0.7%
Tarrant Euless 6,608 8.4%
Tarrant Forest Hill 1,354 16.0%
Tarrant Grapevine 7,485 0.3%
Tarrant Hurst 6,085 0.2%
Tarrant Kennedale 798 10.2%
Tarrant North Richland Hills 11,022 5.9%
Tarrant Richland Hills 1,217] 3.1%
Tarrant Saginaw 1,579 9.6%
Tarrant Sansom Park 497 24.7%
Tarrant White Settlement 1,990 13.0%
Tarrant Tarrant County MUD #1 859 10.0%
Tarrant Tarrant County FWSD #1 169 4.1%
Wise Birdgeport 1,277 28.6%
Wise Rhome 62 17.5%
Wise West Wise Rural WSC 336 19.0%
Weighted Average 816,952 10.1%

Note: Data are from Texas Water Development Board files. Entities with less than 50 acre-feet of water
use and entities for which TWDB did not have data are not included.




Population

Figure D-1
Callin County
Historical and Projected Population
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Figure D-2
Cooke County
Historical and Projected Population
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Figure D-3
Dallas County
Historical and Projected Population
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Figure D-5
Ellis County
Historical and Projected Population
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Figure D-6
Fannin County
Historical and Projected Population

60,000
50,000 /
40,000 a1 —
—e— Historical Pop.
—&—TWDB 0% Migration
c
.g —a— TWDB 50% Migration
]
El 50,000 = - - —=— TWDB 100% Migration
g ¥
o —%— TWDB Most Likely
4
—e— State Demographer
20,000 \-\. _ Mo, ..
10,000
0 T T T T T T
1980 1990 2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050

Year



Population

Figure D-7
Freestone County
Historical and Projected Population
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Figure D-8
Grayson County
Historical and Projected Population
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Figure D-9
Hender son County
Historical and Projected Population
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Figure D-10
Jack County
Historical and Projected Population
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Figure D-11
Kaufman County
Historical and Projected Population
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Figure D-12
Navarro County
Historical and Projected Population

70,000
60,000 —
/i—/'/K
50,000
—e— Historica Pop.
]
—&— TWDB 0% Migration
s 40,000 % —A— TWDB 50% Migration
g 4 —=— TWDB 100% Migration
§ —%— TWDB Most Likely
30,000
—e— State Demographer
Migration
—+—NCTCOG
20,000
10,000

1980 1990 2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050
Year



Figure D-13
Parker County
Historical and Projected Population
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Figure D-14
Rockwall County
Historical and Projected Population
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Figure D-15
Tarrant County
Historical and Projected Population
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Figure D-16
Wise County
Historical and Projected Population
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TableD-1
Citieswith Per Capita Higher that TWDB Year 2000 Proj ections

County City Actual per Capita Use TWDB %
Highest, | Year of
1998 1988-98 | Highest | Year 2000 | Difference
Callin Allen 209 209 1998 157 33.1%
Callin Blue Ridge N/A 121 1996 110 10.0%
Callin Cdina N/A 151 1993 135 11.9%
Callin Fairview N/A 265 1996 212 25.0%
Callin Frisco* 269 269 1998 198 35.9%
Callin McKinney 263 263 1998 169 55.6%
Callin Parker 256 256 1998 180 42.2%
Callin Plano* 257 257 1998 211 21.8%
Callin Princeton 128 128 1998 94 36.2%
Callin Prosper N/A 161 1995 117 37.6%
Cooke Gainesville N/A 201 1994 149 34.9%
Cooke Lindsay N/A 122 1997 113 8.0%
Cooke Valley View N/A 90 1996 84 7.1%
Dallas Addison 475 475 1998 442 7.5%
Dallas Balch Springs 112 116 1996 94 23.4%
Dallas Cockrdl Hill 139 139 1998 99 40.4%
Dallas DeSoto 190 190 1998 170 11.8%
Dallas Duncanville 182 182 1998 162 12.3%
Dallas Grapevine N/A 191 1996 180 6.1%
Dallas Hutchins 220 220 1998 176 25.0%
Dallas Lancaster 157 157 1998 131 19.8%
Dallas Lewisville 231 231 1998 215 7.4%
Dallas Richardson* 275 275 1998 233 18.0%
Dallas Sachse* 171 171 1998 142 20.4%
Dallas Seagoville 144 144 1998 125 15.2%
Dallas Sunnyvae 269 269 1998 225 19.6%
Dallas Wilmer N/A 104 1993 88 18.2%
Denton Argyle N/A 209 1996 151 38.4%
Denton Aubrey N/A 99 1997 88 12.5%
Denton Double Oak N/A 142 1996 125 13.6%
Denton Flower Mound 195 195 1998 183 6.6%
Denton Hebron N/A 120 1993 102 17.6%
Denton Justin N/A 135 1996 110 22.7%
Denton Little EIm N/A 131 1997 114 14.9%
Denton Pilot Point N/A 135 1996 123 9.8%
Denton Shady Shores N/A 90 1996 66 36.4%
Table D-1
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Table D-1, continued

County City Actual per Capita Use TWDB %
Highest, | Year of

1998 1988-98 | Highest | Year 2000 | Difference
Denton Trophy Club N/A 275 1996 164 67.7%
Ellis Ferris N/A 133 1995 121 9.9%
Ellis Maypearl N/A 147 1997 72 104.2%
Ellis Midlothian N/A 176 1992 149 18.1%
Ellis Oak Leaf N/A 140 1997 121 15.7%
Ellis Pecan Hill N/A 141 1997 121 16.5%
Ellis Waxahachie N/A 296 1989 224 32.1%
Fannin Honey Grove N/A 203 1995 118 72.0%
Freestone |Farfied N/A 166 1996 152 9.2%
Freestone |Wortham N/A 202 1995 145 39.3%
Grayson Coallinsville N/A 115 1996 104 10.6%
Grayson Denison N/A 198 1996 160 23.8%
Grayson Howe N/A 144 1993 124 16.1%
Grayson Ludla N/A 133 1996 121 9.9%
Grayson Pottsboro N/A 140 1993 107 30.8%
Grayson Sherman N/A 193 1996 136 41.9%
Grayson Tioga N/A 167 1997 106 57.5%
Grayson Tom Bean N/A 182 1996 143 27.3%
Grayson Whitesboro N/A 167 1997 121 38.0%
Grayson Whitewright N/A 163 1997 135 20.7%
Henderson |Gun Barrel City N/A 200 1996 93 115.1%
Henderson |Malakoff N/A 161 1995 133 21.1%
Henderson |Payne Springs N/A 185 1997 63 193.7%
Henderson |Seven Points N/A 110 1996 95 15.8%
Henderson |Tool N/A 150 1996 108 38.9%
Jack Jacksboro N/A 150 1996 118 27.1%
Kaufman  |Crandal N/A 143 1996 125 14.4%
Kaufman  |Forney 160 160 1998 105 52.4%
Kaufman |Kaufman 122 122 1998 100 22.0%
Kaufman |Kemp N/A 133 1992 108 23.1%
Navarro Corsicana N/A 195 1997 179 8.9%
Navarro Dawson N/A 188 1996 164 14.6%
Parker Springtown N/A 151 1993 131 15.3%
Parker Weatherford N/A 157 1997 136 15.4%
Rockwall |Heath N/A 172 1997 122 41.0%
Rockwall  |Rockwall 193 193 1998 164 17.7%

Table D-1
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Table D-1, continued

County City Actual per Capita Use TWDB %

Highest, | Year of
1998 1988-98 | Highest | Year 2000 | Difference
Rockwall |Royse City* 148 175 1995 128 36.7%
Tarrant Arlington 185 185 1998 168 10.1%
Tarrant Azle 135 135 1998 106 27.4%
Tarrant Bedford N/A 194 1988 177 9.6%
Tarrant Benbrook 191 191 1998 167 14.4%
Tarrant Burleson* 131 131 1998 107 22.4%
Tarrant Colleyville 269 269 1998 214 25.7%
Tarrant Daworthington Gardens 245 245 1998 227 7.9%
Tarrant Edgecliff Village 171 171 1998 141 21.3%
Tarrant Fort Worth 219 219 1998 202 8.4%
Tarrant Haltom City 145 145 1998 122 18.9%
Tarrant Hadet 179 179 1996 139 28.8%
Tarrant Lake Worth Village 135 177 1992 129 37.2%
Tarrant Mansfield* 195 195 1998 143 36.4%
Tarrant North Richland Hills 154 154 1998 120 28.3%
Tarrant Saginaw 151 151 1998 135 11.9%
Tarrant Sansom Park Village 121 121 1998 97 24.7%
Tarrant Watauga N/A 137 1998 122 12.3%
Wise Boyd N/A 141 1992 121 16.5%
Wise Bridgeport N/A 213 1997 122 74.6%
Notes:

a. Citiesmarked (*) have population in more than one county.
b. Citieslisted had recent per capitawater use exceed the TWDB projection by 5% or more.
c. N/A means data are not available.

Table D-1
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Comparison of Adopted City Population Projections and Previous TWDB Population Projections with Reasons

Table D-2

City County Partial| TWDB Adopted Change Per cent No Reasons
2050 2050 Change Change 1 2 6

Allen Collin 125,136 125,136 0 0.0% X
Anna Collin 1,622 1,622 0 0.0% X
Blue Ridge Callin 789 789 0 0.0% X
Celina Collin 5,255 39,952 34,697 660.3%
Dallas Collin P 44,832 44,832 0 0.0% X
Fairview Collin 6,028 6,538 510 8.5% X X
Farmersville Collin 7,361 7,729 368 5.0% X X
Frisco Collin P 52,232 272,000 219,768 420.8% X X
Garland Collin P 48 48 0 0.0% X
Lucas Collin 8,439 8,439 0 0.0% X
Mckinney Collin 74,698 277,200 202,502 271.1% X X
Melissa Collin 1,579 1,579 0 0.0% X
Murphy Collin 4,370 18,600 14,230 325.6% X X
New Hope Collin 669 720 51 7.6% X X
Parker Collin 3,936 34,000 30,064 763.8% X X
Plano Collin P 457,841 276,000 -181,841 -39.7%
Princeton Collin 1,898 7,500 5,602 295.2% X X
Prosper Collin 3,642 30,000 26,358 723.7% X X
Richardson Collin P 17,981 17,981 0 0.0% X
Royse City Collin P 886, 886 0 0.0% X
Sachse Coallin P 839 839 0 0.0% X
Wylie Coallin P 30,251 69,120 38,869 128.5%
County-Other Callin 312,150 259,885 -52,265 -16.7% Adjust for County total.
Gainesville Cooke 18,302 22,388 4,086 22.3% X X
Lindsay Cooke 1,087 1,087 0 0.0% X
Muenster Cooke 1,828 2,175 347 19.0% X X City input
Valley View Cooke 564 1,039 475 84.2%
County-Other Cooke 16,040 15,811 -229 -1.4% Adjust for County total.
Addison Dadlas 21,246 22,156 910 4.3% X X
Balch Springs Dallas 26,420 24,704, -1,716 -6.5% Early growth too high/ Buildout.
Carrollton Dadlas P 54,527 64,343 9,816 18.0% X X
Cedar Hill Dadlas P 101,196 87,318 -13,878 -13.7% X X
Cockrell Hill Dadlas 3,882 4,442 560 14.4% X X
Combine Dadlas P 937 937 0 0.0% X
Reasons:

1. Current Population Exceeds TWDB Y ear 2000 Projections.
2. Recent Growth Trends Exceed TWDB's Projected Trends.
3. City Limit Growth Through Annexation.

4. Urbanization.
5. Buildout.
6. Other.

Table D-2
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Table D-2, continued

City County Partial| TWDB Adopted Change Per cent No Reasons
2050 2050 Change Change 1 2 4 6

Coppell Dadlas 89,118 44,689 -44,429 -49.9% X
Dallas Dadlas P 1,189,062 1,211,933 22,871 1.9% X X
De Soto Dadlas 80,944 82,923 1,979 2.4% X X
Duncanville Dadlas 43,989 43,985 -4 0.0% X
Farmers Branch Dadlas 37,815 39,629 1,814 4.8% X X
Garland Dadlas P 217,516 234,904 17,388 8.0% X X
Glenn Heights Dadlas P 9,459 10,089 630 6.7% X X
Grand Prairie Dadlas P 104,243 106,586 2,343 2.2% X X
Grapevine Dallas P 156 156 0 0.0% X
Highland Park Dadlas 11,858 11,858 0 0.0% X
Hutchins Dallas 7,935 7,603 -332 -4.2% Population adjusted for NCTCOG.
Irving Dadlas 279,929 289,423 9,494 3.4% X X
L ancaster Dallas 30,740 31,993 1,253 4.1% No declinein population.
Lewisville Dadlas P 2,168 2,168 0 0.0% X
Mesquite Dadlas 221,454 221,454 0 0.0% X
Ovilla Dadlas P 586 586 0 0.0% X
Richardson Dadlas P 99,739 99,739 0 0.0% X
Rowlett Dadlas P 77,924 77,924 0 0.0% X
Sachse Dadlas P 25,423 25,423 0 0.0% X
Seagoville Dallas 27,761 25,474 -2,287 -8.2% X Early growth too high.
Sunnyvale Dadlas 8,595 8,595 0 0.0% X
University Park Dadlas 27,319 27,319 0 0.0% X
Wilmer Dadlas 2,966 3,159 193 6.5% X No decline after 2030.
County-Other Dallas 455,088 448,483 -6,605 -1.5% Adjust for County total.
Argyle Denton 4,586 18,282 13,696 298.6% X X X
Aubrey Denton 4,733 7,739 3,006 63.5% X X X
Bartonville Denton 2,287 12,085 9,798 428.4% X X X
Carrollton Denton P 65,719 65,719 0 0.0% X
Copper Canyon Denton 2,987 6,900 3,913 131.0% X
Corinth Denton 30,632 30,632 0 0.0% X
Crossroads Denton 0 18,902 18,902 0.0% Missing from TWDB database.
Dallas Denton P 32,192 32,192 0 0.0% X
Denton Denton 142,813 298,700 155,887 109.2% X X X
Double Oak Denton 6,004 4,500 -1,504 -25.0% X X
Reasons:

1. Current Population Exceeds TWDB Y ear 2000 Projections.
2. Recent Growth Trends Exceed TWDB's Projected Trends.
3. City Limit Growth Through Annexation.

4. Urbanization.
5. Buildout.
6. Other.
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Table D-2, continued

City County Partial| TWDB Adopted Change Per cent No Reasons
2050 2050 Change Change 1 2 6

Flower Mound Denton 147,635 147,762 127 0.1% X X
Frisco Denton P 2,271 2,271 0 0.0% X
Haslet Denton 2,321 0 -2,321 -100.0% In Tarrant County not Denton County.
Hebron Denton 4,727 4,727 0 0.0% X
Hickory Creek Denton 7,062 8,409 1,347 19.1%
Highland Village Denton 29,649 20,500 -9,149 -30.9% X
Justin Denton 6,846 14,112 7,266 106.1%
Krugerville Denton 2,372 2,560 188 7.9% X X
Krum Denton 7,058 7,058 0 0.0% X
Lake Dallas Denton 7,585 11,544 3,959 52.2% X X
Lewisville Denton P 174,930 171,462 -3,468 -2.0% X
Lincoln Park Denton 0 2,772 2,772 0.0% Missing from TWDB database.
Little Elm Denton 7,505 12,385 4,880 65.0% X X
Northlake Denton 0 40,000 40,000 0.0% Missing from TWDB database.
Oak Point Denton 1,873 11,867 9,994 533.6% X X
Pilot Point Denton 10,082 10,082 0 0.0% X
Plano Denton P 175 175 0 0.0% X
Ponder Denton 0 8,350 8,350 0.0% Missing from TWDB database.
Roanoke Denton 6,910 7,518 608 8.8% X X
Sanger Denton 12,961 23,998 11,037 85.2% X X
Shady Shores Denton 3,303 4,770 1,467 44.4% X X
Southlake Denton P 2,865 2,865 0 0.0% X
The Colony Denton 32,665 65,145 32,480 99.4% X X
Trophy Club Denton 17,908 23,374 5,466 30.5% X X
County-Other Denton 354,910 250,642 -104,268 -29.4% Adjust for County total.
Cedar Hill Ellis P 230 230 0 0.0% X
Ennis Ellis 22,338 23,895 1,557 7.0% X X
Ferris Ellis 4,078 3,994 -84 -2.1% Popul ation overestimated.
Glenn Heights Ellis P 1,734 1,734 0 0.0% X
Grand Prairie Ellis P 220 220 0 0.0% X
Italy Ellis 4,289 4,289 0 0.0% X
Mansfield Ellis P 2,071 2,071 0 0.0% X
Maypearl Ellis 965, 1,063 98 10.1% X X
Midlothian Ellis 20,815 20,815 0 0.0% X
Reasons:

1. Current Population Exceeds TWDB Y ear 2000 Projections.
2. Recent Growth Trends Exceed TWDB's Projected Trends.
3. City Limit Growth Through Annexation.

4. Urbanization.
5. Buildout.
6. Other.
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Table D-2, continued

City County Partial| TWDB Adopted Change Per cent No Reasons
2050 2050 Change Change 1 2 3 4 5 6

Milford Ellis 996 1,051 55 5.5% X X
Oak Leaf Ellis 2,020 2,089 69 3.4% X X
Ovilla Ellis P 3,792 4,626 834 22.0% X X X Anticipate urbanization.
Palmer Ellis 4,556 4,047 -509 -11.2% Current population overestimated.
Pecan Hill Ellis 739 822 83 11.2% X X
Red Oak Ellis 10,009 10,725 716 7.2% X X
Venus Ellis 1,331 -1,637 -2,968 -223.0% X X Not in Region C, but in Region G.
Waxahachie Ellis 40,681 45,041 4,360 10.7% X Growth rate continues through 2050.
County-Other Ellis 83,859 58,652 -25,207 -30.1% Adjust for County total.
Bonham Fannin 5,777 9,820 4,043 70.0% Used county growth rate instead of decline.
Honey Grove Fannin 1,431 2,577 1,146 80.1% X X Used county growth rate instead of decline.
Leonard Fannin 1,970 2,796 826 41.9% Used county growth rate instead of decline.
Savoy Fannin 1,096 974 -122 -11.2% Growth estimated too high.
Trenton Fannin 691 991 300 43.4% X X Used county growth rate.
County-Other Fannin 17,431 23,843 6,412 36.8% Adjust for County total.
Fairfield Freestone 5,238 5,238 0 0.0% X
Teague Freestone 3,714 4,199 485 13.1% X X
Wortham Freestone 1,656 1,656 0 0.0% X
County-Other Freestone 8,825 9,207 382 4.3% Adjust for County total.
Bells Grayson 896 1,597 701 78.2% X No decline-1% growth reflecting 90-97.
Collinsville Grayson 1,441 1,652 211 14.6% X X
Denison Grayson 23,466/ 27,114 3,648 15.5% Adjusted for no decline in growth rate.
Gunter Grayson 1,546 1,546 0 0.0% X
Howe Grayson 2,918 3,066 148 5.1% X X
Luella Grayson 731 801 70 9.6% X X
Pottsboro Grayson 2,382 3,331 949 39.9% X X
Sherman Grayson 37,295 45,048 7,753 20.8% X X X
Southmayd Grayson 1,156/ 1,275 119 10.3% X X
Tioga Grayson 541 912 371 68.5% X X No declinein population projected.
Tom Bean Grayson 1,165] 1,279 114 9.8% X X
Van Alstyne Grayson 3,696 8,134 4,438 120.1% X X X
Whitesboro Grayson 3,196 4,500 1,304 40.8% X X
Whitewright Grayson 2,078 2,078 0 0.0% X
County-Other Grayson 38,475 19,667 -18,808 -48.9% Adjust for County total.
Reasons:

1. Current Population Exceeds TWDB Y ear 2000 Projections.
2. Recent Growth Trends Exceed TWDB's Projected Trends.
3. City Limit Growth Through Annexation.

4. Urbanization.

5. Buildout.

6. Other.
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Table D-2, continued

City County Partial| TWDB Adopted Change Per cent No Reasons
2050 2050 Change Change 1 2 6

Athens Henderson 14,717 17,406 2,689 18.3% X X
Berryville Henderson 1,158 -1,366 X X Not in Region C, but in Region I.
Eustace Henderson 1,034 1,112 78 7.5% X X
Gun Barrel City Henderson 6,257 6,915 658 10.5% X X
Mabank Henderson P 621 621 0 0.0% X
Malakoff Henderson 2,945 3,071 126 4.3% X X
Payne Springs Henderson 950 1,081 131 13.8% X X
Seven Points Henderson 971 1,128 157 16.2% X X
Tool Henderson 2,626 2,920 294 11.2% X X
Trinidad Henderson 1,325 1,428 103 7.8% X X
County-Other Henderson 27,872 23,428 -4,444 -15.9% Adjust for County total.
Bryson Jack 565, 612 47 8.3% X X
Jacksboro Jack 5,061 5,139 78 1.5% X X
County-Other Jack 3,726 3,611 -115 -3.1% Adjust for County total.
Combine Kaufman P 1,893 2,793 900 47.5% X X
Crandall Kaufman 6,164 6,164 0 0.0% X
Dallas Kaufman P 8 8 0 0.0% X
Forney Kaufman 7,209 35,000 27,791 385.5%
Kaufman Kaufman 10,711 16,560 5,849 54.6% X X
Kemp Kaufman 3,684 3,684 0 0.0% X
Mabank Kaufman P 4,748 4,748 0 0.0% X
Oak Grove Kaufman 979 1,067 88 9.0% X X
Terrell Kaufman 25,430 26,338 908 3.6% X X
County-Other Kaufman 52,138 66,055 13,917 26.7% Adjust for County total.
Blooming Grove Navarro 687 1,007 320 46.6% X X
Corsicana Navarro 28,435 40,215 11,780 41.4% X X
Dawson Navarro 674 674 0 0.0% X
Frost Navarro 479 700 221 46.2% X X
Kerens Navarro 2,173 1,700 -473 -21.8% Historical trends say no growth.
Rice Navarro 764 871 107 14.0% X X Moved from Ellis County.
County-Other Navarro 20,864 15,833 -5,031 -24.1% Adjust for County total.
Aledo Parker 4,218 3,346 -872 -20.7% 2000 too high.
Annetta Parker 1,465 1,465 0 0.0% X
Azle Parker P 2,576 3,207 631 24.5% No decline predicted.
Reasons:

1. Current Population Exceeds TWDB Y ear 2000 Projections.
2. Recent Growth Trends Exceed TWDB's Projected Trends.
3. City Limit Growth Through Annexation.

4. Urbanization.
5. Buildout.
6. Other.
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Table D-2, continued

City County Partial| TWDB Adopted Change Per cent No Reasons
2050 2050 Change Change 1 2 6

Briar Parker P 1,324 1,324 0 0.0% X
Hudson Oaks Parker 2,437 2,437 0 0.0% X
Mineral Wells Parker 946 946 0 0.0% X
Reno Parker 5,001 5,318 317 6.3% X X
Springtown Parker 5,970 5,970 0 0.0% X
Weatherford Parker 43,248 45,824 2,576 6.0% X X
Willow Park Parker 7,687 7,687 0 0.0% X
County-Other Parker 96,344 93,692 -2,652 -2.8% Adjust for County total.
Dallas Rockwall P 131 131 0 0.0% X
Heath Rockwall 13,847 17,856 4,009 29.0% X X
Rockwall Rockwall 96,076 96,076 0 0.0% X
Rowlett Rockwall P 42,258 42,258 0 0.0% X
Royse City Rockwall P 18,747 31,963 13,216 70.5%
Wylie Rockwall P 84 84 0 0.0% X
County-Other Rockwall 32,387 15,161 -17,226 -53.2% Adjust for County total.
Arlington Tarrant 413,986 413,986 0 0.0% X
Azle Tarrant P 18,477 18,477 0 0.0% X
Bedford Tarrant 50,000 56,200 6,200 12.4% X X Buildout est. too low.
Benbrook Tarrant 33,130 33,130 0 0.0% X
Blue Mound Tarrant 2,910 3,264 354 12.2% X X
Briar Tarrant P 6,597 6,597 0 0.0% X
Burleson Tarrant 3,364 3,364 0 0.0% X
Colleyville Tarrant 53,560 44,771 -8,789 -16.4% X 2000 too high.
Crowley Tarrant 16,387 15,182 -1,205 -7.4% X 2000 too high.
Dalworthington Gard. Tarrant 5,052 5,052 0 0.0% X
Edgecliff Tarrant 2,800 3,000 200 7.1% X X Buildout est. too low.
Euless Tarrant 53,634 58,848 5,214 9.7% X X Buildout est. too low.
Everman Tarrant 5,721 6,500 779 13.6% X X Buildout est. too low.
Forest Hill Tarrant 13,811 13,811 0 0.0% X
Fort Worth Tarrant 671,067 671,067 0 0.0% X
Grand Prairie Tarrant P 57,485 57,485 0 0.0% X
Grapevine Tarrant P 61,535 61,969 434 0.7% X Used NCTCOG population estimate.
Haltom City Tarrant 39,456 44,412 4,956 12.6% X X
Haslet Tarrant 2,321 2,808 487 21.0% X X Moved from Denton County.
Reasons:

1. Current Population Exceeds TWDB Y ear 2000 Projections.
2. Recent Growth Trends Exceed TWDB's Projected Trends.
3. City Limit Growth Through Annexation.

4. Urbanization.
5. Buildout.
6. Other.
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Table D-2, continued

City County Partial| TWDB Adopted Change Per cent No Reasons
2050 2050 Change Change 6

Hurst Tarrant 40,175 41,129 954 2.4%
Keller Tarrant 44,818 44,818 0 0.0% X
Kennedale Tarrant 19,725 19,725 0 0.0% X
Lake Worth Village Tarrant 5,976 5,976 0 0.0% X
Mansfield Tarrant P 86,968 86,968 0 0.0% X
Newark Tarrant P 0 0 0 0.0% X Moved to Wise County.
North Richland Hills Tarrant 112,232 112,232 0 0.0% X
Pantego Tarrant 2,751 2,751 0 0.0% X
Pelican Bay Tarrant 4,112 3,344 -768 -18.7% 2000 too high.
Richland Hills Tarrant 19,985 19,985 0 0.0% X
River Oaks Tarrant 6,838 6,838 0 0.0% X
Saginaw Tarrant 18,144 20,942 2,798 15.4%
Sansom Park Village Tarrant 4,192 4,192 0 0.0% X
Southlake Tarrant P 59,151 59,151 0 0.0% X
Watauga Tarrant 29,383 29,906 523 1.8%
Westworth Village Tarrant 2,600 2,600 0 0.0% X
White Settlement Tarrant 15,950 15,950 0 0.0% X
County-Other Tarrant 222,344 209,180 -13,164 -5.9% Adjust for County total.
Alvord Wise 1,196 1,292 96 8.0%
Aurora Wise 854 1,049 195 22.8%
Boyd Wise 2,285 2,285 0 0.0% X
Briar Wise P 1,466 1,466 0 0.0% X
Bridgeport Wise 5,605 7,200 1,595 28.4%
Chico Wise 993 1,074 81 8.1%
Decatur Wise 7,420 7,420 0 0.0% X
Newark Wise P 1,294 1,509 215 16.6% Moved from Tarrant County.
Rhome Wise 1,116 1,172 56 5.0%
County-Other Wise 35,696 60,535 24,839 69.6% Adjust for County total.

Reasons:

1. Current Population Exceeds TWDB Y ear 2000 Projections.
2. Recent Growth Trends Exceed TWDB's Projected Trends.
3. City Limit Growth Through Annexation.

4. Urbanization.
5. Buildout.
6. Other.
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Comparison of Approved City Water Demand Projections and Texas Water Development Board Projections with Reasons

TableD-3

City County Partial | TWDB 2050 Adopted 2050 Total Change Reasons |
1 2 3 5 6

Allen Callin 17,101 33,921 16,820 0 7,429 9,391 0 0 0
Anna Callin 167 182 15 0 0 0 15 0 0
Blue Ridge Callin 78 106 28 0 0 0 0 28 0
Cdlina Callin 671 8,503 7,832 4,431 0 0 0 3,401 0
Dallas Callin P 12,504 13,258 754 0 0 0 0 0 754
Fairview Callin 1,013 1,831 818 86 388 344 0 0 0
Farmersville Callin 858 1,212 354 43 0 0 0 311 0
Frisco Callin P 9,595 85,005 75,410 40,372 21,632 13,406 0 0 0
Garland Callin P 7 8 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
Lucas Callin 1,465 1,560 95 0 0 0 0 95 0
McKinney Callin 11,379 86,631 75,252 30,849 29,187 15,216 0 0 0
Melissa Callin 99 203 104 0 0 0 0 104 0
Murphy Callin 813 3,791 2,978 2,646 0 0 0 332 0
New Hope Collin 88 94 6 6 0 0 0 0 0
Parker Callin 630 10,816 10,186 4,816 2,894 2,476 0 0 0
Plano Callin P 86,158 79,763 -6,395 -34,221 14,221 13,605 0 0 0
Princeton Callin 142 1,176 1,034 420 286 328 0 0 0
Prosper Callin 371 5,578 5,207 2,687 1,479 1,041 0 0 0
Richardson Callin P 3,847 5,196 1,349 0 846 503 0 0 0
Royse City Callin P 103 194 91 0 35 56 0 0 0
Sachse Callin P 101 164 63 0 27 36 0 0 0
Wylie Callin P 4,473 10,993 6,520 5,747 0 773 0 0 0
Other Callin 42,140 35,445 -6,695 -7,084 0 291 0 0 98
Gainesville Cooke 2,563 4,012 1,449 572 652 226 0 0 -1
Lindsay Cooke 110 138 28 0 0 0 28 0 0
Muenster Cooke 291 346 55 55 0 0 0 0 0
Valley View Cooke 39 145 106 33 45 12 17 0 -1
Other Cooke 1,677 1,771 94 -24 0 0 124 0 -6
Addison Dallas 9,091 13,650 4,559 389 819 1,638 0 0 1,713
Balch Springs Dallas 2,012 3,459 1,447 -131 609 969 0 0 0
Notes:

1. Population Change.

2. Actual Per Capita Use Increase.

3. Continuing Trends.

4. Minimum Per Capita Consumption.

5. Future Development.

6. Other.
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Comments

Lower conservation decrease

Employment growth.

TableD-3
Comparison of Approved City Water Demand Projections and Texas Water Development Board Projections with Reasons
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Table D-3, continued

City County Partial | TWDB 2050 Adopted 2050 Total Change Reasons |
1 2 3 4 5 6

Carrollton Dallas P 10,505 12,973 2,468 1,891 0 0 0 0 577
Cedar Hill Dallas P 18,363 18,095 -268 -2,518 0 0 0 2,250 0
Cockrell Hill Dallas 317 647 330 46 204 80 0 0 0
Combine Dallas P 109 136 27 0 0 0 0 27 0
Coppell Dallas 16,970 11,513 -5,457 -8,460 601 601 0 1,802 -1
Dallas Dallas P 331,648 358,390 26,742 6,379 19,006 1,357 0 0 0
DeSoto Dallas 11,968 18,113 6,145 293 2,322 3,530 0 0 0
Duncanville Dallas 6,159 9,361 3,202 0 985, 985 0 0 1,232
Farmers Branch Dallas 12,665 15,803 3,138 608 0 0 0 0 2,530
Garland Dallas P 30,943 37,101 6,158 2,474 0 0 0 0 3,684
Glenn Heights Dallas P 2,236 1,695 -541 149 0 0 0 0 -690
Grand Prairie Dallas P 13,545 16,715 3,170 304 358 836 0 0 1,672
Grapevine Dallas P 25 32 7 0 3 3 0 0 1
Highland Park Dallas 4,290 4,290 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Hutchins Dallas 1,262, 2,129 867 -53 409 511 0 0 0
Irving Dallas 61,771 70,026 8,255 2,095 0 6,160 0 0 0
L ancaster Dallas 3,478 5,017 1,539 142 932 465 0 0 0
Lewisville Dallas P 423 534 111 0 39 39 0 0 33
Mesquite Dallas 31,256 36,465 5,209 0 2,481 2,728 0 0 0
Ovilla Dallas P 100 128 28 0 0 0 0 28 0
Richardson Dallas P 21,339 28,824 7,485 0 4,692 2,793 0 0 0
Rowlett Dallas P 12,831 14,053 1,222 0 0 0 0 0 1,222
Sachse Dallas P 3,076 4,955 1,879 0 826 1,054 0 0 -1
Seagoville Dallas 3,047 4,280 1,233 -251 542 942 0 0 0
Sunnyvale Dallas 1,733 2,320 587 0 424 163 0 0 0
University Park Dallas 6,304 6,304 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Wilmer Dallas 206 478 272 13 113 71 0 0 75
Other Dallas 145,750 143,637 -2,113 -2,113 0 0 0 0 0
Argyle Denton 596 4,096 3,500 1,780 1,188 532 0 0 0
Aubrey Denton 350 1,300 950 222 95 0 251 382 0
Notes:

1. Population Change.

2. Actual Per Capita Use Increase.

3. Continuing Trends.

4. Minimum Per Capita Consumption.

5. Future Development.
6. Other.
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Table D-3, continued

Comments

Commercidization
Employment growth

Lower conservation decrease
Decreased per capita
Commercial development

Commercidization

Lower conservation decrease
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Table D-3, continued

City County Partial | TWDB 2050 Adopted 2050 Total Change Reasons |
1 2 3 4 5 6

Bartonville Denton 182 2,707 2,525 779 1,313 433 0 0 0
Carrollton Denton P 12,662 13,251 589 0 0 0 0 0 589
Copper Canyon Denton 391 1,546 1,155 513 379 263 0 0 0
Corinth Denton 4,975 6,519 1,544 0 0 700| 0 844 0
Cross Roads Denton 0 2,964 2,964 2,964 0 0 0 0 0
Dallas Denton P 8,979 9,520 541 0 505, 36 0 0 0
Denton Denton 26,875 61,229 34,354 29,335 0 0 0 0 5,019
Double Oak Denton 518 1,008 490 -130 86 86 0 448 0
Flower Mound Denton 23,648 31,448 7,800 20 1,986 5,793 0 0 1
Frisco Denton P 417 728 311 0 181 130 0 0 0
Hebron Denton 318 794 476 0 0 0 185 291 0
Hickory Creek Denton 807, 1,601 794 154 0 0 0 640 0
Highland Village Denton 4,782 4,133 -649 -1,476 253 505 0 69 0
Justin Denton 667 2,608 1,941 708 395 632 0 206 0
Krugerville Denton 154 401 247 12 0 0 106 129 0
Krum Denton 506! 1,265 759 0 0 0 245 514 0
Lake Dallas Denton 909 1,810 901 475 0 0 0 426 0
Lewisville Denton P 34,095 42,254 8,159 -676 3,073 3,073 0 0 2,689
Lincoln Park Denton 0 435 435 435 0 0 0 0 0
Little ElIm Denton 757 1,942 1,185 492 236 277 0 180 0
Northlake Denton 0 7,393 7,393 7,393 0 0 0 0 0
QOak Point Denton 176 1,861 1,685 940 93 133 0 518 1
Pilot Point Denton 1,095 1,694 599 0 136 226 0 237 0
Plano Denton P 33 51 18 0 9 9 0 0 0
Ponder Denton 0 1,403 1,403 1,403 0 0 0 0 0
Roanoke Denton 542 1,011 469 48 0 0 211 210 0
Sanger Denton 1,205 4,032 2,827 1,026 0 0 323 1,478 0
Shady Shores Denton 122 748 626 54 128 214 0 230 0
Southlake Denton P 584 745 161 0 161 0 0 0 0
The Colony Denton 2,891 10,946 8,055 2,874 0 0 1,168 4,013 0
Notes:

1. Population Change.

2. Actual Per Capita Use Increase.

3. Continuing Trends.

4. Minimum Per Capita Consumption.

5. Future Development.
6. Other.
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Table D-3, continued

Comments

Split is approximate
Not in TWDB numbers

Slower conservation

Commercial development
Not in TWDB numbers

Not in TWDB numbers

Not in TWDB numbers
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Table D-3, continued

City County Partial | TWDB 2050 Adopted 2050 Total Change Reasons

1 2 5 6
Trophy Club Denton 2,126 6,546 4,420 649 2,906 865 0 0 0
Other Denton 35,790 42,113 6,323 -10,862 0 0 562 10,423 6,200
Cedar Hill Ellis P 42 48 6 0 0 0 0 6 0
Ennis Ellis 3,528 4,015 487 246 0 0 0 241 0
Ferris Ellis 448 582 134 -9 54 89 0 0 0
Glenn Heights Ellis P 410 291 -119 0 0 0 0 0 -119
Grand Prairie Ellis P 29 35 6 0 1 2 0 0 3
Itay Ellis 360 673 313 0 0 0 96 217 0
Mansfield Ellis P 255 452 197 0 107 90 0 0 0
Maypearl Ellis 55 182 127 6 89 32 0 0 0
Midlothian Ellis 2,961 4,080 1,119 0 1,049 70 0 0 0
Milford Ellis 91 149 58 6 0 0 5 47 0
Oak Leaf Ellis 222 302 80 8 44 28 0 0 0
Ovilla Ellis P 646 1,010 364 142 135 87 0 0 0
Palmer Ellis 424 521 97 -47 54 54 0 0 36
Pecan Hill Ellis 81 127 46 9 18 0 0 19 0
Red Oak Ellis 1,088 1,526 438 78 0 0 0 360 0
Venus Ellis 192 -337 145 44 92 9 0 0 -337
Waxahachie Ellis 8,157 8,930 773 874 0 0 0 0 -101
Other Ellis 10,457 7,424 -3,033 -3,033 0 0 0 0 0
Bonham Fannin 1,145 1,946 801 801 0 0 0 0 0
Honey Grove Fannin 156 526 370 125 245 0 0 0 0
Leonard Fannin 256 363 107 107 0 0 0 0 0
Savoy Fannin 93 104 11 -10 0 0 21 0 0
Trenton Fannin 120 172 52 52 0 0 0 0 0
Other Fannin 1,510 2,537 1,027 553 187 187 0 0 100
Fairfield Freestone 751 880 129 0 82 47 0 0 0
Teague Freestone 429 470 41 56 0 0 0 0 -15
Wortham Freestone 226 331 105 0 124 0 0 0 -19
Other Freestone 899 1,031 132 39 0 0 93 0 0
Notes:

1. Population Change.

2. Actual Per Capita Use Increase.

3. Continuing Trends.

4. Minimum Per Capita Consumption.

5. Future Development.
6. Other.
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Table D-3, continued

Comments

Better supply and growth

Future growth at typical urban

Commercial development

Future growth at typical urban

Future growth at typical urban

Future growth at typical urban

Not in Region C, but in Region G.

Slower conservation
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Table D-3, continued

City County Partial | TWDB 2050 Adopted 2050 Total Change Reasons |
1 2 5

Bells Grayson 106 193 87 83 4 0 0 0 0
Collinsville Grayson 128 176 48 19 0 0 29 0 0
Denison Grayson 3,575 4,131 556 556 0 0 0 0 0
Gunter Grayson 184 234 50 0 17 33 0 0 0
Howe Grayson 330 426 96 17 69 0 0 0 10
Louella Grayson 80 117 37 8 11 18 0 0 0
Pottsboro Grayson 219 482 263 87 123 53 0 0 0
Sherman Grayson 4,679 8,830 4,151 973 2,876 302 0 0 0
Southmayd Grayson 136 160 24 14 0 0 0 0 10
Tioga Grayson 50 123 73 34 39 0 0 0 0
Tom Bean Grayson 157 215 58 15 56 0 0 0 -13
Van Alstyne Grayson 484 1,367 883 582 0 0 0 301 0
Whitesboro Grayson 347 731 384 142 232 10 0 0 0
Whitewright Grayson 261 302 41 0 41 0 0 0 0
Other Grayson 4,590 2,974 -1,616 -2,254 0 0 0 638 0
Athens Henderson 3,000 2,925 -75 548 0 0 0 0 -623
Berryville Henderson 119 0 -119 0 0 0 0 0 -119
Eustace Henderson 105 125 20 8 0 0 12 0 0
Gun Barrel City Henderson 484 1,369 885 52 829 4 0 0 0
Mabank Henderson P 160 115 -45 0 0 0 0 0 -45
Malakoff Henderson 366 478 112 16 96 0 0 0 0
Payne Springs Henderson 45 199 154 6 148 0 0 0 0
Seven Points Henderson 80 120 40 13 19 0 8 0 0
Tool Henderson 244 409 165 27 137 0 0 0 1
Trinidad Henderson 217 200 -17 17 0 0 0 0 -34
Other Henderson 3,003 2,777 -226 -478 0 0 258 0 -6
Bryson Jack 54 65 11 4 3 0 4 0 0
Jacksboro Jack 550 806! 256 8 184 64 0 0 0
Other Jack 386 425 39 -13 0 0 13 0 39
Combine Kaufman P 221 454 233 0 0 0 0 233 0
Notes:

1. Population Change.

2. Actual Per Capita Use Increase.

3. Continuing Trends.

4. Minimum Per Capita Consumption.

5. Future Development.

6. Other.
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Table D-3, continued

Comments

Not in Region C, but in Region I.
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Table D-3, continued

City County Partial | TWDB 2050 Adopted 2050 Total Change Reasons |
1 2 3 4 5

Crandall Kaufman 621 898 277 0 124 153 0 0 0
Dallas Kaufman P 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Forney Kaufman 662 7,331 6,669 2,553 2,156 1,960, 0 0 0
Kaufman Kaufman 924 1,855 931 504 408 19 0 0 0
Kemp Kaufman 355 413 58 0 103 0 0 0 -45
Mabank Kaufman P 1,223 878 -345 0 0 0 0 0 -345
Oak Grove Kaufman 80 120 40 7 0 0 33 0 0
Terrell Kaufman 4,558 4,721 163 163 0 0 0 0 0
Other Kaufman 5,813 7,769 1,956 1,574, 0 0 0 0 382
Blooming Grove Navarro 66 107 41 31 0 0 10 0 0
Corsicana Navarro 4,905 7,298 2,393 2,032 721 0 0 0 -360
Dawson Navarro 106 121 15 0 18 0 0 0 -3
Frost Navarro 49 79 30 23 0 0 7 0 0
Kerens Navarro 190 190 0 -41 0 0 41 0 0
Rice Navarro 183 209 26 26 0 0 0 0 0
Other Navarro 2,045 1,933 -112 -496 0 0 0 0 384
Aledo Parker 378 869 491 86 0 0 0 405 0
Annetta Parker 128 874 746 419 0 0 0 327 0
Azle Parker P 237 528 291 58 104 104 0 25 0
Briar Parker P 148 172 24 0 0 0 0 24 0
Hudson Oaks Parker 213 1,746 1,533 695 0 0 314 525 -1
Minera Wells Parker 150 150 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reno Parker 336 745 409 21 0 0 328 60 0
Springtown Parker 655 1,037 382 0 134 167 0 81 0
Weatherford Parker 4,990 15,533 10,543 5,676 2,175 2,692 0 0 0
Willow Park Parker 1,007 2,908 1,901 1,261 0 0 0 640 0
Other Parker 8,373 4,020 -4,353 -6,327 0 0 456 1,518 0
Dallas Rockwall P 37 39 2 2 0 0 0 0 0
Heath Rockwall 1,536 3,000 1,464 445 1,000 19 0 0 0
Rockwall Rockwall 14,421 24,426 10,005 0 3,121 6,888 0 0 -4
Notes:

1. Population Change.

2. Actual Per Capita Use Increase.

3. Continuing Trends.

4. Minimum Per Capita Consumption.

5. Future Development.

6. Other.



Table D-3, continued

Comments

Slower conservation
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Table D-3, continued

City County Partial | TWDB 2050 Adopted 2050 Total Change Reasons
1 2 3 5

Rowlett Rockwall P 6,958 7,621 663 0 0 0 0 0 663
Royse City Rockwall P 2,184 5,764 3,580 1,540 1,683 357 0 0 0
Wylie Rockwall P 12 13 1 1 0 0 0 0 0
Other Rockwall 6,929 3,244 -3,685 -3,685 0 0 0 0 0
Arlington Tarrant 62,139 83,470 21,331 0 7,883 13,448 0 0 0
Azle Tarrant P 1,697 3,042 1,345 0 600 745 0 0 0
Bedford Tarrant 7,953 9,946 1,993 986 1,007 0 0 0 0
Benbrook Tarrant 4,824 6,383 1,559 0 891 668 0 0 0
Blue Mound Tarrant 205 347 142 25 29 0 88 0 0
Briar Tarrant P 739 857 118 0 0 0 0 118 0
Burleson Tarrant 298 528 230 0 90 140 0 0 0
Colleyville Tarrant 10,199 12,136 1,937 -1,674 2,758 853 0 0 0
Crowley Tarrant 1,377 2,126 749 -101 136 0 0 714 0
Dalworthington Gardens|Tarrant 1,053 1,251 198 0 102 96 0 0 0
Edgecliff Village Tarrant 332 518 186 24 101 61 0 0 0
Euless Tarrant 8,952 9,492 540 870 0 0 0 0 -330
Everman Tarrant 455 692 237 62 0 0 175 0 0
Forest Hill Tarrant 1,284 1,779 495 0 124 0 62 0 309
Fort Worth Tarrant 127,788 155,600 27,812 0 12,779 15,033 0 0 0
Grand Prairie Tarrant P 7,469 9,015 1,546 0 193 451 0 0 902
Grapevine Tarrant P 9,995 11,856 1,861 66 694 694 0 0 407
Haltom City Tarrant 4,022 6,517 2,495 505 1,144 846 0 0 0
Haslet Tarrant 299 503 204 63 126 15 0 0 0
Hurst Tarrant 5,445 6,818 1,373 129 230 460 0 0 554
Keller Tarrant 8,735 7,882 -853 0 0 0 0 0 -853
Kennedale Tarrant 3,712 3,513 -199 0 0 0 0 0 -199
Lake Worth Village Tarrant 656 937, 281 0 281 0 0 0 0
Mansfield Tarrant P 10,716 16,561 5,845 0 5,706 139 0 0 0
North Richland Hills  |Tarrant 11,314 17,475 6,161 0 4,274 1,887 0 0 0
Pantego Tarrant 521 582 61 0 0 0 0 0 61
Notes:
1. Population Change.
2. Actual Per Capita Use Increase.

3. Continuing Trends.

4. Minimum Per Capita Consumption.

5. Future Development.
6. Other.
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Table D-3, continued

Comments

Slower conservation

Future growth at typical urban

Commercial development

Commercial development
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Table D-3, continued

City County Partial | TWDB 2050 Adopted 2050 Total Change Reasons

1 2 3 5
Pelican Bay Tarrant 143 431 288 -27 34 0 206! 75 0
Richland Hills Tarrant 2,328 2,709 381 0 0 0 0 0 381
River Oaks Tarrant 835 881 46 0 0 0 0 0 46
Saginaw Tarrant 2,093 3,519 1,426 323 375 728 0 0 0
Sansom Park Village  |Tarrant 329 512 183 0 113 70 0 0 0
Southlake Tarrant P 12,059 15,383 3,324 0 2,319 1,005 0 0 0
Watauga Tarrant 2,995 4,656 1,661 53 1,072 536 0 0 0
Westworth Village Tarrant 146 277 131 0 0 0 131 0 0
White Settlement Tarrant 1,965 2,055 90 0 0 0 0 0 90
Other Tarrant 31,632 30,054 -1,578 -1,825 0 0 0 0 247
Alvord Wise 135 166 31 11 0 0 0 0 20
Aurora Wise 82 159 77 19 0 0 11 0 47
Boyd Wise 243 346 103 0 0 0 0 0 103
Briar Wise P 164 190 26 0 26 0 0 0 0
Bridgeport Wise 615 1,210 595 175 734 0 0 0 -314
Chico Wise 174 168 -6 14 0 0 0 0 -20
Decatur Wise 1,346 1,346 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Newark Wise 141 197 56 23 0 0 0 0 33
Rhome Wise 119 237 118 6 0 0 0 0 112
Other Wise 3,291 9,493 6,202 2,282 0 0 882 3,038 0
Notes:

1. Population Change.

2. Actual Per Capita Use Increase.

3. Continuing Trends.

4. Minimum Per Capita Consumption.

5. Future Development.

6. Other.
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Table D-3, continued

Comments

Better supply and growth
Better supply and growth

Better supply and growth
Better supply and growth
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Table D-4

Unaccounted Water for Region C

1997 WateUse in 1997 Unaccounted
County Entity Acre-Feet Water in Percent
Callin Anna 153 28.1%
Coallin Cdina 283 20.6%
Coallin Frisco 4,402 11.1%
Coallin McKinney 9,177 22.1%
Coallin Plani 47,144 15.5%
Caoallin Desert WSC 113 12.7%
Callin Frognot WSC 119 9.9%
Callin Josephine WSC 71 0.9%
Caoallin Nevada WSC 122 4.1%
Coallin Verona WSC 171 16.3%
Cooke Woodbine WSC 429 14.6%
Dallas Addison 5477 4.9%
Dallas Cedar Hill 4,722 21.0%
Dallas Cockrdl Hill 464 33.5%
Dallas Coppell 5,938 1.0%
Dallas Dallas 442 960 10.0%
Dallas De Soto 6,878 18.6%
Dalas Farmers Branch 9,331 8.8%
Dallas Garland 33,838 0.7%
Dallas Glenn Heights 736 14.0%
Dalas Grand Prairie 18,130 12.8%
Dallas Mesquite 17,634 4.0%
Dadlas Richardson 24,897 9.0%
Dallas Wilmer 312 15.5%
Denton Argyle WSC 605 7.9%
Denton Denton 16,909 4.2%
Denton Trophy Club MUD #1 1,427 5.2%
Denton Highland Village 1,904 1.8%
Denton Krum 211 6.8%
Denton Lake Cities MUA 1,003 9.5%
Denton Lewisville 11,880 14.9%
Denton Little EIm 228 8.0%
Denton Ponder 109 0.2%
Denton Mustang WSC 440 8.8%
Ellis Ennis 2,643 18.5%
Ellis Ferris 348 18.3%
Ellis Midlothian 3,907 1.3%
Ellis Waxahachie 4,509 17.1%
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Table D-4, continued

1997 WateUse in 1997 Unaccounted
County Entity Acre-Feet Water in Percent
Ellis Buena Vista-Bethel WSC 263 30.9%
Ellis Mountain Peak WSC 696 30.3%
Ellis Nash-Forreston WSC 137 19.9%
Ellis Rockett SUD 3,114 22.1%
Ellis South EllisWSC 110 25.3%
Fannin Bonham 1,922 37.3%
Fannin Honey Grove 385 38.2%
Fannin Savoy 102 4.7%
Fannin Southwest Fannin WSC 375 27.1%
Fannin White Shed WSC 194 13.5%
Grayson Bells 133 28.6%
Grayson Callinsville 207 25.5%
Grayson Howe 262 8.0%
Grayson Pottsboro 181 8.4%
Grayson Southmayd 32 25.1%
Grayson Tioga 131 40.4%
Grayson Whitesboro 654 18.3%
Grayson Northwest Grayson WCID #1 99 11.9%
Grayson Gunter Rural WSC 370 15.2%
Grayson Red River Authority 148 6.5%
Grayson South Grayson WSC 192 1.2%
Grayson Two Way WSC 269 15.8%
Henderson Athens 2,193 11.4%
Henderson Malakoff 325 22.2%
Henderson Trinidad 218 25.2%
Henderson Beachwood/North Trinidad WD 88 35.8%
Henderson East Cedar Creek FWSD 1,111 28.0%
Henderson Leagueville WSC 169 14.4%
Henderson Westwood Beach 53 3.8%
Henderson Cherokee Shores 241 19.7%
Henderson West Cedar Creek MUD 1,241 13.6%
Jack Bryson 74 9.0%
Jack Jacksboro 568 22.0%
Kaufman Crandall 404 12.1%
Kaufman Mabank 971 29.6%
Kaufman Terrell 3,810 16.1%
Kaufman Gastonia-Scurry WSC 362 14.9%
Kaufman Rose Hill WSC 199 5.3%
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Table D-4, continued

1997 WateUsein 1997 Unaccounted
County Entity Acre-Feet Water in Percent
Kaufman Taty WSC 178 13.1%
Navarro Corsicana 8,711 15.0%
Navarro Kerens 178 10.4%
Navarro Angus WSC 95 17.9%
Navarro Navarro MillsWSC 215 18.0%
Parker Aledo 159 12.3%
Parker Willow Park 458 10.0%
Parker Walnut Creek SUD 705 10.6%
Parker Western Lake Estates 139 39.9%
Rockwall Royse City 723 1.1%
Rockwall Blackland WSC 317 2.7%
Tarrant Arlington 56,322 10.1%
Tarrant Azle 1,393 11.2%
Tarrant Colleyville 4,283 0.7%
Tarrant Euless 6,608 8.4%
Tarrant Forest Hill 1,354 16.0%
Tarrant Grapevine 7,485 0.3%
Tarrant Hurst 6,085 0.2%
Tarrant Kennedale 798 10.2%
Tarrant North Richland Hills 11,022 5.9%
Tarrant Richland Hills 1,217 3.1%
Tarrant Saginaw 1,579 9.6%
Tarrant Sansom Park 497 24.7%
Tarrant White Settlement 1,990 13.0%
Tarrant Tarrant County MUD #1 859 10.0%
Tarrant Tarrant County FWSD #1 169 4.1%
Wise Birdgeport 1,277 28.6%
Wise Rhome 62 17.5%
Wise West Wise Rural WSC 336 19.0%
Weighted Average 816,952 10.1%

Note: Data are from Texas Water Development Board files. Entities with less than 50 acre-feet of water
use and entities for which TWDB did not have data are not included.
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APPENDIX E
TECHNICAL REVIEW COMMITTEE REPORT CONCERNING
POPULATION AND WATER USE PROJECTIONS

The Region C Water Planning Group appointed a technica review committee to
review the population and water demand projections. The technical review committee
provided the following technical memorandum regarding their conclusions in projecting

population and water needs for Region C.
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APPENDIX F
TWDB TABLE 1-POPULATION PROJECTIONSBY
WATER USER GROUP, COUNTY, AND BASIN

The Texas Water Development Board (TWDB) has established particular formats
for thirteen tables that the Regional Water Planning Groups are required to provide.
The following table is known as TWDB Table 1 and it includes the approved
population projections for the water user groups in Region C. The water user group
number was developed by the TWDB for their use, and it consists of the regional
number followed by the sequence number and then the county number. The county
and basin number codes are listed below.

County Number Code

43  Cadllin

49  Cooke

57 Dadlas

61 Denton

70 Ellis

74  Fannin

81 Freestone

91 Grayson
107 Henderson
119  Jack
126  Johnson
129 Kaufman
175 Navaro
184  Parker
199  Rockwall
220 Tarrant
249 Wise

Basin Numbers

Red River Basin
Sulphur River Basin
Sabine River Basin
Neches River Basin
Trinity River Basin
12  Brazos River Basin

Q0 O 01w DN



TWDB Table1
Adopted City Population Projections

A B C D E F H I J K L M N o] P Q
Water User Group Partial County Name Basin Name WUG Number [ RWPG | Sequence Number | City Number | County Number | Basin Number 1996 2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050
Allen Collin Trinity 30012000 C 12 8 43 8 29,819 44,000 80,000 106,300 117,000 121,000 125,136
Anna Coallin Trinity 30029000 C 29 813 43 8 1,093 1168 1282 1381 1487 1552 1622
Blue Ridge Collin Trinity 30094000 C A 829 43 8 583 617 652, 677 713 753 789
Celina Collin Trinity 30154000 C 154 103 43 8 2,059 2,260 5,750 12,595 24,952 34,074 39,952
Dallas P Collin Trinity 30227000 C 227 151 43 8 32,505 28,678 30,497 34,329 37,262 40,872 44,832
Fairview Collin Trinity 30291000 C 291 772 43 8 2,254 3,300 4,001 4,600 5,200 5,700 6,538
Farmersville Collin Trinity 30294000 C 294 199 43 8 3,404 3,758 4,382 5,050 5,820 6,707 7,729
Frisco P Coallin Trinity 30319000 C 319 221 43 8 13,334 32,500 61,700 100,000 153,000 214,000 272,000
Garland P Collin Trinity 30334000 C 334 230 43 8 259 2 25 31 35 11 48
Lucas Collin Trinity 30547000 C 547 718 43 8 3,227 3,657 4,815 5,139 6,263 7,270 8,439
Mckinney Collin Trinity 30577000 C 577 379 43 8 32,597 50,000 100,000 145,000 190,000 234,000 277,200
Melissa Collin Trinity 30584000 C 584 914 43 8 823 952 1200 1300 1450 1500 1579
Murphy Coallin Trinity 30619000 C 619 724 43 8 2,231 3,200 8,500 12,750 15,000 16,800 18,600
New Hope Collin Trinity 30631000 C 631 923 43 8 586 600 616 636 660 688 720
Parker Collin Trinity 30679000 C 679 733 43 8 1,497 2,500 6,000 10,900 18,000 26,100 34,000
Plano P Collin Trinity 30704000 C 704 472 43 8 181,055 234,000 276,000 276,000 276,000 276,000 276,000
Princeton Collin Trinity 30724000 C 724 487 43 8 3,119 3,000 4,400 5,500 6,250 6,950 7,500
Prosper Collin Trinity 30726000 C 726 799 43 8 1,332 2,400 7,300 12,500 18,200 24,000 30,000
Richardson P Coallin Trinity 30747000 C 747 498 43 8 13,046 11,828 12,620 14,007 15,358 16,618 17,981
Royse City P Collin Sahine 30779000 C 779 522 43 5 242 333 426 550 662 766 886
Sachse P Collin Trinity 30784000 C 784 742 43 8 315 287 472 565 635 738 839
Wylie P Collin Trinity 30991000 C 991 669 43 8 11,004 12373 18341 26936 39929 54923 69120
County-Other Collin Sabine 30996043 C 996 757 43 5 2,441 103 432 9387 13564 16161 16089
County-Other Collin Trinity 30996043 C 996 757 43 8 34,270 1464 5954 137176 202561 243787 243796
Gainesville Cooke Trinity 30327000 C 327 225 49 8 15,073 15,644 16,878 18,358 19,674 21,031 22,388
Lindsay Cooke Trinity 30525000 C 525 899 49 8 753 698 747 856 976 1,043 1,087
Muenster Cooke Trinity 30615000 C 615 418 49 8 1,490 1,601 1,740 1,890 1,985 2,080 2,175
Valley View Cooke Trinity 30923000 C 923 981 49 8 754 652 698 771 851 940 1,039
County-Other Cooke Red 30996049 C 996 757 49 2 1,966 2032 2201 2218 2174 2127 2081
County-Other Cooke Trinity 30996049 C 996 757 49 8 13,160 13582 14703 14723 14340 14029 13730
Addison Dallas Trinity 30003000 C 3 673 57 8 11,287 12,802 15,292, 17,038 18,803 20,762 22,156
Balch Springs Dallas Trinity 30049000 C 49 33 57 8 18,370 18,900 21,649 23,676 24,704 24,704 24,704
Carrollton P Dallas Trinity 30147000 C 147 9% 57 8 45,275 55,947 60,662 64,252 65,840 65,096 64,343
Cedar Hill P Dallas Trinity 30151000 C 151 102 57 8 24,728 30,600 40,602 51,706 66,148 83,625 87,318
Cockrell Hill Dallas Trinity 30182000 C 182 121 57 8 4,034 4,207 4,260 4,387 4,442 4,442 4,442
Combine P Dallas Trinity 30193000 C 193 766 57 8 567 504 590 682 792 845 937
Coppell Dallas Trinity 30201000 C 201 133 57 8 25,507 34,847 40,441 41,463 42,512 43,587 44,689
Dallas P Dallas Trinity 30227000 C 227 151 57 8 1,010,218 1,028,671| 1,061,990, 1,094,223 1,127,506 1,169,749 1,211,933
De Soto Dallas Trinity 30234000 C 234 161 57 8 35,173 37,550 47,649 57,243 65,849 73,881 82,923
Duncanville Dallas Trinity 30256000 C 256 171 57 8 36,429 36,300 40,044 42,811 43,985 43,985 43,985
Farmers Branch Dallas Trinity 30293000 C 293 198 57 8 25,363 27,195 28,479 30,835 32,853 36,074 39,629
Garland P Dallas Trinity 30334000 C 334 230 57 8 190,995 205,456 223,250 234,938 234,930 234,918 234,904
Glenn Heights P Dallas Trinity 30344000 C 344 697 57 8 4,495 5,640 6,602, 7,519 8,391 9,199 10,089
Grand Prairie P Dallas Trinity 30353000 C 353 245 57 8 89,089 90,600 97,782 99,333 102,879 105,084 106,586
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A B C D E F H I J K L M N (@) P Q
Water User Group Partial County Name Basin Name WUG Number [ RWPG | Sequence Number | City Number | County Number | Basin Number 1996 2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050
Grapevine P Dallas Trinity 30360000 C 360 249 57 8 6] 9 110 122 133 146 156
Highland Park Dallas Trinity 30402000 C 402 276 57 8 9,273 9,476 9,912 10,368 10,844 11,343 11,858
Hutchins Dallas Trinity 30429000 C 429 294 57 8 3,166 2,753 3,262, 3,958, 4,903 6,113 7,603
Irving Dallas Trinity 30437000 C 437 298 57 8 172,856 186,496 197,904 215,304 239,488 264,586 289,423
Lancaster Dallas Trinity 30509000 C 509 345 57 8 25,556 24,487 28,031 30,606 31,993 31,993 31,993
Lewisville P Dallas Trinity 30519000 C 519 355 57 8 922 768 1,021 1,352 1,611 1,869 2,168
Mesquite Dallas Trinity 30592000 C 592 401 57 8 112,686 117,742 138,042 159,638 180,723 200,956 221,454
Ovilla P Dallas Trinity 30663000 C 663 729 57 8 332 319 366 424 483 532 586
Richardson P Dallas Trinity 30747000 C 747 498 57 8 73,306 76,772 84,580 90,993 94,442 97,082, 99,739
Rowlett P Dallas Trinity 30777000 C 777 521 57 8 29,936 35,671 46,344 57,607 66,599 71,153 77,924
Sachse P Dallas Trinity 30784000 C 784 742 57 8 6,734 9,082 15,948 18,735 21,435 23,800 25,423
Seagoville Dallas Trinity 30812000 C 812 547 57 8 9,970 10,559 16,651 19,156 21,315 23,651 25,474
Sunnyvale Dallas Trinity 30871000 C 871 749 57 8 2,616 3,000 5,800 7,700 8,100 8,350 8,595
University Park Dallas Trinity 30920000 C 920 615 57 8 22,446 24,090 24,692 25,310 25,942 26,591 27,319
Wilmer Dallas Trinity 30975000 C 975 657 57 8 2,579 2,669 2,844 3,031 3,159 3,159 3,159
County-Other Dallas Trinity 30996057 C 996 757 57 8 6,012 11,656 62,029 142,383 233,900 358,656 448,483
Argyle Denton Trinity 30036000 C 36 677 61 8 2,048 2,226 7,081 11,935 14,983 16,550 18,282
Aubrey Denton Trinity 30043000 C 43 758 61 8 1,332 1,472 1,955 2,562, 3,358 4,321 7,739
Bartonville Denton Trinity 30058000 C 58 820 61 8 1,174 1,400 4,975 7,224 9,337 11,271 12,085
Carrollton P Denton Trinity 30147000 C 147 98 61 8 51,733 48,645 56,008 61,351 64,222 64,966 65,719
Copper Canyon Denton Trinity 30202000 C 202 849 61 8 1,343 1,507 2,841 4,124 5,331 6,435 6,900
Corinth Denton Trinity 30204000 C 204 691 61 8 5,696 11,500 19,620 25,000 27,000 29,000 30,632
Crossroads Denton Trinity 30996061 C 996 757 61 8 524 1,500 3,899 6,351 10,594 18,902
Dallas P Denton Trinity 30227000 C 227 151 61 8 19,435 18,217 19,748 21,854 25,203 28,484 32,192
Denton Denton Trinity 30240000 C 240 159 61 8 74,645 79,500 110,000 162,800 207,100 248,700 298,700
Double Oak Denton Trinity 30251000 C 251 768 61 8 2,048 2,327 3,058 3,643 4,200 4,350 4,500
Flower Mound Denton Trinity 30301000 C 301 204 61 8 34,015 48,000 71,052 95,488 115,263 133,767 147,762
Frisco P Denton Trinity 30319000 C 319 221 61 8 686 603 1,406 1,629 1,962 2,114 2,271
Hebron Denton Trinity 30390000 C 390 776 61 8 1,425 1,590 2,156 2,798 3,484 4,058 4,727
Hickory Creek Denton Trinity 30399000 C 399 704 61 8 2,214 2,354 3,542, 5,208, 6,474 7,612 8,409
Highland Village Denton Trinity 30403000 C 403 706 61 8 10,788 13,400 18,500 19,000 19,500 20,000 20,500
Justin Denton Trinity 30456000 C 456 784 61 8 1,591 1,860 2,710 4,480 7,228 11,878 14,112
Krugerville Denton Trinity 30481000 C 481 892 61 8 970 1,105 1,326 1,521 1,767 2,123 2,560
Krum Denton Trinity 30482000 C 482 785 61 8 2,075 2,444 3,271 4,212 5,222 6,071 7,058
Lake Dallas Denton Trinity 30498000 C 498 337 61 8 4,611 6,272 8,100 9,500 10,100 10,789 11,544
Lewisville P Denton Trinity 30519000 C 519 355 61 8 60,361 77,063 110,179 138,648 155,534 163,312 171,462
Lincoln Park Denton Trinity 30996061 C 996 757 61 8 500 704 1,042 1,401 2,087 2,772
Little ElIm Denton Trinity 30527000 C 527 790 61 8 1,493 2,342 3,815 6,214 9,198 11,212 12,385
Northlake Denton Trinity 30996061 C 996 757 61 8 600 5,000 10,000 20,000 30,000 40,000
Oak Point Denton Trinity 30648000 C 648 930 61 8 949 1,251 2,442 5,273 8,280 10,744 11,867
Pilot Point Denton Trinity 30695000 C 695 465 61 8 3,010 3,652 4,770 5,910 7,573 8,738 10,082
Plano P Denton Trinity 30704000 C 704 472 61 8 936 57 78 100 130 152, 175
Ponder Denton Trinity 30996061 C 996 757 61 8 580 1,718 3,710 5,826 7,559 8,350
Roanoke Denton Trinity 30758000 C 758 800 61 8 2,295 2,608 3,486 4,488 5,563 6,467 7,518
Sanger Denton Trinity 30801000 C 801 535 61 8 4,228 7,611 12,623 15,051 17,947 21,400 23,998
Shady Shores Denton Trinity 30820000 C 820 803 61 8 1,337 1,756 2,526 3,327| 3,921 4,539 4,770
Southlake P Denton Trinity 30846000 C 846 570 61 8 899 625 1,109 1,341 1,740 2,215 2,865
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A B C D E F H I J K L M N o] P Q
Water User Group Partial County Name Basin Name WUG Number WPG | Sequence Number | City Number | County Number | Basin Number 1996 2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050
The Colony Denton Trinity 30891000 C 891 752 61 8 25,453 27,626 42,800 56,000 60,000 64,500 65,145
Trophy Club Denton Trinity 30911000 C 911 806 61 8 4,762 6,524 9,655 13,166 16,784 19,807 23,374
County-Other Denton Trinity 30996061 C 996 757 61 8 26,014 45,586 51,596 89,963 181,749 224,185 250,642
Cedar Hill P Ellis Trinity 30151000 C 151 102 70 8 813 68 102 137 181 204 230
Ennis Ellis Trinity 30284000 C 284 192 70 8 14,873 15,749 17,582, 19,772 22,041 22,949 23,895
Ferris Ellis Trinity 30296000 C 296 201 70 8 2,328 2,200 2,635 3,152, 3,682 3,835 3,994
Glenn Heights P Ellis Trinity 30344000 C 344 697 70 8 1,067 964 1,194 1,387 1,612 1,672 1,734
Grand Prairie P Ellis Trinity 30353000 C 353 245 70 8 4 65 122, 220 220 220 220
Italy Ellis Trinity 30438000 C 438 299 70 8 1,978 2,239 2,719 3,235 3,745 4,008 4,289
Mansfield P Ellis Trinity 30559000 C 559 384 70 8 163 430 716 1,064 1,457 1,737 2,071
Maypearl Ellis Trinity 30573000 C 573 911 70 8 872 962 980, 1,010 1,012 1,013 1,063
Midlothian Ellis Trinity 30596000 C 596 405 70 8 5,819 9,185 11,938 14,789 17,552 19,114 20,815
Milford Ellis Trinity 30598000 C 598 916 70 8 833 919 976 1,017 1,040 1,042 1,051
Oak Leaf Ellis Trinity 30647000 C 647 929 70 8 1,158 1,224 1,321 1,543 1,749 1,920 2,089
Ovilla P Ellis Trinity 30663000 C 663 729 70 8 2,207 2,845 3,329 3,840 4,334 4,477 4,626
Palmer Ellis Trinity 30671000 C 671 731 70 8 1,819 1,816 2,339 2,898 3,448 3,737 4,047
Pecan Hill Ellis Trinity 30686000 C 686 935 70 8 637, 714 733 738 757 789 822
Red Oak Ellis Trinity 30739000 C 739 737 70 8 3,912 5,320 6,597 7,929 9,226 9,945 10,725
Waxahachie Ellis Trinity 30943000 C 943 633 70 8 20,147 22,454 26,692 31,330 35,953 40,477 45,041
County-Other Ellis Trinity 30996070 C 996 757 70 8 35,467 35,916 43,879 49,993 54,264 58,264 58,652
Bonham Fannin Red 30098000 C 93 65 74 2 6,927| 7,186 7,649 8,142, 8,667 9,226 9,820
Honey Grove Fannin Red 30415000 C 415 283 74 2 91 9%5 101 107 115 121] 130
Honey Grove Fannin Sulphur 30415000 C 415 283 74 3 1,710 1791 1906 2030 2159 2300 2447
Leonard Fannin Sulphur 30517000 C 517 352 74 3 189 206 220 233 249 264 281
Leonard Fannin Trinity 30517000 C 517 352 74 8 1,688 1840 1958 2085 2219 2362 2515
Savoy Fannin Red 30807000 C 807 957 74 2 978 961 963 966 969 971 974
Trenton Fannin Trinity 30908000 C 908 978 74 8 693 725 772, 822 875 931 991
County-Other Fannin Red 30996074 C 996 757 74 2 10,984 12386 14401 16256 17426 17504 17131
County-Other Fannin Sulphur 30996074 C 996 757 74 3 3,356 3794 4407 4942 5287 5316 5213
County-Other Fannin Trinity 30996074 C 996 757 74 8 819 1016 1224 1417 1535 1504 1499
Fairfield Freestone Trinity 30289000 C 289 196 81 8 3,315 3,740 3,995 4,420 4,811 5,020 5,238
Teague Freestone Trinity 30884000 C 884 596 81 8 1,103 1194 1222 1232 1239 1249 1259
Teague Freestone Brazos 30884000 C 884 596 81 12 2,575 2786 2850 2875 2892 2916 2940
Wortham Freestone Trinity 30990000 C 990 668 81 8 1,030 1,180 1,262 1,397 1,521 1,587 1,656
County-Other Freestone Trinity 30996081 C 996 757 81 8 7,954 7572 7739 7662 7466 7540 7523
County-Other Freestone Brazos 30996081 C 996 757 81 12 1,780 1695 1732 1714 1671 1688 1684
Bells Grayson Red 30071000 C 71 824 91 2 1,009 971 1,023 1,185 1,309 1,446 1,597
Collinsville Grayson Trinity 30187000 C 187 765 91 8 1,184 1,297 1,368 1,451 1,527 1,588 1,652
Denison Grayson Red 30239000 C 239 158 91 2 21,940 22,950 23,728 24,533 25,365 26,225 27,114
Gunter Grayson Trinity 30370000 C 370 876 91 8 958 959 1,004 1,235 1,325 1,436 1,546
Howe Grayson Red 30419000 C 419 286 91 2 1,827 1888 2136 2212, 2331 2390 2450
Howe Grayson Trinity 30419000 C 419 286 91 8 458 475 537 556 585 600, 616
Luella Grayson Red 30548000 C 548 905 91 2 663 725 739 754 770 785 801
Pottshoro Grayson Red 30719000 C 719 797 91 2 1,461 1,663 2,028 2,472, 2,730 3,016 3,331
Sherman Grayson Red 30827000 C 827 556 91 2 33,225 34,974 37,362 38,685 40,771 42,856 45,048
Southmayd Grayson Red 30847000 C 847 961 91 2 791 893 964 1,024 1,087 1,178 1,275
Tioga Grayson Trinity 30902000 C 902 974 91 8 661 711 747 785 825 867 912
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A B C D E F H I J K L M N o] P Q
Water User Group Partial County Name Basin Name WUG Number [ RWPG | Sequence Number | City Number | County Number | Basin Number 1996 2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050
Tom Bean Grayson Red 30904000 C 904 976 91 2 912 973 1,007 1,079 1,149 1,201 1,279
Van Alstyne Grayson Trinity 30925000 C 925 619 91 8 2,341 2,486 3,341 4,490 5,474 6,672 8,134
Whitesboro Grayson Red 30967000 C 967 650 91 2 3,218 3334 3504 3684 3873 4070 4278
Whitesboro Grayson Trinity 30967000 C 967 650 91 8 168, 173 182 191 201 212, 222
Whitewright Grayson Red 30968000 C 968 652 91 2 1,745 1,852 1,913 1,960 2,009 2,043 2,078
County-Other Grayson Red 30996091 C 996 757 91 2 23,093 24442 23491 23385 21839 20069 16172
County-Other Grayson Trinity 30996091 C 996 757 91 8 4,957 5353 5152 5021 4695 4327 3495
Athens Henderson Trinity 30041000 C 41 28 107 8 11,584 12,800 13,555 14,354 15,200 16,097 17,406
Eustace Henderson Trinity 30286000 C 286 864 107 8 807 904 980 1,041 1,085 1,110 1,112
Gun Barrel City Henderson Trinity 30369000 C 369 699 107 8 4,206 4,710 5,417 6,048, 6,417 6,662, 6,915
Mabank P Henderson Trinity 30554000 C 554 375 107 8 345 358 448 535 611 616 621
Mal akoff Henderson Trinity 30557000 C 557 383 107 8 2,217 2,378 2,615 2,824 2,924 2,974 3,071
Payne Springs Henderson Trinity 30682000 C 682 934 107 8 702 810 869 899 949 1,015 1,081
Seven Points Henderson Trinity 30818000 C 818 959 107 8 812 940 966 982 1020 1075 1128
Tool Henderson Trinity 30906000 C 906 753 107 8 1,958 2,180 2,435 2,661 2,780 2,849 2,920
Trinidad Henderson Trinity 30909000 C 909 609 107 8 1,140 1,228 1,315 1,392 1,422 1,423 1,428
County-Other Henderson Trinity 30996107 C 996 757 107 8 21,990 20,254 22,661 24,779 25,296 24,869 24,794
Bryson Jack Brazos 30124000 C 124 834 119 12 559 593 597 601 604 608, 612
Jacksboro Jack Trinity 30441000 C 441 302 119 8 3,493 3,640 3,882 4,146 4,450 4,782 5,139
County-Other Jack Trinity 30996119 C 996 757 119 8 1,883 2022 2047 2132 2135 2078 1979
County-Other Jack Brazos 30996119 C 996 757 119 12 1,500 1564 1613 1712 1745 1707 1623
Combine P Kaufman Trinity 30193000 C 193 766 129 8 1,177 1,575 1,856 2,144 2,391 2,584 2,793
Crandall Kaufman Trinity 30210000 C 210 767 129 8 2,212, 2,490 3,387 4,295 5,108 5,611 6,164
Dallas P Kaufman Trinity 30227000 C 227 151 129 8 10 8 8 8 8 8 8
Forney Kaufman Trinity 30304000 C 304 207 129 8 4,890 5,742 10,000 15,000 21,000 28,000 35,000
Kaufman Kaufman Trinity 30459000 C 459 313 129 8 6,709 7,544 9,656 11,771 13,661 15,090 16,560
Kemp Kaufman Trinity 30463000 C 463 711 129 8 1,410 1,909 2,300 2,758 3,156 3,410 3,684
Mabank P Kaufman Trinity 30554000 C 554 375 129 8 1,622 2,423 2,992 3,575 4,079 4,401 4,748
Oak Grove Kaufman Trinity 30646000 C 646 928 129 8 708 797 876 947, 1,004 1,045 1,067
Terrell Kaufman Trinity 30887000 C 887 599 129 8 13,705 14,213 17,432, 20,582 23,342 24,795 26,338
County-Other Kaufman Sabine 30996129 C 996 757 129 5 1,141 1240 1509 1842 2167 2421 2571
County-Other Kaufman Trinity 30996129 C 996 757 129 8 28,062 30427 37090 45369 53443 59743 63484
Blooming Grove Navarro Trinity 30090000 C 0 828 175 8 863 889 911 935 958 982 1,007
Corsicana Navarro Trinity 30207000 C 207 137 175 8 24,067 25,000 29,239 31,665 34,291 37,135 40,215
Dawson Navarro Trinity 30230000 C 230 855 175 8 773 761 735 696 669 670, 674
Frost Navarro Trinity 30321000 C 321 868 175 8 605 618 634 650 666 683 700
Kerens Navarro Trinity 30466000 C 466 712 175 8 1,704 1,700 1,700 1,700 1,700 1,700 1,700
Rice Navarro Trinity 30746000 C 746 947 175 8 618] 673 695 743 781 819 871
County-Other Navarro Trinity 30996175 C 996 757 175 8 14,245 15,550 15,293 16,642 17,950 17,211 15,833
Aledo Parker Trinity 30009000 C 9 674 184 8 1,359 1,633 2,282, 3,187 4,453 5,173 5,173
Annetta Parker Trinity 30030000 C 30 814 184 8 835 945 1,329 1,870 2,630 3,699 5,203
Azle P Parker Trinity 30046000 C 46 31 184 8 1,392 1,844 2,179 2,398 2,642 2,911 3,207
Briar P Parker Trinity 30110000 C 110 682 184 8 761 673 797 928 1,073 1,192 1,324
Hudson Oaks Parker Trinity 30422000 C 422 883 184 8 1,129 1,440 2,915 5,903, 10,394 10,394 10,394
Mineral Wells Parker Brazos 30600000 C 600 407 184 12 574 522 600, 683 780 859 946
Reno Parker Trinity 30744000 C 744 739 184 8 2,663 2,884 3,287 3,771 4,306 4,785 5,318
Springtown Parker Trinity 30853000 C 853 574 184 8 1,937 2,432 3,149 3,873 4,638 5,262, 5,970
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Weatherford Parker Trinity 30944000 C 944 634 184 8 16,480 19083 25896 35141 47688 64713 87816
Weatherford Parker Brazos 30944000 C 944 634 184 12 870 1006 1366 1854 2515 3413 4632
Willow Park Parker Trinity 30973000 C 973 756 184 8 2,703 3,252 4,544 6,347| 8,868 12,388 17,307
County-Other Parker Trinity 30996184 C 996 757 184 8 28,141 28922 32853 33926 31903 26800 15549
County-Other Parker Brazos 30996184 C 996 757 184 12 15,053 15800 17898 18406 17204 14434 8377
Dallas P Rockwall Trinity 30227000 C 227 151 199 8 50 44 51 65 86 106 131
Heath Rockwall Trinity 30388000 C 388 702 199 8 2,966/ 3,892 5,486 7,682, 10,425 13,643 17,856
Rockwall Rockwall Trinity 30766000 C 766 513 199 8 13,727, 18,297 33,700 49,000 63,300 80,000 96,076
Rowlett P Rockwall Trinity 30777000 C 777 521 199 8 5,107 6,329 12,056 17,393 24,001 31,847 42,258
Royse City P Rockwall Sabine 30779000 C 779 522 199 5 2,624 3,600 7,800 11,500 23,600 27,800 31,963
Wylie P Rockwall Trinity 30991000 C 991 669 199 8 83 60 59 64 71 77 84
County-Other Rockwall Sabine 30996199 C 996 757 199 5 1,863 1715 429 466 0 1363 2903
County-Other Rockwall Trinity 30996199 C 996 757 199 8 7,867 7238 1811 1966 418 5752 12258
Arlington Tarrant Trinity 30037000 C 37 25 220 8 295,553 318,653 336,400 366,760 384,917 399,173 413,986
Azle P Tarrant Trinity 30046000 C 46 31 220 8 9,225 9,946 11,637 13,473 14,704 16,483 18,477
Bedford Tarrant Trinity 30067000 C 67 44 220 8 48,445 49,900 55,200 56,200 56,200 56,200 56,200
Benbrook Tarrant Trinity 30075000 C 75 51 220 8 22,320 23,964 26,522 29,354 30,807 31,947 33,130
Blue Mound Tarrant Trinity 30093000 C 93 62 220 8 2,420 2,488 2,582, 2,909 3,040 3,152, 3,264
Briar P Tarrant Trinity 30110000 C 110 682 220 8 2,491 3,559 4,509 5,445 5,713 6,139 6,597
Burleson Tarrant Trinity 30131000 C 131 87 220 8 3,093 2,415 2,638 2,957 3,105 3,232, 3,364
Colleyville Tarrant Trinity 30186000 C 186 125 220 8 17,921 20,500 30,730 39,665 41,624 43,169 44,771
Crowley Tarrant Trinity 30218000 C 218 145 220 8 7,954 8,000 8,940 10,098 11,037 12,945 15,182
Dalworthington Gard. Tarrant Trinity 30228000 C 228 692 220 8 2,109 2,265 3,260 3,749 4,067 4,533 5,052
Edgecliff Tarrant Trinity 30267000 C 267 180 220 8 2,943 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000
Euless Tarrant Trinity 30285000 C 285 193 220 8 44,632 47,000 51,773 58,848 58,848 58,848 58,848
Everman Tarrant Trinity 30287000 C 287 194 220 8 6,379 6,500 6,500 6,500 6,500 6,500 6,500
Forest Hill Tarrant Trinity 30303000 C 303 206 220 8 11,499 12,350 12,717 13,580 13,621 13,662, 13,811
Fort Worth Tarrant Trinity 30311000 C 311 213 220 8 478,480 496,622 532,717 580,375 596,112 632,480 671,067
Grand Prairie P Tarrant Trinity 30353000 C 353 245 220 8 20,103 26,212 37,990 50,934 53,453 55,432 57,485
Grapevine P Tarrant Trinity 30360000 C 360 249 220 8 36,738 39,434 48,611 54,530 57,223 59,340 61,535
Haltom City Tarrant Trinity 30375000 C 375 261 220 8 35,207 38,845 41,704 43,272 43,983 44,197 44,412
Haslet Tarrant Trinity 30384000 C 384 879 220 8 977, 1,260 1,443 1,899 2,327 2,587 2,808
Hurst Tarrant Trinity 30428000 C 428 293 220 8 38,461 36,985 38,799 40,939 40,258 40,691 41,129
Keller Tarrant Trinity 30461000 C 461 315 220 8 19,323 24,761 31,592 38,146 41,677 43,219 44,818
Kennedale Tarrant Trinity 30465000 C 465 318 220 8 4,939 6,428 10,087 11,974 13,710 16,881 19,725
Lake Worth Village Tarrant Trinity 30501000 C 501 341 220 8 5,004 4,896 5,126 5,517 5,556 5,762, 5,976
Mansfield P Tarrant Trinity 30559000 C 559 384 220 8 19,817, 25,181 32,396 43,903 52,745 69,857 86,968
North Richland Hills Tarrant Trinity 30642000 C 642 435 220 8 53,501 55,884 67,363 81,200 90,408 100,661 112,232
Pantego Tarrant Trinity 30677000 C 677 454 220 8 2,640 2,471 2,534 2,668, 2,681 2,694 2,751
Pelican Bay Tarrant Trinity 30688000 C 688 795 220 8 1,418 1,562 1,912 2,278 2,550 2,920 3,344
Richland Hills Tarrant Trinity 30748000 C 748 499 220 8 8,601 8,886 10,379 12,109 13,618 16,497 19,985
River Oaks Tarrant Trinity 30756000 C 756 505 220 8 7,131 6,838 6,838 6,838, 6,838 6,838 6,838
Saginaw Tarrant Trinity 30785000 C 785 527 220 8 9,891 12,172 13,922, 15,878 17,084 18,915 20,942
Sansom Park Village Tarrant Trinity 30802000 C 802 539 220 8 4,114 4,114 4,181 4,192 4,192 4,192 4,192
Southlake P Tarrant Trinity 30846000 C 846 570 220 8 11,147 21,481 26,305 32,212 39,445 48,304 59,151
Watauga Tarrant Trinity 30942000 C 942 632 220 8 22,363 22,233 24,274 26,157 27,969 29,906 29,906
Westworth Village Tarrant Trinity 30959000 C 959 644 220 8 2,345 2,518 2,600 2,600 2,600 2,600 2,600
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White Settlement Tarrant Trinity 30964000 C 964 651 220 8 15,412 15,950 15,950 15,950 15,950 15,950 15,950
County-Other Tarrant Trinity 30996220 C 996 757 220 8 31,861 50,486 81,087 112,785 147,813 232,287 209,614
Alvord Wise Trinity 30019000 C 19 810 249 8 1,007 1,089 1,131 1,154 1,175 1,217 1,292
Aurora Wise Trinity 30044000 C 44 816 249 8 790 885 931 943 973 1,011 1,049
Boyd Wise Trinity 30103000 C 103 760 249 8 1,183 1,296 1,749 1,968 2,188 2,236 2,285
Briar P Wise Trinity 30110000 C 110 682 249 8 1,062 1,029 1,176 1,309 1,440 1,462 1,466
Bridgeport Wise Trinity 30113000 C 113 76 249 8 3,966/ 4,173 4,778 5,383 5,989 6,594 7,200
Chico Wise Trinity 30163000 C 163 842 249 8 921 995 1027 1040 1053 1065 1074
Decatur Wise Trinity 30235000 C 235 153 249 8 4,724 4,982 5,761 6,453 7,139 7,278 7,420
Newark Wise Trinity 30635000 C 635 920 249 8 807 970 1,058 1,133 1,213 1,346 1,509
Rhome Wise Trinity 30745000 C 745 946 249 8 729 795 858 908 983 1077 1172
County-Other Wise Trinity 30996249 C 996 757 249 8 25,830 28,586 36,205 44,072 51,488 57,714 60,535
Total 4,609,060f 5,012,860 5,882,173 6,931,543 7,850,797| 8,778,041 9,481,157
NOTE: Columntitlesin bold print are columns required by the Texas Water Development Board. The non-bolded columns are provided as additional information.
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APPENDIX G
TWDB TABLE 2-WATER DEMAND PROJECTIONS
BY WATER USER GROUP, COUNTY, AND BASIN

The following table is the second in a series of tables required by the Texas Water
Development Board (TWDB). This table includes the projected water demands for
each water user group in Region C. The water user group number was developed by
the TWDB for their use, and it consists of the regional number followed by the
sequence number and then the county number. The county and basin number codes
are listed below.

County Number Code

43  Cadllin

49  Cooke

57 Dadlas

61 Denton

70 Ellis

74  Fannin

81 Freestone

91 Grayson
107 Henderson
119  Jack
126  Johnson
129 Kaufman
175 Navarro
184  Parker
199  Rockwall
220 Tarrant
249 Wise

Basin Numbers

Red River Basin
Sulphur River Basin
Sabine River Basin
Neches River Basin
Trinity River Basin
12  Brazos River Basin
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TWDB Table 2
Adopted Demand Projections

A B C D E F G H I J K L M N o] P Q
Water User Group Partial County Name Basin Name Category | WUG Number RWPG Sequence City County Basin 1996 2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050
Number Number Number Number
Allen Collin Trinity Mun 30012000 C 12 8 43 8 5,857 10,350 23,299 30,125 33,026 33,478 33,921
Anna Collin Trinity Mun 30029000 C 29 813 43 8 139 157 167 173 180, 181 182
Blue Ridge Coallin Trinity Mun 30094000 C A 829 43 8 79 83 91 N9 104 105 106|
Celina Collin Trinity Mun 30154000 C 154 103 43 8 253 314 963 2,469 5,590 7,443 8,503,
Dallas P Collin Trinity Mun 30227000 C 227 151 43 8 8,367 8,352 9,394 10,575 11,353 12,270 13,258
Fairview Collin Trinity Mun 30291000 C 291 772 43 8 670 776 1,191 1,304 1,468 1,603 1,831
Farmersville Coallin Trinity Mun 30294000 C 294 199 43 8 329 568 663 849 978 1,089 1,212
Frisco P Coallin Trinity Mun 30319000 C 319 221 43 8 3,470 9,829 20,388 32,596 49,187 67,838 85,005
Garland P Callin Trinity Mun 30334000 C 334 230 43 8 43 4 4 5 6 6 8
Lucas Callin Trinity Mun 30547000 C 547 718 43 8 394 717 944 1,007 1,228 1,384 1,560
Mckinney Callin Trinity Mun 30577000 C 577 379 43 8 6,697 15,402 33,044 47,264 61,081 74,178 86,631
Melissa Collin Trinity Mun 30584000 C 584 914 43 8 64 107 168§ 182 203 202 203
Murphy Collin Trinity Mun 30619000 C 619 724 43 8 381 753 1,885 2,685 3,108, 3,443 3,791
New Hope Coallin Trinity Mun 30631000 C 631 923 43 8 75 9%5 92 0 Q0 91 A
Parker Collin Trinity Mun 30679000 C 679 733 43 8 302 770 1,983 3,516 5,767 8,332, 10,816
Plano P Collin Trinity Mun 30704000 C 704 472 43 8 45,945 67,887 84,091 81,927 80,382 79,763 79,763
Princeton Callin Trinity Mun 30724000 C 724 487 43 8 343 433 665 924 1,050 1,129 1,176
Prosper Coallin Trinity Mun 30726000 C 726 799 43 8 210 417 1,378 2,408, 3,445 4,489 5,578
Richardson P Coallin Trinity Mun 30747000 C 747 498 43 8 3,571 3,643 3,887 4,174 4,507 4,821 5,196
Royse City P Callin Sabine Mun 30779000 C 779 522 43 5 40 61 91 123 146 168 194
Sachse P Callin Trinity Mun 30784000 C 784 742 43 8 vl 54 97 112 125 144 164
Wylie P Collin Trinity Mun 30991000 C 991 669 43 8 1,658 2,273 3,164 4,435 6,440 8,797 10,993
County-Other Collin Sabine Mun 30996043 C 996 757 43 5 393 17 66 1,309 1,783 2,219 2,094
County-Other Coallin Trinity Mun 30996043 C 996 757 43 8 5,514 308 1,294 22,936 29,549 35,726 33,351
Manufacturing Callin Sabine Mfg 31001043 C 1001 1001 43 5 0 0 Qg 0 0 0 0
Manufacturing Collin Trinity Mfg 31001043 C 1001 1001 43 8 1,312 2,368 2,677 2,963 3,245 3,664 4,110
Steam Electric Power Collin Sabine Pwr 31002043 C 1002 1002 43 5 0 0 Qg 0 0 0 0
Steam Electric Power Collin Trinity Pwr 31002043 C 1002 1002 43 8 1,775 2,000 7,000 7,000 7,000 10,000 10,000
Mining Coallin Sabine Min 31003043 C 1003 1003 43 5 0 0 Qg 0 0 0 0
Mining Coallin Trinity Min 31003043 C 1003 1003 43 8 341 182 183 175 171 163 172
Irrigation Callin Sabine Irr 31004043 C 1004 1004 43 5 0 a 0 0 0 0
Irrigation Callin Trinity Irr 31004043 C 1004 1004 43 8 93 0 0 0 0 0 0
Livestock Collin Sabine Stk 31005043 C 1005 1005 43 5 30 33 38 33 33 33 3B
Livestock Collin Trinity Stk 31005043 C 1005 1005 43 8 841 1,057 1,057 1,057 1,057 1,057 1,057
Gainesville Cooke Trinity Mun 30327000 C 327 225 49 8 2,836 3,067 3,214 3,393 3,526 3,769 4,012
Lindsay Cooke Trinity Mun 30525000 C 525 899 49 8 100 83 95 108, 124 132 138
Muenster Cooke Trinity Mun 30615000 C 615 418 49 8 258 300 309 317 325 333 346
Valley View Cooke Trinity Mun 30923000 C 923 981 49 8 76 73 82 95 110 126 145
County-Other Cooke Red Mun 30996049 C 996 757 49 2 271 246 248 236 224 219 214
County-Other Cooke Trinity Mun 30996049 C 996 757 49 8 1,814 1,787 1,810 1,718 1,626 1,591 1,557
Manufacturing Cooke Red Mfg 31001049 C 1001 1001 49 2 0 0 a 0 0 0 0
M anufacturing Cooke Trinity Mfg 31001049 C 1001 1001 49 8 223 352 406 458 509 572 634
Steam Electric Power Cooke Red Pwr 31002049 C 1002 1002 49 2 0 0 Qg 0 0 0 0
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Steam Electric Power Cooke Trinity Pwr 31002049 C 1002 1002 49 8 0 0 Qg 0 0 0 0
Mining Cooke Red Min 31003049 C 1003 1003 49 2 43 242 135 9% 58 45 42
Mining Cooke Trinity Min 31003049 C 1003 1003 49 8 246 353 298 289 283 283 288
Irrigation Cooke Red Irr 31004049 C 1004 1004 49 2 288 194 188 182 176 171 165
Irrigation Cooke Trinity Irr 31004049 C 1004 1004 49 8 156 % 93 QO 87| 84 82
Livestock Cooke Red Stk 31005049 C 1005 1005 49 2 674 718 718 718 718 718 718
Livestock Cooke Trinity Stk 31005049 C 1005 1005 49 8 1,444 1,538 1,538 1,538 1,538 1,538 1,538
Addison Dallas Trinity Mun 30003000 C 3 673 57 8 5,447 7,170 9,764 10,783 11,795 12,907 13,650
Balch Springs Dallas Trinity Mun 30049000 C 49 33 57 8 2,110 2,540 3,274 3,580 3,597 3,459 3,459
Carrollton P Dallas Trinity Mun 30147000 C 147 98 57 8 8,464 12,534 13,590 14,394 14,381 13,854 12,973
Cedar Hill P Dallas Trinity Mun 30151000 C 151 102 57 8 3,429 5,827 9,094 11,584 14,449 17,798 18,095
Cockrell Hill Dallas Trinity Mun 30182000 C 182 121 57 8 493 660 669 688 672, 647 647,
Combine P Dallas Trinity Mun 30193000 C 193 766 57 8 51 82 9% 111 124 128 136
Coppell Dallas Trinity Mun 30201000 C 201 133 57 8 5,673 8,197 10,872 11,147 11,191 11,229 11,513
Dallas P Dallas Trinity Mun 30227000 C 227 151 57 8 260,026 299,587 327,135 337,064 343,528 351,157 358,390
De Soto Dallas Trinity Mun 30234000 C 234 161 57 8 7,020 8,202 11,208 13,465 15,121 16,551 18,113
Duncanville Dallas Trinity Mun 30256000 C 256 171 57 8 6,415 7,400 8,522 9,111 9,361 9,361 9,361
Farmers Branch Dallas Trinity Mun 30293000 C 293 198 57 8 8,885 10,966 11,644 12,952 13,432 14,547 15,803
Garland P Dallas Trinity Mun 30334000 C 334 230 57 8 31,994 37,053 37,011 37,106 37,105 37,103 37,101
Glenn Heights P Dallas Trinity Mun 30344000 C 344 697 57 8 451 948 1,109 1,263 1,410 1,546 1,695
Grand Prairie P Dallas Trinity Mun 30353000 C 353 245 57 8 13,787 16,238 16,977 17,803 17,286 17,068 16,715
Grapevine P Dallas Trinity Mun 30360000 C 360 249 57 8 1 20 25 27 28 31 32
Highland Park Dallas Trinity Mun 30402000 C 402 276 57 8 3,818 3,822 3,842 3,856 3,984 4,117 4,290
Hutchins Dallas Trinity Mun 30429000 C 429 294 57 8 662 694 932 1,153 1,428 1,746 2,129
Irving Dallas Trinity Mun 30437000 C 437 298 57 8 39,554 43,869 50,987 55,469 60,359 65,202 70,026
Lancaster Dallas Trinity Mun 30509000 C 509 345 57 8 3,444 4,306 4,867 5,314 5,376 5,196 5,017
Lewisville P Dallas Trinity Mun 30519000 C 519 355 57 8 161 181 252 348 415 471 534
Mesquite Dallas Trinity Mun 30592000 C 592 401 57 8 18,302 21,762 25,513 29,505 33,402 37,141 36,465
Ovilla P Dallas Trinity Mun 30663000 C 663 729 57 8 60 75 86 97 108 116 128
Richardson P Dallas Trinity Mun 30747000 C 747 498 57 8 20,065 23,649 26,054 27,112 27,717 28,165 28,824
Rowlett P Dallas Trinity Mun 30777000 C 777 521 57 8 4,544 7,472 9,084 10,712 12,160 12,912 14,053
Sachse P Dallas Trinity Mun 30784000 C 784 742 57 8 945 1,709 3,287 3,715 4,226 4,639 4,955
Seagoville Dallas Trinity Mun 30812000 C 812 547 57 8 1,209 1,774 2,891 3,433 3,820 4,106 4,280
Sunnyvale Dallas Trinity Mun 30871000 C 871 749 57 8 602 837 1,715 2,191 2,277 2,301 2,320
University Park Dallas Trinity Mun 30920000 C 920 615 57 8 6,127 6,314 6,196 6,095 6,131 6,166 6,304
Wilmer Dallas Trinity Mun 30975000 C 975 657 57 8 284 359 446 492 495 478 478
County-Other Dallas Trinity Mun 30996057 C 996 757 57 8 2,416 4,499 21,833 46,716 75,862 115,110 143,637
Manufacturing Dallas Trinity Mfg 31001057 C 1001 1001 57 8 27,843 33,506 38,926 43,539 47,420 56,142 65,850
Steam Electric Power Dallas Trinity Pwr 31002057 C 1002 1002 57 8 16,325 18,000 20,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000
Mining Dallas Trinity Min 31003057 C 1003 1003 57 8 2,986 3,867 4,376 5,124 5,878 6,638, 7,498
Irrigation Dallas Trinity Irr 31004057 C 1004 1004 57 8 1,317 100 104 100 100 100 100
Livestock Dallas Trinity Stk 31005057 C 1005 1005 57 8 513 718 718 718 718 718 718
Argyle Denton Trinity Mun 30036000 C 36 677 61 8 480 521 1,785 3,338 3,944 4,171 4,096
Aubrey Denton Trinity Mun 30043000 C 43 758 61 8 146 165 274 430 602, 750 1,300
Bartonville Denton Trinity Mun 30058000 C 58 820 61 8 118 298 1,226 1,740 2,196 2,588 2,707
Carrollton P Denton Trinity Mun 30147000 C 147 98 61 8 9,671 10,898 12,547 13,744 14,028 13,827 13,251
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Copper Canyon Denton Trinity Mun 30202000 C 202 849 61 8 203 321 796 1,270 1,254 1,478 1,546
Corinth Denton Trinity Mun 30204000 C 204 691 61 8 881 2,254 4,395 6,301 6,805 6,497 6,519
Crossroads Denton Trinity Mun 30996061 C 996 757 61 8 59 210 655 1,138 1,661 2,964
Dallas P Denton Trinity Mun 30227000 C 227 151 61 8 5,002 5,305 6,083 6,732 7,679 8,551 9,520
Denton Denton Trinity Mun 30240000 C 240 159 61 8 13,773 18,790 24,520 34,648 43,149 51,259 61,229
Double Oak Denton Trinity Mun 30251000 C 251 768 61 8 326 495 754 877 988 999 1,008
Flower Mound Denton Trinity Mun 30301000 C 301 204 61 8 6,331 10,216 17,509 24,066 27,113 29,968 31,448
Frisco P Denton Trinity Mun 30319000 C 319 221 61 8 179 182 465 526 631 677 728
Hebron Denton Trinity Mun 30390000 C 390 776 61 8 183 214 362 627 683 682 794
Hickory Creek Denton Trinity Mun 30399000 C 399 704 61 8 268 324 694 1,167 1,305 1,450 1,601
Highland Village Denton Trinity Mun 30403000 C 403 706 61 8 2,298 2,882 4,352 4,150 4,150 4,033 4,133
Justin Denton Trinity Mun 30456000 C 456 784 61 8 241 313 455 878 1,376 2,195 2,608,
Krugerville Denton Trinity Mun 30481000 C 481 892 61 8 86 124 186 213 297 357 401
Krum Denton Trinity Mun 30482000 C 482 785 61 8 207 381 550 727 965 1,122 1,265
Lake Dallas Denton Trinity Mun 30498000 C 498 337 61 8 668 962 1,361 1,660 1,697 1,813 1,810
Lewisville P Denton Trinity Mun 30519000 C 519 355 61 8 10,509 18,128 27,152 35,720 40,071 41,160 42,254
Lincoln Park Denton Trinity Mun 30996061 C 996 757 61 8 56 95 146 235 351 435
Little ElIm Denton Trinity Mun 30527000 C 527 790 61 8 210 341 598 1,044 1,494 1,821 1,942
Northlake Denton Trinity Mun 30996061 C 996 757 61 8 83 840 2,240 3,921 5,713 7,393
Oak Point Denton Trinity Mun 30648000 C 648 930 61 8 118 161 410 1,034 1,484 1,685 1,861
Pilot Point Denton Trinity Mun 30695000 C 695 465 61 8 456 552 801 1,026 1,357 1,468 1,694
Plano P Denton Trinity Mun 30704000 C 704 472 61 8 238 17 24 30 33 44 51
Ponder Denton Trinity Mun 30996061 C 996 757 61 8 65 241 623 1,044 1,270 1,403
Roanoke Denton Trinity Mun 30758000 C 758 800 61 8 281 336 449 603} 748 869 1,011
Sanger Denton Trinity Mun 30801000 C 801 535 61 8 487 1,066 2,121 2,613 3,217 3,596 4,032
Shady Shores Denton Trinity Mun 30820000 C 820 803 61 8 135 246 424 596 681 763 748
Southlake P Denton Trinity Mun 30846000 C 846 570 61 8 326 181 314 372 473 588 745
The Colony Denton Trinity Mun 30891000 C 891 752 61 8 3,014 3,404 6,232 9,409 10,417 11,199 10,946
Trophy Club Denton Trinity Mun 30911000 C 911 806 61 8 1,467 1,790 2,704 3,687 4,700 5,547 6,546
County-Other Denton Trinity Mun 30996061 C 996 757 61 8 3,245 6,128 7,224 15,116 32,574 37,668 42,113
Manufacturing Denton Trinity Mfg 31001061 C 1001 1001 61 8 963 799 943 1,067 1,172 1,418 1,699
Steam Electric Power Denton Trinity Pwr 31002061 C 1002 1002 61 8 84 0 4,500 4,500 4,500 6,000 6,000
Mining Denton Trinity Min 31003061 C 1003 1003 61 8 139 146 139 144 154 166 182
Irrigation Denton Trinity Irr 31004061 C 1004 1004 61 8 472 750 750 750 750 750 750
Livestock Denton Trinity Stk 31005061 C 1005 1005 61 8 1,870 1,256 1,256 1,256 1,256 1,256 1,256
Cedar Hill P Ellis Trinity Mun 30151000 C 151 102 70 8 113 13 23 31 40 43 48
Ennis Ellis Trinity Mun 30284000 C 284 192 70 8 2,144 2,558 3,013 3,544 4,074 3,984 4,015
Ferris Ellis Trinity Mun 30296000 C 296 201 70 8 328 303 381 470 561 571 582
Glenn Heights P Ellis Trinity Mun 30344000 C 344 697 70 8 107 162 201 233 271 281 291
Grand Prairie P Ellis Trinity Mun 30353000 C 353 245 70 8 1 12 21 39 37 36 35
Italy Ellis Trinity Mun 30438000 C 438 299 70 8 203 288 408 536 654 673 673
Mansfield P Ellis Trinity Mun 30559000 C 559 384 70 8 30, A 156 232 318 379 452
Maypearl Ellis Trinity Mun 30573000 C 573 911 70 8 64 158 162 170 170 170 182
Midlothian Ellis Trinity Mun 30596000 C 596 405 70 8 1,040 1,996 2,541 3,083 3,578 3,811 4,080
Milford Ellis Trinity Mun 30598000 C 598 916 70 8 80) 118 132 142, 148 147 149
Oak Leaf Ellis Trinity Mun 30647000 C 647 929 70 8 170 168 190 224, 254 278 302
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Ovilla P Ellis Trinity Mun 30663000 C 663 729 70 8 400 669 783 882 971 978 1,010
Palmer Ellis Trinity Mun 30671000 C 671 731 70 8 205 214 301 373 444 481 521
Pecan Hill Ellis Trinity Mun 30686000 C 686 935 70 8 93 102 108 108, 113 120 127
Red Oak Ellis Trinity Mun 30739000 C 739 737 70 8 469 685 894 1,110 1,312 1,404 1,526
Waxahachie Ellis Trinity Mun 30943000 C 943 633 70 8 3,452 5,634 6,339 6,387 7,289 8,025 8,930
County-Other Ellis Trinity Mun 30996070 C 996 757 70 8 5,156 5,368 6,340 6,999 7,355 7,636 7,424
Manufacturing Ellis Trinity Mfg 31001070 C 1001 1001 70 8 3,470 4,313 4,684 4,925 5,163 5,402, 5,639
Steam Electric Power Ellis Trinity Pwr 31002070 C 1002 1002 70 8 0 0 15,000 15,000 15,000 18,000 18,000
Mining Ellis Trinity Min 31003070 C 1003 1003 70 8 RN 110 120 135 150 165 182
Irrigation Ellis Trinity Irr 31004070 C 1004 1004 70 8 230 120 120 120 120 120 120
Livestock Ellis Trinity Stk 31005070 C 1005 1005 70 8 1,876 1,287 1,287 1,287 1,287 1,287 1,287
Bonham Fannin Red Mun 30098000 C 9.8 65 74 2 1,341 1,626 1,654 1,678 1,738 1,839 1,946
Honey Grove Fannin Red Mun 30415000 C 415 283 74 2 19 2 22 22 24 24 27
Honey Grove Fannin Sulphur Mun 30415000 C 415 283 74 3 359 407 421; 429 445 472 499
Leonard Fannin Sulphur Mun 30517000 C 517 352 74 3 25 32 32 32 33 A 37
Leonard Fannin Trinity Mun 30517000 C 517 352 74 8 225 284 287 290 294 307 326
Savoy Fannin Red Mun 30807000 C 807 957 74 2 9% 124 120 116 112 108 104
Trenton Fannin Trinity Mun 30908000 C 908 978 74 8 132 145 149 151 157 163 172
County-Other Fannin Red Mun 30996074 C 996 757 74 2 1,109 1,653 1,856 2,020 2,085 2,019 1,895
County-Other Fannin Sulphur Mun 30996074 C 996 757 74 3 339 505 567 612 631 611 575
County-Other Fannin Trinity Mun 30996074 C 996 757 74 8 83 57 67 78 81 67| 67
Manufacturing Fannin Red Mfg 31001074 C 1001 1001 74 2 33 39 i 49 % 59 66
Manufacturing Fannin Sulphur Mfg 31001074 C 1001 1001 74 3 291 0 0 0 0 0 0
Manufacturing Fannin Trinity Mfg 31001074 C 1001 1001 74 8 0 0 a 0 0 0 0
Steam Electric Power Fannin Red Pwr 31002074 C 1002 1002 74 2 7,975 5,000 6,000 7,000 8,000 9,000 10,000
Steam Electric Power Fannin Sulphur Pwr 31002074 C 1002 1002 74 3 0 0 (0 0 0 0 0
Steam Electric Power Fannin Trinity Pwr 31002074 C 1002 1002 74 8 0 0 Q 0 0 0 0
Mining Fannin Red Min 31003074 C 1003 1003 74 2 161 0 Qg 0 0 0 0
Mining Fannin Sulphur Min 31003074 C 1003 1003 74 3 0 0 a 0 0 0 0
Mining Fannin Trinity Min 31003074 C 1003 1003 74 8 0 0 Qg 0 0 0 0
Irrigation Fannin Red Irr 31004074 C 1004 1004 74 2 3,563 1,189 1,094 1,006 926 852 784
Irrigation Fannin Sul phur Irr 31004074 C 1004 1004 74 3 0 0 (0 0 0 0 0
Irrigation Fannin Trinity Irr 31004074 C 1004 1004 74 8 0 0 Q 0 0 0 0
Livestock Fannin Red Stk 31005074 C 1005 1005 74 2 1,267 732 732 732 732 732 732
Livestock Fannin Sulphur Stk 31005074 C 1005 1005 74 3 408 236 236 236 236 236 236
Livestock Fannin Trinity Stk 31005074 C 1005 1005 74 8 &4 49 49 49 49 49 49
Fairfield Freestone Trinity Mun 30289000 C 289 196 81 8 616 691 725 787 841 860 880
Teague Freestone Trinity Mun 30884000 C 884 596 81 8 111 134 137 138 139 140 141
Teague Freestone Brazos Mun 30884000 C 884 596 81 12 258 312 319 322 323 326 329
Wortham Freestone Trinity Mun 30990000 C 990 668 81 8 136 267 274 292, 312 320 331
County-Other Freestone Trinity Mun 30996081 C 996 757 81 8 1,123 959 919 860 839 847 844
County-Other Freestone Brazos Mun 30996081 C 996 757 81 12 251 213 203 190 185 187 187
Manufacturing Freestone Trinity Mfg 31001081 C 1001 1001 81 8 0 0 (0 0 0 0 0
Manufacturing Freestone Brazos Mfg 31001081 C 1001 1001 81 12 0 0 Q 0 0 0 0
Steam Electric Power Freestone Trinity Pwr 31002081 C 1002 1002 81 8 16,150 16,000 27,000 29,000 29,000 33,192 33,192
Steam Electric Power Freestone Brazos Pwr 31002081 C 1002 1002 81 12 0 0 a 0 0 0 0
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Mining Freestone Trinity Min 31003081 C 1003 1003 81 8 194 122 104 33 18 8 5
Mining Freestone Brazos Min 31003081 C 1003 1003 81 12 13 15 16 17 18 19 20
Irrigation Freestone Trinity Irr 31004081 C 1004 1004 81 8 17 20 20 20 20 20, 20
Irrigation Freestone Brazos Irr 31004081 C 1004 1004 81 12 0 5 5 5 5 5 5
Livestock Freestone Trinity Stk 31005081 C 1005 1005 81 8 1,602, 1,231 1,231 1,231 1,231 1,231 1,231
Livestock Freestone Brazos Stk 31005081 C 1005 1005 81 12 137 105 105 105 105 105 105
Bells Grayson Red Mun 30071000 C 71 824 91 2 130 139 142 159 170 181 193
Collinsville Grayson Trinity Mun 30187000 C 187 765 91 8 152, 167 170 174 176 176 176
Denison Grayson Red Mun 30239000 C 239 158 91 2 4,855 4,113 4,040 3,984 4,007 4,025 4,131
Gunter Grayson Trinity Mun 30370000 C 370 876 91 8 148 145 152 187 200 217 234
Howe Grayson Red Mun 30419000 C 419 286 91 2 247 263 275 270 344 343 341
Howe Grayson Trinity Mun 30419000 C 419 286 91 8 62 66 69 63 87 86 85
Luella Grayson Red Mun 30548000 C 548 905 91 2 9 106 109 110 112 114 117
Pottsboro Grayson Red Mun 30719000 C 719 797 91 2 170 261 275 335 385 432 482
Sherman Grayson Red Mun 30827000 C 827 556 91 2 7,171 7,561 7,742 7,583 7,992 8,401 8,830
Southmayd Grayson Red Mun 30847000 C 847 961 91 2 9 132 138 142 146 153 160
Tioga Grayson Trinity Mun 30902000 C 902 974 91 8 73 % 10d 106 111 117 123
Tom Bean Grayson Red Mun 30904000 C 904 976 91 2 186 191 192 199 206 208 215
Van Alstyne Grayson Trinity Mun 30925000 C 925 619 91 8 297 373 524 754 920 1,121 1,367
Whiteshoro Grayson Red Mun 30967000 C 967 650 91 2 528 624 656 599 628 661 695
Whitesboro Grayson Trinity Mun 30967000 C 967 650 91 8 27 32 A 30 33 35 36
Whitewright Grayson Red Mun 30968000 C 968 652 91 2 257 270 278 285 292 297 302
County-Other Grayson Red Mun 30996091 C 996 757 91 2 2,856 3,683 3,541 3,525 3,293 3,027 2,439
County-Other Grayson Trinity Mun 30996091 C 996 757 91 8 613 823 791 771 719 662 535
Manufacturing Grayson Red Mfg 31001091 C 1001 1001 91 2 6,165 6,204 6,724 7,084 7,547 8,162, 9,011
Manufacturing Grayson Trinity Mfg 31001091 C 1001 1001 91 8 11 10 11 11 12 13 14
Steam Electric Power Grayson Red Pwr 31002091 C 1002 1002 91 2 0 0 Q 0 0 0 0
Steam Electric Power Grayson Trinity Pwr 31002091 C 1002 1002 91 8 0 0 Qg 0 0 0 0
Mining Grayson Red Min 31003091 C 1003 1003 91 2 360 376 377 384 394 405 416
Mining Grayson Trinity Min 31003091 C 1003 1003 91 8 698 657 5671 537 532 531 538
Irrigation Grayson Red Irr 31004091 C 1004 1004 91 2 545 191 201 212 223 235 248
Irrigation Grayson Trinity Irr 31004091 C 1004 1004 91 8 1,533 1,434 1,510 1,590 1,675 1,763 1,857
Livestock Grayson Red Stk 31005091 C 1005 1005 91 2 1,199 733 733 733 733 733 733
Livestock Grayson Trinity Stk 31005091 C 1005 1005 91 8 671 410 410 410 410 410 410
Athens Henderson Trinity Mun 30041000 C 41 28 107 8 1,916 2,251 2,384 2,412 2,554 2,705 2,925
Eustace Henderson Trinity Mun 30286000 C 286 864 107 8 89 122 127 131 131 129 125
Gun Barrel City Henderson Trinity Mun 30369000 C 369 699 107 8 940 1,055 1,141 1,237 1,292 1,333 1,369
M abank P Henderson Trinity Mun 30554000 C 554 375 107 8 69 72 0 N9 113 114 115
Malakoff Henderson Trinity Mun 30557000 C 557 383 107 8 314 429 448 462 468 466 478
Payne Springs Henderson Trinity Mun 30682000 C 682 934 107 8 131 168 174 174 180 188 199
Seven Points Henderson Trinity Mun 30818000 C 818 959 107 8 100 121 120 118 118 119 120
Tool Henderson Trinity Mun 30906000 C 906 753 107 8 329 366 376 384 399 402 409
Trinidad Henderson Trinity Mun 30909000 C 909 609 107 8 0O 195 192 195 199 199 200
County-Other Henderson Trinity Mun 30996107 C 996 757 107 8 2,867 2,708 2,919 3,081 3,060 2,897 2,777
Manufacturing Henderson Trinity Mfg 31001107 C 1001 1001 107 8 72 % 107 115 129 147 167
Steam Electric Power Henderson Trinity Pwr 31002107 C 1002 1002 107 8 2,151 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000
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Mining Henderson Trinity Min 31003107 C 1003 1003 107 8 615 184 161 140 124 108 A
Irrigation Henderson Trinity Irr 31004107 C 1004 1004 107 8 29 30 30 30, 30 30, 30
Livestock Henderson Trinity Stk 31005107 C 1005 1005 107 8 1,073 900 90d 900 900 900 900
Bryson Jack Brazos Mun 30124000 C 124 834 119 12 64 76 74 72 70 67 65
Jacksbhoro Jack Trinity Mun 30441000 C 441 302 119 8 587 591 630 650 698 750 806
County-Other Jack Trinity Mun 30996119 C 996 757 119 8 222 299 282 273 260 244 230
County-Other Jack Brazos Mun 30996119 C 996 757 119 12 177 240 230 225 219 207 195
M anufacturing Jack Trinity Mfg 31001119 C 1001 1001 119 8 0 0 Qg 0 0 0 0
Manufacturing Jack Brazos Mfg 31001119 C 1001 1001 119 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Steam Electric Power Jack Trinity Pwr 31002119 C 1002 1002 119 8 0 0 (0 0 0 0 0
Steam Electric Power Jack Brazos Pwr 31002119 C 1002 1002 119 » 0 0 Qg 0 0 0 0
Mining Jack Trinity Min 31003119 C 1003 1003 119 8 429 540 477 458 449 453 462
Mining Jack Brazos Min 31003119 C 1003 1003 119 12 4 4 2 2 1 0 0
Irrigation Jack Trinity Irr 31004119 C 1004 1004 119 8 0 0 Qg 0 0 0 0
Irrigation Jack Brazos Irr 31004119 C 1004 1004 119 12 4 12 12 12 12 12 12
Livestock Jack Trinity Stk 31005119 C 1005 1005 119 8 1,349 643 643 643 643 643 643
Livestock Jack Brazos Stk 31005119 C 1005 1005 119 12 501 239 239 239 239 239 239
Combine P Kaufman Trinity Mun 30193000 C 193 766 129 8 105 256 333 384 415 434 454
Crandall Kaufman Trinity Mun 30210000 C 210 767 129 8 355 399 543 625 744 817 898
Dallas P Kaufman Trinity Mun 30227000 C 227 151 129 8 3 2 2 2 2 2 2
Forney Kaufman Trinity Mun 30304000 C 304 207 129 8 706 1,042 2,128 3,276 4,493 5,896 7,331
Kaufman Kaufman Trinity Mun 30459000 C 459 313 129 8 540 1,014 1,255 1,477 1,653 1,758 1,855
Kemp Kaufman Trinity Mun 30463000 C 463 711 129 8 163 245 283 324 354 382 413
Mabank P Kaufman Trinity Mun 30554000 C 554 375 129 8 326 489 603 661 754 813 878
Oak Grove Kaufman Trinity Mun 30646000 C 646 928 129 8 68 107 114 119 121] 122 120
Terrell Kaufman Trinity Mun 30887000 C 887 599 129 8 2,491 2,946 3,417 3,827 4,262 4,471 4,721
County-Other Kaufman Sabine Mun 30996129 C 996 757 129 5 131 171 201 238 270 291 298
County-Other Kaufman Trinity Mun 30996129 C 996 757 129 8 3,219 4,268 5,031 5,950, 6,769 7,299 7,471
Manufacturing Kaufman Sabine Mfg 31001129 C 1001 1001 129 5 0 0 a 0 0 0 0
Manufacturing Kaufman Trinity Mfg 31001129 C 1001 1001 129 8 334 343 364 387 406 433 463
Steam Electric Power Kaufman Sabine Pwr 31002129 C 1002 1002 129 5 0 0 Qg 0 0 0 0
Steam Electric Power Kaufman Trinity Pwr 31002129 C 1002 1002 129 8 0 7,800 8,000 8,000 10,000 10,000 15,000
Mining Kaufman Sabine Min 31003129 C 1003 1003 129 5 0 0 Qg 0 0 0 0
Mining Kaufman Trinity Min 31003129 C 1003 1003 129 8 75 9% 106 121 136 151 168,
Irrigation Kaufman Sabine Irr 31004129 C 1004 1004 129 5 0 0 a 0 0 0 0
Irrigation Kaufman Trinity Irr 31004129 C 1004 1004 129 8 335 759 739 719 700 681 663
Livestock Kaufman Sabine Stk 31005129 C 1005 1005 129 5 101 72 72 72 72 72 72
Livestock Kaufman Trinity Stk 31005129 C 1005 1005 129 8 1,701 1,210 1,210 1,210 1,210 1,210 1,210
Blooming Grove Navarro Trinity Mun 30090000 C R0 828 175 8 93 115 113 112 111 109 107
Corsicana Navarro Trinity Mun 30207000 C 207 137 175 8 5,164 5,013 5,568 5,746 6,223 6,739 7,298
Dawson Navarro Trinity Mun 30230000 C 230 855 175 8 163 147 142 125 120, 120 121
Frost Navarro Trinity Mun 30321000 C 321 868 175 8 79 84 83 82 81 80, 79
Kerens Navarro Trinity Mun 30466000 C 466 712 175 8 164 190 190 190 190 190 190
Rice Navarro Trinity Mun 30746000 C 746 947 175 8 129 185 182 186 191 198 209
County-Other Navarro Trinity Mun 30996175 C 996 757 175 8 1,808 2,264 2,158 2,274 2,353 2,178 1,933
Manufacturing Navarro Trinity Mfg 31001175 C 1001 1001 175 8 1,088 868 968 1,043 1,118 1,215 1,312
TWDB Table 2

Page 6of 9



A B C D E F G H I J K L M N O P Q
Water User Group Partial County Name Basin Name Category | WUG Number RWPG Sequence City County Basin 1996 2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050
Number Number Number Number
Steam Electric Power Navarro Trinity Pwr 31002175 C 1002 1002 175 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mining Navarro Trinity Min 31003175 C 1003 1003 175 8 89 104 110 121 132 143 155
Irrigation Navarro Trinity Irr 31004175 C 1004 1004 175 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Livestock Navarro Trinity Stk 31005175 C 1005 1005 175 8 1,781 1,331 1,331 1,331 1,331 1,331 1,331
Aledo Parker Trinity Mun 30009000 C 9 674 184 8 149 183 320 535 748 869 869
Annetta Parker Trinity Mun 30030000 C 30 814 184 8 R0 106 186 314 442 622 874
Azle P Parker Trinity Mun 30046000 C 46 31 184 8 180 279 361 422 476 505 528
Briar P Parker Trinity Mun 30110000 C 110 682 184 8 107 97 112 129 145 159 172
Hudson Oaks Parker Trinity Mun 30422000 C 422 883 184 8 121] 161 408 992 1,746 1,746 1,746
Mineral Wells Parker Brazos Mun 30600000 C 600 407 184 1 102, 9.8 106 115 128 138 150
Reno Parker Trinity Mun 30744000 C 744 739 184 8 143 323 368 528 603 670 745
Springtown Parker Trinity Mun 30853000 C 853 574 184 8 300 409 617 759 857 943 1,037
Weatherford Parker Trinity Mun 30944000 C 944 634 184 8 2,646 3,420 4,351 5,905 8,012 10,874 14,755
Weatherford Parker Brazos Mun 30944000 C 944 634 184 12 140 181 230 311 423 573 778
Willow Park Parker Trinity Mun 30973000 C 973 756 184 8 426 364 636 1,066 1,490 2,081 2,908
County-Other Parker Trinity Mun 30996184 C 996 757 184 8 3,188 3,223 4,576 4,727 5,338 4,488 2,604
County-Other Parker Brazos Mun 30996184 C 996 757 184 1 1,706 1,787 2,530 2,600 2,913 2,440 1,416
Manufacturing Parker Trinity Mfg 31001184 C 1001 1001 184 8 113 236 262 287 311 337 358
Manufacturing Parker Brazos Mfg 31001184 C 1001 1001 184 12 276 67 80 93 105 125 139
Steam Electric Power Parker Trinity Pwr 31002184 C 1002 1002 184 8 71 0 6,000 6,000 10,000 12,000 12,000
Steam Electric Power Parker Brazos Pwr 31002184 C 1002 1002 184 1 0 0 Qg 0 0 0 0
Mining Parker Trinity Min 31003184 C 1003 1003 184 8 55 63 62 64 66 638 70
Mining Parker Brazos Min 31003184 C 1003 1003 184 12 35 1,803 2,003 2,288 2,574 2,895 3,256
Irrigation Parker Trinity Irr 31004184 C 1004 1004 184 8 A 1 1 1 1 1 1
Irrigation Parker Brazos Irr 31004184 C 1004 1004 184 12 294 29 29 29 29 29 29
Livestock Parker Trinity Stk 31005184 C 1005 1005 184 8 1,140 689 689 689 689 689 689
Livestock Parker Brazos Stk 31005184 C 1005 1005 184 » 996 601 601 601 601 601 601
Dallas P Rockwall Trinity Mun 30227000 C 227 151 199 8 13 13 16 20 26 32 39
Heath Rockwall Trinity Mun 30388000 C 388 702 199 8 537 750 1,026 1,394 1,845 2,353 3,000
Rockwall Rockwall Trinity Mun 30766000 C 766 513 199 8 2,921 4,016 8,643 12,677 16,235 20,428 24,426
Rowlett P Rockwall Trinity Mun 30777000 C 777 521 199 8 775 1,326 2,363 3,234 4,382 5,779 7,621
Royse City P Rockwall Sabine Mun 30779000 C 779 522 199 5 433 706 1,485 2,015 4,309 5,045 5,764
Wylie P Rockwall Trinity Mun 30991000 C 991 669 199 8 13 11 10 11 11 12 13
County-Other Rockwall Sabine Mun 30996199 C 996 757 199 5 327 421 100 102, 21 293 621
County-Other Rockwall Trinity Mun 30996199 C 996 757 199 8 1,382 1,776 420 432 R0 1,236 2,623
Manufacturing Rockwall Sabine Mfg 31001199 C 1001 1001 199 5 4 0 0 0 0 0 0
Manufacturing Rockwall Trinity Mfg 31001199 C 1001 1001 199 8 10 5 g 6 6 6) 6|
Steam Electric Power Rockwall Sabine Pwr 31002199 C 1002 1002 199 5 0 0 (0 0 0 0 0
Steam Electric Power Rockwall Trinity Pwr 31002199 C 1002 1002 199 8 0 0 5,600 6,000 6,000 6,000 6,000
Mining Rockwall Sabine Min 31003199 C 1003 1003 199 5 33 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mining Rockwall Trinity Min 31003199 C 1003 1003 199 8 0 0 Qg 0 0 0 0
Irrigation Rockwall Sabine Irr 31004199 C 1004 1004 199 5 0 0 (0 0 0 0 0
Irrigation Rockwall Trinity Irr 31004199 C 1004 1004 199 8 0 0 (0 0 0 0 0
Livestock Rockwall Sabine Stk 31005199 C 1005 1005 199 5 2 26 26 26 26 26 26
Livestock Rockwall Trinity Stk 31005199 C 1005 1005 199 8 % 110 110 110 110 110 110
Arlington Tarrant Trinity Mun 30037000 C 37 25 220 8 55,660 67,818 73,479 78,878 81,059 80,931 83,470
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Azle P Tarrant Trinity Mun 30046000 C 46 31 220 8 1,189 1,504 1,929 2,369 2,652 2,862, 3,042
Bedford Tarrant Trinity Mun 30067000 C 67 44 220 8 8,642 9,949 10,697 10,639 10,387 10,135 9,946
Benbrook Tarrant Trinity Mun 30075000 C 75 51 220 8 4,086 5,127 5,555 6,017 6,211 6,298, 6,383
Blue Mound Tarrant Trinity Mun 30093000 C 93 62 220 8 214 320 321 349 351 350 347|
Briar P Tarrant Trinity Mun 30110000 C 110 682 220 8 349 514 636 756 774 818 857|
Burleson Tarrant Trinity Mun 30131000 C 131 87 220 8 414 354 411 487 522 525 528
Colleyville Tarrant Trinity Mun 30186000 C 186 125 220 8 4,951 6,177 9,087 11,463 11,796 11,944 12,136
Crowley Tarrant Trinity Mun 30218000 C 218 145 220 8 857 1,031 1,192 1,470 1,681 1,885 2,126
Daworthington Gard. Tarrant Trinity Mun 30228000 C 228 692 220 8 502 622 876 987 1,048 1,142 1,251
Edgecliff Tarrant Trinity Mun 30267000 C 267 180 220 8 454 575 565 551 541 528| 518
Euless Tarrant Trinity Mun 30285000 C 285 193 220 8 7,135 8,423 9,109 10,151 9,888 9,690 9,492,
Everman Tarrant Trinity Mun 30287000 C 287 194 220 8 611 837 808 779 750 721 692
Forest Hill Tarrant Trinity Mun 30303000 C 303 206 220 8 1,461 1,501 1,638 1,825 1,907 1,836 1,779
Fort Worth Tarrant Trinity Mun 30311000 C 311 213 220 8 107,705 127,946 134,262 143,673 144,230 150,195 155,600
Grand Prairie P Tarrant Trinity Mun 30353000 C 353 245 220 8 3,111 4,698 6,594 9,129 8,981 9,003 9,015
Grapevine P Tarrant Trinity Mun 30360000 C 360 249 220 8 7,847 8,437 10,182 11,178 11,538 11,699 11,856
Haltom City Tarrant Trinity Mun 30375000 C 375 261 220 8 4,802, 6,309 6,633 6,737 6,700 6,584 6,517
Haslet Tarrant Trinity Mun 30384000 C 384 879 220 8 196 229 267 372 456 478 503
Hurst Tarrant Trinity Mun 30428000 C 428 293 220 8 6,351 6,794 6,997 7,200 6,944 6,882, 6,818,
Keller Tarrant Trinity Mun 30461000 C 461 315 220 8 3,468 4,826 6,051 7,136 7,656 7,746 7,882
Kennedale Tarrant Trinity Mun 30465000 C 465 318 220 8 763 1,274 1,955 2,280 2,549 3,082 3,513
Lake Worth Village Tarrant Trinity Mun 30501000 C 501 341 220 8 579 718 798 908 934 936 937
Mansfield P Tarrant Trinity Mun 30559000 C 559 384 220 8 3,641 5,331 6,713 8,901 10,517 13,615 16,561
North Richland Hills Tarrant Trinity Mun 30642000 C 642 435 220 8 7,662 9,640 11,394 13,461 14,684 16,011 17,475
Pantego Tarrant Trinity Mun 30677000 C 677 454 220 8 584 581 585 604 592 582 582
Pelican Bay Tarrant Trinity Mun 30688000 C 688 795 220 8 112 201 244 306 357 392 431
Richland Hills Tarrant Trinity Mun 30748000 C 748 499 220 8 1,176 1,334 1,523 1,750 1,922 2,273 2,709
River Oaks Tarrant Trinity Mun 30756000 C 756 505 220 8 881 1,111 1,049 881 881 881 881
Saginaw Tarrant Trinity Mun 30785000 C 785 527 220 8 1,451 2,059 2,495 2,970 3,062, 3,284 3,519
Sansom Park Village Tarrant Trinity Mun 30802000 C 802 539 220 8 504 558 557 545 535 521 512
Southlake P Tarrant Trinity Mun 30846000 C 846 570 220 8 4,035 6,209 7,459 8,932 10,722, 12,827 15,383
Watauga Tarrant Trinity Mun 30942000 C 942 632 220 8 3,203 3,835 4,106 4,336 4,543 4,757 4,656
Westworth Village Tarrant Trinity Mun 30959000 C 959 644 220 8 181 324 323 312 300 288 277,
White Settlement Tarrant Trinity Mun 30964000 C 964 651 220 8 2,134 2,287 2,233 2,198 2,144 2,108 2,055
County-Other Tarrant Trinity Mun 30996220 C 996 757 220 8 7,999 8,652 12,807 16,803 21,524 33,045 30,054
Manufacturing Tarrant Trinity Mfg 31001220 C 1001 1001 220 8 27,961 62,951 72,991 80,336 88,560 97,997 110,131
Steam Electric Power Tarrant Trinity Pwr 31002220 C 1002 1002 220 8 7,572 7,000 8,000 10,000 10,000 11,800 11,800
Mining Tarrant Trinity Min 31003220 C 1003 1003 220 8 103 9% A % 9 102, 105
Irrigation Tarrant Trinity Irr 31004220 C 1004 1004 220 8 140 111 111 111 111 111 111
Livestock Tarrant Trinity Stk 31005220 C 1005 1005 220 8 720 852 852 852 852 852 852
Alvord Wise Trinity Mun 30019000 C 19 810 249 8 146 151 148 149 151 157 166
Aurora Wise Trinity Mun 30044000 C a4 816 249 8 98 124 141 158 163 158 159
Boyd Wise Trinity Mun 30103000 C 103 760 249 8 147 182 264 331 368 351 346
Briar P Wise Trinity Mun 30110000 C 110 682 249 8 149 149 164 182 195 195 190
Bridgeport Wise Trinity Mun 30113000 C 113 76 249 8 694 729 781 905 1,006 1,108 1,210
Chico Wise Trinity Mun 30163000 C 163 842 249 8 148 159 165 163 165 167| 168,
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Decatur Wise Trinity Mun 30235000 C 249 8 1,003 1,049 1,149 1,222 1,327 1,329 1,346
Rhome Wise Trinity Mun 30745000 C 249 8 63 111 144 153 165 181 197
Newark Wise Trinity Mun 30635000 C 249 8 A 136 172 197 204 219 237
County-Other Wise Trinity Mun 30996249 C 249 8 3,274 3,875 5,272 6,911 8,074 9,051 9,493
Manufacturing Wise Trinity Mfg 31001249 C 249 8 1,192 5,420 5,921 6,435 6,957 7,496 8,038
Steam Electric Power Wise Trinity Pwr 31002249 C 249 8 0 0 11,200 11,200 11,200 11,200 11,200
Mining Wise Trinity Min 31003249 C 249 8 15,867 4,086 3,902 3,966 4,057 4,172 4,297
Irrigation Wise Trinity Irr 31004249 C 249 8 579 341 341 341 341 341 341
Livestock Wise Trinity Stk 31005249 C 249 8 2,234 1,694 1,694 1,694 1,694 1,694 1,694
Total 1,126,518 1,376,373| 1,695,661 1,944,893 i 2,368,188 2,536,902
NOTE: Columntitlesin bold print are columns required by the Texas W ater Development Board. The non-bolded

columns are provided as additional information.
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APPENDIX H
TWDB TABLE 3-WATER DEMAND BY MAJOR WATER PROVIDER

The following table is the third table required by the Texas Water Development
Board (TWDB). This table lists the projected water demands of the maor water
providersin Region C. The five mgor water providers in Region C are Dallas Water
Utilities, Tarrant Regional Water District, North Texas Municipal Water District, City
of Fort Worth, and Trinity River Authority. TWDB Table 3 includes some columns
with codes developed by the TWDB. The codes are defined below. The letter “P” in
the Partial column denotes that the water user group is partialy located within that
county, as well as in at least one other county. The water user group number was
developed by the TWDB for their use, and it consists of the regional number followed

by the sequence number and then the county number.

Major Water Provider Numbers

The TWDB assigned identification numbers for all of the entities determined to
be Maor Water Providers within their regions. The following are the five Major
Water Providersin Region C:

206800 Dallas Water Utilities

190 Tarrant Regiona Water District

160  North Texas Municipal Water District
298900 City of Fort Worth

171 Trinity River Authority

Regional Water Planning Groups

H-1



The TWDB divided the State of Texas into 16 regions for the purpose of Senate

Bill One water planning. The following are the 16 SB1 regions:

— I @ m m O O w »

b O 2 £ rr XN o

Panhandle Water Planning Group

Region B Water Planning Group

Region C Water Planning Group

North East Texas Regional Water Planning Group
Far West Texas Water Planning Group
Region F Water Planning Group

Brazos G Water Planning Group

Region H Water Planning Group

East Texas Water Planning Group

Plateau Water Planning Group

Lower Colorado Water Planning Group
South Central Texas Water Planning Group
Rio Grande Water Planning Group

Coastal Bend Water Planning Group
Llano-Estacado Water Planning Group

Lavaca Water Planning Group

County Number Code

The TWDB assigned county code numbers to every county in Texas. The

following counties are included in Region C (Johnson County is actualy in Region G,

but major water providers in Region C are responsible for supplying two cities in

Johnson County with surface water):
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43
49
57
61
70
74
81
91
107
119
126
129
175
184
199
220
249

Collin
Cooke
Dallas
Denton
Ellis
Fannin
Freestone
Grayson
Henderson
Jack
Johnson
Kaufman
Navarro
Parker
Rockwall
Tarrant
Wise
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Basin Numbers

The TWDB aso assigned numbers to correspond to the various river basins in

Texas. The following are the river basins in Region C:

Red River Basin
Sulphur River Basin
Sabine River Basin

Neches River Basin
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Trinity River Basin

12 Brazos River Basin
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TWDB Table 3
Water Demand by Major Provider of Municipal and Manufacturing Water

A B C D E F €] H I J K L M N 0 P Q R S T V]
Major Water Name of Recipient's |Partial| Recipient's|Recipient's|Recipient's| Major Water | Recipientof [ Recipient's | Recipient's | Recipient's| Recipient's | Recipient's |Recipient's 1996 Comments
Provider Name | Recipient of City Name County Basin Data Provider Water fromthe | Water User | Regional | Sequence | City Number County Basin
Water Name Name | Category Number Major Water Group Water Number Number Number Projected Demands
(TWDB Alpha | Provider (TWDB| Identifier Planning
Number) Alpha Number) Group Letter
2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050

Tarrant Regional Fort Worth Fort Worth P Denton Trinity MUN 190 298900 30311000 C 311 213 61 8 1,902 3,491 0 0 0 0| Fort Worth customers in Denton County.

Water District

Tarrant Regional Ferris Ferris Ellis Trinity MUN 190 285600 30296000 C 296 201 70 8 0 807 807 807 807 807(Beginning in 2010, TRA contract for .72

Water District MGD due to 1991 Ellis County Contract
using TRWD pipelines.

Tarrant Regional Italy Italy Ellis Trinity MUN 190 426200 30438000 C 438 299 70 8 0 561 561 561 561 561 TRA contract for 0.5 MGD beginning in

Water District 2010 based on 1993 Ellis County
Contract using TRWD pipelines. Facilities|
not in place.

Tarrant Regional Mansfield Mansfield P Ellis Trinity MUN 190 535800 30559000 C 559 384 70 8 30 5 5 5 5 5 5|Projected demands.

Water District

Tarrant Regional Maypearl Maypearl Ellis Trinity MUN 190 545400 30573000 C 573 911 70 8 0 415 415 415 415 415| TRA contract for 0.37 MGD in 1991 Ellis

Water District County Contract using TRWD pipelines.
Facilities not in place.

Tarrant Regional Midlothian Midlothian Ellis Trinity MUN 190 566200 30596000 C 596 405 70 8 0 1,682 1,682 1,682 1,682 1,682 Contract for 1682. Infrastructure not in

Water District place.

Tarrant Regional Midlothian Midlothian Ellis Trinity MUN 190 566200 30596000 C 596 405 70 8 0 370 370 370 370 370|Beginning in 2010, 0.33 MGD added to

Water District existing TRA contract due to 1991 Ellis
County Contract using TRWD pipelines.

Tarrant Regional Palmer Palmer Ellis Trinity MUN 190 641400 30671000 C 671 731 70 8 0 304 304 304 304 304(TRA contract for 0.271 MGD in 1991 Ellis

Water District County Contract using TRWD pipelines.
Facilities not in place.

Tarrant Regional Red Oak Red Oak Ellis Trinity MUN 190 721000 30739000 C 739 737 70 8 0 2,018 2,018 2,018 2,018 2,018|Beginning in 2010, 1.8 MGD contracted

Water District in TRA's 1991 Ellis County Contract using
TRWD pipelines.

Tarrant Regional Waxahachie | Waxahachie Ellis Trinity MUN 190 920800 30943000 C 943 633 70 8 0 5,209 5,209 5,209 5,209 5,209(Beginning in 2010, TRA's 1991 Ellis

Water District County Contract amount of 4.65 MGD
using TRWD pipelines. Facilities not in
place.

Tarrant Regional Jacksboro Jacksboro Jack Trinity MUN 190 432810 30441000 C 441 302 119 8 587 263 263 263 263 263 263| Contract 263 AF/Y.

Water District

Tarrant Regional Fort Worth Fort Worth P Johnson Trinity MUN 190 298900 30311000 C 311 213 126 8 2,287 2,639 2,671 3,113 3,473 3,874 Fort Worth customers in Johnson County.

Water District

Tarrant Regional Mansfield Mansfield P Johnson Trinity MUN 190 535800 70559000 G 559 384 126 8 136 142 158 172 212 262| Supply sent to Region G.

Water District
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A B C D E F G H | J K L M N o] P Q R S T u
Major Water Name of Recipient's |Partial| Recipient's|Recipient's|Recipient's| Major Water | Recipientof [ Recipient's | Recipient's | Recipient's| Recipient's | Recipient's |Recipient's 1996 Comments
Provider Name | Recipient of City Name County Basin Data Provider Water fromthe | Water User | Regional | Sequence | City Number County Basin )
Water Name Name | Category Number Major Water Group Water Number Number Number Projected Demands
(TWDB Alpha | Provider (TWDB| Identifier Planning
Number) Alpha Number) Group Letter
2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050

Tarrant Regional | Gun Barrel City | Gun Barrel City Henderson|  Trinity MUN 190 248601 30369000 C 369 699 107 8 940 1,055 1,141 1,237 1,292 1,333 1,369| Through ECCFWS.

Water District

Tarrant Regional Mabank Mabank P | Henderson|  Trinity MUN 190 521625 30554000 C 554 375 107 8 69 72 90 99 113 114 115|Projected demands.

Water District

Tarrant Regional | Payne Springs | Payne Springs Henderson|  Trinity MUN 190 652165 30682000 C 682 934 107 8 131 168 174 174 180 188 199| Through ECCFWS.

Water District

Tarrant Regional | Seven Points | Seven Points Henderson|  Trinity MUN 190 787901 30818000 C 818 959 107 8 100 121 120 118 118 119 120| Through West CC MUD.

Water District

Tarrant Regional Tool Tool Henderson|  Trinity MUN 190 928700 30906000 C 906 753 107 8 329 366 376 384 399 402 409| Through West CC MUD.

Water District

Tarrant Regional Kemp Kemp Kaufman Trinity MUN 190 461465 30463000 C 463 711 129 8 163 526 526 526 526 526 526( Contract 600 AF/Y. 74 AF/Y mun sales.

Water District

Tarrant Regional Mabank Mabank P Kaufman Trinity MUN 190 521625 30554000 C 554 375 129 8 326 489 603 661 754 813 878(Projected demands.

Water District

Tarrant Regional Azle Azle P Parker Trinity MUN 190 44500 30046000 C 46 31 184 8 180 279 361 422 476 505 528(Projected demands.

Water District

Tarrant Regional Reno Reno Parker Trinity MUN 190 722751 30744000 C 744 739 184 8 143 186 231 391 487 401 307 Through Springtown. Total demands

Water District cannot exceed 1344. Also uses 137 AF/Y
Trinity Aquifer groundwater in 2000 down
to 93 AF/Y in 2050.

Tarrant Regional Springtown Springtown Parker Trinity MUN 190 820180 30853000 C 853 574 184 8 300) 1,158 1,113 953 857 943 1,037|Contract 1,344 AF/Y. Springtown sells

Water District water to Reno. Springtown needs are
met throughout the time period. Reno
demands exceed their supply around
2030.

Tarrant Regional Weatherford | Weatherford P Parker Brazos MUN 190 921600 30944000 C 944 634 184 12 0 149 235 353 509 719(Facilities not in place. Demand less Lake

Water District Weatherford supply 2010-2050.

Tarrant Regional Weatherford | Weatherford P Parker Trinity MUN 190 921600 30944000 C 944 634 184 8 0 3,012 4,653 6,854 9,810 13,778|Facilities not in place. Demand less Lake

Water District Weatherford supply 2010-2050.

Tarrant Regional Briar Briar P Parker Trinity MUN 190 98071 30110000 C 110 682 184 8 107 97 112 129 145 159 172| Through Community WSC

Water District

Tarrant Regional Arlington Arlington Tarrant Trinity MUN 190 35000 30037000 C 37 25 220 8 55,660] 67,818 73,479 78,878 81,059 80,931 83,470| Projected demands.

Water District
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Major Water Name of Recipient's |Partial| Recipient's|Recipient's|Recipient's| Major Water | Recipientof [ Recipient's | Recipient's | Recipient's| Recipient's | Recipient's |Recipient's 1996 Comments
Provider Name | Recipient of City Name County Basin Data Provider Water fromthe | Water User | Regional | Sequence | City Number County Basin )
Water Name Name | Category Number Major Water Group Water Number Number Number Projected Demands
(TWDB Alpha | Provider (TWDB| Identifier Planning
Number) Alpha Number) Group Letter
2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050

Tarrant Regional Azle Azle P Tarrant Trinity MUN 190 44500 30046000 C 46 31 220 8 1,189 1,504 1,929 2,369 2,652 2,862 3,042|Projected demands.
Water District
Tarrant Regional Benbrook Benbrook Tarrant Trinity MUN 190 69600 30075000 C 75 51 220 8 4,086 4,938 5,366 5,828 6,022 6,109 6,194|Also uses groundwater (Trinity Aquifer)
Water District 189 AFIY
Tarrant Regional Blue Mound Blue Mound Tarrant Trinity MUN 190 82405 30093000 C 93 62 220 8 214 320 321 349 351 350 347 Through Tecon (Tecon has contract limit
Water District of 464).
Tarrant Regional Briar Briar P Tarrant Trinity MUN 190 98071 30110000 C 110 682 220 8 349 514 636 756 774 818 857| Through Community WSC
Water District
Tarrant Regional Fort Worth Fort Worth P Tarrant Trinity MUN 190 298900 30311000 C 311 213 220 8 182,203 187,840 156,074 161,054 170,893 180,985| Fort Worth and Fort Worth customers in
Water District Tarrant County.
Tarrant Regional Mansfield Mansfield P Tarrant Trinity MUN 190 535800 30559000 C 559 384 220 8 3,641 5,420 6,864 9,128 10,830 13,990 17,008(Projected demands.
Water District
Tarrant Regional River Oaks River Oaks Tarrant Trinity MUN 190 730900 30756000 C 756 505 220 8 881 1111 1,049 881 881 881 881|Projected demands.
Water District
Tarrant Regional TRA TRA Tarrant Trinity MUN 190 171 C 220 8 34,970 40,671 46,766 47,113 47,095 47,279| TRA customers: Bedford, Colleyville,
Water District Euless, Grapevine, North Richland Hills.
Tarrant Regional Briar Briar P Wise Trinity MUN 190 98071 30110000 C 110 682 249 8 149 149 166 182 195 195 190| Through Community WSC
Water District
Tarrant Regional Bridgeport Bridgeport Wise Trinity MUN 190 98060 30113000 C 113 76 249 8 694 729 781 905 1,006 1,108 1,210{Projected demands.
Water District
Tarrant Regional Chico Chico Wise Trinity MUN 190 148200 30163000 C 163 842 249 8 11 24 28 26 50 52 53| Projected demands, less groundwater
Water District supply. Through W. Wise WSC.
Tarrant Regional Decatur Decatur Wise Trinity MUN 190 217200 30235000 C 235 153 249 8 1,003, 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000[ Contract 4,000 AF/Y. Through Wise Co.
Water District WSD
Tarrant Regional | County Other | County Other Denton Trinity MUN 190 30996061 C 996 757 61 8 453 582 0 0 0 0| Fort Worth's Denton County Other

Water District

demands.
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Major Water Name of Recipient's |Partial| Recipient's|Recipient's|Recipient's| Major Water | Recipientof [ Recipient's | Recipient's | Recipient's| Recipient's | Recipient's |Recipient's 1996 Comments
Provider Name | Recipient of City Name County Basin Data Provider Water fromthe | Water User | Regional | Sequence | City Number County Basin )
Water Name Name | Category Number Major Water Group Water Number Number Number Projected Demands
(TWDB Alpha | Provider (TWDB| Identifier Planning
Number) Alpha Number) Group Letter
2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050

Tarrant Regional | County Other | County Other Ellis Trinity MUN 190 30996070 C 996 757 70 8 0 8,681 8,681 8,681 8,681 8,681|Beginning in 2010, 672 AF/Y contracted

Water District to Avalon Water and Sewer Service
Corp., 952 AF/Y contracted to Buena
Vista-Bethel WSC, 280 AF/Y contracted
to Nash+orreston WSC, and 6777 AFIY
contract to Rockett SUD based on 1991
Ellis County Contract using TRWD
pipelines. TRA contracts.

Tarrant Regional County Other | County Other Henderson|  Trinity MUN 190 30996107 C 996 757 107 8 1,204 1,045 1,256 1,418 1,397 1,234 1,114{ TRWD provides Henderson County Other

Water District demands in Region C not met by
groundwater.

Tarrant Regional | County Other | County Other Kaufman Trinity MUN 190 30996129 C 996 757 129 8 704 877 1,122 1,334 1,483 1,547/ TRWD provides part of Kaufman County

Water District Other projected demands.

Tarrant Regional | County Other | County Other Navarro Trinity MUN 190 30996175 C 996 757 175 8 561 561 561 561 561 561(Based on contracts.

Water District

Tarrant Regional | County Other | County Other Parker Trinity MUN 190 30996184 C 996 757 184 8 669 1,126 3,098 3,249 4,120 3,270 1,386 TRWD provides 14% of Parker County

Water District Other (Trinity Basin).

Tarrant Regional | County Other | County Other Parker Brazos MUN 190 30996184 C 996 757 184 12 198 1,088 1,145 1,538 1,065 113| TRWD provides 10% of Parker County

Water District Other (Brazos Basin).

Tarrant Regional | County Other | County Other Tarrant Trinity MUN 190 30996220 C 996 757 220 8 2,160 3,982 4,290 5,154 5,881 8,020 6,851| TRWD provides part of Tarrant County

Water District Other plus the Fort Worth and TRA
demands in Tarrant County.

Tarrant Regional | County Other | County Other Wise Trinity MUN 190 30996249 C 996 757 249 8 1,179 1,521 2,501 4,140 5,752 6,729 7,171 TRWD provides part of Wise County

Water District Other

Tarrant Regional | Manufacturing | Manufacturing Tarrant Trinity MFG 190 31001220 C 1001 1001 220 8 16,663 25,659 37,062 45,772 51,293 58,677| TRWD provides Tarrant County

Water District manufacturing demands not met by reuse
or groundwater. Includes Fort Worth and
TRA demands in Tarrant County.

Tarrant Regional | Manufacturing | Manufacturing Wise Trinity MFG 190 31001249 C 1001 1001 249 8 83 413 392 430 438 441 447| TRWD provides 7% Wise County

Water District Manufacturing.

Tarrant Regional | Steam Electric | Steam Electric Henderson|  Trinity PWR 190 31002107 C 1002 1002 107 8 5,800 5,800 5,800 5,800 5,800 5,800(Based on contracts.

Water District

Power

Power
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Major Water Name of Recipient's |Partial| Recipient's|Recipient's|Recipient's| Major Water | Recipientof [ Recipient's | Recipient's | Recipient's| Recipient's | Recipient's |Recipient's 1996 Comments
Provider Name | Recipient of City Name County Basin Data Provider Water fromthe | Water User | Regional | Sequence | City Number County Basin )
Water Name Name | Category Number Major Water Group Water Number Number Number Projected Demands
(TWDB Alpha | Provider (TWDB| Identifier Planning
Number) Alpha Number) Group Letter
2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050

Tarrant Regional | Steam Electric | Steam Electric Tarrant Trinity PWR 190 31002220 C 1002 1002 220 8 14,756 14,756 14,756 14,756 14,756 14,756|Based on contracts.

Water District Power Power

Tarrant Regional | Steam Electric | Steam Electric Wise Trinity PWR 190 31002249 C 1002 1002 249 8 0 7,804 7,804 7,804 0 0|Based on contracts. Facilities not in

Water District Power Power place.

Tarrant Regional Mining Mining Tarrant Trinity MIN 190 31003220 C 1003 1003 220 8 200 0 0 0 0 0|Based on contracts.

Water District

Tarrant Regional Mining Mining Wise Trinity MIN 190 31003249 C 1003 1003 249 8 2,796 2,796 2,796 2,796 2,796 2,796(Based on contracts.

Water District

TRWD Total 363,028 429,185 424,705 450,090 466,554 491,343

(Including Fort

Worth and TRA)

Fort Worth Northlake Northlake Denton Trinity MUN 298900 607863 30996061 C 996 757 61 8 0 44 787 0 0 0 0| Projected demands less 39 AF/Y of
groundwater. Contract expires in 2010
(assumed).

Fort Worth Roanoke Roanoke Denton Trinity MUN 298900 732200 30758000 C 758 800 61 8 140 195 308 0 0 0 0| Projected demands minus groundwater.
Contract expires in 2010.

Fort Worth Southlake Southlake P Denton Trinity MUN 298900 807500 30846000 C 846 570 61 8 326 181 0 0 0 0 0] Projected demands. Contract expires in
2002.

Fort Worth Trophy Club | Trophy Club Denton Trinity MUN 298900 222805 30911000 C 911 806 61 8 1,159 1,482 2,396 0 0 0 0| Through Trophy Club #1. Projected
demands minus groundwater. Contract
expires in 2010.

Fort Worth Burleson Burleson Johnson Trinity MUN 298900 112000 70131000 G 131 87 126 8 2,287 2,639 2,671 3,113 3,473 3,874|Sent to Region G

Fort Worth Burleson Burleson Tarrant Trinity MUN 298900 112000 30131000 C 131 87 220 8 414 354 411 0 0 0 0] Projected demands. Contract expires in
2010.

Fort Worth Crowley Crowley Tarrant Trinity MUN 298900 195600 30218000 C 218 145 220 8 857 948 1,109 0 0 0 0] Obtains 83 AF/Y from Trinity Aquifer.
Contract expires in 2010.

Fort Worth Dalworthington | Dalworthington Tarrant Trinity MUN 298900 214800 30228000 C 228 692 220 8 502 548 802 0 0 0 0| Obtains 74 AF/Y from Trinity Aquifer.

Gardens Gardens Contract expires in 2010.

Fort Worth Edgecliff Village | Edgecliff Village Tarrant Trinity MUN 298900 253900 30267000 C 267 180 220 8 454 575 565 0 0 0 0| Projected demands. Contract expires in
2010.

Fort Worth Everman Everman Tarrant Trinity MUN 298900 271800 30287000 C 287 194 220 8 611 689 660 0 0 0 0] Obtains 148 AF/Y from Trinity Aquifer.
Contract expires in 2010.
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Major Water Name of Recipient's |Partial| Recipient's|Recipient's|Recipient's| Major Water | Recipientof [ Recipient's | Recipient's | Recipient's| Recipient's | Recipient's |Recipient's 1996 Comments
Provider Name | Recipient of City Name County Basin Data Provider Water fromthe | Water User | Regional | Sequence | City Number County Basin )
Water Name Name | Category Number Major Water Group Water Number Number Number Projected Demands
(TWDB Alpha | Provider (TWDB| Identifier Planning
Number) Alpha Number) Group Letter
2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050
Fort Worth Forest Hill Forest Hill Tarrant Trinity MUN 298900 293150 30303000 C 303 206 220 8 1,461 1,591 1,638 0 0 0 0| Projected demands. Contract expires in
2010.
Fort Worth Fort Worth Fort Worth Tarrant Trinity MUN 298900 298900 30311000 C 311 213 220 8 107,705 127,946 134,262 143,673 144,230 150,195 155,600( Projected demands.
Fort Worth Grand Prairie | Grand Prairie Tarrant Trinity MUN 298900 336200 30353000 C 353 245 220 8 507 561 561 0 0 0 0| Contract for 0.5 MGD expires in 2010.
Fort Worth Haltom City Haltom City Tarrant Trinity MUN 298900 366800 30375000 C 375 261 220 8 4,802 6,309 6,633 0 0 0 0| Projected demands. Contract ends 2010.
Fort Worth Haslet Haslet Tarrant Trinity MUN 298900 374900 30384000 C 384 879 220 8 196 183 221 0 0 0 0] Obtains 46 AF/Y from Trinity Aquifer.
Contract ends 2010.
Fort Worth Hurst Hurst Tarrant Trinity MUN 298900 410800 30428000 C 428 293 220 8 5,501 6,491 6,694 0 0 0 0] Obtains 303 AF/Y from Trinity Aquifer.
Contract ends 2010.
Fort Worth Keller Keller Tarrant Trinity MUN 298900 460200 30461000 C 461 315 220 8 3,468 4,826 0 0 0 0 0| Projected demands. Contract ends 2000.
Fort Worth Lake Worth Lake Worth Tarrant Trinity MUN 298900 482975 30501000 C 501 341 220 8 579 606 686 0 0 0 0| Obtains 112 AF/Y from Trinity Aquifer.
Village Village Contract expires in 2010.
Fort Worth NorthRichland | North Richland Tarrant Trinity MUN 298900 609850 30642000 C 642 435 220 8 3,831 5,060 5,663 0 0 0 0| Projected demands. Contract expires in
Hills Hills 2010.
Fort Worth Richland Hills | Richland Hills Tarrant Trinity MUN 298900 725800 30748000 C 748 499 220 8 601 1,135 1,324 0 0 0 0] Obtains 199 AF/Y from Trinity Aquifer.
Contract expires in 2010.
Fort Worth Saginaw Saginaw Tarrant Trinity MUN 298900 761200 30785000 C 785 527 220 8 1,451 2,059 2,495 0 0 0 0| Projected demands. Contract expires in
2010.
Fort Worth Sansom Park | Sansom Park Tarrant Trinity MUN 298900 771400 30802000 C 802 539 220 8 504 525 524 0 0 0 0] Obtains 33 AF/Y from Trinity Aquifer.
Village Village Contract expires in 2010.
Fort Worth Southlake Southlake P Tarrant Trinity MUN 298900 807500 30846000 C 846 570 220 8 4,035 6,209 0 0 0 0 0| Projected demands. Contract expires in
2002.
Fort Worth Watauga Watauga Tarrant Trinity MUN 298900 919353 30942000 C 942 632 220 8 3,203 3,835 4,106 0 0 0 0| Projected demands. Contract expires in
2010.
Fort Worth Westworth Westworth Tarrant Trinity MUN 298900 938310 30959000 C 959 644 220 8 181 324 323 0 0 0 0| Projected demands. Contract expires in
Village Village 2010.
Fort Worth White White Tarrant Trinity MUN 298900 943200 30964000 C 964 651 220 8 869 2,082 2,028 0 0 0 0] Obtains 205 AF/Y from Trinity Aquifer.
Settlement Settlement Contract expires in 2010.
Fort Worth County Other | County Other Denton Trinity MUN 298900 30996061 C 996 757 61 8 227 453 582 0 0 0 0| FW provides part of Denton County
Other. Contracts expire in 2010.
Fort Worth County Other | County Other Tarrant Trinity MUN 298900 30996220 C 996 757 220 8 4,000 2,223 5,555 0 0 0 0| FW provides part of Tarrant County
Other. Contracts expire in 2010.
Fort Worth Manufacturing | Manufacturing Tarrant Trinity MFG 298900 31001220 C 1001 1001 220 8 7,124 11,580 12,401 16,824 20,698 25,385[FW provides part of Tarrant County

Manufacturing. Percentage decreases in
2020 due to contract expirations.
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Major Water Name of Recipient's |Partial| Recipient's|Recipient's|Recipient's| Major Water | Recipientof [ Recipient's | Recipient's | Recipient's| Recipient's | Recipient's |Recipient's 1996 Comments
Provider Name | Recipient of City Name County Basin Data Provider Water fromthe | Water User | Regional | Sequence | City Number County Basin )
Water Name Name | Category Number Major Water Group Water Number Number Number Projected Demands
(TWDB Alpha | Provider (TWDB| Identifier Planning
Number) Alpha Number) Group Letter
2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050
Fort Worth 186,845 194,552 158,745 164,167 174,366 184,859]Induded in TRWD numbers above.
Subtotal*
Trinity River Bedford Bedford Tarrant Trinity MUN 171 62550 30067000 C 67 44 220 8 7,988 9,295 10,043 9,985 9,733 9,481 9,292 Also uses 654 AF/Y Trinity Aquifer.
Authority Included in TRWD numbers above.
Trinity River Colleyville Colleyville Tarrant Trinity MUN 171 165510 30186000 C 186 125 220 8 4,753 5,979 8,889 11,265 11,598 11,746 11,938 Also uses 198 AF/Y from Trinity Aquifer.
Authority Included in TRWD numbers above.
Trinity River Euless Euless Tarrant Trinity MUN 171 270450 30285000 C 285 193 220 8 6,585 7,873 7,555 9,601 9,338 9,140 8,942 Also gets 550 AF/Y from Trinity Aquifer.
Authority Included in TRWD numbers above.
Trinity River Grapevine Grapevine Tarrant Trinity MUN 171 340200 30360000 C 360 249 220 8 6,179 6,769 8,514 9,510 9,870 10,031 10,188 TRA serves Tarrant County portion only,
Authority less Lake Grapevine supply. Included in

TRWD numbers above.

Trinity River North Richland | North Richland Tarrant Trinity MUN 171 609850 30642000 C 642 435 220 8 3,831 5,054 5,670 6,405 6,574 6,697 6,919| Projected demands. Included in TRWD
Authority Hills Hills numbers above.

Trinity River Ennis Ennis Ellis Trinity MUN 171 268600 30284000 C 284 192 70 8 2,144 5,280 8,976 8,976 8,976 8,976 8,976 Contract 5280 AF/Y. Beginning in 2010,
Authority 3,696 permitted reuse.

Trinity River Waxahachie | Waxahachie Ellis Trinity MUN 171 920800 30943000 C 943 633 70 8 2,418 9,449 9,449 9,449 9,449 9,449 9,449| Contract 9449 AF/Y.

Authority

Trinity River Waxahachie | Waxahachie Ellis Trinity MUN 171 920800 30943000 C 943 633 70 8 0 5,209 5,209 5,209 5,209 5,209 Beginning in 2010, 1991 Ellis County
Authority Contract amount of 4.65 MGD (through

Ellis Co WCID #1) using TRWD pipelines.
Facilities not in place. Included in TRWD

above.
Trinity River Waxahachie | Waxahachie Ellis Trinity MUN 171 920800 30943000 C 943 633 70 8 3,400 3,800 3,900 4,400 4,900 5,129 Waxahachie contract for reuse.
Authority
Trinity River Ferris Ferris Ellis Trinity MUN 171 285600 30296000 C 296 201 70 8 132 107 185 274 365 375 386( Through Rockett SUD. Projected
Authority demands minus 196 AF/Y groundwater.
Trinity River Ferris Ferris Ellis Trinity MUN 171 285600 30296000 C 296 201 70 8 0 807 807 807 807 807(Beginning in 2010, contract for .72 MGD
Authority due to 1991 Ellis County Contract using
TRWD pipelines. Included in TRWD
above.
Trinity River Italy Italy Ellis Trinity MUN 171 426200 30438000 C 438 299 70 8 0 561 561 561 561 561| Contract for 0.5 MGD beginning in 2010
Authority based on 1993 Ellis County Contract

using TRWD pipelines. Facilities not in
place. Included in TRWD above. Also
uses groundwater.
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Trinity River Maypearl Maypearl Ellis Trinity MUN 171 545400 30573000 C 573 911 70 8 0 415 415 415 415 415|Contract for 0.37 MGD in 1991 Ellis

Authority County Contract using TRWD pipelines.
Facilities not in place. Included in TRWD
above. Also uses groundwater.

Trinity River Midlothian Midlothian Ellis Trinity MUN 171 566200 30596000 C 596 405 70 8 0 370 370 370 370 370(Beginning in 2010, 0.33 MGD added to

Authority existing contract due to 1991 Ellis County
Contract using TRWD pipelines. Included
in TRWD above. City of Midlothian

Trinity River Palmer Palmer Ellis Trinity MUN 171 641400 30671000 C 671 731 70 8 0 304 304 304 304 304 Contract for 0.271 MGD in 1991 Ellis

Authority County Contract using TRWD pipelines.
Facilities not in place. Included in TRWD
above.

Trinity River Red Oak Red Oak Ellis Trinity MUN 171 721000 30739000 C 739 737 70 8 246, 462 671 887 1,089 1,181 1,303(Portion of City served through Rockett

Authority SUD (approximately 50%). Projected
demands minus 223 AF/Y groundwater.

Trinity River Red Oak Red Oak Ellis Trinity MUN 171 721000 30739000 C 739 737 70 8 0 2,018 2,018 2,018 2,018 2,018 Through Rockett SUD. In 2000, projected

Authority demands minus 223 AF/Y groundwater.
Beginning in 2010, 1.8 MGD contracted
in 1991 Ellis County Contract using
TRWD pipelines. Included in TRWD
above.

Trinity River Cedar Hill Cedar Hill P Dallas Trinity MUN 171 141000 30151000 C 151 102 57 8 0 7,273 7,273 7,273 7,273 7,273| Total contract for Cedar Hill is 7346 AF/Y,

Authority but facilities not in place.

Trinity River Cedar Hill Cedar Hill P Ellis Trinity MUN 171 141000 30151000 C 151 102 70 8 0 73 73 73 73 73| Total contract for Cedar Hill is 7346 AF/Y,

Authority but facilities not in place.

Trinity River Duncanville Duncanville Dallas Trinity MUN 171 242000 30256000 C 256 171 57 8 0 1,197 1,197 1,197 1,197 1,197| Contract 1197 AF/Y, but facilities not in

Authority place.

Trinity River Grand Prairie | Grand Prairie Dallas Trinity MUN 171 336200 30353000 C 353 245 57 8 168 2,916 2,916 2,916 2,916 2,916|Contract 1795 AF/Y and 1121 AF/Y. Can

Authority only pump 168 in 2000 due to facility
constraints.

Trinity River Midlothian Midlothian Ellis Trinity MUN 171 566200 30596000 C 596 405 70 8 1,040, 6,107 5,820 5,515 5,222 5,120 4,987| Midlothian WD contract 6662 AF/Y. Sells

Authority water to Rockett SUD (Ferris and Red
Oak).

Trinity River Corsicana Corsicana Navarro Trinity MUN 171 186300 30207000 C 207 137 175 8 5,164 15,794 15,654 15,550 15,444 15,308 15,174 Contract for 17,460 AF/Y.

Authority

Trinity River Dawson Dawson Navarro Trinity MUN 171 215800 30230000 C 230 855 175 8 163 368 368 368 368 368 368| Contract 368 AF/Y.

Authority

TWDB Table:
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Number) Alpha Number) Group Letter
2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050

Trinity River County Other | County Other Ellis Trinity MUN 171 30996070 C 996 757 70 8 2,630 1,690 2,672 3,346 4,248 4,544 4,349| TRA provides part of Ellis County Other.
Authority

Trinity River County Other | County Other Ellis Trinity MUN 171 30996070 C 996 757 70 8 0 672 672 672 672 672(Beginning in 2010, 672 AF/Y contracted
Authority to Avalon Water and Sewer Service Corp

based on 1991 Ellis County Contract
using TRWD pipelines. Included in

TRWD above.
Trinity River County Other | County Other Ellis Trinity MUN 171 30996070 C 996 757 70 8 0 952 952 952 952 952|Beginning in 2010, 952 AF/Y contracted
Authority to Buena Vista-Bethel WSC based on

1991 Ellis County Contract using TRWD
pipelines. Included in TRWD above.

Trinity River County Other | County Other Ellis Trinity MUN 171 30996070 C 996 757 70 8 0 280 280 280 280 280(Beginning in 2010, 280 AF/Y contracted
Authority to Nash+orreston WSC based on 1991
Ellis County Contract using TRWD
pipelines. Included in TRWD ahove.

Trinity River County Other | County Other Ellis Trinity MUN 171 30996070 C 996 757 70 8 0 6,777 6,777 6,777 6,777 6,777|Beginning in 2010, 6777 AF/Y contract to

Authority Rockett SUD based on 1991 Ellis County
Contract using TRWD pipelines. Included
in TRWD above.

Trinity River County Other | County Other Navarro Trinity MUN 171 30996175 C 996 757 175 8 1,058 1,128 1,180 1,233 1,301 1,368| TRA supplies part of Navarro County

Authority Other through Corsicana.

Trinity River County Other | County Other Tarrant Trinity MUN 171 30996220 C 996 757 220 8 1,120, 1,278 1,697 2,248 2,709 3,884 3,342 TRA provides part of Tarrant County

Authority Other. Through Colleyville, Grapevine, &

North Richland Hills municipal sales.

Trinity River Manufacturing | Manufacturing Ellis Trinity MFG 171 31001070 C 1001 1001 70 8 312 392 650 891 1,446 1,685 1,922| TRA provides part of Ellis County

Authority Manufacturing

Trinity River Manufacturing | Manufacturing Navarro Trinity MFG 171 31001175 C 1001 1001 175 8 1,058 1,128 1,180 1,233 1,301 1,368 Contract 450 AF/Y for Texas Industries.

Authority Also, mfg sales through Corsicana.

Trinity River Manufacturing | Manufacturing Tarrant Trinity MFG 171 31001220 C 1001 1001 220 8 238 356 477 568 610 673[ TRA provides part of Tarrant County

Authority Manufacturing. Included in TRWD above.
TWDB Table:
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A

B

C

D

E

F

G

H

J

K

L

M

N

Major Water
Provider Name

Name of
Recipient of
Water

Recipient's
City Name

Partial

Recipient's
County
Name

Recipient's|
Basin
Name

Recipient's
Data
Category

Major Water
Provider
Number

(TWDB Alpha
Number)

Recipient of
Water from the
Major Water
Provider (TWDB
Alpha Number)

Recipient's
Water User
Group
|dentifier

Recipient's
Regional
Water
Planning
Group Letter

Recipient's
Sequence
Number

Recipient's
City Number

Recipient's
County
Number

Recipient's
Basin
Number

1996

Projected Demands

2000

2010

2020

2030

2040

2050

Comments

Trinity River
Authority

Steam Electric
Power

Steam Electric
Power

Freestone

Trinity

PWR

171

31002081

C

1002

1002

81

16,000

16,000

16,000

16,000

16,000

16,000

Divasion from Lake Livingston.

Trinity River
Authority

Irrigation

Irrigation

Dallas

Trinity

IRR

171

31004057

1004

1004

57

8,000

8,000

8,000

8,000

8,000

8,000

Contract for reuse.

TRA Total

105,819

147,049

154,831

157,687

159,921

159,897

North Texas
Municipal Water
District

Allen

Allen

Collin

Trinity

MUN

160

13000

30012000

12

33

5,857

10,350

23,299

30,125

33,026

33,478

33,921

Projected demands.

North Texas
Municipal Water
District

Fairview

Fairview

Collin

Trinity

MUN

160

277800

30291000

2901

772

33

670]

776

1,191

1,304

1,468

1,603

1,831

Projected demands.

North Texas
Municipal Water
District

Farmersville

Farmersville

Collin

Trinity

MUN

160

280825

30294000

294

199

43

329

568

663

849

978

1,089

1,212

Projected demands.

North Texas
Municipal Water
District

Frisco

Frisco

Collin

Trinity

MUN

160

307200

30319000

319

221

43

3,470

9,829

20,388

32,596

49,187

67,838

85,005

Projected demands.

North Texas
Municipal Water
District

Garland

Garland

Collin

Trinity

MUN

160

318600

30334000

334

230

33

3

[ee]

Projected demands.

North Texas
Municipal Water
District

Lucas

Lucas

Collin

Trinity

MUN

160

519215

30547000

547

718

43

394

717

944

1,007

1,228

1,384

1,560

Projected demands.

North Texas
Municipal Water
District

Mckinney

Mckinney

Collin

Trinity

MUN

160

548600

30577000

577

379

43

6,697

15,402

33,044

47,264

61,081

74,178

86,631

Projected demands.

North Texas
Municipal Water
District

Melissa

Melissa

Collin

Trinity

MUN

160

554200

30584000

584

914

43

64

47

108

122

143

142

143

Through North Collin WSC. Projected
demands minus 60 AF/Y groundwater.

North Texas
Municipal Water
District

Murphy

Murphy

Collin

Trinity

MUN

160

587650

30619000

619

724

43

381

753

1,885

2,685

3,108

3,443

3,791

Projected demands.

North Texas
Municipal Water
District

New Hope

New Hope

Collin

Trinity

MUN

160

602900

30631000

631

923

43

75

95

92

90

90

91

94

Through North Collin WSC.

North Texas
Municipal Water
District

Parker

Parker

Collin

Trinity

MUN

160

653870

30679000

679

733

43

302

770

1,983

3,516

5,767

8,332

10,816

Projected demands.

North Texas
Municipal Water
District

Plano

Plano

Collin

Trinity

MUN

160

685400

30704000

704

472

43

45,945

67,887

84,091

81,927

80,382

79,763

79,763

Projected demands.

North Texas
Municipal Water
District

Princeton

Princeton

Collin

Trinity

MUN

160

701400

30724000

724

487

33

343

433

665

924

1,050

1,129

1,176

Projected demands.

North Texas

Municipal Water
District

Richardson

Richardson

Collin

Trinity

MUN

160

724200

30747000

747

498

43

3,571

3,643

3,887

4,174

4,507

4,821

5,196

Projected demands.

North Texas
Municipal Water
District

Royse City

Royse City

Collin

Sabine

MUN

160

750700

30779000

779

522

43

0

61

91

123

146

168

194

Projected demands.
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Major Water Name of Recipient's |Partial| Recipient's|Recipient's|Recipient's| Major Water | Recipientof [ Recipient's | Recipient's | Recipient's| Recipient's | Recipient's |Recipient's 1996 Comments
Provider Name | Recipient of City Name County Basin Data Provider Water fromthe | Water User | Regional | Sequence | City Number County Basin
Water Name Name | Category Number Major Water Group Water Number Number Number Projected Demands
(TWDB Alpha | Provider (TWDB| Identifier Planning

Number) Alpha Number) Group Letter

2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050

North Texas Sachse Sachse P Collin Trinity MUN 160 759750 30784000 C 784 742 43 8 44 54 97 112 125 144 164|Projected demands.
Municipal Water
District

North Texas Sunnyvale Sunnyvale Dallas Trinity MUN 160 830155 30871000 C 871 749 57 8 602 837 1,715 2,191 2,277 2,301 2,320(Projected demands.
Municipal Water
District

North Texas Wylie Wylie P Collin Trinity MUN 160 957600 30991000 ¢ 991 669 43 8 1,658 2,273 3,164 4,435 6,440 8,797 10,993(Projected demands.
Municipal Water
District

North Texas Garland Garland P Dallas Trinity MUN 160 318600 30334000 C 334 230 57 8 31,994 37,053 37,011 37,106 37,105 37,103 37,101 Projected demands.
Municipal Water
District

North Texas Mesquite Mesquite Dallas Trinity MUN 160 562200 30592000 C 592 401 57 8 18,302, 21,762 25,513 29,505 33,402 37,141 36,465| Projected demands.
Municipal Water
District

North Texas Richardson Richardson P Dallas Trinity MUN 160 724200 30747000 C 747 498 57 8 20,065 23,649 26,054 27,112 27,7117 28,165 28,824|Projected demands.
Municipal Water
District

North Texas Rowlett Rowlett P Dallas Trinity MUN 160 749000 30777000 C 777 521 57 8 4,544 7,472 9,085 10,712 12,160 12,912 14,053| Projected demands.
Municipal Water
District

North Texas Sachse Sachse P Dallas Trinity MUN 160 759750 30784000 C 784 742 57 8 945 1,709 3,287 3,715 4,226 4,639 4,955| Projected demands.
Municipal Water
District

North Texas Frisco Frisco P Denton Trinity MUN 160 307200 30319000 C 319 221 61 8 179 182 465 526 631 677 728|Projected demands.
Municipal Water
District

North Tex as Plano Plano P Denton Trinity MUN 160 685400 30704000 ¢ 704 472 61 8 238 17 24 30 38 44 5
Municipal Water
District

[y

Projected demands.

North Texas Crandall Crandall Kaufman Trinity MUN 160 189000 30210000 C 210 767 129 8 355 399 543 625 744 817 89
Municipal Water
District

QO

Through Kaufman 4:1.

North Texas Forney Forney Kaufman Trinity MUN 160 293600 30304000 C 304 207 129 8 706 1,042 2,128 3,276 4,493 5,896 7,331|Projected demands.
Municipal Water
District

North Texas Kaufman Kaufman Kaufman Trinity MUN 160 458650 30459000 C 459 313 129 8 540 1,014 1,255 1,477 1,653 1,758 1,855 Projected demands.
Municipal Water
District

North Texas Oak Grove Oak Grove Kaufman Trinity MUN 160 466700 30646000 C 646 928 129 8 68 107 114 119 121 122 120| Through Kaufman.
Municipal Water
District

North Texas Heath Heath Rockwall Trinity MUN 160 377274 30388000 C 388 702 199 8 537, 750 1,026 1,394 1,845 2,353 3,000 Through RCH WSC.
Municipal Water
District

North Texas Rockwall Rockwall Rockwall Trinity MUN 160 739400 30766000 C 766 513 199 8 2,921 4,016 8,643 12,677 16,235 20,428 24,426(Projected demands.
Municipal Water
District

North Texas Rowlett Rowlett P | Rockwall | Trinity MUN 160 749000 30777000 C 777 521 199 8 775 1,326 2,363 3,234 4,382 5,779 7,621| Projected demands.
Municipal Water
District

North Texas Royse City Royse City P Rockwall [ Sabine MUN 160 750700 30779000 C 779 522 199 5 433 706 1,485 2,015 4,309 5,045 5,764 Projected demands.
Municipal Water
District

w

North Texas Wylie Wylie P | Rockwall | Trinity MUN 160 957600 30991000 ¢ 991 669 199 8 13 11 10 11 11 12 1
Municipal Water
District

Projected demands.
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North Texas County Other | County Other Collin Sabine MUN 160 30996043 C 996 757 43 5 0 0 1,090 1,564 2,000 1,875|NTMWD provides Cdlin County Other
Municipal Water demands not met by groundwater
District
North Texas County Other | County Other Collin Trinity MUN 160 30996043 C 996 757 43 8 0 0 20,568 27,181 33,358 30,983|NTMWD provides Collin County Other
Municipal Water demands not met by groundw ater
District
North Texas County Other | County Other Dallas Trinity MUN 160 30996057 C 996 757 57 8 2 2 1 1 1 O|NTMWD provides some water to Dallas
Municipal Water County Other.
District
North Texas County Other | County Other Kaufman | Sabine MUN 160 30996129 C 996 757 129 5 46 76 113 145 166 173|NTMWD provides 57% of Kaufman
Municipal Water County Other projected demands in
District Sabine Basin.
North Texas County Other | County Other Kaufman Trinity MUN 160 30996129 C 996 757 129 8 3,767 3,633 4,213 4,745 5,063 5,137|NTMWD provides 76% of Kaufman
Municipal Water County Other projected demands in
District Trinity Basin.
North Texas County Other | County Other Rockwall [ Sabine MUN 160 30996199 C 996 757 199 5 420 0 0 0 110 438|NTMWD provides 100% of Rockwall
Municipal Water County Other
District
North Texas County Other | County Other Rockwall Trinity MUN 160 30996199 C 996 757 199 8 1,912 420 432 90 1,236 2,623|NTMWD provides 100% of Rockwall
Municipal Water County Other less 183 AFlY GW
District
North Tex as Manufacturing | Manufacturing Collin Sabine MFG 160 31001043 C 1001 1001 43 5 0 0 0 0 0 O|NTMWD provides 100% of Collin County
Municipal Water Manufacturing
District
North Texas Manufacturing | Manufacturing Collin Trinity MFG 160 31001043 C 1001 1001 43 8 2,742 2,462 2,748 3,030 3,449 3,895|NTMWD provides 100% of Collin County
Municipal Water Manufacturing
District
North Texas Manufacturing | Manufacturing Dallas Trinity MFG 160 31001057 C 1001 1001 57 8 5,290) 7,372 7,527 6,080 5,685 6,170 7,012|NTMWD provides 19% of Dallas County
Municipal Water Manufacturing.
District
North Texas Manufacturing | Manufacturing Kaufman | Sabine MFG 160 31001129 C 1001 1001 129 5 0 0 0 0 0 0| No water demands exist for Kaufman
Municipal Water County Manufacturing in the Sabine
District Basin.
North Texas Manufacturing | Manufacturing Kaufman Trinity MFG 160 31001129 C 1001 1001 129 8 302 236 235 239 251 268[NTMWD provides 76% of Kaufman
Municipal Water County Manufacturing in Trinity Basin.
District
North Texas Manufacturing | Manufacturing Rockwall | Sabine MFG 160 31001199 C 1001 1001 199 5 0 0 0 0 0 0] No water demands exist for Rockwall
Municipal Water County Manufacturing in Sabine Basin.
District
North Texas Manufacturing | Manufacturing Rockwall Trinity MFG 160 31001199 C 1001 1001 199 8 5 6 6 6 6 6|/ NTMWD provides 100% of Rockwall
Municipal Water County Manufacturing in the Trinity Basin.
District
North Texas Steam Electric | Steam Electric Collin Trinity PWR 160 31002043 C 1002 1002 43 8 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000{ Ray Olinger Power Plant (Garland)
Municipal Water Power Power
District
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North Texas Steam Electric | Steam Electric Dallas Trinity PWR 160 31002057 C 1002 1002 57 8 163 208 200 257 231 212 296 NTMWD provides 1% Dallas County

Municipal Water Power Power power.

District

NTMWD Total 236,490 314,879 386,726 446,998 507,620 554,729

Dallas Dallas Dallas P Collin Trinity MUN 206800 206800 30227000 C 227 151 43 8 8,367] 8,352 9,394 10,575 11,353 12,270 13,258 Projected demands.

Dallas Addison Addison Dallas Trinity MUN 206800 9000 30003000 C 3 673 57 8 5,447 7,170 9,764 0 0 0 0] Contract expires in 2012

Dallas Carrollton Carrollton P Dallas Trinity MUN 206800 136200 30147000 C 147 98 57 8 8,387] 12,457 13,513 0 0 0 0| Also uses 77 AF/Y from Trinity Aquifer.
Contract expires in 2013.

Dallas Cedar Hill Cedar Hill P Dallas Trinity MUN 206800 141000 30151000 C 151 102 57 8 3,340 5,438 8,707 0 0 0 0| Also gets 389 AF/Y from Trinity and
Woodbine Aquifers. Contract expires in
2014.

Dallas Cockrell Hill Cockrell Hill Dallas Trinity MUN 206800 164650 30182000 C 182 121 57 8 493 660 668 0 0 0 0| Contract expires in 2014.

Dallas Coppell Coppell Dallas Trinity MUN 206800 184200 30201000 C 201 133 57 8 5,673 8,197 0 0 0 0 0] Contract expires in 2003.

Dallas Dallas Dallas P Dallas Trinity MUN 206800 206800 30227000 C 227 151 57 8 260,026/ 299,587 327,135 337,064 343,528 351,157 358,390( Projected demands.

Dallas De Soto De Soto Dallas Trinity MUN 206800 225200 30234000 C 234 161 57 8 6,946} 8,128 11,134 0 0 0 0| Also gets 74 AF/Y from Trinity Aquifer.
Contract expires in 2013.

Dallas Duncanville Duncanville Dallas Trinity MUN 206800 242000 30256000 C 256 171 57 8 6,415 7,400 8,522 0 0 0| Contract expires in 2014.

Dallas Farmers Branch| Farmers Branch| Dallas Trinity MUN 206800 280800 30293000 C 293 198 57 8 8,885 10,966 11,644 0 0| Contract expires in 2010.

Dallas Glenn Heights | Glenn Heights | P Dallas Trinity MUN 206800 328575 30344000 C 344 697 57 8 142 639 800 954 0] Also gets 309 AF/Y from Woodbine
Aquifer. Contract expires in 2022.

Dallas Grand Prairie | Grand Prairie P Dallas Trinity MUN 206800 336200 30353000 C 353 245 57 8 11,277 13,728 14,467 0 0 0 0] Also uses groundwater and TRA surface
supply. Contract expires in 2012.

Dallas Hutchins Hutchins Dallas Trinity MUN 206800 412400 30429000 C 429 294 57 8 662 694 932 0 0 0 0| Contract expires in 2012.

Dallas Irving Irving Dallas Trinity MUN 206800 425400 30437000 C 437 298 57 8 39,554 43,869 5,600 8,494 0 0] Contract drops to minimum of 5600 AF/Y
in 2003 when Chapman connection is
completed. Contract expires in 2030.

Dallas Lancaster Lancaster Dallas Trinity MUN 206800 484400 30509000 C 509 345 57 8 3,224 4,086 4,647 0 0 0 0] Also gets 220 AF/Y from Trinity Aquifer.
Contract expires in 2011.

Dallas Lewisville Lewisville P Dallas Trinity MUN 206800 493200 30519000 C 519 355 57 8 161 181 252 0 0 0 0| DWU responsible for 23 MGD and
UTRWD responsible for remaining
demand. Contract expires in 2016.

Dallas Seagovile Seagoville Dallas Trinity MUN 206800 780200 30812000 C 812 547 57 8 1,209 1,774 2,891 0 0 0 0] Contract expires in 2013.

Dallas Carrollton Carrollton P Denton Trinity MUN 206800 136200 30147000 C 147 98 61 8 9,609 10,836 12,485 0 0 0] Also uses 62 AF/Y from Trinity Aquifer.
Contract expires in 2013.
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Dallas Dallas Dallas P Denton Trinity MUN 206800 206800 30227000 C 227 151 61 8 5,002 5,305 6,083 6,732 7,679 8,551 9,520 Projected demands.

Dallas Denton Denton Denton Trinity MUN 206800 222800 30240000 C 240 159 61 8 700] 809 970 0 0 0 0]2000-2010 5% of demand.

Dallas Flower Mound | Flower Mound Denton Trinity MUN 206800 289800 30301000 C 301 204 61 8 3,166} 5,108 5,605 0 0 0 0| DWU responsible for 5 MGD and UTRWD
responsible for remaining demand.
Contract expires in 2017.

Dallas Lewisville Lewisville P Denton Trinity MUN 206800 493200 30519000 C 519 355 61 8 10,509 18,128 25,531 0 0 0 0]DWU responsible for 23 MGD and
UTRWD responsible for remaining
demand. Contract expires in 2016.

Dallas The Colony The Colony Denton Trinity MUN 206800 166810 30891000 C 891 752 61 8 2,411 2,801 5,629 0 0 0 0] Also gets 603 AF/Y from Trinity Aquifer.
Contract expires in 2010.

Dallas Cedar Hill Cedar Hill P Ellis Trinity MUN 206800 141000 30151000 C 151 102 70 8 113 13 23 0 0 0 0| Contract expires in 2014.

Dallas Glenn Heights | Glenn Heights | P Ellis Trinity MUN 206800 328575 30344000 C 344 697 70 8 94 149 188 220 0 0| Also gets 13 AF/Y from Woodbine
Aquifer. Contract expires in 2022.

Dallas Grand Prairie | Grand Prairie | P Ellis Trinity MUN 206800 336200 30353000 C 353 245 70 8 1 12 21 0 0 0 0] Contract expires in 2012.

Dallas Dallas Dallas P Kaufman Trinity MUN 206800 206800 30227000 C 227 151 129 8 3 2 2 2 2 2 2| Projected demands.

Dallas Dallas Dallas P Rockwall Trinty MUN 206800 206800 30227000 C 227 151 199 8 13 13 16 20 26 32 39| Projected demands.

Dallas Grand Prairie | Grand Prairie P Tarrant Trinity MUN 206800 336200 30353000 C 353 245 220 8 2,062, 3,595 5,493 0 0 0 0| Also uses groundwater and Fort Worth
surface supply. Contract expires in 2012.

Dallas Ovilla Ovilla P Dallas Trinity MUN 206800 632000 30663000 C 663 729 57 8 60) 75 86 0 0 0 0] Through Cedar Hill. Contract expires in
2014.

Dallas Ovilla Ovilla P Ellis Trinity MUN 206800 632000 30663000 C 663 729 70 8 400] 669 783 0 0 0 0| Through Cedar Hill. Contract expires in
2014.

Dallas Balch Springs | Balch Springs Dallas Trinity MUN 206800 50400 30049000 C 49 33 57 8 2,110, 2,540 3,274 0 0 0 0| Through Dallas Co. WCID #6. Contract
expires in 2015.

Dallas Combine Combine P Dallas Trinity MUN 206800 174700 30193000 C 193 766 57 8 51 82 96 111 124 128 136 Through Combine WSC

Dallas Combine Combine P | Kaufman Trinity MUN 206800 174700 30193000 C 193 766 129 8 105 256 333 384 415 434 454| Through Combine WSC

Dallas Oak Leaf Oak Leaf Ellis Trinity MUN 206800 618021 30647000 C 647 929 70 8 170 168 190 224 0 0 0| Through Glenn Heights. Contract expires
in 2022.

Dallas Aubrey Aubrey Denton Trinity MUN 206800 40600 30043000 C 43 758 61 8 61 80 189 345 0 0 0] (**) Through UTRWD. Demands not met
by groundwater and UTRWD Lake
Chapman. UTRWD contract expires in
2022.
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Dallas Argyle Argyle Denton Trinity MUN 206800 33950 30036000 C 36 677 61 8 348 389 1,653 3,206 0| Through UTRWD (**). Demands not met
by groundwater and UTRWD Lake
Chapman. UTRWD contract expires in
2022.

Dallas Bartonville Bartonville Denton Trinity MUN 206800 57100 30058000 C 58 820 61 8 87| 267 1,195 1,709 0] (**) Through UTRWD (**). Demands not
met by groundwater and UTRWD Lake
Chapman. UTRWD contract expires in
2022.

Dallas Copper Canyon | Copper Canyon Denton Trinity MUN 206800 183861 30202000 C 202 849 61 8 149 267 742 1,216 0] (**) Through UTRWD (**). Demands not
met by groundwater and UTRWD Lake
Chapman. UTRWD contract expires in
2022.

Dallas Double Oak Double Oak Denton Trinity MUN 206800 57100 30251000 C 251 768 61 8 236 405 664 787 0](**) Through UTRWD (**). Demands not
met by groundwater and UTRWD Lake
Chapman. UTRWD contract expires in
2022.

Dallas Corinth Corinth Denton Trinity MUN 206800 184795 30204000 C 204 691 61 8 774 2,147 4,288 6,194 0| Through UTRWD. Demands not met by
groundwater and UTRWD Lake
Chapman. UTRWD contract expires in
2022.

Dallas Denton Denton Denton Trinity MUN 206800 222800 30240000 C 240 159 61 8 4 4 2 4 0] Through UTRWD. Demands not met by
UTRWD Lake Chapman. UTRWD
Contract expires in 2022.

Dallas Flower Mound | Flower Mound Denton Trinity MUN 206800 289800 30301000 C 301 204 61 8 3,166} 5,108 11,904 18,461 0|DWU responsible for 5 MGD and UTRWD
responsible for remaining demand.
Demands not met by UTRWD Lake
Chapman. UTRWD contract expires in
2022.

Dallas Highland Village[Highland Village Denton Trinity MUN 206800 389277 30403000 C 403 706 61 8 1,367 1,951 3,421 3,219 0] Through UTRWD. Demands not met by
groundwater and UTRWD Lake
Chapman. UTRWD contract expires in
2022.

Dallas Lewisville Lewisville Denton Trinity MUN 206800 493200 30519000 C 519 355 61 8 4 1,369 9,937 0| DWU responsible for 23 MGD and

UTRWD responsible for remaining
demand. UTRWD contract expires in
2022.
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Dallas Oak Point Oak Point Denton Trinity MUN 206800 618165 30648000 C 648 930 61 8 124 373 997 0 0 0{(**) Through UTRWD. Demands not met
by groundwater. UTRWD contract
expires in 2022.

Dallas Hickory Creek | Hickory Creek Denton Trinity MUN 206800 480400 30399000 C 399 704 61 8 194 250 620 1,093 0 0 0| Through UTRWD (*¥). Demands not met
by groundwater and UTRWD Lake
Chapman. UTRWD contract expire sin
2022.

Dallas Lake Dallas Lake Dallas Denton Trinity MUN 206800 480400 30498000 C 498 337 61 8 484 778 1,177 1,476 0 0 0] Through UTRWD (**). Demands not met
by groundwater and UTRWD Lake
Chapman. UTRWD contract expire sin
2022.

Dallas Shady Shores | Shady Shores Denton Trinity MUN 206800 480400 30820000 C 820 803 61 8 98 209 387 559 0 0 0] Through UTRWD (**). Demands not met
by groundwater and UTRWD Lake
Chapman. UTRWD contract expire sin
2022.

Dallas Lincoln Park | Lincoln Park Denton Trinity MUN 206800 497130 30996061 C 996 757 61 8 0 10 34 86 0 0 0| (**) Through UTRWD. Demands not met
by groundwater and UTRWD Lake
Chapman. UTRWD contract expires in
2022.

Dallas Crossroads Crossroads Denton Trinity MUN 206800 194620 30996061 C 996 757 61 8 0 59 210 655 0 0 0] (**) Through UTRWD (*¥). Demands not
met by UTRWD Lake Chapman. UTRWD
contract expires in 2022.

Dallas County Other | County Other Dallas Trinity MUN 206800 30996057 C 996 757 57 8 2,247 4,184 20,305 20,305 20,305 20,305 20,305/ DWU provides 93% Dallas County Other.
Assume DWU responsibilities level-off in
2010.

Dallas County Other | County Other Denton Trinity MUN 206800 30996061 C 996 757 61 8 260 2,775 3,734 12,049 0 0 0] (**) DWU provides 8% Denton County
Other through UTRWD. Contract expires
in 2022 with UTRWD.

Dallas Manufacturing | Manufacturing Dallas Trinity MFG 206800 31001057 C 1001 1001 57 8 22,553 27,140 31,530 35,267 38,410 45,475 53,339| DWU provides 81% Dallas County
Manufacturing
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Dallas Manufacturing | Manufacturing Denton Trinity MFG 206800 31001061 C 1001 1001 61 8 896 743 881 969 0 0 0](**) DWU provides 93% Denton County
Manufacturing through UTRWD. Contract
expires in 2022.
Dallas Steam Electric | Steam Electric Dallas Trinity PWR 206800 31002057 C 1002 1002 57 8 12,850 12,850 9,850 9,850 9,850 300( Contracts with TXU. Contracts expire
Power Power over the planning period.
DWU Total 543,631 594,406 493,164 431,692 448,204 455,743
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APPENDIX |
TEXASWATER DEVELOPMENT BOARD TABLE 4
WATER SUPPLY AVAILABLE TO REGION C

Texas Water Development Board Table 4 is attached at the end of this appendix. The
rest of the appendix summarizes the sources of the data in the table. The table represents
the reliable supply currently available to the region. Thetableis based on:

Existing water rights

Firm yields for reservoirs

Reliable supplies from reservoir systems

Renewable supplies from groundwater

Estimated reliable local supplies for irrigation, mining, and livestock
Existing and permitted reuse projects

Limits to water supply due to current water transmission facilities and wells are not
considered in the development of TWDB Table 4. Actual 1996 use in TWDB Table 4 is
based on data from the Texas Water Development Board © and the Texas Natura
Resource Conservation Service 19,

Water Supply Systems

The water supply systems listed are operated as physical systems — the water they
provide cannot easily be separated by individual source. The supply available from each
system is limited to the current Texas Natural Resource Conservation Commission
(TNRCC) water rights or the firm yield, whichever is less. Specific sources of

information and more detailed discussions on water supply available for each system are
given below.

North Texas Municipal Water District System. The North Texas Municipal Water
District system includes four sources — Lake Lavon, Lake Texoma, Chapman Lake in the
Sulphur Basin, and permitted reuse of treated wastewater returned to the Lake Lavon



watershed from the Wilson Creek Wastewater Treatment Plant. Table F1 shows the
supply available to the system from each source.

The supply available from Lavon is taken from previous TWDB analyses 7.

The supply available from Texoma is from the TNRCC water right, which is
based on firm yield for the storage controlled by NTMWD. North Texas
Municipal Water District’s water right alows adiversion of 84,000 acre-feet per
year from Lake Texoma. However, due to channel losses in delivery to Lake
Lavon where the water is used, only 77,300 acre-feet per year can be used for
water supply in Region C. (Note that supplies for other users from Lake Texoma

are included in the section on reservoirsin Region C.)

The supply available from Chapman is NTMWD'’s share of the estimated firm
yield of the project. The derivation of the firm yield for Lake Chapman is
discussed in the section of this appendix on imports. (Note that supplies from

Lake Chapman for other Region C users are included in the section on imports.)

The supply available from reuse is based on the fact that the North Texas
Municipal Water District currently has a water right to reuse up to 35,943 acre-
feet per year of the discharge from its Wilson Creek wastewater trestment plant

upstream from Lake Lavon 2.

Lost Creek/Jacksboro System (Jacksboro). The supply is from the TNRCC permit
12 HDR’soriginal analysis for the project indicates that this is the yield of the project if

releases are made for prior downstream water rights in Lake Bridgeport ¥ .

West Fork less Bridgeport Local System (Tarrant Regional Water District). The

supply is from firm yield studies for the reservoirs conducted by Freese and Nichols for



Table I-1
Supply Available from the North Texas Municipal Water District System by Source

el

1996 Use/ Available Supply in Acre-Feet Per Year
Sour ce (Ac-Ft) 2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050
Lavon 126,063 103,900 102,200 100,600 98,800 97,000 95,200
Texoma 35,284 77,300 77,300 77,300 77,300 77,300 77,300
Chapman 1,256 53,600 53,200 52,800 52,400 52,000 51,600
Reuse 23,345 35,943 35,943 35,943 35,943 35,943 35,943
TOTAL 185,948 270,743 268,643 266,643 264,443 262,243 260,043




this project. Table I-2 shows the firm yield by reservoir. (Note that a part of the yield
available from Lake Bridgeport is reserved for use around the lake. This supply is listed
separately in the section on reservoirs in Region C and is not available to the system.)

Under current conditions, this system provides somewhat less supply than shown.
With existing facilities, it is not possible to divert water from Lake Worth when the lake
is drawn down more than four feet, which makes some of the water stored in Lake Worth
unavailable. In addition, the Tarrant Regional Water District operates its water supplies
on a safe yield basis, which provides a smaller supply than the firm yield numbers shown.
(In safe yield operation, the user takes less than the firm yield in order to leave a reserve
supply in the reservoir in case a drought worse than any historical drought occurs.) Table
[-2 also shows the safe yield available from this system for comparison with the firm
yield.

Cedar Creek/Richland-Chambers System (Tarrant Regional Water District).
The supply is limited by TNRCC water rights ™ until 2050. (Previous yield studies by
Freese and Nichols ©®* %) and HDR “? indicate that the yield for each reservoir exceeds
the water right until 2050.) As of 2050, the estimated firm yield after sedimentation for
Richland-Chambers Lake is dightly less than the permitted diversion. Table I-3 shows
the supply available from this system by source. Both Cedar Creek Lake and Richland-
Chambers Lake have a firm yield in excess of their permit. The unpermitted yield of
each lake is discussed in the section on unpermitted yields. (Note that Corsicana also has
a diverson from Richland-Chambers Lake. This diversion is included in the section on

reservoirs in Region C.)

Ray Hubbard/Tawakoni System (Dallas). Table F4 gives the supply for this
system by source. (Note that the Lake Tawakoni yield in this system is only for Dallas
share of theyield. Terrell’s share is included in the section on imports. The remainder of

the reservoir’s yield is not used in Region C.) The supplies for Lake Ray Hubbard and
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TableI-2

Supply Available from the West Fork Less Bridgeport Local System

1996 Use/ Water Supply Availablein Acre-Feet Per Year
Source (Ac-Ft) 2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050
Bridgeport -- 73,500 73,200 72,900 72,600 72,400 72,200
Reserved for Local Use -- 15,000 15,000 15,000 15,000 15,000 15,000
Bridgeport in System -- 58,500 58,200 57,900 57,600 57,400 57,200
Eagle Mountain - 27,100 26,400 25,700 25,000 24,200 23,500
Worth - 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000
Total System (firm yield) 75,350 86,600 85,600 84,600 83,600 82,600 81,700
Safe Yield System Supply* 72,000 70,000 68,000 66,000 64,000 62,000
*Safe yield system supply is based on previous analyses by Freese and Nichol s
Table -3
Supply Available from the Cedar Creek/Richland-Chambers System
1996 Use/ Water Supply Availablein Acre-Feet Per Year
Source (Ac-Ft) 2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050
Cedar Creek - 175,000 175,000 175,000 175,000 175,000 175,000
Richland-Chambers - 210,000 210,000 210,000 210,000 210,000 207,700
Total 162,313 385,000 385,000 385,000 385,000 385,000 382,700
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Table |-4

Supply Available from the Ray Hubbard/Tawakoni System

1996 Use/ Water Supply Availablein Acre-Feet Per Year
Source (Ac-Ft) 2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050
Ray Hubbard 80,535 59,500 59,100 58,700 58,400 58,000 57,600
Tawakoni 119,327 181,800 181,300 180,800 180,200 179,700 179,100
Additional Dry-Y ear Supply 8,925 8,865 8,805 8,760 8,700 8,640
from System Operation
Total 199,862 250,225 249,265 248,305 247,360 246,400 245,340




Lake Tawakoni are based on yield studies conducted by Chiang, Patel, and Yerby “? for
Dallas. (Freese and Nichols yield studies for Lake Tawakoni in the Comprehensive
Sabine Basin Management Plan for the Sabine River Authority “® are consistent with the
Chiang, Patel and Yerby yields) The additional dry-year supply from system operation
represents 15% overdraft of Lake Ray Hubbard in the highest use year. This would be
compensated by underdrafting Lake Ray Hubbard in other years of an extended drought.

Elm Fork/Lake Grapevine System (Dallas). Table I-5 gives the supplies for this
system by source. (Note that the supplies given are only for Dallas' share of each lake.
Supplies for other users are given in the section on reservoirs in Region C.) The supplies
for Lake Ray Roberts, Lake Lewisville, and the EIm Fork channel dams are based on
yield studies for Dallas conducted by Chiang, Patel, and Yerby 2. Water rightsin Lake
Grapevine are currently in dispute among Dallas County Park Cities Municipal Utility
District Number One, Dallas, and Grapevine. For this study, each user was given the
minimum yield proposed for them by any party in the dispute Y. The remaining firm
yield of the reservoir (4,100 acre-feet per year) is not allocated to any specific party. The
additional dry-year supply from system operation represents 15 percent overdrafting of
Lake Ray Roberts, Lake Lewisville, and Lake Grapevine in the highest use year. This
would be compensated by underdrafting these sources in the other years of an extended
drought.

Reservoirs in Region C

All major reservoirs in Region C not included in water supply systems are listed, as
are some smaller reservoirs used for municipa supply. In general, the supply availableis
limited to the current Texas Natural Resource Conservation Commission (TNRCC) water
right or the firm yield, whichever is less. If the firm yield of the reservoir exceeds the
water right, the extra yield is discussed in the section on unpermitted reservoir yield.
Specific sources of information on water supply available for each reservoir are discussed
below.



Table I-5
Supply Available from the EIm Fork/L ake Grapevine System

1996 Use/ Water Supply Availablein Acre-Feet Per Year
Sour ce (Ac-Ft) 2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050

Ray Roberts/Lewisville 188,042 164,300 163,100 161,800 160,600 159,300 158,100
Elm Fork Channel Dams 17,957 11,200 11,200 11,200 11,200 11,200 11,200
Lake Grapevine 32,709 6,400 6,400 6,400 6,400 6,400 6,400
Permit 10,000 10,000 0 0 0 0
TXU Industrial Permit 2,915 2,915 2,915 2,915 2,915 2,915
Additional Dry -Tear Supply

from System Operation 25,605 25,425 25,230 25,050 24,855 24,675
Total 238,708 220,420 219,040 207,545 206,165 204,670 203,290
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Moss. The supply is limited by the water right 2. Freese and Nichols' 1961 yield study for
the reservoir ® and previous TWDB work show that the firm yield is stbstantially in excess of
4,500 acre-feet per year, and the excess is discussed in the section on unpermitted reservoir
yields.

Muenster. The reservoir is not yet built and thus has no supply. The previous Texas Water
Development Board study shows a yield of 500 acre-feet per year once the reservoir is built 7,
which matches the TNRCC water right (2.

Texoma (Texas Share). The supply for each user with a permit in Lake Texoma is based
on the user's TNRCC water right 2. TNRCC water rights are based on firm yield. (North
Texas MWD'’s yield is included in the NTMWD system.) Most of the conservation storage in
Lake Texoma s currently dedicated to hydropower generation. As aresult, there is considerable
unpermitted yield in Lake Texoma, and this unpermitted yield is discussed in the section on
unpermitted reservoir yields below.

Randell. The supply is taken from previous TWDB analyses " .Vdley. This reservoir has
no reliable supply without diversions from Lake Texoma, which are shown under TXU’s Lake

Texoma water right.

Bonham. The supply is based on the TNRCC water right 2. Previous TWDB analyses
show a yield greater than the permitted diversion®”. The firm yield in excess of the water right
is discussed in the section on unpermitted reservoir yields.

Coffee Mill. Thisisarecreation reservoir with no diversion permitted 12,

Kiowa. Thisisarecreation reservoir with no diversion permitted 2.

Ray Roberts (Denton). The initial supply is from the raw water supply contract between
Dallas and Denton “®). The reduction over time is proportional to the estimated reduction in
yield for Dallas' supply in the Lake Ray Roberts/Lewisville system as determined by studies for
Dallas by Chiang, Patel, and Y erby 2.



Lewisville (Denton). The initia yield is from the raw water supply contract between Dallas
and Denton “®. The reduction over time is proportional to the estimated reduction in yield for
Dallas’ supply in the Lake Ray Roberts/Lewisville system as determined by studies for Dallas by
Chiang, Patel, and Yerby (2.

Bridgeport Local. The supply is from the TNRCC permit 2. (This water can be made
available downstream if not fully utilized around the lake.)

Benbrook. The supply is limited by the TNRCC water right *2 until 2010. Values after
2010 are based on yield studies by Freese and Nichols ).

Weatherford. The supply is taken from previous TWDB analyses 7,

Grapevine. Water rights in Lake Grapevine are currently in dispute among Dallas County
Park Cities Municipal Utility District Number One, Dallas, and Grapevine. For this study, each
user was given the minimum yield proposed for them by any party in the dispute “¥. The
remaining firm yield of the reservoir (4,100 acre-feet per year) is not alocated to any specific
party. Dallas share of the yield isincluded in their EIm Fork/Lake Grapevine system.

Arlington. The year 2000 yield for Lake Arlington is based on analyses by Freese and
Nichols. The reduction in yield over time is based on previots TWDB work 7. As currently
operated for terminal storage with a minimum elevation to alow power plant use, Lake
Arlington has essentially no reliable supply in a drought year.

Joe Pool. The supply is taken from previous TWDB analyses 7.

Mountain Creek. The supply is taken from previous TWDB analyses ¢” and includes the
impact of releases from Joe Pool Lake.

North Lake. Thisreservoir has no reliable supply without purchases from Dallas.
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White Rock. The supply is limited to the TNRCC water right for irrigation ®? since the

reservoir is currently used only for irrigation purposes.
Terrell. The supply is taken from previous TWDB analyses 7.

Clark. Based on discussions with the City Manager of Ennis, this reservoir (which is not

currently used for water supply) is assumed to have no reliable supply in a drought year.

Bardwell. The supply is based on yield studies that incorporate area-capacity data based on
the recent Texas Water Development Board sedimentation survey “”. For the next few years,
Bardwell has yield in excess of its water right, and the additional yield is discussed in the section

on unpermitted reservoir yield.
Waxahachie. The supply is taken from previous TWDB analyses 7.

Forest Grove. In 1974, Freese and Nichols conducted some analyses for Texas Utilities
(predecessor of TXU) that showed an average supply of 3,700 acre-feet per year during the

critical period in excess of water purchased from Cedar Creek Lake (/2.

Trinidad City Lake._ The yidd is equa to the permitted diversion under the TNRCC water
rights.*?

Trinidad. The supply is taken from previous TWDB analyses *”) and includes the impact of

diversions from the Trinity River into the lake under TXU Electric’'s water right permit.

Navarro Mills. The supply is limited by the TNRCC water right 2 until 2050. (Previous
TWDB analyses " show that the yield exceeds the water right until 2050.) The 2050 supply is
based on the previous TWDB analyses ®”. The yield in excess of the current water right is

discussed in the section on unpermitted reservoir yield.

Halbert. The supply is taken from previous TWDB analyses ¢
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Fairfild. The supply is from a 1968 Forrest and Cotton study “® with a maximum
allowable drawdown of 10 feet to allow the power plant to operate. (The remaining reliable
supply from Lake Fairfield is based on diversions from the Trinity River of water purchased
from the Trinity River Authority and charged against the Lake Livingston water right. This

supply is shown as animport to the region in this table.)

Bryson. The available supply is assumed to equal the TNRCC water right 1?2 . Recent
diversions have been nearly that amount.

Mineral Wells. The supply is taken from previous TWDB analyses 7.
Wortham Lake. This lake has no reliable supply.

Teague Lake. Thislake has no reliable supply.

Groundwater

Groundwater availability by county and basin was taken from previous TWDB analyses of
aquifers in Region C ©®. No additional groundwater studies have been made for this project.

The only changes from previous TWDB groundwater availability figures were:

The addition of 2,919 acre-feet per year of available water in Fannin County from the
“other/undifferentiated” aguifer in the Red River Basin. Historically, this water has been
pumped from the Red River aluvium for irrigation use ¥, and the amount available is
based on historical use. Such diversions should be available as a reliable water supply in
the future.

The 2050 availability for the Trinity Aquifer was set equal to the estimated annual
recharge. (Previous TWDB anayses had the availability equal to the average annual
recharge for 2030 and 2040 and somewhat less than the average annual recharge for
2050.)

The large groundwater availability shown for the Carrizo-Wilcox Aquifer in Freestone County

may not be of great practical significance. Demand in Freestone County is much less than the
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availability shown and is unlikely to increase to the level of the availability. In addition, some of
the Freestone County water suppliers using the Carrizo-Wilcox have expressed interest in
converting to a surface water supply due to concerns over quality and reliability even at the

current low use levels.

Irrigation Local Supply

The local irrigation availability is based on existing surface water rights for irrigation not
associated with major reservoirs @©. The TNRCC is currently developing Water Availability
Models to determine the reliable supply available for existing water rights in Texas. However,
the Water Availability Models for Region C basins are not yet available. The local irrigation
values for Region C counties in Table 4 represent estimated reliable supplies. They were
developed using the following approach:

Irrigation water rights on mgjor streams were assumed to be reliable.

Irrigation water rights on minor streams were assumed to be reliable if they have
authorized storage equal to or greater than one- half the authorized diversion.

Irrigation water rights on minor streams were assumed not to be reliable if they have
authorized storage less that one-half the authorized diversion.

In some cases, the estimated supply from surface water for irrigation exceeds the projected

irrigation demand for the county.

Mining Local Supply

Projected mining uses from TWDB represent the projected diversion of water, which may be
much greater than the consumptive use of water in some cases. As aresult, a water right permit
with a small consumptive use can sometimes provide a large mining diversion. Also, local
supplies which may not be state water (such as quarries and gravel pits filled by groundwater)
may provide substantial supplies for non-consumptive mining use. The maximum historical use
from these small local sources (according to TWDB records) s assumed to be available in the
future.
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Livestock Local Supply

Most surface water used for livestock is taken from unpermitted stock ponds or directly from
streams. The maximum historical use from these sources (according to TWDB records) is

assumed to be available in the future.

Reuse

The reuse listed in TWDB Table 4 is limited to currently permitted and operating reuse
projects and existing direct reuse for irrigation or industrial purposes. The values for reuse in
Region C given in TWDB Table 4 are based on the following analyses:

Trinity River Authority/Los Colinas. The Trinity River Authority (TRA) has a contract
with Dallas County Utility and Reclamation District to supply water for irrigation use in Los
Colinas in Irving. The contract allows use of 8,000 acre-feet per year or more, but actual use to
date has been 2,400 acre-feet per year 49, The future amount available is assumed to be 8,000

acre-feet per year.

Trinity River Authority/Waxahachie. The TRA has a water right to reuse up to 5,129 acre-
feet per year of the discharge from Waxahachie's wastewater treatment plant *2. The supply is
based on 7% channel losses and 65% return flow from Waxahachi€'s projected municipal water

use, limited to the 5,129 acre-feet per year permit.

The Trinity River Authority also has a water right to reuse up to 3,626 acre-feet per year of
return flows of the discharge from Ennis’ wastewater treatment plant after the discharge location
is moved to the Lake Bardwell watershed 2. Since development of this supply will require
moving the discharge for Ennis wastewater treatment plant, it is not included as a currently

available water supply.

Jackspboro. The City of Jacksboro has a water right to reuse up to 200 acre-feet per year of

its wastewater effluent for irrigation 2.
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Lake Worth for Cooling. Texas Water Development Board projections of manufacturing
demand represent diversions of water rather than consumptive use. In many cases the water is
not returned to the source, and the diversions are the same as the consumptive use. However,
diversions of raw water to cool industrial plants are sometimes returned to the source, and
consumptive use in such cases can be much less than the amount diverted. In order for TWDB
projections of manufacturing demand to balance properly with the supply available, it is
necessary to show return flows from such diversions as a source of supply. The only major
historical diversion of this sort in Region C has been Lockheed' s diversion of cooling water from
Lake Worth. These diversions have been as high as 39,231 acre-feet (in 1989). They were
14,053 acre-feet in 1996 and 16,067 acre-feet in 1997. The diversions are used for once-through
cooling, and most of the water diverted is returned to the lake. The consumptive use is only a
small fraction of the water diverted. It is assumed that cooling water diversions for Lockheed-
Martin are a portion of the projected industrial demands for Tarrant County, and that most of the
water diverted will continue to be returned for the lake and available for reuse by Lockheed or
others. A return flow of 40,000 acre-feet per year from this source is assumed to be available for
reuse in 2000 reducing to 25,000 acre-feet per year by 2030. (In effect, this supply offsets the
portion of projected manufacturing use from Tarrant County that has historically been a non
consumptive diversion.)

In addition to the specific water rights for reuse described above, a number of entities have
received authorizations from the TNRCC for direct reuse of treated wastewater effluent,
primarily for irrigation of golf courses and other landscapes . Reuse by The Colony, Trophy
Club, Denton, Denison, Crandall, and Azle is assumed to remain at historical levels reported by
the TWDB ‘9. Reuse for a golf course in Kaufman is assumed to increase from less than 100
acre-feet per year to 100 acre-feet per year.

Fort Worth is currently selling treated wastewater to the Water Chase Golf Course in Tarrant
County, and the existing facilities will supply up to 2,240 acre-feet per year. The North Texas
Municipal Water District has facilities to sell up to 1,120 acre-feet per year to a golf course in
Rockwall County.
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Grapevine and Upper Trinity Regional Municipal Water District have recently received
authorization for direct reuse projects that are not yet developed. Since the facilities to

implement these projects are not yet built, they are not included as currently available supplies.

It is likely that reuse will increase dramatically in Region C over the next 50 years, but
proposed and potential direct reuse projects are not included in TWDB Table 4. In particular,
Grapevine, the Trinity River Authority, and Tarrant Regional Water District all have applications
pending with TNRCC that would allow indirect reuse of significant quantities of treated
wastewater. Other applications and additional direct reuse are likely to come in the future.

Imports

The supply available from imports in TWDB Table 4 is limited to current Texas Natural
Resource Conservation Commission (TNRCC) water rights 2 or the firm yield, whichever is

less. Specific sources for imports are listed below:

Chapman. North Texas Municipal Water District, the City of Irving, and the Sulphur River
Water District hold water rights in Lake Chapman totaling 146,520 acre-feet per year. Of this
total, 127,320 acre-feet per year can be exported for use in Region C — 57,214 acre-feet per year
for North Texas Municipa Water District, 54,000 acre-feet per year for Irving, and 16,106 acre-
feet per year for the Upper Trinity Regional Water Didtrict. The recently completed Water
Availability Model for the Sulphur Basin ®? indicated that the firm yield of Lake Chapman is
less than 146,520 acre-feet per year. According to the R.J. Brandes Company, the study showed
ashortage of 30,315 acre-feet in a3 year, 8 month critical period ®?. Based on that information,
theinitia firm yield of Lake Chapman is about 138,250 acre-feet per year.

According to the U.S. Corps of Engineers ® sedimentation in Lake Chapman is expected to
be 37,000 acre-feet over 100 years, and this sedimentation would gradually reduce the
reservoir's yield. The values in TWDB Table 4 show Lake Chapman’'s computed firm yield
divided proportionally among the Region C water suppliers with a share of the water. (North
Texas MWD’s share of the firm yield is included in the NTMWD system supply.) The water
supply for Upper Trinity Regional Water District could reduce by 25% in 2050 because the City
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of Commerce has the option to reclaim a portion of the water it has sold to UTRWD after 2040.
However, based on future water projections for the City of Commerce, it is expected that
Commerce may not need to exercise the option, thereby letting the water remain available to
UTRWD.

Tawakoni (Terrell). The supply is based on Terel’s contract for water from Lake
Tawakoni, with the amount available reduced by the same percent as Dallas supply from Lake
Tawakoni.

Lake Fork (Dallas). The supply is based on Dallas right for interbasin transfer from the
Neches River Basin, confirmed by updated yield studies by Chiang, Patel, and Yerby 2 and by

the Comprehensive Sabine Basin Management Plan 3.

Palestine (Dallas). The supply is based on updated yield studies for Dallas by Chiang, Patel,

and Yerby 42,

Athens (Athens). Theyield of Lake Athensis based on the Neches Basin Water Availability
Model, with inflows based on drainage area ratio with Lake Palestine ®?. The yield from the
WAM study is reduced by 100 acre-feet per year every two decades to account for
sedimentation. This reduction for sedimentation is consistent with previous TWDB analyses ¢,

Livingston (TXU-Fairfield). TXU has a contract with the Trinity River Authority to divert
up to 20,000 acre-feet per year from the Trinity River into Lake Fairfield under TRA’s Lake
Livingston water right. The contract limits diversions to a maximum of 48,000 acre-feet in any
three years. The average allowable diversion of 16,000 acre-feet per year was used as the
available supply.

Vulcan Materials (from BRA). Vulcan Materials has a contract to purchase 35 acre-feet
per year of water originating in Possum Kingdom Lake from the Brazos River Authority for
mining use. (Possum Kingdom Lake is in Region G.) Vulcan Materials has requested to
purchase additional water from BRA, and BRA is currently considering that request.
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Parker County. A portion of Mineral Wellsisin Parker County in Region C, and Minerd
WEeélls also sells water to Millsap Water Supply Corporation and Parker County Water Supply
Corporation in Parker County. All of Mineral Wells' water supply currently comes from Lake
Palo Pinto in Region G. (Minera Wells has a water right in Lake Mineral Wells in Parker
County but has no plans to use that source for water supply.) In 1997, Mineral Wells sold 66
acre-feet to Millsap WSC and 176 acre-feet to Parker County WSC. We assume that the supply

available from this source will be as follows;

- All projected City of Mineral Wells demand in Parker County

- 300 acre-feet per year in 2000 for the two water supply corporations, changing over
time in proportion to projected changes in Parker County Other municipal
demand until 2030. (After 2030, the importation to these two water supply
corporations is assumed to remain constant as projected County Other water use
for Parker County decreases.)

Unpermitted Reservoir Yields

The Texas Water Development Board requirements for Senate Bill One planning indicate
that the list of current water supply sources in TWDB Table 4 must be based on firm yield for
existing reservoirs. However, some reservoirs in Region C do not have a TNRCC water right
permit that allows use of the full firm yield of the project. For those reservoirs, the unpermitted
reservoir yield is listed separately at the end of TWDB Table 4. In our opinion, this unpermitted
yield is not currently available to users in Region C. It is a potential water supply source if
appropriate water right permits can be obtained, but permitting additional diversions would be
very difficult for most of these reservoirs. The text below discusses the derivation of the

unpermitted reservoir yields for Region C:

Moss. The yield for Moss Lake was obtained from previous TWDB analyses ©”. The
permitted diversions were subtracted from the firm yield to determine the unpermitted yield.

Texoma (Texas Share). Most of the conservation storage of Lake Texoma is dedicated for
hydropower generation and is not available for water supply. The firm yield was computed

assuming that all conservation storage was converted to water supply use, and haf of the firm
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yield was assumed to be available to Texas. (Hydrologic data for the firm yield anaysis was
obtained from a Corps of Engineers report ©°.) The currently permitted diversions from Lake

Texoma in Texas were subtracted from the firm yield to determine the unpermitted yield.

Bonham. Theyield for Bonham Lake was obtained from previous TWDB analyses ®”. The

permitted diversions were subtracted from the firm yield to determine the unpermitted yield.

Cedar Creek. Freese and Nichols determined the yield for Cedar Creek Lake using
hydrologic data developed in previous studies * % 4D and area-capacity data based on a recent
Texas Water Development Board volumetric survey. The currently permitted diversions from
Cedar Creek Lake were subtracted from the firm yield to determine the unpermitted yield.

Richland-Chambers. Freese and Nichols determined the yield for Richland-Chambers Lake
using hydrologic data developed in previous studies % 4% 4D and area-capacity data based on a
recent Texas Water Development Board volumetric survey. The currently permitted diversions
from Richland-Chambers Lake were subtracted from the firm yield to determine the unpermitted
yield.

Bardwell. Freese and Nichols determined the yield for Lake Bardwell using hydrologic data
developed in previous studies and area-capacity data based on a recent Texas Water
Development Board volumetric survey. The currently permitted diversions from Lake Bardwell

were subtracted from the firm yield to determine the unpermitted yield.

Navarro Mills. The yield for Navarro Mills Lake was obtained from previous TWDB

(37

analyses The permitted diversions were subtracted from the firm yield to determine the

unpermitted yield.

Identification Codes for TWDB Table 4

The TWDB has developed a source identification code for each source of water within the
State of Texas. In Region C, the sources assigned identification codes are classified as water
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supply systems, reservoirs in Region C, groundwater, local irrigation supplies, other local supply
(for mining purposes), livestock local supply, reuse, and imports. The TWDB provided a code
for each supply source or system. The identification code for reservoirs (both in Region C and
imports) consists of a two-digit basin number followed by 3 to 4 digits designating each
reservoir, as determined by the TWDB. The groundwater is encoded with the first 3 digits
representing the TWDB county number associated with the county name and the last 2 digits
representing the TWDB aquifer code associated with specific aquifers. The irrigation local
supply identification source code is based on the TWDB county number followed by the TWDB
code “996" representing irrigation local supply. The identification code for other local supply
includes the TWDB county number followed by the TWDB code “999”. The livestock local
supply code consists of the TWDB basin number and the TWDB code “997” representing water
used for livestock purposes. The TWDB provided the source identification codes for al of the
reuse projects. The TWDB identification codes are used for identification purposes to aid the
TWDB in sorting through the data for al of the regions.

Water Supply Systems

The TWDB provided these identification numbers for the Region C water supply systems:

020BO North Texas MWD

08290 Lost Creek/Jacksboro

086C0 West Fork less Bridgeport Local
086E0  Cedar Creek/Richland-Chambers
086F0 Ray Hubbard/Tawakoni System
086D0 Elm Fork/Lake Grapevine

Reservoirs in Region C

The first two digits represent the TWDB basin code for the basin in which the reservoir is
located:
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02 Red River Basin
05 Sabine River Basin
08 Trinity River Basin

12 Brazos River Basin

The last 3 (sometimes 4) digits and letters of the reservoir codes were provided by the

TWDB and are as follows:

02220 Moss

08380 Muenster
02230P Texoma (GTUA)
02230P Texoma (Denison)
02230P Texoma (TXU)
02230P Texoma (RRA)

02240 Randell
02250 Valley
02270 Bonham
02280 Coffee Mill
08090 Kiowa

08100P Ray Roberts (Denton)
08110P Lewisville (Denton)
08010P Bridgeport Local

08060 Benbrook
08240P Richland-Chambers (Corsicana)
08050 Weatherford

0807A Grapevine (PCMUD)
0807A Grapevine (Grapevine)
0807A Grapevine (in dispute)

08120 Arlington
08130 Joe Pool

08140 Mountain Creek
08080 North
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08150 White Rock
08180 Terrdl

08640 Clark
08210 Bardwell
08200 Waxahachie
08410 Forest Grove

A08195 Trinidad City Lake
08390 Trinidad

08230 Navarro Mills
08220 Halbert

08420 Fairfield
12148 Bryson

12170 Mineral Wells
08265 Wortham Lake

12375 Teague City Lake

Groundwater

For the groundwater source identification code, the first three digits represent the county in

which the aquifer islocated. The Region C TWDB county numbers are:

043 Coallin County
049 Cooke County
057 Dallas County
061 Denton County
070 Ellis County

074 Fannin County
081 Freestone County
091 Grayson County
107 Henderson County
119 Jack County
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129 Kaufman County
175 Navarro County
184 Parker County
199 Rockwall County
220 Tarrant County
249 Wise County

The last two digits in the groundwater identification code represent the aquifer name. The

Region C aquifer identification codes and their corresponding names are as follows:

10 Carrizo Wilcox Aquifer
20 Nacatoch Aquifer

22 Other Aquifer

28 Trinity Aquifer

29 Woodbine Aquifer

The specific identification codes for Region C groundwater sources include:

04328 Trinity-Collin
04329 Woodbine-Callin
04922 Other-Cooke
04928 Trinity-Cooke
04928 Trinity

04929 Woodbine-Cooke
05722 Other-Dallas
05728 Trinity-Dallas
05729 Woodbine-Dallas
06128 Trinity-Denton
06129 Woodbine-Denton
07028 Trinity-Ellis
07029 Woodbine-Ellis
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07428
07429
07422
08110
08124
09122
09128
09129
10710
10720
10722
10724
11922
11928
12920
12928
12929
17510
17520
17522
17528
17529
18422
18428
19920
19928
19929
22028
22029
24928

Trinity-Fannin
Woodbine-Fannin
Other-Fannin
Carrizo-Wilcox-Freestone
Queen City-Freestone
Other-Freestone
Trinity-Grayson
Woodbine-Grayson
Carrizo-Wilcox-Henderson
Nacatoch-Henderson
Other-Henderson

Queen City-Henderson
Other-Jack

Trinity-Jack

Nacatoch-K aufman
Trinity-Kaufman
Woodbine\K aufman
Carrizo-Wilcox-Navarro
Nacatoch-Navarro
Other-Navarro
Trinity-Navarro
Woodbine-Navarro
Other-Parker
Trinity-Parker
Nacatoch-Rockwall
Trinity-Rockwall
Woodbine-Rockwall
Trinity- Tarrant
Woodbine-Tarrant

Trinity-Wise
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Local Irrigation Supplies from Surface Water

The local irrigation supply identification codes begin with the first three digits representing
the TWDB county number.

043 Collin County
049 Cooke County
057 Dallas County
061 Denton County
070 Ellis County

074 Fannin County
081 Freestone County
091 Grayson County
107 Henderson County
119 Jack County

129 Kaufman County
175 Navarro County
184 Parker County
199 Rockwall County
220 Tarrant County
249 Wise County

The "996" is the TWDB code referring to local irrigation supplies from surface water ard are
listed below. Thus 04996 is local irrigation supply in Cooke County, for example.

Mining Local Supply

The first two digits in the code for mining local supply represent the basin number.

02 Red River Basin
05 Sabine River Basin
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08 Trinity River Basin

12 Brazos River Basin

The "999" is the TWDB code to represent other local surface water supply for mining purposes.
Thus 08999 is mining local supply in the Trinity Basin, etc.

Livestock Local Supply

The first two digits in the livestock local supply code represent the basin number.

02 Red River Basin
05 Sabine River Basin
08 Trinity River Basin

12 Brazos River Basin

The "997" is the TWDB code representing surface water used for livestock purposes. Thus
05997 is surface water used for livestock in the Sabine Basin, etc.

Reuse

The source identification codes for reuse projects in Region C were provided by the TWDB.

The following list contains the reuse projects and the codes assigned per the TWDB:

3508C1 Trinity River Authority/Los Colinas
3508C1 Trinity River Authority/Waxahachie
3508C1 Jacksboro (irrigation)

36147 Lake Worth for Cooling

36132 The Colony (golf)

36132 Trophy Club (golf)

36132 Denton (Power Plant)
36132 UTRWD
36135 Denison (golf)
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36142 Country Club Water Supply (golf)
36142 Crandall (golf)
36147 Azle (golf)

Water Chase Golf Course

Buffalo Creek Golf Course

Imports

The Region C imports are all surface water supply sources and are assigned codes to their
names as explained above in "Reservoirs in Region C". The imported waters are identified
below:

03010P Chapman (Irving)
03010P Chapman (Upper Trinity RWD)
05010P Tawakoni (Terrell)

05040  Fork (Ddlas)

06020 Pdlestine (Dallas)
06010 Athens (Athens)
08400 Livingston (TXU-Fairfield)
12150 Vulcan Materials (from BRA)
12160 Parker County (from Mineral Wells)

Unpermitted Reservoir Yield

The source identification codes for unpermitted reservoir yields are based on the same
methodology as explained in "Reservoirs in Region C" above. The unpermitted reservoir yield

identification codes are as follows:

02220 Moss
02230 Texoma
02270 Bonham
086E0 Cedar Creek
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08240 Richland Chambers
08210 Bardwdl
08230 Navarro Mills
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TWDB Table 4
Current Water Supply Sources

A B C D E F G H | J K L
Name of Specific Source Type of Regional County User County Name of Basin Basin Specific Source| Estimated | Valuefor | Valuefor | Valuefor | Valuefor | Valuefor | Valuefor Comments
Water Water Number for Supply Source Number for| Name for Indentifier 1996 Use | Year 2000 | Year 2010 | Year 2020 | Year 2030 | Year 2040 | Year 2050
Supply Planning Supply Supply Supply Number of Total of Total of Total of Total of Total of Total
Group Letter Source Source Source Supply Supply Supply Supply Supply Supply
from from from from from from
Source Source Source Source Source Source
During During During During During During
Drought of | Drought of | Drought of | Drought of | Drought of | Drought of
Record Record Record Record Record Record
Conditions | Conditions | Conditions | Conditions| Conditions| Conditions
WATER SUPPLY SYSTEMS
_ake Lavon/Reuse 02 C 43 NTMWD Coallin 8 Trinity 080C0 149,408 139,843 138,143 136,543 134,743 132,943 131,143(Includes Lavon and permitted reuse.
_ost Creek/Jackshoro System 02 C 119 Jacksboro Jack 8 Trinity 08290 589 1,397 1,397 1,397 1,397 1,397 1,397 | Permitted amount equal to firm yield.
West Fork less Bridgeport Local 02 C 220 TRWD Tarrant 8 Trinity 086C0 75,350 86,600 85,600 84,600 83,600 82,600 81,700] Includes Eagle Mountain, Worth, and part of
Bridgeport.
Cedar Creek/Richland-Chambers System 02 C TRWD Henderson 8 Trinity 086E0 162,313 385,000 385,000 385,000 385,000 385,000 382,700|Limited to permit or firm yield, whichever i<
(Kaufman)/ Freestone less. Unpermitted yield shown below.
(Navarro)
Elm Fork/L ake Grapevine System 02 C 61 Ddlas Dallas (Tarrant, 8 Trinity 086D0 238,708 220,420 219,040 207,545 206,165 204,670 203,290|Includes diversions under CF-75 and Dallas
Denton) share of Ray Roberts, Lewisville, and
Grapevine. Also, 10,000 AF/Y through
2010 for #5414 and 2915 AF/Y for TXU
Industrial use through 2050. 15% Overdraft
of Ray Roberts and Lake Grapevine.
Total for Systems 626,368 833,260 829,180 815,085 810,905 806,610 800,230
- Portion from Region C Reservoirs 603,023 797,317 793,237 779,142 774,962 770,667 764,287
- Portion from Reuse 23,345 35,943 35,943 35,943 35,943 35,943 35,943|NTMWD Lake Lavon
RESERVOIRSIN REGION C
Vioss 00 C 49 Gainesville Cooke 2 Red 02220 0 4,500 4,500 4,500 4,500 4,500 4,500 Limited by permit. Unpermitted yield
shown below.
_ake Texoma (Texas Share- NTMWD) 02 C 91 NTMWD Grayson 2 Red 020C0 35,284 77,300 77,300 77,300 77,300 77,300 77,300 NTMWD share of Lake Texoma.
_ake Texoma (Texas Share- GTUA) 00 C 91 GTUA Grayson 2 Red 02230P 6,165 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000|P-4301. Unpermitted yield for Texoma
listed below.
_ake Texoma (Texas Share - Denison) 00 C 91 Denison Grayson 2 Red 02230P 156 24,400 24,400 24,400 24,400 24,400 24,400|CA-4901. Unpermitted yield for Texoma
listed below.
_akeTexoma (Texas Share - TXU) 00 C 91 TXU Grayson 2 Red 02230P 2,322 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000|{CA-4900. Unpermitted yield for Texoma
listed below.
_ake Texoma (Texas Share - RRA) 00 C 91 RRA Grayson 2 Red 02230P 234 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000{CA-4898. Unpermitted yield for Texoma
listed below.
Randell 00 C 91 Denison Grayson 2 Red 02240 5,350 5,280 5,280 5,280 5,280 5,280 5,280|Yields from TWDB data (CA-4901).
valley 00 C 74 TXU Fannin (Grayson) 2 Red 02250 0 0 0 0 0 0 O|Reliable yield depends on Texoma contract.
Forced evaporation was 2,735 acre-feet in
1996.
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A B C D E F G H | J K L
Name of Specific Source Type of Regional County User County Name of Basin Basin Specific Source| Estimated | Valuefor | Valuefor | Valuefor | Valuefor | Valuefor | Valuefor Comments
Water Water Number for Supply Source Number for| Name for Indentifier 1996 Use | Year 2000 | Year 2010 | Year 2020 | Year 2030 | Year 2040 | Year 2050
Supply Planning Supply Supply Supply Number of Total of Total of Total of Total of Total of Total
Group Letter Source Source Source Supply Supply Supply Supply Supply Supply
from from from from from from
Source Source Source Source Source Source
During During During During During During
Drought of | Drought of | Drought of | Drought of | Drought of | Drought of
Record Record Record Record Record Record
Conditions | Conditions | Conditions | Conditions| Conditions| Conditions
3onham 00 C 74 Bonham Fannin 2 Red 02270 1,577 5,340 5,340 5,340 5,340 4,850 4,250| Limited to permit or firm yield, whichever i<
less. Unpermitted yield shown below.
Coffee Mill 00 C 74 TPWD Fannin 2 Red 02280 0 0 0 0 0 0 O[No diversion (recreation, CA-4915)
<iowe 00 C 49 Homeowners Cooke 8 Trinity 08090 0 0 0 0 0 0 O[No diversion (recreation. CA-2334A)
Ray Roberts (Denton) 00 C 61 Denton Denton (Cooke, 8 Trinity 08100P 11,150 22,150 22,000 21,800 21,600 21,450 21,300| Dallas/Denton Contract
Grayson)
—ewisville (Denton) 00 C 61 Denton Denton 8 Trinity 08110P 4,875 4,870 4,830 4,790 4,760 4,720 4,680|Dallas/Denton Contract
3ridgeport Local 00 C 249 TRWD Wise (Jack) 8 Trinity 08010P 3,019 15,000 15,000 15,000 15,000 15,000 15,000(Limited by permit. Remainder of yield in
West Fork less Bridgeport Local system.
3enbrook 00 C 220 TRWD Tarrant 8 Trinity 08060 4,650 6,833 6,833 6,600 6,400 6,200 6,000{ TRWD 1990 study by Freese and Nichols.
1996 use from TNRCC files.
Richland-Chambers (Corsicana) 00 C 81 Corsicana Freestone (Navarro) 8 Trinity 08240P 0 13,650 13,650 13,650 13,650 13,650 13,650{CA-5030. Unpermitted yield for Richland-
Chambersiis given below.
Weatherford 00 C 184 Weatherford Parker 8 Trinity 08050 2,845 2,000 1,850 1,730 1,600 1,470 1,350|Yields from TWDB data.
Grapevine (PCMUD) 00 C 61 PCMUD Tarrant (Denton) 8 Trinity 08070 9,983 10,800 10,800 10,800 10,800 10,800 10,800(Rightsin dispute. Thisisminimum
proposed by any party in the dispute.
Grapevine (Grapevine) 00 C 61 Grapevine Tarrant (Denton) 8 Trinity 08070 4,332 1,800 1,800 1,800 1,800 1,800 1,800|Rightsin dispute. Thisisminimum
proposed by any party in the dispute.
Grapevine (in dispute) 00 C 61 Unknown Tarrant (Denton) 8 Trinity 08070 0 4,100 4,100 4,100 4,100 4,100 4,100|Rightsin dispute. Thisisthe amount
claimed by more than one party.
Arlington 00 C 220 Arlingon, TXU Tarrant 8 Trinity 08120 13,000 6,450 6,400 6,350 6,300 6,250 6,200 Yield from F&N operation study (1999).
Lose 50 ac-ft/yr per decade per TWDB.
Joe Pool C 57 TRA Dallas (Tarrant, Ellis) 8 Trinity 08130 6,860 16,900 16,800 16,600 16,500 16,400 16,300 Yields from TWDB data.
Mountain Creek C 57 TXU Dallas 8 Trinity 08140 4,577 6,400 6,400 6,400 6,400 6,400 6,400 Yields from TWDB data. Yield includes
required releases from Joe Pool Lake.
North C 57 TXU Dallas 8 Trinity 08080 0 0 0 0 0 0 O|Reliable supply depends on purchase from
Dallas. Forced evaporation was 1,796 acre-
feet in 1996.
_ake Ray Hubbard (Dallas) 02 C 57 Dalas Dallas 08 Trinity 08170 80,535 68,425 67,965 67,505 67,160 66,700 66,240| Includes 15% overdraft of Ray Hubbard.
White Rock C 57 Dalas Dallas 8 Trinity 08150 0 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 Current irrigation authorization (CA-2461).
Terrell 00 C 129 Terrell Kaufman 8 Trinity 08180 3,594 1,650 1,634 1,617 1,600 1,580 1,560|Yields from TWDB data.
Clark 00 C 70 Ennis Ellis 8 Trinity 08640 0 0 0 0 0 0 O[Assumed no yield.
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A B C D E F G H I J K L
Name of Specific Source Type of Regional County User County Name of Basin Basin Specific Source| Estimated | Valuefor | Valuefor | Valuefor | Valuefor | Valuefor | Valuefor Comments

Water Water Number for Supply Source Number for| Name for Indentifier 1996 Use | Year 2000 | Year 2010 | Year 2020 | Year 2030 | Year 2040 | Year 2050

Supply Planning Supply Supply Supply Number of Total of Total of Total of Total of Total of Total

Group Letter Source Source Source Supply Supply Supply Supply Supply Supply

from from from from from from

Source Source Source Source Source Source

During During During During During During
Drought of | Drought of | Drought of | Drought of | Drought of | Drought of

Record Record Record Record Record Record
Conditions | Conditions | Conditions | Conditions| Conditions| Conditions

Sardwell 00 C 70 TRA Ellis 8 Trinity 08210 4,976 9,600 9,600 9,500 9,000 8,600 8,100|Yieldsfrom yield study, limited to permit.
Unpermitted yield is shown below.

Waxahachie 00 C 70 Waxahachie Ellis 8 Trinity 08200 1,757 2,400 2,400 2,400 2,400 2,400 2,400(Yields from TWDB data.

~orest Grove 00 C 107 TXU Henderson 8 Trinity 08410 805) 3,700 3,700 3,700 3,700 3,700 3,700 Freese and Nichols 1974 study for TXU.
1996 release was for Lake Trinidad.

Trinidad City Lake 00 C 107 Trinidad Henderson 8 Trinity A08195 166 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 CA-4984.

Trinidad 00 C 107 TXU Henderson 8 Trinity 08390 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000|Yields from TWDB data (including
diversions from Trinity).

Navarro Mills 00 C 175 TRA Navarro 8 Trinity 08230 6,236 19,400 19,400 19,400 19,400 19,400 19,130|Yieldsfrom TWDB, limited to permit.
Unpermitted yield is shown below.

Habert 00 C 175 Corsicana Navarro 8 Trinity 08220 2,238 600 600 600 600 600 600|Yields from TWDB data.

Sairfield 00 C 81 TXU Freestone 8 Trinity 08420 0 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000(Yields with maximum allowable drawdown
(Forrest and Cotton, 1968). Additional
supply depends on purchase from TRA.
Forced evaporation was 6,916 acre-feet in
1996.

3ryson 00 C 119 Bryson Jack 12 Brazos 12870 67 20 90 20 90 90 90(Has supplied up to 74 acre-feet.

Mineral Wells 00 C 182 Mineral Wells Parker 12 Brazos 12170 0 1,500 1,500 1,500 1,500 1,500 1,500 Yields from TWDB data.

Wortham Lake 00 C 81 Wortham Freestone 8 Trinity 08700 101 0 0 0 0 0 O[Not areliable supply.

Teague City Lake 00 C 81 Teague Freestone 12 Brazos 12860 0 0 0 0 0 0 O[Not areliable supply.

SGROUNDWATER

Other 01 C 43 Collin 5 Sabine 04322 4 5 5 5 5 5 5

Other 01 C 43 Collin 8 Trinity 04322 107 134 134 134 134 134 134

Trinity 01 C 43 Collin 5 Sabine 04328 Incl. Below 125 125 125 125 125 125

Trinity 01 C 43 Collin 8 Trinity 04328 1,124 5,496 5,496 5,496 4,567 4,567 4,567|279 AF Other-Undif. In 1996

Woodbine 01 C 43 Coallin 5 Sabine 04329 Incl. Below 94 94 94 94 94 94

Woodhbine 01 C 43 Collin 8 Trinity 04329 1,106 1,738 1,738 1,738 1,738 1,738 1,738

Other 01 C 49 Cooke 2 Red 04922 0 316 203 158 130 112 117

Other 01 C 49 Cooke 8 Trinity 04922 0 309 0 0 0 0 0

Trinity 01 C 49 Cooke 2 Red 04928 Incl. Below 669 669 669 554 554 554

Trinity 01 C 49 Cooke 8 Trinity 04928 6,809 3,860 3,860 3,860 3,199 3,199 3,199

Woodbine 01 C 49 Cooke 2 Red 04929 0 140 140 140 140 140 140

Woodbine 01 C 49 Cooke 8 Trinity 04929 0 300 300 300 300 300 300

Other 01 C 57 Dadlas 8 Trinity 05722 526 591 591 591 591 591 591

Trinity 01 C 57 Dalas 8 Trinity 05728 4,221 4,964 4,964 4,964 4,964 4,964 4,964

Woodbine 01 C 57 Dalas 8 Trinity 05729 805 1,440 1,440 1,440 1,444 1,444 1,444

Other 01 C 61 Denton 8 Trinity 06122 9 5 5 5 4 4 4

Trinity 01 C 61 Denton 8 Trinity 06128 10,006 6,109 6,109 6,109 5,119 5,119 5,119
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A B C D E F G H I J K L
Name of Specific Source Type of Regional County User County Name of Basin Basin Specific Source| Estimated | Valuefor | Valuefor | Valuefor | Valuefor | Valuefor | Valuefor Comments
Water Water Number for Supply Source Number for| Name for Indentifier 1996 Use | Year 2000 | Year 2010 | Year 2020 | Year 2030 | Year 2040 | Year 2050
Supply Planning Supply Supply Supply Number of Total of Total of Total of Total of Total of Total
Group Letter Source Source Source Supply Supply Supply Supply Supply Supply
from from from from from from
Source Source Source Source Source Source
During During During During During During
Drought of | Drought of | Drought of | Drought of | Drought of | Drought of
Record Record Record Record Record Record
Conditions | Conditions| Conditions | Conditions| Conditions| Conditions
Woodbine 01 C 61 Denton 8 Trinity 06129 1,845 1,010 1,010 1,010 1,010 1,010 1,010
Other 01 C 70 Ellis 8 Trinity 07022 155] 105 105 105 88 88 88
Trinity 01 C 70 Ellis 8 Trinity 07028 3,776 5,629 5,629 5,629 4,717 4,717, 4,717
Woodbine 01 C 70 Ellis 8 Trinity 07029 2,656 1,832 1,832 1,832 1,832 1,832 1,832
Trinity 01 C 74 Fannin 2 Red 07428 614 1,749 1,749 1,749 1,368 1,368 1,368
Trinity 01 C 74 Fannin 3 Sulphur 07428 Incl. Above 224 224 224 224 224 224
Trinity 01 C 74 Fannin 8 Trinity 07428 Incl. Above 89 89 89 89 89 89
Woodbine 01 C 74 Fannin 2 Red 07429 2,288 3,439 3,439 3,439 3,439 3,439 3,439
Woodbine 01 C 74 Fannin 3 Sulpnur 07429 Inc. Above 1,546 1,546 1,546 1,546 1,546 1,546
Woodbine 01 C 74 Fannin 8 Trinity 07429 Incl. Above 888 888 888 888 888 888
Other 01 C 74 Fannin 2 Red 07422 2,458 2,919 2,919 2,919 2,919 2,919 2,919(Based on maximum historical
Carrizc-Wilcox 01 C 81 Freestone 8 Trinity 08110 2,382 82,511 82,511 82,511 82,511 82,511 82,511(46 AF Other-Undif. In 1996
Carrizc-Wilcox 01 C 81 Freestone 12 Brazos 08110 Incl. Above 10,946 10,946 10,946 10,946 10,946 10,946
Other 01 C 81 Freestone 8 Trinity 08122 28 35 35 35 35 35 35
Other 01 C 81 Freestone 12 Brazos 08122 17 21 21 21 21 il 21
Queen City 01 C 81 Freestone 8 Trinity 08124 37 345 345 345 345 345 345
Queen City 01 C 81 Freestone 12 Brazos 08124 38 438 48 438 48 48 438
Other 01 C 91 Grayson 2 Red 09122 29 25 25 25 25 25 25
Other 01 C 91 Grayson 8 Trinity 09122 18 10 10 10 9 9 9
Trinity 01 C 91 Grayson 2 Red 09128 Incl. Below 1,295 1,295 1,295 1,165 1,165, 1,165
Trinity 01 C 91 Grayson 8 Trinity 09128 9,325, 2,129 2,129 2,129 1,914 1,914 1,914
Woodbine 01 C 91 Grayson 2 Red 09129 5,954 4,900 4,900 4,900 4,900 4,900 4,900
Woodbine 01 C 91 Grayson 8 Trinity 09129 Incl. Above 810 810 810 810 810 810
Carrizc-Wilcox 01 C 107 Henderson 8 Trinity 10710 3,243 4,258 4,258 4,258 4,258 4,258 4,258
\lacatoch 01 C 107 Henderson 8 Trinity 10720 0 10 10 10 10, 10 10
Other 01 C 107 Henderson 8 Trinity 10722 162 167 167 167 167 167, 167
Queen City 01 C 107 Henderson 8 Trinity 10724 39 480 480 480 480 480 480
Other 01 C 119 Jack 12 Brazos 11922 Incl. Below 284 284 234 216 204 234
Other 01 C 119 Jack 8 Trinity 11922 640 650 650 600 600 630 600
Trinity 01 C 119 Jack 8 Trinity 11928 Incl. Below 398 322 436 315 315 304
Trinity 01 C 119 Jack 12 Brazos 11928 5 450 450 400 380 370 400
\lacatoch 01 C 129 Kaufman 5 Sabine 12920 Incl. Below 7 7 7 7 7 7
\lacatoch 01 C 129 Kaufman 8 Trinity 12920 249 53 53 53 53 53 53
Other 01 C 129 Kaufman 5 Sabine 12922 187 124 124, 124 124 124, 124
Other 01 C 129 Kaufman 8 Trinity 12922 73 87 87 87 87 87 87
Trinity 01 C 129 Kaufman 8 Trinity 12928 0 1,184 1,184 1,184 992 992 992
Woodbine 01 C 129 Kaufman 8 Trinity 12929 113 135 135 135 135 135 135
Carrizc-Wilcox 01 C 175 Navarro 8 Trinity 17510 73 9,172 9,172 9,172 9,172 9,172 9,172
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Name of Specific Source Type of Regional County User County Name of Basin Basin Specific Source| Estimated | Valuefor | Valuefor | Valuefor | Valuefor | Valuefor | Valuefor Comments
Water Water Number for Supply Source Number for| Name for Indentifier 1996 Use | Year 2000 | Year 2010 | Year 2020 | Year 2030 | Year 2040 | Year 2050
Supply Planning Supply Supply Supply Number of Total of Total of Total of Total of Total of Total
Group Letter Source Source Source Supply Supply Supply Supply Supply Supply
from from from from from from
Source Source Source Source Source Source
During During During During During During
Drought of | Drought of | Drought of | Drought of | Drought of | Drought of
Record Record Record Record Record Record
Conditions | Conditions| Conditions | Conditions| Conditions| Conditions
Nlacatoch 01 C 175 Navarro 8 Trinity 17520 67 229 229 229 229 229 229
Other 01 C 175 Navarro 8 Trinity 17522 155 104 110 121 132 143 155
Trinity 01 C 175 Navarro 8 Trinity 17528 0 1,873 1,873 1,873 1,570 1,570 1,570
Woodbine 01 C 175 Navarro 8 Trinity 17529 81 499 499 499 499 499 499
Other 01 C 184 Parker 8 Trinity 18422 Inc. Below 156 156 156 129 129 129
Other 01 C 184 Parker 12 Brazos 18422 31 1,812 1,993 2,212 2,503 2,740 2,926
Trinity 01 C 184 Parker 8 Trinity 18428 5,500 2,473 2,473 2,473 2,040 2,040 2,040
Trinity 01 C 184 Parker 12 Brazos 18428 0 1,258 1,258 1,258 1,038 1,038, 1,038
Woodbine 01 C 184 Parker 8 Trinity 18429 4 4 4 4 3 3 3
Woodbine 01 C 184 Parker 12 Brazos 18429 2 3 3 3 3 3 3
\lacatoch 01 C 199 Rockwall 8 Trinity 19920 0 1 1 1 1 1 1{158 AF Other-Undif. In 1996
Other 01 C 199 Rockwall 5 Sabine 19922 150 188 188 188 188 188 188
Other 01 C 199 Rockwall 8 Trinity 19922 15 19 19 19 19 19 19
Trinity 01 C 199 Rockwall 5 Sabine 19928 0 211 211 211 169 169 169
Trinity 01 C 199 Rockwall 8 Trinity 19928 0 747 747 747 665 665 665
Woodbine 01 C 199 Rockwall 8 Trinity 19929 0 144 144 144 144 144 144
Other 01 C 220 Tarrant Trinity 22022 673 207 207 207 207 207 207
Trinity 01 C 220 Tarrant 8 Trinity 22028 14,616 4,789 4,789 4,789 4,789 4,789 4,789
Woodbine 01 C 220 Tarrant 8 Trinity 22029 0 766 766 766 766 766 766
Other 01 C 249 Wise Trinity 24922 115 106 106 106 89 89 89
Trinity 01 C 249 Wise 8 Trinity 24928 4,592 4,862 4,862 4,862 4,074 4,074 4,074(15 AF Other-Undif. In 1996
_OCAL IRRIGATION SUPPLIESFROM
SURFACE WATER
Irrigation Local Supply:BaZoCo2 -3 -49 00 C 49 Cooke 2 Red 049996 N/A 23 23 23 23 23 23
Irrigation Local Supply:BaZzoCo2 -3 -74 00 C 74 Fannin 2 Red 074996 N/A 12,728 12,728 12,728 12,728 12,728 12,728
Irrigation Local Supply:BaZoCo2 -3 -91 00 C 91 Grayson 2 Red 091996 N/A 996 996 996 996 996 996
Irrigation Local Supply:BaZoCo3 -1 -74 00 C 74 Fannin 3 Sulphur 074996 N/A 0 0 0 0 0 0
Irrigation Local Supply:BaZoCo5 -1 -43 00 C 43 Coallin 5 Sabine 043996 N/A 0 0 0 0 0 0
Irrigation Local Supply:BaZoCo5 -1 -129 00 C 129 Kaufman 5 Sabine 129996 N/A 0 0 0 0 0 0
Irrigation Local Supply:BaZoCo5 -1 -199 00 C 199 Rockwall 5 Sabine 199996 N/A 0 0 0 0 0 0
Irrigation Local Supply:BaZoCo8 -1 -43 00 C 43 Callin 8 Trinity 043996 N/A 1,017 1,017, 1,017 1,017 1,017| 1,017
Irrigation Local Supply:BaZoCo8 -1 -49 00 C 49 Cooke 8 Trinity 049996 N/A 70 70 70 70 70 70
Irrigation Local Supply:BaZoCo8 -1 -57 00 C 57 Dadllas 8 Trinity 057996 N/A 3,387 2,719 2,719 2,719 2,719 2,719
Irrigation Local Supply:BaZoCo8 -1 -61 00 C 61 Denton 8 Trinity 061996 N/A 634 634 634 634 634 634
Irrigation Local Supply:BaZoCo8 -1 -70 00 C 70 Ellis 8 Trinity 070996 N/A 508 508 508 508 508 508
Irrigation Local Supply:BaZzoCo8 -1 -74 00 C 74 Fannin 8 Trinity 074996 N/A 0 0 0 0 0 0
Irrigation Local Supply:BaZzoCo8 -1 -91 00 C 91 Grayson 8 Trinity 091996 N/A 0 0 0 0 0 0
Irrigation Local Supply:BaZzoCo8 -1 -107 00 C 107 Henderson 8 Trinity 107996 N/A 2,382 2,382 2,382 2,382 2,382 2,382
Irrigation Local Supply:BaZoCo8 -1 -119 00 C 119 Jack 8 Trinity 119996 N/A 110 110 110 110 110 110
Irrigation Local Supply:BaZoCo8 -1 -129 00 C 129 Kaufman 8 Trinity 129996 N/A 347 347 347 347 347 347
Irrigation Local Supply:BaZoCo8 -1 -175 00 C 175 Navarro 8 Trinity 175996 N/A 2,901 2,841 2,841 2,841 2,841 2,841
Irrigation Local Supply:BaZoCo8 -1 -184 00 C 184 Parker 8 Trinity 184996 N/A 472 472 472 472 472 472
Irrigation Local Supply:BaZoCo8 -1 -199 00 C 199 Rockwall 8 Trinity 199996 N/A 0 0 0 0 0 0
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Name of Specific Source Type of Regional County User County Name of Basin Basin Specific Source| Estimated | Valuefor | Valuefor | Valuefor | Valuefor | Valuefor | Valuefor Comments
Water Water Number for Supply Source Number for| Name for Indentifier 1996 Use | Year 2000 | Year 2010 | Year 2020 | Year 2030 | Year 2040 | Year 2050
Supply Planning Supply Supply Supply Number of Total of Total of Total of Total of Total of Total
Group Letter Source Source Source Supply Supply Supply Supply Supply Supply
from from from from from from
Source Source Source Source Source Source
During During During During During During
Drought of | Drought of | Drought of | Drought of | Drought of | Drought of
Record Record Record Record Record Record
Conditions | Conditions| Conditions | Conditions| Conditions| Conditions
Irrigation Local Supply:BaZoCo8 -1 -220 00 C 220 Tarrant 8 Trinity 220996 N/A 5,326 4,386 4,386 4,386 4,386 4,386
Irrigation Local Supply:BaZoCo8 -1 -249 00 C 249 Wise 8 Trinity 249996 N/A 714 714 714 714 714 714
Irrigation Local Supply:BaZoCo8 -2 -81 00 C 81 Freestone 8 Trinity 081996 N/A 353 353 353 353 353 353
Irrigation Local Supply:BaZzoCo12 -3 -119 00 C 119 Jack 12 Brazos 119996 N/A 15 15 15 15 15 15
Irrigation Local Supply:BaZoCo12 -3 -184 00 C 184 Parker 12 Brazos 184996 N/A 1,317 1,317 1,317 1,317 1,317 1,317
Irrigation Local Supply:BaZzoCo12 -5 -81 00 C 81 Freestone 12 Brazos 081996 N/A 0 0 0 0 0 0
OTHER LOCAL SUPPLY
Other Local Supply 00 C 43 Mining Coallin 8 Trinity 08999 341 349 349 349 349 349 349(Based on maximum historical use (1992)
Other Local Supply 00 C 49 Mining Cooke 8 Trinity 08999 237 237 237 237 237 237 237|Based on maximum historical use (1997)
Other Local Supply 00 C 57 Mining Dallas 8 Trinity 08999 1,521 1,525 1,525 1,525 1,525 1,525 1,525(Based on maximum historical use (1997)
Other Local Supply 00 C 61 Mining Denton 8 Trinity 08999 90 20 90 20 90 90 90(Based on maximum historical use (1997)
Other Local Supply 00 C 74 Mining Fannin 2 Red 02999 161 161 161 161 161 161 161|Based on maximum historical use (1996)
Other Local Supply 00 C 81 Mining Freestone 8 Trinity 08999 170, 236 236 236 236 236 236|Based on maximum historical use (1994)
Other Local Supply 00 C 107 Mining Henderson 8 Trinity 08999 13 29 29 29 29 29 29(Based on maximum historical use (1997)
Other Local Supply 00 C 119 Mining Jack 8 Trinity 08999 370 370 370 370 370 370 370(Based on maximum historical use (1997)
Other Local Supply 00 C 129 Mining Kaufman 8 Trinity 08999 75 75 75 75 75 75 75|Based on maximum historical use (1997)
Other Local Supply 00 C 184 Mining Parker 12 Brazos 12999 242 242 242 242 242 242 242|Based on maximum historical use (1997)
Other Loca Supply 00 C 199 Mining Rockwall 5 Sabine 05999 33 33 33 33 33 33 33|Based on maximum historical use (1997)
Other Local Supply 00 C 220 Mining Tarrant 8 Trinity 08999 103 103 103 103 103 103 105|Based on maximum historical use (1997).
Y ear 2050 incressed to meet demand.
Other Local Supply 00 C 249 Manufacturing Wise 8 Trinity 08999 8,000 8,000 8,000 8,000 8,000 8,000(Based on maximum historical use (1997)
Other Local Supply 00 C 249 Mining Wise 8 Trinity 08999 15,470 8,084 8,084 8,084 8,084 8,084 8,084 (Based on maximum historical use (1997)
_IVESTOCK LOCAL SUPPLY
_ivestock Local Supply 00 C 43 Livestock Coallin 5 Sabine 05997 27 35 35 35 35 35 35(Based on maximum historical use (1991)
_ivestock Local Supply 00 C 43 Livestock Coallin 8 Trinity 08997 757 967 967 967 967 967 967|Based on maximum historical use (1991)
_ivestock Local Supply 00 C 49 Livestock Cooke 2 Red 02997 337 377 377 377 377 377 377|Based on maximum historical use (1994)
_ivestock Loca Supply 00 C 49 Livestock Cooke 8 Trinity 08997 722 810 810 810 810 810 810|Based on maximum historical use (1994)
_ivestock Loca Supply 00 C 57 Livestock Dallas 8 Trinity 08997 462 712 712 712 712 712 712|Based on maximum historical use (1993)
_ivestock Local Supply 00 C 61 Livestock Denton 8 Trinity 08997 935 935 935 935 935 935 935|Based on maximum historical use (1996)
_ivestock Local Supply 00 C 70 Livestock Ellis 8 Trinity 08997 1,688 1,688 1,688 1,688 1,688 1,688 1,688(Based on maximum historical use (1996)
_ivestock Local Supply 00 C 74 Livestock Fannin 2 Red 02997 1,140 1,140 1,140 1,140 1,140 1,140 1,140(Based on maximum historical use (1996)
_ivestock Local Supply 00 C 74 Livestock Fannin 3 Sulphur 03997 367 367 367 367 367 367 367|Based on maximum historical use (1996)
_ivestock Local Supply 00 C 74 Livestock Fannin 8 Trinity 08997 76 76 76 76 76 76 76|Based on maximum historical use (1996)
_ivestock Local Supply 00 C 81 Livestock Freestone 8 Trinity 08997 961 961 961 961 961 961 961|Based on maximum historical use (1996)
_ivestock Local Supply 00 C 81 Livestock Freestone 12 Brazos 12997 82 82 82 82 82 82 82(Based on maximum historical use (1996)
_ivestock Local Supply 00 C 91 Livestock Grayson 2 Red 02997 1,079 1,079 1,079 1,079 1,079 1,079 1,079|Based on maximum historical use (1996)
_ivestock Local Supply 00 C 91 Livestock Grayson 8 Trinity 08997 604 604 604 604 604 604 604|Based on maximum historical use (1996)
_ivestock Local Supply 00 C 107 Livestock Henderson 8 Trinity 08997 429 475 475 475 475 475 475|Based on maximum historical use (1991)
_ivestock Local Supply 00 C 119 Livestock Jack 8 Trinity 08997 1,214 1,214 1,214 1,214 1,214 1,214 1,214|Based on maximum historical use (1996)
_ivestock Local Supply 00 C 119 Livestock Jack 12 Brazos 12997 451 451 451 451 451 451 451|Based on maximum historical use (1996)
_ivestock Local Supply 00 C 129 Livestock Kaufman 5 Sabine 05997 91 91 91 91 91 91 91 Based on maximum historical use (1996)
_ivestock Local Supply 00 C 129 Livestock Kaufman 8 Trinity 08997 1,531 1,531 1,531 1,531 1,531 1,531 1,531(Based on maximum historical use (1996)
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Record Record Record Record Record Record
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_ivestock Local Supply 00 C 175 Livestock Navarro 8 Trinity 08997 1,603 1,603 1,603 1,603 1,603 1,603 1,603|Based on maximum historical use (1996)
_ivestock Local Supply 00 C 184 Livestock Parker 8 Trinity 08997 1,026 1,026 1,026 1,026 1,026 1,026 1,026|Based on maximum historical use (1996)
_ivestock Local Supply 00 C 184 Livestock Parker 12 Brazos 12997 896 896 896 896 896 896 896(Based on maximum historical use (1996)
_ivestock Local Supply 00 C 199 Livestock Rockwall 5 Sabine 05997 20 32 32 32 32 32 32|Based on maximum historical use (1991)
_ivestock Local Supply 00 C 199 Livestock Rockwall 8 Trinity 08997 86 136 136 136 136 136 136|Based on maximum historical use (1991)
_ivestock Local Supply 00 C 220 Livestock Tarrant 8 Trinity 08997 360 438 438 438 438 438 438|Based on maximum historical use (1993)
_ivestock Local Supply 00 C 249 Livestock Wise 8 Trinity 08997 1,117 1,117 1,117 1,117 1,117 1,117, 1,117|Based on maximum historical use (1996)
REUSE (CURRENTLY PERMITTED OR
JNDERWAY)
Trinity River Authority/Las Colinas Indirect Reuse 00 C 57 TRA Dallas 8 Trinity 35081 2,433 8,000 8,000 8,000 8,000 8,000 8,000( Contract allows for 8,000 AF/Y or more.
Trinity River Authority/Waxahachie Indirect 00 C 70 TRA Ellis 8 Trinity 35081 0 3,400 3,800 3,900 4,400 4,900 5,129(93% of 65% of projected use, limited to
Reuse permit.
Jacksboro Indirect Reuse (irrigation) 00 C 119 Jackshoro Jack 8 Trinity 35081 0 0 200 200 200 200 200
_ake Worth Indirect Reuse for Cooling 00 C 220 Lockheed Tarrant 8 Trinity 35081 14,053 40,000 35,000 30,000 25,000 25,000 25,000| Return flow from non-consumptive cooling
use. Based on highest recent use.
The Colony (golf - direct reuse) 00 C 61 The Colony Denton 8 Trinity 36132 0 100 100, 100 100 100, 100
Trophy Club (golf - direct reuse) 00 C 61 Trophy Club Denton 8 Trinity 36132 601 600 600 600 600 600 600
Denton (Power Plant - direct reuse) 00 C 61 Denton Denton 8 Trinity 36132 135 500 500 500 500 500 500
JTRWD Direct Reuse 00 C 61 Denton Co. FWSD Denton 8 Trinity 36132 0 2,240 2,240 2,240 2,240 2,240 2,240
#1
Denison (golf - direct reuse) 00 C 91 Denison Grayson 2 Red 36055 0 100 100 100 100 100 100
Country Club Water Supply (golf - direct reuse) 00 C 129 Country Club Kaufman 8 Trinity 36142 18 0 100 100 100 100 100
Crandall (golf - direct reuse) 00 C 129 Crandall Kaufman 8 Trinity 36142 153 200 200 200 200 200 200
Azle (golf - direct reuse) 00 C 220 Azle Tarrant 8 Trinity 36147 123 100 100 100 100 100 100
Water Chase Golf Course Direct Reuse 00 C 220 Golf Course Tarrant 8 Trinity 36146 0 2,240 2,240 2,240 2,240 2,240 2,240(Buys from Fort Worth
\orth Texas MWD Buffalo Creek Direct Reuse 00 C 199 Golf Course Rockwall 8 Trinity 36147 0 1,120 1,120 1,120 1,120 1,120 1,120|Buysfrom NTMWD
IMPORTS
Chapman (NTMWD) 02 D 60 NTMWD Delta (Hopkins) 3 Sulphur 030C0 1,256 53,600 53,200 52,800 52,400 52,000 51,600|NTMWD share of Lake Chapman.
Chapman (Irving) 00 D 60 Irving Delta (Hopkins) 3 Sulphur 03010 0 50,600 50,200 49,900 49,500 49,100 48,800
TWDB Table
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Chapman (Upper Trinity MWD) 00 D 60 UTRWD Delta (Hopkins) 3 Sulphur 03010 0 15,100 15,000 14,900 14,800 14,700 10,900
Tawakoni (Terrell) 00 D 190 Terrell Rains (Van Zandt, 5 Sbine 05010 1 9,937 9,910 9,877 9,850 9,822 9,789
Hunt)
Tawakoni (Dallas) 02 D 190 Dalas Rains (Van Zandt, 02 Sabine 05010 119,327 181,800 181,300 180,800 180,200 179,700 179,100 L ake Tawakoni
Hunt)
~ork (Dallas) 00 D 250 Dalas Wood (Rains) 5 Sabine 05040 0 120,000 120,000 120,000 120,000 120,000 120,000 Exportation to Region C limited by trans-
basin diversion permit.
Pdestine (Dallas) 00 | 1 Ddlas Anderson (Cherokee, 6 Neches 06020 0 112,700 112,100, 111,500 110,900, 110,200 109,600
Smith, Henderson)
Athens (Athens) 00 I 107 Athens Henderson 6 Neches 06010 1,640 6,300 6,200 6,200 6,100 6,100 6,000
_ivingston (TXU-Fairfield) 00 H TXU Electric 8 Trinity 08400 12,682 16,000 16,000 16,000 16,000 16,000 16,000
Vulcan Materias (from BRA-Possum Kingdom) 00 G 182 Vulcan Materials Palo Pinto 12 Brazos 12150 15 35 35 35 35 35 35| Contract with BRA
(Mining)
Parker County (from Mineral Wells-Lake Palo 00 G 182 Mineral Wells, Palo Pinto 12 Brazos 12160 230 398 532 554 622 632 644 Supply from Lake Palo Pinto.
2into) County Other
SUMMARY
Reservoirsin Region C 823,877 1,179455| 1,174,409 1,158,894 1,153,142 1,146,807 1,137,917 56.26%
Groundwater 87,122 186,710 186,399 186,548 180,210, 180,448 180,670 8.93%
_ocal Irrigation Not Avail. 33,300 31,632 31,632 31,632 31,632 31,632 1.56%
Other Local Supply 18,826 19,534 19,534 19,534 19,534 19,534 19,536 0.97%
_ivestock Local Supply 18,061 18,843 18,843 18,843 18,843 18,843 18,843 0.93%
Reuse 40,862 94,543 90,243 85,343 80,843 81,343 81,572 4.03%
Imports 135,151 566,470 564,477 562,566 560,407 558,289 552,468 27.31%
REGION C TOTAL 1,123,899 2,098,855 2,085537| 2,063,360| 2,044,611 2,036,896 2,022,638 100.00%
JNPERMITTED RESERVOIR YIELD
MVoss 00 C 49 Cooke 2 Red 02220 1,800 1,600 1,400 1,200 1,000 800| TWDB yield in excess of permitted 4,500

acre-feet per year.
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Record Record Record Record Record Record
Conditions | Conditions| Conditions | Conditions| Conditions| Conditions
Texoma (Texas Share) 00 C 91 Grayson 2 Red 02230 787,550 759,800 732,050 704,300 676,550 648,700| Texas share of yield from yield study in
excess of permitted diversion of 145,400
acre-feet per year.
3onham C 74 Fannin 2 Red 02270 1,900 1,300 700 100 0 O|TWDB yield in excess of permitted 5,340
acre-feet per year.
Cedar Creek C 107 Henderson 8 Trinity 08190P 47,900 44,500 41,100 37,700 34,300 31,000| Freese and Nichols computed yield in excess
of permitted 175,000 acre-feet/year.
Richland-Chambers 00 C 81 Freestone 8 Trinity 08240 28,200 22,100 16,000 9,900 3,800 0| Freese and Nichols computed yield in exces
of permitted 210,000 acre-feet/year.
Sardwell C 70 Ellis 8 Trinity 08210 900 400 0 0 0 O|Yields from yield study in excess of
permitted 9,600 acre-feet per year.
Navarro Mills C 175 Navarro 8 Trinity 08230 3,500 2,100 700 0 0 O[TWDB yield in excess of permited 19,400
acre-feet per year.
TOTAL UNPERMITTED YIELD 871,750 831,800 791,950 753,200 715,650 680,500

NOTE: Columntitlesin bold print are columns required by the Texas Water Development Board. The non-bolded

~olumns are provided as additional information.
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APPENDIX J
TEXAS WATER DEVELOPMENT BOARD TABLE 5
SUPPLY AVAILABLE BY WATER USER GROUP

Introduction

One of the tables the Texas Water Development Board requires in the development of

regional water plansis TWDB Table 5, which shows the water currently available to each

water user group considering limitations imposed by existing facilities, contracts, water

rights, and reliable supply. The TWDB requires that the table include the following

information ©9:

I ommoow»

[T

Water User Group Name

Water User Group Identification Number

Regional Planning Group Number Letter (always C in Region C)

TWDB Sequence Number for Water User Group

TWDB City Number

County Number (see key before TWDB Table 5)

Basin Number (see key before TWDB Table 5)

Type of Water Source (01 = groundwater, 02=surface water, 03=contract)
Major Water Provider Number (see key before TWDB Table 5)

Regional Water Planning Group Where Supply Is Located (See map and key
before TWDB Table 5)

County Number for Groundwater Supply Source (see key to counties before
TWDB Table 5)

Basin Number for Supply Source (see key before TWDB Table 5)
Specific Source Identifier (see key before TWDB Table 5)
Specific Source Name

Value for Supply Available for Water User Group for 2000, 2010, 2020, 2030,
2040, 2050

The challenge in developing TWDB Table 5 is determining the values for Columns O

through T, the amount available from a source to a water user group for each decade.
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The remainder of this memorandum describes how these values were developed. TWDB
Table 5isincluded at the end of this appendix.

Availability for Groundwater Supplies

Municipal Water Availability (Including County Other)
We contacted each city that used groundwater for municipal purposes in 1997

according to the Texas Water Development Board records ® by phone to determine the
city’s pumping capacity.

The initial assumption was that a city could provide an average-day use equa to half
of its pumping capacity within a county and basin. If the city was not reached by phone
or was uncertain of its pumping capacity, then 125 percent of the maximum amount of
water used between 1990 and 1997 was assumed to be available from that source to the

water user group in that county and basin.

For those cities that were located partially within two or more counties, the amount of
water assumed to be available in each county was based on the division of the city’s
projected water demand in 2050. When cities were split between two basins, the amount
of water assumed to be available in each basin was also divided based on the division of

the projected water demand for the year 2050.

Irrigation, Livestock, Manufacturing, Mining, and Power Water Availability
The maximum amount of water used in each county for each category (irrigation,

livestock, manufacturing, mining, and power) between 1990 and 1997 was determined,

broken down by river basin and aguifer. It was assumed that 125 percent of this

historica use would be available in the future.
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Surface Water Availability

The following basic data were used in determining the surface water available to an
entity:

The five major water suppliers in Region C were contacted about the amount
of water they have contracted to sell to their customers 63 64 566,67 |
several cases, the contracts had maximum limits on the amount of water that
the city could buy. In some cases, the major water supplier knew that
distribution constraints restricted the actual amount of water a city could
purchase. Some of the major water suppliers did not have a maximum
contract amount or know of the distribution constraints. As per TWDB
regulations, contract renewals cannot be assumed as contracts expire. The
renewal of a contract is considered to be a management strategy to be applied
in Task 5. Thus, the amount of water allocated becomes zero when contracts
expire.

Severa cities have water rights in reservoirs. The water rights and firm yield
available to each city were recorded.

Transmission limitations were determined.

The projected demands of the major water provider customers were used as
the basis for alocating water supplies, unless a customer was limited by a
contract amount. In these instances, the contract amounts were used as the
basis for allocating water.

Municipal Surface Water Availability
For cities supplied by a reservoir in which they have a water right, the amount

available was based on the most restrictive of the water right, the reservoir yield, and the
current transmission system capacity.

For those cities supplied by a major water supplier, water availability was based on
the projected demand expected to be met by the major water provider without exceeding

specified contract limits The procedure for allocating water supply was as follows:

The projected demands of each customer were taken as the base If a contract amount

was specified and demand exceeded that limit, then the contract amount was assumed
to be the base
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If the major water provider’s transmission system could provide more than the total
projected demand, the supply to all customers was increased by the same percentage.
Those entities limited by contractual amounts were not alocated more water than
what was stated in the contract.

If the major water providers could not meet the projected demands of their customers,
then the supply to all of their customers was decreased by the same percentage.

For those cities that were partially within two or more counties, the amount of water
assumed to be available in each portion of the city was based on the division of the
projected water demand in 2050 in each county. When cities were split between two
basins, the amount of water assumed to be available in each basin was aso based on the
division of the projected water demand.

County Other Surface Water Availability

County other surface water availability was based on contract amounts if they were

known and on projected demands when contract amounts were not known.

Irrigation, Livestock, Manufacturing, Mining, and Power Surface Water
Availability

The surface water availability for each of these categories was based on the
following:
Irrigation supply was based on reservoir irrigation permits and the Irrigation
Local Supply information presented in TWDB Table 4.

Livestock supply was based on the Livestock Local Supply information presented
in TWDB Table 4.

The manufacturing water availability was based on reservoir yields and water
rights as givenin TWDB Table 4, contracts with water providers, and projected
sales for manufacturing by cities.

The surface water availability for mining was assumed taken from TWDB Table
4, mostly as Mining Local Supply.

The amount of water supply available for steam electric power was based on
reservoir yields and water rights as given in TWDB Table 4, contracts, and
projected sales to power providers by cities. In some cases, yields and contract
amounts were limited by transmission system limitations.
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Checking and Adjusting Water Availability

Surface water availability was adjusted on a case by case basis to avoid a situation

where some customers depending on a water source experienced surpluses, while others

depending on the same source were experiencing shortages.

Major Water Provider Allocation

Tarrant Regional Water District (TRWD)

TRWD has water rights in Lake Benbrook, Bridgeport Local, the Cedar
Creek/Richland-Chambers System, and the West Fork less Bridgeport Local System. All
of the TRWD sources are located within the Trinity River Basin and the Region C

boundaries.

Table J1 lists the entities served by TRWD. The existing TRWD transmission
facilities cannot deliver al of the permitted supply available from the Cedar

Creek/Richland Chambers system, and the district has plans to increase its pipeline

capacity. The current supplies available from TRWD are adequate to meet year 2000

Table J-1

Tarrant Regional Water District (TRWD) Customers and Sour ces of Supply

Type of Water
Source Customer Use
L ake Benbrook Benbrook WSA Municipal
L ake Benbrook Weatherford Municipal
L ake Benbrook Fort Worth Municipal
L ake Benbrook Ridglea C.C. Municipal
L ake Benbrook SW Christian School Municipal
Lake Benbrook Country Day School Municipal
L ake Benbrook Meditrust Golf Group I, Inc. Municipal
L ake Benbrook Mira Vista Municipal

L ake Benbrook Benbrook Manufacturing Sales Manufacturing
L ake Bridgeport Bridgeport Municipal
L ake Bridgeport Jacksboro Municipal
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Table J-1, continued

Type of Water

Source Customer Use
L ake Bridgeport W. Wise WSC Municipal
Lake Bridgeport - Chico Municipal
L ake Bridgeport Decatur (Wise Co. WSD) Municipal
Lake Bridgeport Walnut Creek SUD Municipal
L ake Bridgeport Bridgeport Raw Sales Municipal
Lake Bridgeport Runaway Bay Municipal
L ake Bridgeport Runaway Bay Golf Club Municipal
L ake Bridgeport Bridgeport Manufacturing Sales Manufacturing
Lake Bridgeport Decatur Manufacturing Sales Manufacturing
Lake Bridgeport Pioneer Aggregates Mining
L ake Bridgeport TXI Mining
Lake Bridgeport Hanson Aggregates (Beazer West) Mining
L ake Bridgeport Duke (facilities not in place) S.E. Power
L ake Bridgeport Tractabel (facilities not in place) S.E. Power
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers System |[ECCFWS Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers System |- Gun Barrel City Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers System |- Payne Springs Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers System [Kemp Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers System |Mabank Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers System |West CC MUD Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers System |- Seven Points Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers System |- Tool Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers System |Trinidad Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers System |Pinnacle Club Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers System [Star Harbor Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers System |CCCC Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers System |SW Water Supply Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers System |Winkler Water Supply Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers System |Texas Parks & Wildlife Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers System |Arlington Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers System |- Mansfield Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers System |Benbrook Municipal
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Table J-1, continued

Type of Water
Source Customer Use
Tecon (formerly Southwest & Carolyn
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers System |Water) Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers System |- Blue Mound Municipal
Fort Worth (See breakdown of
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers System |customersin Table 2) Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers System |Mansfield Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers System |[Mansfield (Johnson County) Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers System |Midlothian (not connected) Municipal
TRA (See breakdown of customersin
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers System |Table 3) Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers System |Shady Oaks (Bill Sisul) Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers System |Long Cove Ranch Co. Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers System |Malakoff (not connected) Municipal

Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers System

Arlington Manufacturing Sales

Manufacturing

Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers System

Fort Worth Manufacturing Sales

Manufacturing

Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers System

Mansfield Manufacturing Sales

Manufacturing

Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers System

Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers System

Sulphur Springs Gathering LP
(formerly Trident- Eustace & Warren
Petroleum)

Manufacturing

Manufacturing

Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers System

Trinity Materials

Manufacturing

Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers System

Tarrant County Other Manufacturing

Manufacturing

Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers System |TXU (Forest Grove) S.E. Power
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers System |TXU (Handley) S.E. Power
West Fork Trinity River System Azle Municipal
West Fork Trinity River System Briar (Community WSC) Municipal
West Fork Trinity River System Fort Worth Municipal
West Fork Trinity River System River Oaks Municipal
West Fork Trinity River System Springtown Municipal
West Fork Trinity River System - Reno Municipal
West Fork Trinity River System Community WSC Municipal
West Fork Trinity River System The Landing H.A. Municipal
West Fork Trinity River System Tarrant County MUD Municipal
West Fork Trinity River System Arc Park Municipal
West Fork Trinity River System Shady Oaks C.C. Municipal
West Fork Trinity River System Golf Driving Range Municipal
West Fork Trinity River System Azle Manufacturing Sales Manufacturing
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Table J-1, continued

Source

Customer

Type of Water
Use

West Fork Trinity River System

Fort Worth Manufacturing Sales

Manufacturing

West Fork Trinity River System

Trinity Materials, Inc. (Big Sandy)

Mining

West Fork Trinity River System

Trinity Materials, Inc. (Newark)

Mining

West Fork Trinity River System

TXU Eagle Mountain

S.E. Power

demands, but additional supplies and/or expanded transmission systems will be needed to

meet year 2010 demands.

City of Fort Worth

The City of Fort Worth buys all of its water from TRWD’s Cedar Creek/Richland-
Chambers and West Fork less Bridgeport Loca systems. Table J2 shows al of the Fort
Worth customers. Since Fort Worth depends on Tarrant Regional Water District, it has

adequate supply for year 2000 demands but will depend on TRWD system expansions to

meet year 2010 demands. The mgority of Fort Worth customer contracts expire in 2010.

Table J-2
Fort Worth Customers and Supply Sour ces
Type of Water
Source Customer Use
L ake Benbrook Fort Worth Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers
System Burleson Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers
System Burleson (Johnson County) Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers
System Crowley Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers
System Daworthington Gardens Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers
System Edgecliff Village Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers
System Everman Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers
System Forest Hill Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers
System Fort Worth Municipal
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Table J-2, continued

Type of Water

Source Customer Use
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers
System Grand Prairie (TRA in Tarrant) Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers
System Hurst Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers
System Keller Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers
System North Richland Hills Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers
System Richland Hills Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers
System Watauga Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers
System Bethesda WSC Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers
System Burleson Manufacturing Sales Manufacturing
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers
System Crowley Manufacturing Sales Manufacturing
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers
System Fort Worth Manufacturing Sales Manufacturing
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers
System Grand Prairie Manufacturing Sales Manufacturing
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers
System Keller Manufacturing Sales Manufacturing
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers North Richland Hills Manufacturing
System Sdes Manufacturing

Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers
System

Richland Hills Manufacturing Sales

Manufacturing

West Fork Trinity River System Fort Worth Municipal
West Fork Trinity River System Haltom City Municipal
West Fork Trinity River System Haslet Municipal
West Fork Trinity River System Lake Worth Municipal
West Fork Trinity River System Keller Municipal
West Fork Trinity River System Northlake Municipal
West Fork Trinity River System Saginaw Municipal
West Fork Trinity River System Sansom Park Municipal
West Fork Trinity River System Southlake Municipal
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Table J-2, continued

Type of Water
Source Customer Use
West Fork Trinity River System Trophy Club #1 Municipal
West Fork Trinity River System - Roanoke Municipal
West Fork Trinity River System - Trophy Club Municipal
West Fork Trinity River System Westworth Village Municipal
West Fork Trinity River System White Settlement Municipal
West Fork Trinity River System D/FW Airport Municipal
West Fork Trinity River System Tarrant County MUD #1 Municipal
West Fork Trinity River System TRA (Mosier Valley) Municipal
West Fork Trinity River System Westover Hills Municipal

West Fork Trinity River System

Fort Worth Manufacturing Sales

Manufacturing

West Fork Trinity River System

Haltom City Manufacturing Sales

Manufacturing

West Fork Trinity River System

Hurst Manufacturing Sales

Manufacturing

West Fork Trinity River System

Keller Manufacturing Sales

Manufacturing

West Fork Trinity River System

Saginaw Manufacturing Sales

Manufacturing

Trinity River Authority (TRA)

The Trinity River Authority has water rights in Lake Bardwell, Lake Joe Pool,
Navarro Mills Lake, and Lake Livingston. TRA aso buys water from TRWD’s Cedar
Creek/Richland-Chambers System for its Tarrant County Water Supply Project and for
its Ellis County Regional Water Supply Project. Table J-3 shows the TRA customers and
their associated source(s) of TRA water. Some TRA sources have adequate supplies to
meet projected demands through 2050, while others will need additional supplies before
2010.

The Trinity River Authority participates in the Grand Prairie and Coppell Water
Supply Projects. The Grand Prairie Water Supply Project involves TRA buying water
from Fort Worth and reselling the water to Grand Prairie. The Coppell Water Supply
Project involves TRA buying water from Dalas Water Utilities and reselling it to
Coppell. TRA also participates in the Dalworthington Gardens Project in which they are
assisting in facility construction for Dalworthington Gardens to purchase water directly
from Fort Worth.
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TableJ-3

Trinity River Authority (TRA) Customers and Supply Sour ces

Typeof Water

Source Customer Use
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers
System Bedford Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers
System Colleyville Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers
System Euless Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers
System Grapevine Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers
System North Richland Hills Municipal
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers
System Bedford Manufacturing Sales Manufacturing
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers
System Grapevine Manufacturing Sales Manufacturing
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers North Richland Hills Manufacturing
System Sales Manufacturing
Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers
System Euless Manufacturing Sales Manufacturing

Cedar Creek-Richland Chambers
System

Colleyville Manufacturing Sales

Manufacturing

Ellis County Contracts from TRWD's

Pipeline (Not Connected) Ferris Municipal
Ellis County Contracts from TRWD's
Pipeline (Not Connected) Maypearl Municipal
Ellis County Contracts from TRWD's
Pipeline (Not Connected) Midlothian Municipal
Ellis County Contracts from TRWD's
Pipeline (Not Connected) Palmer Municipal
Ellis County Contracts from TRWD's
Pipeline (Not Connected) Ellis Co. WC&ID No.1 Municipal
Ellis County Contracts from TRWD's
Pipeline (Not Connected) Rockett SUD Municipal
Ellis County Contracts from TRWD's
Pipeline (Not Connected) Avalon Water and Sewer Service Municipal
Ellis County Contracts from TRWD's
Pipeline (Not Connected) Buena Vista-Bethel WSC Municipal
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Table J-3, continued

Type of Water
Source Customer Use

Ellis County Contracts from TRWD's

Pipeline (Not Connected) Nash-Forreston WSC Municipal
Ellis County Contracts from TRWD's

Pipeline (Not Connected) Italy Municipal
Ellis County Contracts from TRWD's

Pipeline (Not Connected) Red Oak Municipal
Lake Bardwell Ellis Co. WCID #1 (Waxahachie€) Municipal
Lake Bardwell Ennis Municipal
Lake Bardwell Ennis Manufacturing Sales Manufacturing
Joe Pool Reservoir Midlothian Water District Municipal

Joe Pool Reservoir - Rockett SUD Municipal

Joe Pool Reservoir - - Ferris (partia) Municipal

Joe Pool Reservoir - - Red Oak (partial) Municipal

Joe Pool Reservoir Grand Prairie Municipal

Joe Pool Reservoir Cedar Hill (not connected) Municipal

Joe Pool Reservoir Duncanville (not connected) Municipal

Joe Pool Reservoir Grand Prairie Irrigation Municipal

Joe Pool Reservoir

Midlothian Manufacturing Sales

Manufacturing

Joe Pool Reservoir

Cedar Hill Manufacturing Sales (not
connected)

Manufacturing

Joe Pool Reservoir

Duncanville Manufacturing Sales (not
connected)

Manufacturing

Joe Pool Reservoir

Grand Prairie Manufacturing Sales

Manufacturing

Navarro Mills Reservoir

Corsicana

Municipal

Navarro Mills Reservoir

Dawson

Municipal

Navarro Mills Reservoir

Corsicana Manufacturing Sales

Manufacturing

Navarro Mills Reservoir

Texas Industries

Manufacturing

Lake Livingston Livingston (TXU-Fairfield) S.E. Power
Reuse Customers Dalas Co. URD Reuse
Reuse Customers Ennis Reuse
Reuse Customers Waxahachie Reuse
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North Texas Municipal Water District (NTMWD)
The customers of North Texas MWD are listed in Table }4. The known customers
buying water from NTMWD customers are also included in the table. The NTMWD can

currently deliver al of the district’s reliable supply from Lake Lavon/Reuse system, Lake

Texoma, and Lake Chapman. The contracts between NTMWD and its customer cities do

not include upper or lower limits regarding amount of water that is available to each

customer. The current supplies available from NTMWD are adequate to meet year 2000
demands of all their customers, but additional supplies will be needed to meet 2010

demands.
Table J-4
North Texas Municipal Water District Customers
Type of Water
Sour ce Customer Use

Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |Allen Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman K aufman Four One Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |- Crandall Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |- College Mound WSC Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |- Gastonia-Scurry WSC Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |- Rose Hill WSC Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |Fairview Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |Farmersville Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |- Caddo Park Water System Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |- North Farmersville WSC Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |- Caddo Basin SUD Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |Forney Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |- Bedev KesaWSC Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |- High Point WSC Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |- Taty WSC Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |- Markout WSC Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |Frisco Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |Garland Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |Kaufman Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |- Oak Grove Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |- Becker-Jiba WSC Municipal
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Table J-4, Continued

Type of Water
Sour ce Customer Use
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |- North Kaufman WSC Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |- Kings Creek WSC Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |- Southeast Kaufman WSC Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |Lucas Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |McKinney Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |- North Collin WSC Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |- - S. Grayson WSC Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |- Danville WSC Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |Mesquite Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman  [Murphy Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |North Collin WSC Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |- Mélissa Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |- New Hope Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman  |Parker Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |Plano Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman  |Princeton Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |- CulleokaWSC Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |[Rockwall Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |- Mt Zion WSC Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |- Blacklands WSC Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |- RCH WSC Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |- - Hegth Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |Richardson Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |[Rowlett Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |Royse City Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |- BHPWSC Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |- Josephine Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |Sachse Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |Sunnyvale Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman [Wylie Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |College Mound WSC Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |Forney Lake WSC Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |Rose Hill WSC Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |Cash WSC Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman [Mt. Zion WSC Municipal
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Table J-4, continued

Type of Water
Sour ce Customer Use
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |Caddo Basin SUD Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |East Fork SUD Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |Fate Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman  |[Josephine Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |Lavon WSC Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |Milligan WSC Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |NevadaWSC Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |S. Grayson WSC Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |Seis Lagos MUD Municipal
Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman |Wylie Northeast WSC Municipal

Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman

Allen Manufacturing Sales

Manufacturing

Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman

Coallin County Other Manufacturing

Manufacturing

Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman

Forney Manufacturing Sales

Manufacturing

Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman

Frisco Manufacturing Sales

Manufacturing

Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman

Garland Manufacturing Sales

Manufacturing

Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman

Kaufman Manufacturing Sales

Manufacturing

Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman

McKinney Manufacturing Sales

Manufacturing

Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman

Mesquite Manufacturing Sales

Manufacturing

Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman

Other Manufacturing Sales

Manufacturing

Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman

Plano Manufacturing Sales

Manufacturing

Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman

Richardson Manufacturing Sales

Manufacturing

Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman

Rockwall Manufacturing Sales

Manufacturing

Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman

Rowlett Manufacturing Sales

Manufacturing

Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman

Royse City Manufacturing Sales

Manufacturing

Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman

Sunnyvale Manufacturing Sales

Manufacturing

Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman

Wylie Manufacturing Sales

Manufacturing

Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman

Garland Power Sales CE Newman

S.E. Power

Lake Lavon/Reuse, Texoma & Chapman

Power Plant (Garland) Ray Olinger

S.E. Power

Dallas Water Utilities

The DWU water system is comprised of two separate water systems. The Elm

Fork/Lake Grapevine System includes Ray Roberts, Lewisville, and Grapevine

Reservoirs. Lake Ray Hubbard and Lake Tawakoni are operated as a system, but they
are treated as separate sources due to TWDB regulations. Table J5 lists the DWU
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customers. The firm yield of DWU'’s currently connected supplies is less than the year
2000 demands for DWU and its customers. To meet year 2000 demands, DWU wiill

make use of the yield available from current return flows of treated wastewater around its

lakes, which amounts to 49,300 acre-feet per year. Most of the DWU customer contracts

expire between the years 2012 and 2022. Other projects are currently underway to add to

the reliable supply available to DWU:

Irving and Upper Trinity RWD are constructing transmission facilities to bring
Lake Chapman water to Lake Lewisville, which will make 65,700 acre-feet per

year available by 2003.

DWU is currently designing transmission facilities from Lake Fork, which will
make 120,000 acre-feet available in the near future.

TableJ-5
Dallas Water Utilities Customers and Supply Sour ces
Type of Water
Source Customer Use
Elm Fork Trinity River System Addison Municipal
Elm Fork Trinity River System Carrollton Municipal
Elm Fork Trinity River System Dallas Municipal
Elm Fork Trinity River System Denton Municipal
Elm Fork Trinity River System Denton (raw water) Municipal
Elm Fork Trinity River System Farmers Branch Municipal
Elm Fork Trinity River System Flower Mound Municipal
Elm Fork Trinity River System Grand Prairie Municipal
Elm Fork Trinity River System Irving Municipal
Elm Fork Trinity River System Lewisville Municipal
Elm Fork Trinity River System Lewisville (raw water) Municipal
Elm Fork Trinity River System The Colony Municipal
Elm Fork Trinity River System TRA/Coppell Municipal
Elm Fork Trinity River System D/FW Airport Municipal
Elm Fork Trinity River System Naval Air Municipal
Elm Fork Trinity River System Community WSC Municipal
Elm Fork Trinity River System UTRWD Municipal
Elm Fork Trinity River System - Aubrey Municipal
Elm Fork Trinity River System - Argyle Municipal
Elm Fork Trinity River System - Bartonville WSC Municipal
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Table J-5, continued

Type of Water
Source Customer Use
Elm Fork Trinity River System -- Bartonville Municipal
Elm Fork Trinity River System -- Copper Canyon Municipal
Elm Fork Trinity River System -- Double Oak Municipal
Elm Fork Trinity River System - Corinth Municipal
Elm Fork Trinity River System - Denton Municipal
Elm Fork Trinity River System - FHower Mound Municipal
Elm Fork Trinity River System - Highland Village Municipal
Elm Fork Trinity River System - Oak Point Municipal
Elm Fork Trinity River System - Lake CitiesMUA Municipal
Elm Fork Trinity River System -- Hickory Creek Municipal
Elm Fork Trinity River System -- Lake Ddllas Municipal
Elm Fork Trinity River System -- Shady Shores Municipal
Elm Fork Trinity River System - Lincoln Park Municipal
Elm Fork Trinity River System - Mustang WSC Municipal
Elm Fork Trinity River System -- Crossroads Municipal
Elm Fork Trinity River System -- Lincoln Municipal
Elm Fork Trinity River System - Denton County FWSD 1A Municipal

Elm Fork Trinity River System

Addison Manufacturing Sales

Manufacturing

Elm Fork Trinity River System

Carrollton Manufacturing Sales

Manufacturing

Elm Fork Trinity River System

Dallas Manufacturing Sales

Manufacturing

Elm Fork Trinity River System

Farmers Branch Manufacturing Sales

Manufacturing

Elm Fork Trinity River System

Grand Prairie Manufacturing Sales

Manufacturing

Elm Fork Trinity River System

Irving Manufacturing Sales

Manufacturing

Elm Fork Trinity River System

Trinity Industries

Manufacturing

Elm Fork Trinity River System

Lewisville Manufacturing Sales

Manufacturing

Elm Fork Trinity River System

Denton Manufacturing Sales

Manufacturing

Elm Fork Trinity River System

UTRWD Manufacturing Sales

Manufacturing

Elm Fork Trinity River System North Lake Plant (TXU) S.E. Power
Elm Fork Trinity River System Parkdale Plant (TXU) S.E. Power
Elm Fork Trinity River System Denton Power Sales S.E. Power
Elm Fork Trinity River System UTRWD Power Sales S.E. Power
Lake Ray Hubbard & Lake Tawakoni |Cedar Hill Municipal
Lake Ray Hubbard & Lake Tawakoni |- Ovilla Municipal
Lake Ray Hubbard & Lake Tawakoni |[Cockrell Hill Municipal
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Table J-5, continued

Type of Water
Source Customer Use
Lake Ray Hubbard & Lake Tawakoni |[Combine (Combine WSC) Municipal
Lake Ray Hubbard & Lake Tawakoni |Dallas Municipal
Lake Ray Hubbard & Lake Tawakoni |Dallas Co. WCID #6 Municipal
Lake Ray Hubbard & Lake Tawakoni |- Balch Springs Municipal
Lake Ray Hubbard & Lake Tawakoni |De Soto Municipal
Lake Ray Hubbard & Lake Tawakoni |Duncanville Municipal
Lake Ray Hubbard & Lake Tawakoni |Glenn Heights Municipal
Lake Ray Hubbard & Lake Tawakoni |- Oak Leaf Municipal
Lake Ray Hubbard & Lake Tawakoni |Hutchins Municipal
Lake Ray Hubbard & Lake Tawakoni |Lancaster Municipal
Lake Ray Hubbard & Lake Tawakoni |Seagoville Municipal

Lake Ray Hubbard & Lake Tawakoni

Cedar Hill Manufacturing Sales

Manufacturing

Lake Ray Hubbard & Lake Tawakoni

Dallas Manufacturing Sales

Manufacturing

Lake Ray Hubbard & Lake Tawakoni

De Soto Manufacturing Sales

Manufacturing

Lake Ray Hubbard & Lake Tawakoni (Duncanville Manufacturing Sales Manufacturing
Lake Ray Hubbard & Lake Tawakoni |[Hutchins Manufacturing Sales Manufacturing
Lake Ray Hubbard & Lake Tawakoni |Lancaster Manufacturing Sales Manufacturing
Lake Ray Hubbard & Lake Tawakoni |Dallas Power Sales S.E. Power

County by County Discussion

Collin County

The magority of Coallin County’s water supply is provided by the North Texas
Municipal Water District. The NTMWD System supplies water to Allen, Fairview,

Farmersville, Frisco, Garland, Lucas, McKinney, Melissa, Murphy, New Hope, Parker,

Plano, Princeton, Richardson, Royse City, Sachse, Wylie, county other, manufacturing,

and steam electric power. The DWU EIm Fork/Lake Grapevine System serves the City

of Dallas in Collin County. A small portion of the surface water is provided through

irrigation local supply, stock ponds for livestock, and other surface water for mining.

The groundwater supply is composed of the Trinity and Woodbine aquifers. The

Trinity Aquifer has enough water to allocate to the water user groups based on their

pumping capacity or 125% of their historical groundwater use. The Trinity Aquifer
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serves Anna, Celina, county other, livestock, and steam electric power. The Woodbine
Aquifer is being over-pumped and the amount of water allocated to the entities using this
aquifer was reduced evenly. The Woodbine Aquifer provides water to Blue Ridge,
Melissa, Prosper, county other, and manufacturing. Other groundwater provides water

for livestock purposes.

Cooke County
Cooke County relies primarily on groundwater. The exceptions to this rule include
irrigation local supply, stock ponds for livestock, and other surface water for mining

pUrpOSes.

In both the Trinity and Red River Basins, the groundwater use comes from the Trinity
Aquifer. The current use in Cooke County is more than reliable supply from the Trinity
Aquifer. The groundwater alocation was decreased from historical use for all user
groups. The Trinity Aquifer supplies water to Gainesville, Lindsay, Muenster, Valley

View, county other, irrigation, livestock, manufacturing, and mining.

Dallas County
The largest source of surface water supply in Dalas County is the DWU system.

Other surface supplies include the NTMWD system, Dallas County Park Cities MUD’s
Lake Grapevine supply, TRA’s Joe Pool Lake, TXU’s Mountain Creek Lake, reuse from
TRA’s Central Wastewater Treatment Plant, and other sources. DWU serves water to
Addison, Balch Springs, Carrollton, Cedar Hill, Cockrell Hill, Combine, Coppell, Dallas,
De Soto, Duncanville, Farmers Branch, Glenn Heights, Grand Prairie, Hutchins, Irving,
Lancaster, Lewisville, Ovilla, Seagoville, county other, manufacturing, and steam electric
power. TRA’s Joe Pool Lake supplies Grand Prairie. The NTMWD serves Garland,
Mesqguite, Richardson, Rowlett, Sachse, Sunnyvale, county other, manufacturing, and
steam electric power. The Cities of Highland Park and University Park depend on Dallas
County Park Cities MUD’s Lake Grapevine supply. The City of Grapevine uses its own
supply from Lake Grapevine. Grapevine also uses TRA’s water supply in Tarrant
County but not in Dallas County. Loca surface supplies provide water for irrigation,

livestock, and mining purposes. TXU’s Mountain Creek Lake provides water for steam
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electric purposes. Treated wastewater effluent from TRA’s Central Regional Wastewater
Treatment Plant effluent is used to irrigate landscaped areas and golf courses and to

maintain canal and lake levelsin Las Colinasin Irving.

The groundwater supply in Dallas County includes water from the Trinity and
Woodbine aquifers. The Trinity Aquifer was limited by supply, and the amount allocated
to the users was decreased from historical use. The Trinity Aquifer provides water for
Carrollton, Cedar Hill, De Soto, Grand Prairie, Lancaster, Wilmer, county other,
manufacturing, mining, and steam electric power. Use from the Woodbine Aquifer has
been less than the reliable supply. The Woodbine Aquifer supplies Cedar Hill, Glenn
Heights, county other, livestock, and manufacturing. Other groundwater provides water

supply for county other and irrigation purposes.

Denton County

The surface water in Denton County is provided mostly by the City of Denton’syield
in Lake Ray Roberts and Lake Lewisville, the DWU Elm Fork/Lake Grapevine System
(partly through Upper Trinity RWD), the NTMWD system, and TRWD’s Wed Fork
system. Denton’s supply is based on their water rights in Lake Ray Roberts and Lake
Lewisvillee. DWU’'s Elm Fork/Lake Grapevine System serves Argyle, Aubrey,
Bartonville, Copper Canyon, Corinth, Crossroads, Denton, Double Oak, Flower Mound,
Hickory Creek, Highland Village, Lake Dallas, Lincoln Park, Oak Point, Shady Shores,
county other, manufacturing, and steam electric power through sales to UTRWD.
UTRWD supplies Sanger with water contracted from Denton. Upper Trinity RWD has
the option to buy surplus water from Denton. This option is applied in the year 2000 to
alleviate some of the shortage in that year. The DWU Elm Fork/Lake Grapevine System
supplies water directly to Carrollton, Dallas, Denton, Flower Mound, Lewisville, The
Colony, and manufacturing. The NTMWD System provides water for Frisco and Plano.
The Fort Worth portion of the West Fork System supplies Northlake, Roanoke,
Southlake, Trophy Club, and county other. Surface water is also obtained from irrigation
local supply, stock ponds, and other surface water for mining purposes. Reuse of treated

wastewater supplies water for golf course irrigation and steam electric power.
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The groundwater use in Denton County is from the Trinity and Woodbine aquifers.
Denton County is located in the Trinity River Basin. Both aquifers are being over-used
and will not be able to maintain a reliable supply at the current rate. The water allocated
to water users of these sources in Denton County was decreased to match the reliable
available supply. The Trinity Aquifer provides water supply for Argyle, Aubrey,
Bartonville, Carrollton, Copper Canyon, Corinth, Double Oak, Hickory Creek, Highland
Village, Justin, Krugerville, Krum, Lake Dallas, Lincoln Park, Oak Point, Pilot Point,
Ponder, Roanoke, Sanger, Shady Shores, The Colony, Trophy Club, county other,
livestock, manufacturing, and mining. The Woodbine Aquifer supplies water to Hebron,
Little EIm, Northlake, county other, irrigation, and livestock. Other groundwater is used
by county other.

Ellis County

DWU, TRA, Fort Worth, TRWD, and Waxahachie provide most of the surface water
used in Ellis County. The DWU systems provide water supply to Cedar Hill, Glenn
Heights, Grand Prairie, Oak Leaf, and Ovilla. TRA’s Joe Pool Lake supplies water to
Cedar Hill, Grand Prairie, Midlothian Water District, Duncanville, county other, and
manufacturing. However, only two entities have the facilities to withdraw and use the
water. Parts of Ferris and Red Oak purchase water from Midlothian Water District.
TRA’s Lake Bardwell supplies Ennis, Waxahachie, county other, and manufacturing.
TRA also has contracted with eleven entities in Ellis County to buy water from the
Tarrant Regional Water District pipeline. The City of Mansfield relies on water supplied
by TRWD from the Cedar Creek/Richland-Chambers System. Lake Waxahachie
supplies water to the City of Waxahachie and to manufacturing. Other surface water
comes from irrigation local supply and stock ponds. Waxahachie also reuses treated

wastewater effluent.

Groundwater in Ellis County is pumped from the Woodbine and Trinity Aquifers.
Both aguifers are limited by reliable supply in Ellis County. Thus, alocations to all
groundwater users were restricted proportionally. The Woodbine Aquifer supplies water
to Ferris, Glenn Heights, Italy, Maypearl, Milford, Palmer, Red Oak, county other,
livestock, manufacturing, and mining. The Trinity Aquifer provides water for Cedar Hill,
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Grand Prairie, Italy, Midlothian, county other, irrigation, and manufacturing. Other

groundwater supplies Milford, Pecan Hill, and county other.

Fannin County

The surface water sources in Fannin County include Lake Bonham, irrigation local
supply, stock ponds for livestock, local supply for mining, and Lake Texoma for power.
Lake Bonham serves Bonham, county other, and manufacturing needs. Lake Texoma
also provides water for the TXU Valley Power Plant.

Most of the water supply in Fannin County is based on groundwater sources. The
groundwater sources include the Trinity and Woodbine Aquifers. Both aquifers have
enough water available to accommodate the water supply needs of Fannin County. The
Trinity Aquifer supplies water to county other and livestock. The Woodbine Aquifer
provides water supply for Honey Grove, Leonard, Savoy, Trenton, county other,
livestock, manufacturing, and steam electric power. Other groundwater is used for

irrigation purposes.

Freestone County

The surface water supply in Freestone County consists of local reservoirs. The City
of Teague has historically used water from Teague City Lake, but this source is not
considered a reliable supply during a drought of record and is assumed to have an
alocation of zero. The City of Wortham uses water from Wortham Lake, but this source
is considered to be unreliable during a drought of record and the allocation is assumed to
be zero. The City of Wortham also buys water from Mexia. Lake Fairfield and a
diversion from the Trinity River (based on TRA’s supply in Lake Livingston) supply the
TXU Brown Power Plant. Other local surface supply sources provide water for
irrigation, livestock, and mining purposes. Winkler WSC buys surface water from
TRWD'’s Cedar Creek/Richland-Chambers System.

The majority of the water user groups in Freestone County rely on groundwater. The
Carrizo-Wilcox, Queen City, and other aquifers supply the county with groundwater and

are not limited by water availability. The Carrizo-Wilcox Aquifer provides water for
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Fairfield, Teague, county other, irrigation, livestock, mining, and steam electric power.

The Queen City and other aquifers supply water for livestock purposes.

Grayson County

Some surface water is used in Grayson County. The City of Denison relies
completely on surface water from Lake Texoma and Lake Randell. The City of
Pottsboro buys some surface water from Denison’'s share of Lake Randell. The City of
Sherman buys surface water from the Greater Texoma Utility Authority’s share of Lake
Texoma. The categories of county other and manufacturing also use water from Lake
Texoma. Irrigation local supply and livestock depend on local surface waters. Some of
the water used for manufacturing comes from Lake Texoma and Lake Randell. Reuse

water is used for irrigating a Denison golf course.

The mgjority of the water user groups in Grayson County rely on groundwater to
meet their water needs. Both the Trinity and Woodbine Aquifers are currently used
beyond their long-term, dependable supplies. The Trinity Aquifer provides water to
Bells, Callinsville, Gunter, Sherman, Tioga, Van Alstyne, Whitesboro, and county other.
The Trinity Aquifer aso provides water for irrigation and mining purposes. The
Woodbine Aquifer supplies water to Bells, Howe, Luella, Pottsboro, Sherman,
Southmayd, Tom Bean, Van Alstyne, Whitewright, and county other. Livestock,
manufacturing, and mining also use water from the Woodbine Aquifer. Other aguifer

also supplies county other.

Henderson County

Several surface water sources are used in Henderson County. The City of Athens
uses water from Lake Athens. Lake Athens water is also used for manufacturing
purposes. The Cedar Creek/Richland-Chambers system provides water to Gun Barrel
City, Mabank, Payne Springs, Seven Points, Tool, Trinidad, and county other. Trinidad
City Lake supplies water to the City of Trinidad. Local surface water supplies provide
water for irrigation, livestock, and mining. The TXU Forest Grove steam electric power
plant has contracts to obtain water from the Cedar Creek/Richland-Chambers system and
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water rights to use Lake Forest Grove. Lake Trinidad also provides water for steam

electric power purposes.

Groundwater supplies are used fairly extensively, but the sources are not currently
being pumped beyond their dependable yield. The Carrizo-Wilcox Aquifer supplies
water to Athens, Eustace, Malakoff, and county other. Irrigation, livestock,
manufacturing, mining, and steam electric power aso rely on the Carrizo-Wilcox
Aquifer. Livestock also uses water from the Queen City Aquifer. Other groundwater
supplies county other and livestock purposes.

Jack County

The two cities with populations greater than 500 depend on surface water. Bryson
uses water from Lake Bryson. Jacksboro uses water from their own rights in the Lost
Creek/Jacksboro system and from upstream diversion under TRWD’s Lake Bridgeport.
County other uses some water from the Lost Creek/Jacksboro system. Loca surface
water supplies provide water to irrigation, livestock, and mining purposes. Some water is
being reused by Jacksboro for irrigation purposes.

Jack County has enough groundwater supplies to meet projected future demands for
groundwater. County other depends on the Trinity Aquifer. Irrigation, livestock, and

mining depend on other groundwater.

Kaufman County

Almost al of Kaufman County uses surface water supply. The DWU’s Lake Ray
Hubbard and Lake Tawakoni provide water to Combine and Dalas. The NTMWD
System provides water to Crandall, Forney, Kaufman, Oak Grove, county other, and
manufacturing. The TRWD Cedar Creek/Richland-Chambers system supplies water to
Kemp, Mabank, and county other. Lake Tawakoni provides water to Terrell and county
other. Lake Terrell supplies water to the City of Terrell and the manufacturing category.
Local water supplies are used to supply water for irrigation, livestock, and mining
purposes. Reuse water is being used for irrigation purposes by a golf course and a

country club.
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Very little groundwater is used in Kaufman County. Other groundwater is used for
county other. The water in the Nacatoch Aquifer is used for irrigationand livestock. The

Woodbine Aquifer provides water for livestock purposes.

Navarro County

The mgority of the cities in Navarro County rely on surface water for water supply.
TRA’s Navarro Mills Reservoir provides water to Blooming Grove, Corsicana, Dawson,
Frost, Kerens, Rice, county other, and manufacturing, mostly by resale from Corsicana.
Lake Halbert supplies water to Corsicana, county other, and manufacturing. Corsicana
also has water rights in Richland-Chambers Reservoir, but the infrastructure is not in
place to use this water. The TRWD Cedar Creek/Richland-Chambers system provides

water to county other. Irrigation and livestock usersrely on local surface waters.

Groundwater is also used in Navarro County, although in much smaller proportions
than surface water use. The City of Frost uses the Woodbine Aquifer as a backup to their
surface water supply. County other uses the Woodbine and Trinity Aquifers. The
Carrizo-Wilcox Aquifer is used for livestock and mining. Livestock and mining also use
water from the Nacatoch Aquifer. Other groundwater is used for livestock and
manufacturing supplies.

Parker County

The surface water supply in Parker County is provided mostly by Tarrant Regional
Water District systems. The TRWD West Fork System supplies Azle, Briar, Reno,
Springtown, and county other. The TRWD portion of Lake Bridgeport supplies water to
county other. Minera Wells obtains its water from Lake Palo Pinto in Region G, which
also supplies some water for county other, and manufacturing. Weatherford receives
water from Lake Weatherford. Lake Weatherford also provided water for manufacturing
and steam electric power purposes. Loca surface water supplies provide water for
irrigation, livestock, and mining. Lake Possum Kingdom in Region G provides water for

mining purposes in Parker County.

The Trinity, Woodbine, and other groundwater in the Trinity River Basin of Parker
County are al being over-pumped. Therefore, the amount of water alocated from these
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sources to users is decreased from their historical use. The Trinity Aquifer in the Trinity
Basin provides water to Aledo, Hudson Oaks, Reno, Springtown, Willow Park, county
other, irrigation, livestock, manufacturing, and mining. The Woodbine Aquifer in the
Trinity Basin supplies county other. Other groundwater in the Trinity Basin supplies

Anetta and county other.

The Trinity, Woodbine, and other groundwater in the Brazos Basin of Parker County
do not have problems with the availability of water based on their current pumping
capabilities. The Trinity Aquifer in the Brazos Basin supplies county other, irrigation,
livestock, and manufacturing. The Woodbine Aquifer in the Brazos Basin provides water

for county other. Other groundwater in the Brazos Basin supplies water to county other.

Rockwall County

The surface water in Rockwall County is supplied mostly by NTMWD. The
NTMWD System provides water to Heath, Rockwall, Rowlett, Royse City, Wylie, and
county other. The NTMWD System also supplies water for manufacturing purposes.
DWU'’s Lake Ray Hubbard and Lake Tawakoni supply the City of Dallas. Local surface

water supplies provide water for livestock and mining purposes.

The groundwater supply in Rockwall County is not limited by aquifer availability.
All of the groundwater comes from other groundwater, which supplies county other and
livestock.

Tarrant County

The majority of the surface water is provided by TRWD and the City of Fort Worth,
which buys al of its water from TRWD. The TRA buys water from TRWD’s Cedar
Creek/Richland-Chambers System. The TRWD Cedar Creek/Richland-Chambers
System provides water to Arlington, Benbrook, Blue Mound, Fort Worth, Mansfield,
county other, manufacturing, and steam electric power. Fort Worth in turn uses the
Cedar Creek/Richland-Chambers System to provide water to Burleson, Crowley,
Daworthington Gardens, Edgecliff Village, Everman, Forest Hill, Hurst, Keller, North
Richland Hills, Richland Hills, Watauga, county other, and manufacturing. TRA sells
water from its portion of Cedar Creek/Richland-Chambers water to Bedford, Colleyville,
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Euless, Grapevine, North Richland Hills, county other, and manufacturing. Arlington
sellsasmall part of its water supply from Cedar Creek/Richland-Chambers System to the
City of Mansfield. The TRWD West Fork System supplies water to Azle, Briar, Fort
Worth, River Oaks, county other, manufacturing, mining, and steam electric power. The
Fort Worth portion of the West Fork System serves Haltom City, Hadlet, Keller, Lake
Worth Village, Saginaw, Sansom Park Village, Southlake, Westworth Village, White
Settlement, county other, and manufacturing. Lake Benbrook supplies Benbrook, Fort
Worth, county other, and manufacturing. DWU supplies treated water to Grand Prairie,
and part of Grand Prairie is in Tarrart County. Lake Grapevine supplies water to
Grapevine and county other. Lake Arlington is used for terminal storage in TRWD's
system which limits its reliable supply. Local surface waters provide supply to irrigation,
mining, and livestock. Reuse is used for manufacturing purposes and for irrigating golf

courses.

All of the groundwater in Tarrant County is in the Trinity Basin. The available
supply allocated from both the Trinity and Woodbine Aquifers is limited by aquifer
supply. The Trinity Aquifer provides water for Bedford, Benbrook, Colleyville,
Crowley, Daworthington Gardens, Euless, Everman, Grand Prairie, Haslet, Hurst,
Kennedale, Lake Worth Village, North Richland Hills, Pantego, Pelican Bay, Richland
Hills, Sansom Park Village, White Settlement, county other, irrigation, livestock,
manufacturing, and steam electric power. The Woodbine and other aquifers supply water

to county other.

Wise County

The surface water supply in Wise County is based mainly on TRWD supplies. The
TRWD West Fork System supplies water to Briar. TRWD’s Lake Bridgeport provides
water for Bridgeport, Chico, Decatur, and county other. Irrigation, manufacturing, and
mining water needs are met by other local supply and Lake Bridgeport. Livestock water
use depends local stock ponds. Steam electric power is supplied by TRWD’s Bridgeport
Loca supply.

All of the groundwater in Wise County is limited by available supply to less than
what has been used historicaly. The Trinity Aquifer supplies Alvord, Boyd, Chico,
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Newark, Rhome, county other, irrigation, livestock, and mining. Other groundwater

supplies Aurora and manufacturing.
Johnson County

Johnson County is located in Region G just south of Tarrant County. Region C is
responsible for supplying surface water to the portions of Burleson and Mansfield located
in Region G. The City of Burleson relies on Fort Worth's share of Cedar
Creek/Richland-Chambers water supply. TRWD supplies Cedar Creek/Richland-
Chambers water to the City of Mansfield. For both cities, the amount of surface water
allocated meets the projected demands.

Key to Texas Water Development Board Codes in TWDB Table 5
County Number Code
The Texas Water Development Board (TWDB) assigned county code numbers to

every county in Texas. The following counties are included in Region C (Johnson

County is actually in Region G, but Region C is responsible for supplying two cities with

surface water):
43  Cadllin
49  Cooke
57 Dadlas
61 Denton
70 Ellis
74  Fannin
81  Freestone
91 Grayson
107 Henderson
119  Jack
126  Johnson
129 Kaufman
175 Navarro
184  Parker
199  Rockwall
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220 Tarrant
249 Wise

Basin Numbers

The TWDB also assigned numbers to correspond to the various river basins in Texas.

The following are the river basins in Region C:

Red River Basin
Sulphur River Basin
Sabine River Basin
Neches River Basin
Trinity River Basin
12  Brazos River Basin

0 OO w N

Major Water Provider Numbers

The TWDB assigned identification numbers for all of the entities determined to be
Major Water Providers within their regions. The following are the five Maor Water
Providersin Region C:

160  North Texas Municipal Water District
171  Trinity River Authority
190 Tarrant Regiona Water District
206800 Dallas Water Utilities
298900 City of Fort Worth

Regional Water Planning Groups

The TWDB divided the State of Texas into 16 regions in Senate Bill One (SB1) for
the purpose of water planning. The following are the 16 SB1 regions:

Panhandle Water Planning Group

Region B Water Planning Group

Region C Water Planning Group

North East Texas Regional Water Planning Group

OO w>»
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Far West Texas Water Planning Group
Region F Water Planning Group
Brazos G Water Planning Group
Region H Water Planning Group

East Texas Water Planning Group
Plateau Water Planning Group

Lower Colorado Water Planning Group

South Central Texas Water Planning Group

Rio Grande Water Planning Group
Coastal Bend Water Planning Group
LIano-Estacado Water Planning Group
Lavaca Water Planning Group

Specific Source Identifier

The TWDB has developed an encoding theme for the various water supply sources

throughout the State. Water supply systems were assigned identification numbers by the
TWDB. Reservoirs and reuse projects were also assigned codes based on the number of
the river basin in which they are located and the TWDB assigned location along that river

or stream. The Irrigation Local Supply code is a combination of the county number and
the TWDB code “996". The Livestock Local Supply and Other Local Supply begin with
the basin number in which the supply is located followed by the code “997" or “999”,
respectively. The groundwater supplies are encoded with the county number followed by

the aquifer code. The following are the specific source identifiers used in the Region C
version of TWDB Table 5:

02220
020C0
02230P
02240
02270
02997
02999
030C0
03997
04328
04329

Hubert H Moss Lake

Lake Texoma (NTMWD)

Lake Texoma

Lake Randall

Lake Bonham

Livestock Loca Supply (Red Basin)
Other Loca Supply (Red Basin)
Chapman (NTMWD)

Livestock Local Supply (Sulphur Basin)

Trinity Aquifer (Collin County)
Woodbine Aquifer (Collin County)
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043996  Irrigation Loca Supply (Collin County)
04928  Trinity Aquifer (Cooke County)
049996  Irrigation Loca Supply (Cooke County)
05010P  Lake Tawakoni
05722  Other Groundwater (Dallas County)
05728  Trinity Aquifer (Dallas County)
05729  Woodbine Aquifer (Dalas County)
057996  Irrigation Loca Supply (Dallas County)
05997  Livestock Loca Supply (Sabine Basin)
05999  Other Loca Supply (Sabine Basin)
06010  Lake Athens
06122  Other Groundwater (Denton County)
06128  Trinity Aquifer (Denton County)
06129  Woodbine Aquifer (Denton County)
061996  Irrigation Local Supply (Denton County)
07022  Other Groundwater (Ellis County)
07028  Trinity Aquifer (Ellis County)
07029  Woodbine Aquifer (Ellis County)
070996 Irrigation Loca Supply (Ellis County)
07422  Other Groundwater (Fannin County)
07428  Trinity Aquifer (Fannin County)
07429  Woodbine Aquifer (Fannin County)
074996  Irrigation Local Supply (Fannin County)
080CO  Lake Lavon/Reuse
08010P  Bridgeport Loca Supply
08050  Lake Weatherford
08060  Lake Benbrook
08070  Lake Grapevine
08100P  Lake Ray Roberts
08110  Carrizo-Wilcox Aquifer (Freestone County)
08110P  Lake Lewisville
08120  Lake Arlington
08122  Other Groundwater (Freestone County)
08124  Queen City Aquifer (Freestone County)
08130  Joe Pool Lake
08140  Mountain Creek Lake
08180 Lake Terell
081996 Irrigation Loca Supply (Freestone County)
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08200
08210
08220
08230
08290
08390
08400
08410
08420
08640
086C0
086D0
08190P
08700
08997
08999
09122
09128
09129
091996
10710
10722
10724
107996
11922
11928
119996
12150
12160
12170
12860
12870
12920
12922
12929
12997
12999
129996

Lake Waxahachie

Lake Bardwell

Lake Halbert

Navarro Mills Reservoir

Lost Creek/Jacksboro System

Lake Trinidad

Livingston (TXU-Fairfield)

Forest Grove

Lake Fairfield

Lake Clark

West Fork less Bridgeport Local

Elm Fork/Lake Grapevine System

Cedar Creek/Richland-Chambers System
Wortham Lake

Livestock Local Supply

Other Local Supply (Trinity Basin)

Other Groundwater (Grayson County)
Trinity Aquifer (Grayson County)
Woodbine Aquifer (Grayson County)
Irrigation Loca Supply (Grayson County)
Carrizo-Wilcox Aquifer Henderson County)
Other Groundwater (Henderson County)
Queen City Aquifer (Henderson County)
Irrigation Loca Supply (Henderson County)
Other Groundwater (Jack County)

Trinity Aquifer (Jack County)

Irrigation Local Supply (Jack County)
Possum Kingdom (BRA)

Lake Palo Pinto

Lake Mineral Wells

Teague City Lake

Lake Bryson

Nacatoch Aquifer (Kaufman County)
Other Groundwater (Kaufman County)
Woodbine Aquifer (Kaufman County)
Livestock Loca Supply (Kaufman County)
Other Local Supply (Kaufman County)
Irrigation Local Supply (Kaufman County)
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17510
17520
17522
17528
17529
175996
18422
18428
18429
184996
19922
22022
22028
22029
220996
24922
24928
249996
35081
36055
36132
36142
36146
36147
36147
A08195

Carrizo-Wilcox Aquifer (Navarro County)
Nacatoch Aquifer (Navarro County)
Other Groundweater (Navarro County)
Trinity Aquifer (Navarro County)
Woodbine Aquifer (Navarro County)
Irrigation Local Supply (Navarro County)
Other Groundwater (Parker County)
Trinity Aquifer (Parker County)
Woodbine Aquifer (Parker County)
Irrigation Loca Supply (Parker County)
Other Groundwater (Rockwall County)
Other Groundwater (Tarrant County)
Trinity Aquifer (Tarrant County)
Woodbine Aquifer (Tarrant County)
Irrigation Loca Supply (Tarrant County)
Other Groundwater (Wise County)
Trinity Aquifer (Wise County)

Irrigation Local Supply (Wise County)
Indirect Reuse

Reuse (Grayson County)

Reuse (Denton County)

Reuse (Kaufman County)

Reuse (Tarrant County)

Reuse (Rockwall County)

Reuse (Tarrant County)

Trinidad City Lake
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TWDB Table5
Supply Available by Water User Group

A B C D E F G H I J K L M N 0 P Q R S T
Location
Major Water of
Provider | Location |Groundwa| Location
Regional Type of | Number | of Supply ter Supply [of Supply Available [ Available | Available | Available | Available | Available
Water User Water Water (TWDB Source | Source | Source | Specific Supply for | Supply for | Supply for | Supply for | Supply for | Supply for
Group Partial Planning  [Sequence| City County | COUNTY Basin BASIN | Supply Alpha (RWPG | (County | (Basin Source Specific  |PURCHASE| the Year the Year the Year the Year the Year the Year
Water User Group USE Identifier County | Group Letter | Number | Number | Number NAME Number | NAME | Source | Number) | Letter) | Number) [ Number) | ldentifier | Source Name | D FROM |2000 (AcFt) | 2010 (AcFt) [ 2020 (AcFt)| 2030 (AcFt) [ 2040 (AcFt) | 2050 (AcFt) Comments
COLLIN COUNTY
Allen MUN 30012000 C 12 8 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 C 8(080C0 Lake NTMWD 6,119 10,222 10,636 9,956 8,768 8,019(Based on NTMWD supply
Lavon/Reuse
Allen MUN 30012000 C 12 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 21020C0 Lake Texoma [NTMWD 3,382 5,720 6,021 5711 5,098 4,727(Based on NTMWD supply
Allen MUN 30012000 C 12 43|Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 31030C0 Chapman NTMWD 2,371 3,936 4113 3,872 3,429 3,155|Based on NTMWD supply
(NTMWD)
Anna MUN 30029000 C 29 813 43(Collin 8 Trinity 01 43 8104328 Trinity Aquifer |SG 121 121 121] 121 121 121|Based on pump capacity.
Anna MUN 30029000 C 29 813 43|Collin 8 Trinity 01 C 43 8104329 Woodbine SG 133 133 133 133 133 133|1 new well in near future. Available supply
Aquifer limited by aquifer supply.
Blue Ridge MUN 30094000 C 94 829 43(Collin 8 Trinity 01 C 43 8104329 Woodbine SG 82 82 82 82 82 82[Not able to get any information. Available
Aquifer supply limited by aquifer supply.

Celina MUN 30154000 C 154 103 43|Collin 8 Trinity 01 C 43 8104328 Trinity Aquifer [SG 206 206 206} 206 206 206 Based on pump capacity. Have contracted
for surface water in 3-5 yrs from UTRWD,
as soon as pipeline can be completed.

Celina MUN 30154000 C 154 103 43|Collin 8 Trinity 01 C 43 8104329 Woodbine SG 0 0 0 0 0 0| No historical use in Woodbine. Have

Aquifer contracted for surface water in 3-5 yrs from
UTRWD, as soon as pipeline can be
completed.
Dallas MUN 30227000 P ¢ 227 151 43(Collin 8 Trinity 02 206800 C 81086D0 Elm Fork/Lake [DWU 7,352 7,686 9,368 12,058 12,458 13,131{Based on DWU supply.
Grapevine
System

Dallas MUN 30227000 P C 227 151 43(Collin 8 Trinity 02 206800 C 8108170 Lake Ray DWU 0 0 0 0 0 0|Based on DWU supply.
Hubbard

Dallas MUN 30227000 P C 227 151 43|Collin 8 Trinity 02 206800 D 5105010 Tawakoni DwWU 0 0 0 0 0 0|Based on DWU supply.
(Dallas)

Fairview MUN 30291000 C 291 772 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 C 8(080C0 Lake NTMWD 459 523 460) 443 420 433|Based on NTMWD supply.
Lavon/Reuse

Fairview MUN 30291000 C 291 772 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 2{020C0 Lake Texoma |[NTMWD 254 292 261] 254 244 255(Based on NTMWD supply.

Fairview MUN 30291000 C 291 772 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 3]030C0 Chapman NTMWD 178 201 178 172 164 170(Based on NTMWD supply.
(NTMWD)

Farmersville MUN 30294000 C 294 199 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 C 8(080C0 Lake NTMWD 336 291 300) 295 285 287(Based on NTMWD supply.
Lavon/Reuse

Farmersville MUN 30294000 C 294 199 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 C 2{020C0 Lake Texoma |NTMWD 186 163 170) 169 166 169(Based on NTMWD supply.

Farmersville MUN 30294000 C 294 199 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 D 31030C0 Chapman NTMWD 130 112 116 115 112 113|Based on NTMWD supply.
(NTMWD)

Frisco MUN 30319000 P ¢ 319 221 43(Collin 8 Trinity 01 C 43 8104328 Trinity Aquifer |SG 0 0 0 0 0 0]No GW use - phone survey.

Frisco MUN 30319000 P C 319 221 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 C 8(080C0 Lake NTMWD 5,811 8,944 11,509 14,827 17,766 20,096(Based on NTMWD supply.
Lavon/Reuse
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A B C D E F G H | J K L M N 0 P Q R S T
Location
Major Water of
Provider | Location |Groundwa| Location
Regional Type of |  Number | of Supply [ter Supply [of Supply Available | Available | Available [ Available | Available | Available
Water User Water Water (TWDB Source | Source | Source | Specific Supply for | Supply for | Supply for | Supply for | Supply for | Supply for
Group Partial Planning  |Sequence| City County | COUNTY Basin BASIN | Supply Alpha (RWPG | (County | (Basin Source Specific  |PURCHASE| the Year the Year the Year the Year the Year the Year
Water User Group USE |dentifier County | Group Letter | Number | Number | Number NAME Number | NAME | Source | Number) Letter) | Number) | Number) | Identifier | Source Name [ D FROM |2000 (AcFt)| 2010 (AcFt) | 2020 (AcFt) | 2030 (AcFt) [ 2040 (AcFt) [ 2050 (AcFt) Comments
Frisco MUN 30319000 P C 319 221 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 C 2{020C0 Lake Texoma |NTMWD 3212 5,005 6,515 8,506 10,330 11,845|Based on NTMWD supply.
Frisco MUN 30319000 P C 319 221 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 D 3{030C0 Chapman NTMWD 2,252 3,444 4,451 5,766 6,949 7,907|Based on NTMWD supply.
(NTMWD)
Garland MUN 30334000 P ¢ 334 230 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 C 81080C0 Lake NTMWD 3 1 2 2 2 2|Based on NTMWD supply.
Lavon/Reuse
Garland MUN 30334000 C 334 230 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 C 21020C0 Lake Texoma [NTMWD 1 1 1 1 1{Based on NTMWD supply.
Garland MUN 30334000 C 334 230 43|Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 D 31030C0 Chapman NTMWD 1 1 1 1 1|Based on NTMWD supply.
(NTMWD)
Lucas MUN 30547000 C 547 718 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 C 8{080C0 Lake NTMWD 424 414 356) 370 362 369(Based on NTMWD supply.
Lavon/Reuse
Lucas MUN 30547000 ¢ 547 718 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 21020C0 Lake Texoma [NTMWD 234 232 201 212 211 217|Based on NTMWD supply.
Lucas MUN 30547000 C 547 718 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 3{030C0 Chapman NTMWD 164 159 137, 144 142 145(Based on NTMWD supply.
(NTMWD)
McKinney MUN 30577000 C 577 379 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 C 8(080C0 Lake NTMWD 9,105 14,497 16,688 18,413 19,426 20,480(Based on NTMWD supply.
Lavon/Reuse
McKinney MUN 30577000 ¢ 577 379 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 C 21020C0 Lake Texoma [NTMWD 5,033 8,112 9,447 10,563 11,296 12,072|Based on NTMWD supply.
McKinney MUN 30577000 C 577 379 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 3{030C0 Chapman NTMWD 3,528 5,582 6,453 7,161 7,598 8,058| Based on NTMWD supply.
(NTMWD)
Melissa MUN 30584000 C 584 914 43|Collin 8 Trinity 01 C 43 8104329 Woodbine SG 60 60 60) 60 60 60| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Aquifer
Melissa MUN 30584000 C 584 914 43(Collin 8 Trinty 03A 160 C 8{080C0 Lake North 28 47 43 43 37 34|Based on North Collin WSC (NTMWD)
Lavon/Reuse |Collins supply.
WSC
Melissa MUN 30584000 C 584 914 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03A 160 C 2{020C0 Lake Texoma |North 15 27 24 25 22 20|Based on North Collin WSC (NTMWD)
Collins supply.
WSC
Melissa MUN 30584000 C 584 914 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03A 160 D 3{030C0 Chapman North 11 18 17 17 15 13|Based on North Collin WSC (NTMWD)
(NTMWD) Collins supply.
WSC
Murphy MUN 30619000 C 619 724 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 C 81080C0 Lake NTMWD 445 827 948 937 902 896|Based on NTMWD supply.
Lavon/Reuse
Murphy MUN 30619000 C 619 724 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 C 21020C0 Lake Texoma [NTMWD 246 463 537 537 524 528|Based on NTMWD supply.
Murphy MUN 30619000 C 619 724 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 D 3{030C0 Chapman NTMWD 172 318 367| 364 353 353(Based on NTMWD supply.
(NTMWD)
New Hope MUN 30631000 C 631 923 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03A 160 C 8(080C0 Lake North 56 40 32 27 24 22|Based on North Collin WSC (NTMWD)
Lavan/Reuse |Collins supply.
WSC
New Hope MUN 30631000 C 631 923 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03A 160 C 2{020C0 Lake Texoma |North 31 23 18 16 14 13|Based on North Collin WSC (NTMWD)
Collins supply.
WSC
New Hope MUN 30631000 C 631 923 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03A 160 D 3{030C0 Chapman North 22 16 12) 11 9 9|Based on North Collin WSC (NTMWD)
(NTMWD) Collins supply.
WSC
Parker MUN 30679000 C 679 733 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 C 8{080C0 Lake NTMWD 455 870 1,241 1,738 2,182 2,557|Based on NTMWD supply.
Lavon/Reuse
Parker MUN 30679000 C 679 733 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 2{020C0 Lake Texoma |NTMWD 252 487 703 997 1,269 1,507(Based on NTMWD supply.
Parker MUN 30679000 C 679 733 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 3{030C0 Chapman NTMWD 176 335 480) 676 853 1,006(Based on NTMWD supply.
(NTMWD)
Plano MUN 30704000 P C 704 472 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 C 8(080C0 Lake NTMWD 40,133 36,892 28,926 24,231 20,889 18,857|Based on NTMWD supply.
Lavon/Reuse
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Plano MUN 30704000 P C 704 472 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 C 2{020C0 Lake Texoma |NTMWD 22,184 20,644 16,376 13,900 12,146 11,115|Based on NTMWD supply.

Plano MUN 30704000 P C 704 472 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 D 3{030C0 Chapman NTMWD 15,551 14,206 11,186 9,423 8,170 7,420|Based on NTMWD supply.
(NTMWD)

Princeton MUN 30724000 ¢ 724 487 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 C 81080C0 Lake NTMWD 256 292 326 317 296 278|Based on NTMWD supply.
Lavon/Reuse

Princeton MUN 30724000 C 724 487 43|Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 C 21020C0 Lake Texoma |NTMWD 141 163 185 182 172 164|Based on NTMWD supply.

Princeton MUN 30724000 C 724 487 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 D 3{030C0 Chapman NTMWD 99 112 126} 123 116 109(Based on NTMWD supply.
(NTMWD)

Prosper MUN 30726000 C 726 799 43|Collin 8 Trinity 01 C 43 8104329 Woodbine SG 229 229 229 229 229 229(Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Aquifer

Richardson MUN 30747000 P C 747 498 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 C 81080C0 Lake NTMWD 2,154 1,705 1,474 1,359 1,263 1,228|Based on NTMWD supply.
Lavon/Reuse

Richardson MUN 30747000 C 747 498 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 C 2{020C0 Lake Texoma |NTMWD 1,190 954 834 779 734 724(Based on NTMWD supply.

Richardson MUN 30747000 C 747 498 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 D 3{030C0 Chapman NTMWD 835 657 570) 528 494 483|Based on NTMWD supply.
(NTMWD)

Royse City MUN 30779000 P C 779 522 43(Collin 5 Sabine 03 160 C 81080C0 Lake NTMWD 36 40 43 44 44 46(Based on NTMWD supply.
Lavon/Reuse

Royse City MUN 30779000 C 779 522 43|Collin 5 Sabine 03 160 21020C0 Lake Texoma |NTMWD 20 22 25 25 26 27(Based on NTMWD supply.

Royse City MUN 30779000 C 779 522 43(Collin 5 Sabine 03 160 3{030C0 Chapman NTMWD 14 15 17 17 17 18|Based on NTMWD supply.
(NTMWD)

Sachse MUN 30784000 P ¢ 784 742 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 C 81080C0 Lake NTMWD 32 43 40) 38 38 39(Based on NTMWD supply.
Lavon/Reuse

Sachse MUN 30784000 P C 784 742 43|Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 C 21020C0 Lake Texoma |NTMWD 18 24 22 22 22 23(Based on NTMWD supply.

Sachse MUN 30784000 P C 784 742 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 D 3{030C0 Chapman NTMWD 12 16 15 15 15 15|Based on NTMWD supply.
(NTMWD)

Wylie MUN 30991000 P C 991 669 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 C 8(080C0 Lake NTMWD 1,344 1,388 1,566 1,941 2,304 2,599|Based on NTMWD supply.
Lavon/Reuse

Wylie MUN 30991000 C 991 669 43|Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 C 21020C0 Lake Texoma |NTMWD 743 777 886) 1,114 1,340 1,532|Based on NTMWD supply.

Wylie MUN 30991000 ¢ 991 669 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 D 3]030C0 Chapman NTMWD 521 535 606 755 901 1,023|Based on NTMWD supply.
(NTMWD)

County -Other MUN 30996043 C 996 757 43|Collin 5 Sabine 01 43 5104328 Trinity Aquifer [GW 125 125 125 125 125 125|Based on 125% of historical use

County -Other MUN 30996043 C 996 757 43|Collin 5 Sabine 01 C 43 5104329 Woodbine GW 94 94 94 94 94 94 Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Aquifer

County -Other MUN 30996043 C 996 757 43(Collin 5 Sabine 03 160 C 81080C0 Lake NTMWD 0 0 385 471 524 443|Based on NTMWD supply
Lavon/Reuse

County -Other MUN 30996043 C 996 757 43|Collin 5 Sabine 03 160 21020C0 Lake Texoma |NTMWD 0 218 270 305 261(Based on NTMWD supply

County -Other MUN 30996043 C 996 757 43(Collin 5 Sabine 03 160 3{030C0 Chapman NTMWD 0 149 183 205 174|Based on NTMWD supply
(NTMWD)

County -Other MUN 30996043 C 996 757 43|Collin 8 Trinity 01 C 43 8104328 Trinity Aquifer [GW 1,349 1,349 1,349 1,349 1,349 1,349(Based on 125% of max. historical use.

County -Other MUN 30996043 C 996 757 43(Collin 8 Trinity 01 C 43 8104329 Woodbine GW 1,019 1,019 1,019 1,019 1,019 1,019|Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Aquifer

County -Other MUN 30996043 C 996 757 43|Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 C 81080C0 Lake NTMWD 0 0 7,262 8,194 8,736 7,325|Based on NTMWD supply
Lavon/Reuse

County -Other MUN 30996043 C 996 757 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 C 2{020C0 Lake Texoma |NTMWD 0 0 4,111 4,700 5,080 4,317|Based on NTMWD supply
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County -Other MUN 30996043 C 996 757 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 D 3{030C0 Chapman NTMWD 0 0 2,808 3,186 3417 2,882|Based on NTMWD supply
(NTMWD)
Irrigation IRR 31004043 C 1004 1004 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03 C 8(043996 Irrigation Local |IRLS 1,017 1,017 1,017 1,017 1,017 1,017(Based on IRLS data.
Supply
Livestock STK 31005043 C 1005 1005 43(Collin 5 Sabine 01 C 43 5104322 Other Aquifer  |GW 5 5 5 5 5 5|Based on 125% of historical use.
Livestock STK 31005043 C 1005 1005 43(Collin 5 Sabine 00 C 5{05997 Livestock Local |SW 35 35 35 35 35 35(Based on max. historical use.
Supply
Livestock STK 31005043 C 1005 1005 43|Collin 8 Trinity 01 C 43 8104322 Other Aquifer  |GW 134 134 134 134 134 134|Based on 125% of max. historical use.
Livestock STK 31005043 C 1005 1005 43|Collin 8 Trinity 00 C 8108997 Livestock Local |SW 967 967 967] 967 967 967(Based on max. historical use.
Supply
Manufacturing MFG 31001043 C 1001 1001 43(Collin 8 Trinity 01 C 43 8104329 Woodbine GW 215 215 215 215 215 215|Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Aquifer
Manufacturing MFG 31001043 C 1001 1001 43|Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 C 81080C0 Lake NTMWD 1,621 1,080 970) 913 903 921(Based on NTMWD supply.
Lavon/Reuse
Manufacturing MFG 31001043 C 1001 1001 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 2{020C0 Lake Texoma |NTMWD 896 604 549 524 525 543(Based on NTMWD supply.
Manufacturing MFG 31001043 C 1001 1001 43(Collin 8 Trinity 03 160 3{030C0 Chapman NTMWD 628 416 375 355 353 362(Based on NTMWD supply.
(NTMWD)
Mining MIN 31003043 C 1003 1003 43(Collin 8 Trinity 00 C 8108999 Other Local SW 349 349 349 349 349 349|Based on max. historical use.
Supply
Steam Electric Power PWR 31002043 C 1002 1002 43(Collin 8 Trinity 01 C 43 8104328 Trinity Aquifer [GW 1,023 1,023 1,023 1,023 1,023 1,023[Based on 125% of max. historical use.
Steam Electric Power PWR 31002043 C 1002 1002 43(Collin 8 Trinity 00 160 C 8(080C0 Lake NTMWD 2,365 1,755 1,412 1,206 1,048 946(Ray Oliver S.E. Plant (Garland)
Lavon/Reuse
Steam Electric Power PWR 31002043 C 1002 1002 43(Collin 8 Trinity 00 160 C 2{020C0 Lake Texoma |NTMWD 1,307 982 800) 692 609 557|Ray Oliver S.E. Plant (Garland)
Steam Electric Power PWR 31002043 C 1002 1002 43(Collin 8 Trinity 00 160 3]030C0 Chapman NTMWD 328 676 546 469 410 372|Ray Oliver S.E. Plant (Garland)
(NTMWD)
COOKE COUNTY
Gainesville MUN 30327000 C 327 225 49| Cooke 8 Trinity 01 C 49 8104928 Trinity Aquifer [SG 1,565 1,565 1,565 1,297 1,297 1,297 Possibly drill 1 more well. Have water right
in Lake Moss for 1 MGD which will begin
using in 2000. Available supply limited by
aquifer supply.
Gainesville MUN 30327000 C 327 225 49(Cooke 8 Trinity 00 C 2102220 Hubert H Moss [SS 0 0 0 0 0 0| Moss is not yet connected
Lake
Lindsay MUN 30525000 C 525 899 49|Cooke 8 Trinity 01 C 49 8104928 Trinity Aquifer [SG 60 60 60) 50 50 50 Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Muenster MUN 30615000 C 615 418 49|Cooke 8 Trinity 01 C 49 8104928 Trinity Aquifer [SG 210 210 210) 174 174 174| Will go to SW in 2010 when reservoir is

ready (500 AF/Yr). Available supply limited
by aquifer supply.
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Valley View MUN 30923000 C 923 981 49|Cooke 8 Trinity 03A C 49 8104928 Trinity Aquifer |Bolivar 39 39 39 32 32 32| Buy all water from Bolivar WSC. Available
WSC supply limited by aquifer supply.
County -Other MUN 30996049 C 996 757 49| Cooke 2 Red 01 C 49 2104928 Trinity Aquifer [GW 148 148 148 123 123 123| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
County -Other MUN 30996049 C 996 757 49(Cooke 8 Trinity 01 C 49 8(04928 Trinity Aquifer [GW 1,156 1,156 1,156 958 958 958| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Irrigation IRR 31004049 C 1004 1004 49|Cooke 2 Red 01 C 49 2104928 Trinity Aquifer [GW 132 132 132 109 109 109| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Irrigation IRR 31004049 C 1004 1004 49| Cooke 2 Red 00 C 21049996 Irrigation Local |IRLS 23 23 23 23 23 23[Based on IRLS data.
Supply
Irrigation IRR 31004049 C 1004 1004 49(Cooke 8 Trinity 01 C 49 8104928 Trinity Aquifer  |GW 55 55 55 46 46 46| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Irrigation IRR 31004049 C 1004 1004 49(Cooke 8 Trinity 00 C 8(049996 Irrigation Local |IRLS 70 70 70 70 70 70|Based on IRLS data.
Supply
Livestock STK 31005049 C 1005 1005 49|Cooke 2 Red 01 C 49 2104928 Trinity Aquifer [GW 236 236 236) 195 195 195| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Livestock STK 31005049 C 1005 1005 49(Cooke 2 Red 00 C 2102997 Livestock Local [SW 377 377 377 377 377 377|Based on max. historical use.
Supply
Livestock STK 31005049 C 1005 1005 49| Cooke 8 Trinity 01 C 49 8104928 Trinity Aquifer [GW 453 453 453 375 375 375( Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Livestock STK 31005049 ¢ 1005 1005 49(Cooke 8 Trinity 00 C 8108997 Livestock Local [SW 810 810 810 810 810 810|Based on max. historical use.
Supply
Manufacturing MFG 31001049 C 1001 1001 49|Cooke 8 Trinity 01 C 49 8104928 Trinity Aquifer [GW 205 205 205) 170 170 170) Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Mining MIN 31003049 C 1003 1003 49|Cooke 2 Red 01 C 49 2104928 Trinity Aquifer [GW 153 153 153 127 127 127| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Mining MIN 31003049 C 1003 1003 49| Cooke 8 Trinity 01 C 49 8104928 Trinity Aquifer [GW 117 117 117 97 97 97| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Mining MIN 31003049 C 1003 1003 49(Cooke 8 Trinty 00 C 8108999 Other Local SW 237 237 237 237 237 237|Based on max. historical use.
Supply
DALLAS COUNTY
Addison MUN 30003000 C 3 673 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 03 206800 C 81086D0 Elm Fork/Lake |DWU 6,311 7,989 0 0 0 0|Based on DWU supply. Contract expires in
Grapevine 2012.
System
Balch Springs MUN 30049000 C 49 33 57| Dallas 8 Trinity 03A 206800 C 8108170 Lake Ray Dallas Co. 605 703 0 0 0 0|Based on Dallas Co. WCID #6 supply.
Hubbard WCID #6 Contract expires in 2015.
Balch Springs MUN 30049000 C 49 33 57(Dallas 8 Trinity 03A 206800 D 505010 Tawakoni Dallas Co. 1,608 1,874 0 0 0 0|Based on Dallas Co. WCID #6 supply.
(Dallas) WCID #6 Contract expires in 2015.
Carrollton MUN 30147000 P C 147 98 57| Dallas 8 Trinity 01 C 57 8105728 Trinity Aquifer  [SG 77 77 77 77 7 77| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
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Carroliton MUN 30147000 P C 147 98 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 03 206800 C 81086D0 Elm Fork/Lake |DWU 10,965 11,056 0 0 0 0|Based on DWU supply. Contract expires in

Grapevine 2013.
System

Cedar Hill MUN 30151000 P C 151 102 57(Dallas 8 Trinity 01 C 57 8105728 Trinity Aquifer |SG 317 317 317 317 317 317|Use to shave peak demand. Available
supply limited by aquifer supply.

Cedar Hill MUN 30151000 P C 151 102 57(Dallas 8 Trinity 01 C 57 8105729 Woodbine SG 72 72 72 72 72 72| Use to shave peak demand. Limit based

Aquifer on pump cap.
Cedar Hill MUN 30151000 P C 151 102 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 03 206800 C 8108170 Lake Ray DwWU 1,295 1,868 0 0 0 0| Plan to use DWU in future and keep deep
Hubbard well for backup. Based on DWU supply.
Contract expires in 2014.
Cedar Hill MUN 30151000 P ¢ 151 102 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 03 206800 D 5105010 Tawakoni DWU 3,442 4,983 0 0 0 0[Plan to use DWU in future and keep deep
(Dallas) well for backup. Based on DWU supply.
Contract expires in 2014

Cedar Hill MUN 30151000 P C 151 102 57(Dallas 8 Trinity 03 171 C 8108130 Joe Pool Lake |TRA 0 0 0 0 0 0] contract in Joe Pool, but no plans for use.
Based on TRA supply & contract.

Cockrell Hill MUN 30182000 C 182 121 57| Dallas 8 Trinity 03 206800 C 8(08170 Lake Ray DWU 157 143 0 0 0 0| Based on DWU supply. Contract expires in

Hubbard 2014.
Cockrell Hill MUN 30182000 C 182 121 57(Dallas 8 Trinity 03 206800 D 5105010 Tawakoni DWU 418 382 0 0 0 0|Based on DWU supply. Contract expires in
(Dallas) 2014.
Combine MUN 30193000 P C 193 766 57(Dallas 8 Trinity 03A 206800 C 8108170 Lake Ray Combine 20 21 25 36 35 36(Based on Combine WSC supply.
Hubbard WSsC
Combine MUN 30193000 P C 193 766 57|(Dallas 8 Trinity 03A 206800 D 5105010 Tawakoni Combine 52 55 73 96 95 98|Based on Combine WSC supply.
(Dallas) WsC
Coppell MUN 30201000 C 201 133 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 03 206800 C 81086D0 Elm Fork/Lake |DWU 7,215 0 0 0 0 0|Based on DWU supply. Contract expires in
Grapevine 2003.
System
Dallas MUN 30227000 P C 227 151 57| Dallas 8 Trinity 02 206800 C 8(086D0 Elm Fork/Lake |DWU 52,741 60,222 101,520} 140,285 134,200 136,302|Based on DWU supply.
Grapevine
System
Dallas MUN 30227000 P C 227 151 57| Dallas 8 Trinity 02 206800 C 8(08170 Lake Ray DWU 57,099 54,398 61,957 61,191 60,180 59,035(Based on DWU supply.
Hubbard
Dallas MUN 30227000 P C 227 151 57| Dallas 8 Trinity 02 206800 D 5(05010 Tawakoni DWU 151,703 145,108 165,759 164,187 162,132 159,613(Based on DWU supply.
(Dallas)

De Soto MUN 30234000 C 234 161 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 01 C 57 8105728 Trinity Aquifer |SG 74 74 74 74 74 74|Plans to abandon current well & go t0100%
SW. Available supply limited by aquifer
supply.

De Soto MUN 30234000 C 234 161 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 03 206800 C 8108170 Lake Ray DWU 1,936 2,389 0 0 0 0|Based on DWU supply. Contract expires in

Hubbard 2013.
De Soto MUN 30234000 C 234 161 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 03 206800 D 5105010 Tawakoni DwU 5,145 6,373 0 0 0 0|Based on DWU supply. Contract expires in
(Dallas) 2013.
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Duncanville MUN 30256000 C 256 171 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 03 206800 C 8108170 Lake Ray DWU 1,763 1,829 0 0 0 0|Based on DWU supply. Contract expires in
Hubbard 2014.
Duncanville MUN 30256000 C 256 171 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 03 206800 D 5105010 Tawakoni DWU 4,684 4,878 0 0 0 0|Based on DWU supply. Contract expires in
(Dallas) 2014.
Duncanville MUN 30256000 C 256 171 57(Dallas 8 Trinity 03 171 C 8108130 Joe Pool Lake |TRA 0 0 0 0 0 0|Based on TRA supply & contract. WTP not
yet constructed.
Farmers Branch MUN 30293000 C 293 198 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 03 206800 C 81086D0 Elm Fork/Lake |DWU 9,652 9,527 0 0 0 0|Based on DWU supply. Contract expires in
Grapevine 2010.
System

Garland MUN 30334000 P C 334 230 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 03 160 C 8/080C0 Lake NTMWD 21,903 16,238 13,101 11,183 9,717 8,771|Based on NTMWD supply.
Lavon/Reuse

Garland MUN 30334000 P C 334 230 57| Dallas 8 Trinity 03 160 C 2{020C0 Lake Texoma |NTMWD 12,108 9,086 7,419 6,416 5,649 5,172|Based on NTMWD supply.

Garland MUN 30334000 P C 334 230 57| Dallas 8 Trinity 03 160 D 3{030C0 Chapman NTMWD 8,487 6,257 5,064 4,349 3,802 3,450|Based on NTMWD supply.
(NTMWD)

Glenn Heights MUN 30344000 P C 344 697 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 01 C 57 8105729 Woodbine SG 309 309 309 309 309 309(go to SW in future. Limit is pump cap.
Aquifer

Glenn Heights MUN 30344000 P C 344 697 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 03 206800 C 8108170 Lake Ray DWU 152 172 200) 0 0 0|Based on DWU supply. Contract expires in
Hubbard 2022.

Glenn Heights MUN 30344000 P C 344 697 57(Dallas 8 Trinity 03 206800 D 505010 Tawakoni DWU 404 458 640) 0 0 0|Based on DWU supply. Contract expires in
(Dallas) 2022.

Grand Prairie MUN 30353000 P C 353 245 57| Dallas 8 Trinity 01 C 57 8(05728 Trinity Aquifer  [SG 2,342 2,342 2,342 2,342 2,342 2,342|Possibly add 1.6 MGD from Joe Pool in
future. Available supply limited by aquifer
supply.

Grand Prairie MUN 30353000 P C 353 245 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 03 206800 C 81086D0 Elm Fork/Lake |DWU 12,084 11,837 0 0 0 0|Based on DWU supply. Contract expires in

Grapevine 2012.
System
Grand Prairie MUN 30353000 P C 353 245 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 03 298900 C 8| 086E0 Cedar Creek/  |Fort Worth 0 0 0 0 0 0|Used in Tarrant County only.
Richland-
Chambers
System

Grand Prairie MUN 30353000 P C 353 245 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 03 171 C 8108130 Joe Pool Lake [TRA 168 168 168 153 148 144|Based on TRA supply & contract. Limited
by pipeline capacity.

Grapevine MUN 30360000 P C 360 249 57(Dallas 8 Trinity 00 C 8108070 Lake Grapevine[SS 22 22 22 22 22 22|Based on water right

Highland Park MUN 30402000 C 402 276 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 00 C 8108070 Lake Grapevine |Park Cities 4,154 4,223 4,281 4,327 4,376 4,393|Based on Park Cities MUD supply.

MUD
Hutchins MUN 30429000 C 429 294 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 03 206800 C 8108170 Lake Ray DwU 165 200 0 0 0 0|Based on DWU supply. Contract expires in
Hubbard 2012.
Hutchins MUN 30429000 C 429 294 57| Dallas 8 Trinity 03 206800 D 5105010 Tawakoni DWU 439 533 0 0 0 0|Based on DWU supply. Contract expires in|
(Dallas) 2012.
Hutchins MUN 30429000 C 429 294 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 01 C 57 8105729 Woodbine SG 0 0 0 0 0 0Juse GW for emergency only
Aquifer
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Irving MUN 30437000 C 437 298 57| Dallas 8 Trinity 01 C 57 8(05728 Trinity Aquifer [SG 0 0 0 0 0 0[NOGW
Irving MUN 30437000 C 437 298 57| Dallas 8 Trinity 03 206800 C 8(086D0 Elm Fork/Lake |DWU 38,614 4,582 7,524 0 0 0[Rights in Chapman for 54,000 AF wlich
Grapevine will begin using in 2003 (pipeline under
System construction). Based on DWU supply. In
2003, DWU will supply 5 MGD. Contract
expires in 2033.
Lancaster MUN 30509000 ¢ 509 345 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 01 C 57 8105728 Trinity Aquifer |SG 220 220 220 220 220 220| Will take wells out of service in next 2-5
yrs. Available supply limited by aquifer
supply.
Lancaster MUN 30509000 C 509 345 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 03 206800 C 8108170 Lake Ray DwWU 973 997 0 0 0 0| Based on DWU supply. Contract expires in|
Hubbard 2011.

Lancaster MUN 30509000 C 509 345 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 03 206800 D 5105010 Tawakoni DwWU 2,586 2,660 0 0 0 0|Based on DWU supply. Contract expires in
(Dallas) 2011.

Lewisville MUN 30519000 P C 519 355 57| Dallas 8 Trinity 03 206800 C 8(086D0 Elm Fork/Lake |DWU 159 206 0 0 0 0 Plans to get more water from UTRWD &
Grapevine DWU. Based on DWU supply. Contract
System expires in 2016.

Mesquite MUN 30592000 C 592 401 57| Dallas 8 Trinity 03 160 C 8{080C0 Lake NTMWD 12,865 11,193 10,417 10,069 9,727 8,621|Based on NTMWD supply.
Lavon/Reuse

Mesquite MUN 30592000 C 592 401 57| Dallas 8 Trinity 03 160 C 2{020C0 Lake Texoma |NTMWD 7,111 6,263 5,897, 5,776 5,656 5,081|Based on NTMWD supply.

Mesquite MUN 30592000 C 592 401 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 03 160 D 31030C0 Chapman NTMWD 4,985 4,310 4,029 3,916 3,804 3,392|Based on NTMWD supply.
(NTMWD)

Ovilla MUN 30663000 P C 663 729 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 01 C 57 8105729 Woodbine SG 0 0 0 0 0 0] GW no longer used - buy from Cedar Hill
Aquifer

Ovilla MUN 30663000 P C 663 729 57| Dallas 8 Trinity 03A 206800 C 8108170 Lake Ray Cedar Hill 18 18 0 0 0 0|Based on Cedar Hill supply. Contract
Hubbard expires in 2014.

Ovilla MUN 30663000 P ¢ 663 729 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 03A 206800 D 5105010 Tawakoni Cedar Hill 47 49 0 0 0 0|Based on Cedar Hill supply. Contract
(Dallas) expires in 2014.

Richardson MUN 30747000 P C 747 498 57| Dallas 8 Trinity 03 160 C 8(080C0 Lake NTMWD 13,981 11,430 9,572 8,355 7,376 6,814|Based on NTMWD supply.
Lavon/Reuse

Richardson MUN 30747000 C 747 498 57| Dallas 8 Trinity 03 160 C 2{020C0 Lake Texoma |[NTMWD 7,728 6,396 5,419 4,793 4,289 4,017|Based on NTMWD supply.

Richardson MUN 30747000 ¢ 747 498 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 03 160 3]030C0 Chapman NTMWD 5,417 4,402 3,702 3,249 2,885 2,681[Based on NTMWD supply.
(NTMWD)

Rowlett MUN 30777000 P C 777 521 57| Dallas 8 Trinity 03 160 C 8(080C0 Lake NTMWD 4,417 3,986 3,782 3,666 3,382 3,322|Based on NTMWD supply.
Lavon/Reuse

Rowlett MUN 30777000 C 777 521 57| Dallas 8 Trinity 03 160 2{020C0 Lake Texoma |NTMWD 2,442 2,230 2,141 2,103 1,966 1,958(Based on NTMWD supply.

Rowlett MUN 30777000 C 777 521 57| Dallas 8 Trinity 03 160 3{030C0 Chapman NTMWD 1,712 1,535 1,463 1,426 1,323 1,307(Based on NTMWD supply.
(NTMWD)

Sachse MUN 30784000 P C 784 742 57| Dallas 8 Trinity 03 160 C 8(080C0 Lake NTMWD 1,010 1,442 1,312 1,274 1,215 1,171(Based on NTMWD supply.
Lavon/Reuse

Sachse MUN 30784000 P C 784 742 57| Dallas 8 Trinity 03 160 C 2{020C0 Lake Texoma |NTMWD 558 807 743 731 706 690(Based on NTMWD supply.

Sachse MUN 30784000 P C 784 742 57| Dallas 8 Trinity 03 160 D 3{030C0 Chapman NTMWD 391 555 507] 495 475 461|Based on NTMWD supply.
(NTMWD)

Seagoville MUN 30812000 C 812 547 57(Dallas 8 Trinity 03 206800 C 8108170 Lake Ray DwWU 423 620 0 0 0 0|Based on DWU supply. Contract expires in
Hubbard 2013.
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Seagoville MUN 30812000 C 812 547 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 03 206800 D 5105010 Tawakoni DWU 1,123 1,655 0 0 0 0|Based on DWU supply. Contract expires in
(Dallas) 2013.
Sunnyvale MUN 30871000 C 871 749 57| Dallas 8 Trinity 03 160 C 8{080C0 Lake NTMWD 495 752 774 686 603 548(Based on NTMWD supply.
Lavon/Reuse
Sunnyvale MUN 30871000 ¢ 871 749 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 03 160 21020C0 Lake Texoma [NTMWD 274 421 438 394 350 323|Based on NTMWD supply.
Sunnyvale MUN 30871000 C 871 749 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 03 160 31030C0 Chapman NTMWD 192 290 299 267 236 216(Based on NTMWD supply.
(NTMWD)
University Park MUN 30920000 C 920 615 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 00 C 8108070 Lake Grapevine |Park Cities 6,646 6,577 6,519 6,473 6,424 6,407|Based on Park Cities MUD supply.
MUD
Wilmer MUN 30975000 C 975 657 57| Dallas 8 Trinity 01 C 57 8(05728 Trinity Aquifer [GW 223 223 223 223 223 223(Plan to buy treated water from DWU.
Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
County -Other MUN 30996057 ¢ 996 757 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 01 C 57 8105728 Trinity Aquifer  |GW 262 262 262 262 262 262| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
County -Other MUN 30996057 ¢ 996 757 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 01 C 57 8105729 Woodbine GW 184 184 184 184 184 184|Based on 112.36% of max. historical use.
Aquifer
County -Other MUN 30996057 C 996 757 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 01 C 57 8105722 Other Aquifer  |GW 58 58 58 58 58 58| Limit based on 112.36% of historical max
use.
County -Other MUN 30996057 C 996 757 57| Dallas 8 Trinity 03 206800 C 8(086D0 Elm Fork/Lake |DWU 2,385 9,889 10,706 12,836 12,271 11,970|Based on DWU supply.
Grapevine
System
County -Other MUN 30996057 C 996 757 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 03 206800 C 8108170 Lake Ray DWU 215 865 1,120} 1,166 1,107 1,077(Based on DWU supply. Contract expires in
Hubbard 2014.
County -Other MUN 30996057 C 996 757 57(Dallas 8 Trinity 03 206800 D 505010 Tawakoni DWU 572 2,306 2,999 3,129 2,983 2,913|Based on DWU supply. Contract expires in
(Dallas) 2014.
County -Other MUN 30996057 C 996 757 57| Dallas 8 Trinity 03 160 C 8(080C0 Lake NTMWD 1 1 0 0 0 0|Based on NTMWD supply.
Lavon/Reuse
County -Other MUN 30996057 C 996 757 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 03 160 21020C0 Lake Texoma |NTMWD 1 0 0 0 0 0|Based on NTMWD supply.
County -Other MUN 30996057 C 996 757 57| Dallas 8 Trinity 03 160 3{030C0 Chapman NTMWD 0 0 0 0[Based on NTMWD supply.
(NTMWD)
County -Other MUN 30996057 C 996 757 57(Dallas 8 Trinity 00 171 C 8135081 Reuse TRA 8,000 8,000 8,000 8,000 8,000 8,000[Based on TRA supply. Dallas Co. URD
(Las Colinas)
Irrigation IRR 31004057 C 1004 1004 57| Dallas 8 Trinity 01 C 57 8(05722 Other Aquifer  [GW 533 533 533 533 533 533( Limit based on 112.36% of historical max
use.
Irrigation IRR 31004057 C 1004 1004 57| Dallas 8 Trinity 00 C 8(057996 Irrigation Local |IRLS 3,387 2,719 2,719 2,719 2,719 2,719|Based on IRLS data.
Supply
Livestock STK 31005057 C 1005 1005 57| Dallas 8 Trinity 01 C 57 8(05729 Woodbine GW 89 89 89 89 89 89(Based on 112.36% of max. historical use.
Aquifer
Livestock STK 31005057 C 1005 1005 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 00 C 8108997 Livestock Local [SW 712 712 712 712 712 712|Based on max. historical use,
Supply
Manufacturing MFG 31001057 C 1001 1001 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 01 C 57 8105728 Trinity Aquifer [GW 271 271 271 271 271 271(Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Manufacturing MFG 31001057 C 1001 1001 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 01 C 57 8105729 Woodbine GW 767 767 767] 767 767 767(Based on 112.36% of max. historical use.
Aquifer
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Manufacturing MFG 31001057 C 1001 1001 57| Dallas 8 Trinity 03 160 C 8(080C0 Lake NTMWD 4,358 3,302 2,147 1,714 1,616 1,658[Based on NTMWD supply.
Lavon/Reuse
Manufacturing MFG 31001057 C 1001 1001 57| Dallas 8 Trinity 03 160 2{020C0 Lake Texoma |NTMWD 2,409 1,848 1,215 983 940 977(Based on NTMWD supply.
Manufacturing MFG 31001057 ¢ 1001 1001 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 03 160 3]030C0 Chapman NTMWD 1,689 1,272 830 666 632 652|Based on NTMWD supply.
(NTMWD)
Manufacturing MFG 31001057 C 1001 1001 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 00 C 8108070 Lake Grapevine|SW 109 109 109 109 109 109|Based on Grapevine's water right.
Manufacturing MFG 31001057 C 1001 1001 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 03 206800 C 81086D0 Elm Fork/Lake |DWU 11,019 13,258 18,112 28,000 32,623 37,969|Based on DWU supply. Does not include
Grapevine Irving MFG sales.
System
Manufacturing MFG 31001057 C 1001 1001 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 03A 206800 C 81086D0 Elm Fork/Lake |Irving 2,575 2,393 2,591 0 0 0|Based on Irving supply. Contract expires
Grapevine (bwu) in 2012.
System
Manufacturing MFG 31001057 C 1001 1001 57| Dallas 8 Trinity 03 206800 C 8(08170 Lake Ray DWU 1,577 1,759 2,784 3,270 3,784 4,393|Based on DWU supply.
Hubbard
Manufacturing MFG 31001057 ¢ 1001 1001 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 03 206800 D 5105010 Tawakoni DWU 4,190 4,692 7,456 8,774 10,195 11,879(Based on DWU supply.
(Dallas)
Mining MIN 31003057 C 1003 1003 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 01 C 57 8105728 Trinity Aquifer [GW 992 992 992 992 992 992( Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Mining MIN 31003057 C 1003 1003 57| Dallas 8 Trinity 00 C 8(08999 Other Local SW 1,525 1,525 1,525 1,525 1,525 1,525(Based on historical max use.
Supply
Steam Electric Power PWR 31002057 C 1002 1002 57| Dallas 8 Trinity 03 206800 C 8(086D0 Elm Fork/Lake [DWU 8,406 7,814 8,460 9,550 9,550 0|Based on DWU contract per Bennett Jones|
Grapevine (TXU North Lake Plant). Contract expires
System 2040.
Steam Electric Power PWR 31002057 C 1002 1002 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 00 C 8108140 Mountain Creek [SW 6,400 6,400 6,400 6,400 6,400 6,400 Mountain Creek Plant (TXU)
Lake
Steam Electric Power PWR 31002057 C 1002 1002 57| Dallas 8 Trinity 03 206800 C 8(086D0 Elm Fork/Lake |DWU 264 245 266) 300 300 297|Parkdale Plant (TXU)
Grapevine
System
Steam Electric Power PWR 31002057 C 1002 1002 57| Dallas 8 Trinity 03 160 C 8(080C0 Lake NTMWD 123 88 91 70 56 70| C.E. Newman (Garland). Based on
Lavon/Reuse NTMWD supply.
Steam Electric Power PWR 31002057 C 1002 1002 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 03 160 C 21020C0 Lake Texoma |NTMWD 68 49 51 40 32 41]C.E. Newman (Garland). Based on
NTMWD supply.
Steam Electric Power PWR 31002057 C 1002 1002 57| Dallas 8 Trinity 03 160 D 3/030C0 Chapman NTMWD 48 34 35 27 22 28| C.E. Newman (Garland). Based on
(NTMWD) NTMWD supply.
Steam Electric Power PWR 31002057 C 1002 1002 57| Dallas 8 Trinity 03 206800 C 8108170 Lake Ray DWU 715 644 0 0 0 0| Lake Hubbard (TXU). Based on contract
Hubbard per Bennett Jones. Contract expires in
2017.
Steam Electric Power PWR 31002057 C 1002 1002 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 03 206800 D 5105010 Tawakoni DwWU 1,899 1,717 0 0 0 0| Lake Hubbard (TXU). Based on contract
(Dallas) per Bennett Jones. Contract expires in

2017.
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Steam Electric Power PWR 31002057 C 1002 1002 57|Dallas 8 Trinity 01 C 57 8105728 Trinity Aquifer [GW 186 186 186 186 186 186| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.

DENTON COUNTY

Argyle MUN 30036000 ¢ 36 677 61(Denton 8 Trinity 03A C 61 8106128 Trinity Aquifer | SG - Argyle 132 132 132) 111 111 111{Argyle WSC supplies City of Argyle,

WsC Bartonville, and some of Denton and
Denton County. Available supply limited b
aquifer supply.

Argyle MUN 30036000 C 36 677 61| Denton 8 Trinity 03A 206800 C 8(086D0 Elm Fork/Lake |UTRWD 389 1,352 2,840 0 0 0|Based on UTRWD supply from DWU

Grapevine contract. Contract between DWU and
System UTRWD expires in 2022.

Aubrey MUN 30043000 C 43 758 61| Denton 8 Trinity 01 C 61 8(06128 Trinity Aquifer {SG 85 85 85 71 71 71|Use GW and back with SW. Get 100,000
gpd from UTRWD in 2000. Available
supply limited by aquifer supply.

Aubrey MUN 30043000 C 43 758 61(Denton 8 Trinity 03A 206800 C 81086D0 Elm Fork/Lake |UTRWD 80 155 306} 0 0 0| (*) Based on UTRWD supply and contract

Grapevine with DWU. Contract between DWU and
System UTRWD expires in 2022.
Bartonville MUN 30058000 C 58 820 61(Denton 8 Trinity 03A 206800 C 81086D0 Elm Fork/Lake |Bartonville 267 978 1,514 0 0 0/ (*) Based on UTRWD supply and contract
Grapevine WSC with DWU. Contract between DWU and
System UTRWD expires in 2022.
Bartonville MUN 30058000 ¢ 58 820 61(Denton 8 Trinity 03A C 61 8106128 Trinity Aquifer  |SG - 31 31 31 26 26 26|Bartonville WSC supplies Copper Canyon,
Bartonville Bartonville, Double Oak, & unincorporated
WSC south central Denton County. Available
supply limited by aquifer supply.
Carrollton MUN 30147000 P C 147 98 61(Denton 8 Trinity 01 C 61 8106128 Trinity Aquifer  [SG 62 62 62 52 52 52| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Carroliton MUN 30147000 P C 147 98 61(Denton 8 Trinity 03 206800 C 81086D0 Elm Fork/Lake |DWU 9,538 10,215 0 0 0 0|Based on DWU supply. Contract expires in
Grapevine 2013.
System

Copper Canyon MUN 30202000 C 202 849 61(Denton 8 Trinity 03A 206800 C 81086D0 Elm Fork/Lake |Bartonville 267 607 1,077 0 0 0] (*) Based on UTRWD supply and contract
Grapevine WSsC with DWU. Contract between DWU and
System UTRWD expires in 2022.

Copper Canyon MUN 30202000 C 202 849 61(Denton 8 Trinity 03A C 61 8106128 Trinity Aquifer [Bartonville 54 54 54 45 45 45| Served by Bartonville WSC. Available

WSC supply limited by aquifer supply.
Corinth MUN 30204000 C 204 691 61(Denton 8 Trinity 01 C 61 8106128 Trinity Aquifer |SG 107 107 107 90 90 90[ Well is maintained for emergency backup

only.
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Corinth MUN 30204000 C 204 691 61(Denton 8 Trinity 03A C 8/08100P Lake Ray UTRWD 932 0 0 0 0 0|UTRWD supply supplemented with Denton
Roberts (Denton) water in 2000.

Corinth MUN 30204000 C 204 691 61(Denton 8 Trinity 03A 206800 C 81086D0 Elm Fork/Lake |UTRWD 1,215 3,508 5,487 0 0 0|Based on UTRWD supply and contract with
Grapevine DWU. Contract between DWU and
System UTRWD expires in 2022.

Crossroads MUN 30996061 C 996 757 61(Denton 8 Trinity 03A 206800 C 81086D0 Elm Fork/Lake |Mustang 59 172 580) 0 0 0| (*) Based on UTRWD supply and contract
Grapevine WsC with DWU. Contract between DWU and
System (UTRWD) UTRWD expires in 2022.

Dallas MUN 30227000 P C 227 151 61| Denton 8 Trinity 02 206800 C 8(086D0 Elm Fork/Lake |DWU 934 1,120 2,028 3,136 3,268 3,621|Based on DWU supply.
Grapevine
System

Dallas MUN 30227000 P C 227 151 61| Denton 8 Trinity 02 206800 C 8(08170 Lake Ray DWU 1,011 1,011 1,235 1,368 1,465 1,568(Based on DWU supply.
Hubbard

Dallas MUN 30227000 P C 227 151 61| Denton 8 Trinity 02 206800 D 5{05010 Tawakoni DWU 2,686 2,698 3,308 3,670 3,048 4,240|Based on DWU supply.
(Dallas)

Denton MUN 30240000 ¢ 240 159 61(Denton 8 Trinity 00 C 8|08110P  [Lake Lewisville |SS 4,870 4,830 4,790 4,760 4,720 4,680( Limited by Table 4 availability

Denton MUN 30240000 C 240 159 61(Denton 8 Trinity 00 C 8/08100P Lake Ray SS 18,865 20,579 21,780) 21,580 21,430 21,280|Based on water right. In 2000, 4,613 AF/Y
Roberts sent to UTRWD (Highland Village) per

agreement. Also, 1401 sold to Sanger
through UTRWD for entire period.

Denton MUN 30240000 C 240 159 61(Denton 8 Trinity 03 206800 C 81086D0 Elm Fork/Lake [DWU 219 335 0 0 0 0|Based on DWU supply. Contract expires in
Grapevine 2015.
System

Denton MUN 30240000 C 240 159 61| Denton 8 Trinity 03 206800 C 8(086D0 Elm Fork/Lake |DWU 493 458 0 0 0 0[Based on DWU supply. Raw water.
Grapevine Contract expires in 2015.
System

Denton MUN 30240000 C 240 159 61| Denton 8 Trinity 03A 206800 C 8(086D0 Elm Fork/Lake |UTRWD 4 2 4 0 0 0[Based on UTRWD supply. Contract
Grapevine between DWU and UTRWD expires in
System 2022.

Double Oak MUN 30251000 C 251 768 61{Denton 8 Trinity 03A 206800 C 81086D0 Elm Fork/Lake |Bartonville 405 543 697] 0 0 0|(*) Based on Bartonville WSC supply.
Grapevine WSC Contract between DWU and UTRWD
System expires in 2022.

Double Oak MUN 30251000 C 251 768 61(Denton 8 Trinity 03A C 61 8106128 Trinity Aquifer | Bartonville 90 90 90 75 75 75 Served by Bartorville WSC. Available

WSsC supply limited by aquifer supply.
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Flower Mound MUN 30301000 C 301 204 61(Denton 8 Trinity 03A 206800 C 81086D0 Elm Fork/Lake |UTRWD 5,108 9,740 16,353 0 0 0|Based on UTRWD supply and contract with
Grapevine DWU. Up to 30 MGD comes from UTRWD
System contract with DWU. Contract between
DWU and UTRWD expires in 2022.
Flower Mound MUN 30301000 C 301 204 61(Denton 8 Trinity 03 206800 C 81086D0 Elm Fork/Lake |DWU 4,496 4,586 0 0 0 0|Based on DWU supply. Contract expires in
Grapevine 2017.
System
Frisco MUN 30319000 P ¢ 319 221 61(Denton 8 Trinity 01 C 61 8106128 Trinity Aquifer |SG 0 0 0 0 0 0]No GW used.
Frisco MUN 30319000 P C 319 221 61| Denton 8 Trinity 03 160 C 8(080C0 Lake NTMWD 108 204 186} 190 177 172|Based on NTMWD supply.
Lavon/Reuse
Frisco MUN 30319000 C 319 221 61(Denton 8 Trinity 03 160 21020C0 Lake Texoma [NTMWD 59 114 105 109 103 101|Based on NTMWD supply.
Frisco MUN 30319000 C 319 221 61(Denton 8 Trinity 03 160 3/030C0 Chapman NTMWD 42 79 72 74 69 68[Based on NTMWD supply.
(NTMWD)
Hebron MUN 30390000 C 390 776 61(Denton 8 Trinity 03A C 61 8106129 Woodbine SG - 14 14 14 14 14 14{Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Aquifer Hebron
WSC
Hickory Creek MUN 30399000 C 399 704 61(Denton 8 Trinity 03A 206800 C 81086D0 Elm Fork/Lake |Lake Cities 250 507 968} 0 0 0/1 well for City Hall. Based on UTRWD
Grapevine MUA supply and contract with DWU. Contract
System (UTRWD) between DWU and UTRWD expires in
2022.
Hickory Creek MUN 30399000 C 399 704 61(Denton 8 Trinity 03A C 61 8106128 Trinity Aquifer [Lake Cities 74 74 4 62 62 62| Lake Cities MUA. Available supply limited
MUA by aquifer supply.
Highland Village MUN 30403000 C 403 706 61{Denton 8 Trinity 01 C 61 8106128 Trinity Aquifer [SG 931 931 931 780 780 780(Drill 1 more well in 5 yrs. Available supply
limited by aquifer supply.
Highland Village MUN 30403000 C 403 706 61(Denton 8 Trinity 03A C 8/08100P Lake Ray UTRWD 932 0 0 0 0 0]UTRWD supply supplemented with Denton
Roberts (Denton) water in 2000.
Highland Village MUN 30403000 C 403 706 61{Denton 8 Trinity 03A 206800 C 81086D0 Elm Fork/Lake |UTRWD 1,019 2,799 2,852 0 0 0|Based on UTRWD supply and contract with
Grapevine DWU. Contract between DWU and
System UTRWD expires in 2022.
Justin MUN 30456000 C 456 784 61(Denton 8 Trinity 01 C 61 8106128 Trinity Aquifer [SG 133 133 133 111 111 111|Hope to go to UTRWD in 3 yrs or so.
Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Krugerville MUN 30481000 C 481 892 61(Denton 8 Trinity 03A C 61 8106128 Trinity Aquifer |SG 47 47 47 39 39 39| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Krugerville
WSC
Krum MUN 30482000 C 482 785 61(Denton 8 Trinity 01 C 61 8106128 Trinity Aquifer [SG 117 117 117 98 98 98| Short-term drill another well. Have option

of adding treated water from UTRWD at
some point. Available supply limited by
aquifer supply.
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Lake Dallas MUN 30498000 C 498 337 61(Denton 8 Trinity 03A 206800 C 81086D0 Elm Fork/Lake |Lake Cities 778 963 1,307 0 0 0|Based on UTRWD supply and contract with
Grapevine MUA DWU. Contract between DWU and
System (UTRWD) UTRWD expires in 2022.

Lake Dallas MUN 30498000 C 498 337 61(Denton 8 Triniy 03A C 61 8106128 Trinity Aquifer [Lake Cities 184 184 184 154 154 154| Lake Cities MUA. Available supply limited

MUA by aquifer supply.

Lewisville MUN 30519000 P C 519 355 61| Denton 8 Trinity 03 206800 C 8(086D0 Elm Fork/Lake |DWU 9,210 14,766 0 0 0 0| Will get more water from UTRWD & DWU.
Grapevine Based on DWU supply. Contract expires in
System 2016.

Lewisville MUN 30519000 P C 519 355 61(Denton 8 Trinity 03 206800 C 81086D0 Elm Fork/Lake |DWU 6,588 6,123 0 0 0 0|Based on DWU supply. Raw water.
Grapevine Contract expires in 2016.
System

Lincoln Park MUN 30996061 C 996 757 61(Denton 8 Trinity 01 C 61 8106128 Trinity Aquifer [SG - 61 61 61 51 51 51(Available supply limited by aquifer supply.

assumed

Lincoln Park MUN 30996061 C 996 757 61(Denton 8 Trinity 03A 206800 C 81086D0 Elm Fork/Lake [UTRWD 5 14 38 0 0 0](*) Based on UTRWD supply. Contract
Grapevine between DWU and UTRWD expires in
System 2022.

Lincoln Park MUN 30996061 C 996 757 61(Denton 8 Trinity 03A 206800 C 81086D0 Elm Fork/Lake [Mustang 5 14 38 0 0 0] (*) Based on Mustang WSC supply.
Grapevine WSC Contract between DWU and UTRWD
System (UTRWD) expires in 2022.

Little Elm MUN 30527000 C 527 790 61(Denton 8 Trinity 01 C 61 8106129 Woodbine SG 107 107 107 107 107 107|Go to SW in future. No one would return
Aquifer phone call!” Available supply limited by

aquifer supply. UTRWD expects to serve.

Northlake MUN 30996061 C 996 757 61(Denton 8 Trinity 03 298900 C 8/086C0 West Fork less | Fort Worth 49 744 0 0 0 0|Based on Ft Worth's supply. Contract
Bridgeport Local expires in 2010.

Northlake MUN 30996061 C 996 757 61(Denton 8 Trinity 01 C 61 8106129 Woodbine SG 39 39 39 39 39 39(Assume Woodbine. Aquifer is limited.
Aquifer

Oak Point MUN 30648000 ¢ 648 930 61(Denton 8 Trinity 03A 206800 C 81086D0 Elm Fork/Lake [UTRWD 124 305 883 0 0 0](*) Based on UTRWD supply. Contract
Grapevine between DWU and UTRWD expires in
System 2022.

Oak Point MUN 30648000 ¢ 648 930 61(Denton 8 Trinity 01 C 61 8106128 Trinity Aquifer |n/a 37 37 37 31 31 31{Each resident has own well supply.

Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
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Pilot Point MUN 30695000 C 695 465 61(Denton 8 Trinity 01 C 61 8106128 Trinity Aquifer [SG 273 273 273 229 229 229(Possibly drill another well. Option to
purchase from UTRWD. Available supply
limited by aquifer supply.

Plano MUN 30704000 P C 704 472 61| Denton 8 Trinity 03 160 C 8{080C0 Lake NTMWD 10 11 11] 11 12 12|Based on NTMWD supply.

Lavon/Reuse
Plano MUN 30704000 C 704 472 61(Denton 8 Trinity 03 160 C 21020C0 Lake Texoma |NTMWD 6 7 7 7|Based on NTMWD supply.
Plano MUN 30704000 C 704 472 61(Denton 8 Trinity 03 160 D 31030C0 Chapman NTMWD 4 4 5 5|Based on NTMWD supply.
(NTMWD)

Ponder MUN 30996061 C 996 757 61(Denton 8 Trinity 01 C 61 8106128 Trinity Aquifer [SG 79 79 79 66 66 66 Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Planning to go to UTRWD in 5 years.

Roanoke MUN 30758000 ¢ 758 800 61(Denton 8 Trinity 01 C 61 8106128 Trinity Aquifer |SG 141 141 141] 118 118 118|Planning to go to total SW in future.
Available supply limited by aquifer supply.

Roanoke MUN 30758000 C 758 800 61(Denton 8 Trinity 03A 298900 C 81086C0 West Fork less [ Trophy Club 207 291 0 0 0 0|Based on Ft Worth's supply. Contract

Bridgeport Local[#1 expires in 2010.
Sanger MUN 30801000 C 801 535 61(Denton 8 Trinity 01 C 61 8106128 Trinity Aquifer [SG 269 269 269 225 225 225( Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Already buying 500,000 gpd from UTRWD
thru Denton.
Sanger MUN 30801000 C 801 535 61(Denton 8 Trinity 03A C 8/08100P Lake Ray UTRWD 1,401 1,401 0 0 0 0|(*) Based on UTRWD contract using
Roberts (Denton) Denton water. No expiration date.

Shady Shores MUN 30820000 C 820 803 61| Denton 8 Trinity 03A 206800 C 8(086D0 Elm Fork/Lake |Lake Cities 209 317 495 0 0 0[Based on UTRWD supply through DWU
Grapevine MUA contract. Contract between DWU and
System (UTRWD) UTRWD expires in 2022.

Shady Shores MUN 30820000 C 820 803 61{Denton 8 Trinity 03A C 61 8106128 Trinity Aquifer [Lake Cities 37 37 37| 31 31 31|Buy all water from Lake Cities MUA.

MUA Available supply limited by aquifer supply.

Southlake MUN 30846000 P C 846 570 61{Denton 8 Trinity 03 298900 C 8/086C0 West Fork less  |Fort Worth 192 0 0 0 0 0|Based on Ft Worth's supply. Contract
Bridgeport Local expires in 2002.

The Colony MUN 30891000 C 891 752 61(Denton 8 Trinity 01 C 61 8106128 Trinity Aquifer [SG 603 603 603} 505 505 505(No future additions. Available supply
limited by aquifer supply.

The Colony MUN 30891000 C 891 752 61{Denton 8 Trinity 03 206800 C 81086D0 Elm Fork/Lake [DWU 2,465 4,606 0 0 0 0] No limit with DWU. Based on DWU supply.

Grapevine Contract expires in 2010.
System
Trophy Club MUN 30911000 C 911 806 61(Denton 8 Trinity 03A C 61 8106128 Trinity Aquifer |SG Trophy 308 308 308} 258 258 258| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Club #1
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Trophy Club MUN 30911000 C 911 806 61(Denton 8 Trinity 03A 298900 C 81086C0 West Fork less [ Trophy Club 1,571 2,266 0 0 0 0|Based on Ft Worth's supply. Contract
Bridgeport Local[#1 expires in 2010.

County -Other MUN 30996061 C 996 757 61(Denton 8 Trinity 01 C 61 8106128 Trinity Aquifer  [GW 1,985 1,993 1,987 1,648 1,636 1,636 Available supply limited by aquifer supply.

County -Other MUN 30996061 C 996 757 61(Denton 8 Trinity 01 C 61 8106129 Woodbine GW 210 210 210) 210 210 210(Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Aquifer

County -Other MUN 30996061 ¢ 996 757 61(Denton 8 Trinity 01 C 61 8106122 Other Aquifer  |GW 5 5 5 4 4 4| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.

County -Other MUN 30996061 C 996 757 61(Denton 8 Trinity 03A 206800 C 81086D0 Elm Fork/Lake |UTRWD 2,775 3,055 10,673 0 0 0| (*) Based on UTRWD supply. Contract
Grapevine between DWU and UTRWD expires in
System 2022.

County -Other MUN 30996061 C 996 757 61(Denton 8 Trinity 03 298900 C 81086C0 West Fork less | Fort Worth 480 550 0 0 0 0|Based on Ft Worth's supply. Contract
Bridgeport Local expires in 2010.

County -Other MUN 30996061 ¢ 996 757 61(Denton 8 Trinity 00 C 8136132 Reuse 2,240 2,240 2,240 2,240 2,240 2,240[UTRWD Direct Reuse (Denton Co. FWSD

#1)

Irrigation IRR 31004061 C 1004 1004 61(Denton 8 Trinity 01 C 61 8106129 Woodbine GW 351 351 351 351 351 351(Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Aquifer

Irrigation IRR 31004061 C 1004 1004 61| Denton 8 Trinity 00 C 61 8(061996 Irrigation Local |IRLS 634 634 634 634 634 634(Based on IRLS data.
Supply

Livestock STK 31005061 C 1005 1005 61(Denton 8 Trinity 01 C 61 8106128 Trinity Aquifer [GW 175 175 175 147 147 147| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.

Livestock STK 31005061 C 1005 1005 61(Denton 8 Trinity 01 C 61 8106129 Woodbine GW 289 289 289 289 289 289(Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Aquifer

Livestock STK 31005061 C 1005 1005 61(Denton 8 Trinity 00 C 8108997 Livestock Local |SW 935 935 935 935 935 935(Based on max. historical use.
Supply

Manufacturing MFG 31001061 C 1001 1001 61(Denton 8 Trinity 01 C 61 8106128 Trinity Aquifer  |GW 38 38 38 32 32 32| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.

Manufacturing MFG 31001061 C 1001 1001 61(Denton 8 Trinity 00 C 8/08100P Lake Ray Denton 20 20 20) 20 20 20(Based on histind.xls
Roberts

Manufacturing MFG 31001061 C 1001 1001 61(Denton 8 Trinity 03A 206800 C 81086D0 Elm Fork/Lake |UTRWD 743 721 858 0 0 0|(*) Based on UTRWD supply. Contract
Grapevine between DWU and UTRWD expires in
System 2022.

Manufacturing MFG 31001061 C 1001 1001 61(Denton 8 Trinity 03 206800 C 81086D0 Elm Fork/Lake |DWU 4 4 0 0 0 0|Based on DWU supply. Contract expires in
Grapevine 2015.
System

Mining MIN 31003061 C 1003 1003 61(Denton 8 Trinity 01 C 61 8106128 Trinity Aquifer [GW 56 48 54 64 76 76 Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
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Mining MIN 31003061 C 1003 1003 61(Denton 8 Trinity 00 C 8108999 Other Local SW 90 90 90) 90 90 90(Based on historical use.
Supply

County -Other MUN 30996061 C 996 757 61(Denton 8 Trinity 00 C 8136132 Reuse 700 700 700) 700 700 700( Trophy Club & The Colony reuse for golf.

Steam Electric Power PWR 31002061 C 1002 1002 61| Denton 8 Trinity 00 C 8(36132 Reuse Denton 500 500 500) 500 500 500( Reuse by Denton Power Plant.

ELLIS COUNTY

Cedar Hill MUN 30151000 P C 151 102 70| Ellis 8 Trinity 01 C 70 8107028 Trinity Aquifer [SG 1 1 1 1 1 1| Use to shave down peak demand.
Available supply limited by aquifer supply.

Cedar Hill MUN 30151000 P C 151 102 70(Ellis 8 Trinity 01 C 70 8107029 Woodbine SG 0 0 0 0 0 0| Groundwater not used.

Aquifer
Cedar Hill MUN 30151000 P C 151 102 70| Ellis 8 Trinity 03 206800 C 8108170 Lake Ray DWU 3 5 0 0 0 0| Plan to use DWU in future and keep deep
Hubbard well for backup. Based on DWU supply.
Contract expires in 2014.
Cedar Hill MUN 30151000 P C 151 102 70| Ellis 8 Trinity 03 206800 D 5105010 Tawakoni DwWU 8 13 0 0 0 0| Plan to use DWU in future and keep deep
(Dallas) well for backup. Based on DWU supply.
Contract expires in 2014.
Cedar Hill MUN 30151000 P C 151 102 70|Ellis 8 Trinity 03 171 C 8(08130 Joe Pool Lake |TRA 0 0 0 0 0 0] Contract in Joe Pool, but no plans for use.
Based on TRA supply & contract.
Ennis MUN 30284000 C 284 192 70|Ellis 8 Trinity 03 171 C 8(08210 Lake Bardwell |TRA 5,350 5,183 5,005 4,085 3,589 3,139|Based on TRA supply.
Ennis MUN 30284000 C 284 192 70(Ellis 8 Trinity 00 C 8108640 Lake Clark SS 0 0 0 0 0 0] Not connected.
Ferris MUN 30296000 C 296 201 70(Ellis 8 Trinity 01 C 70 8107029 Woodbine SG 196 196 196 196 196 196| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Aquifer

Ferris MUN 30296000 C 296 201 70| Ellis 8 Trinity 03A 171 C 8108130 Joe Pool Lake |Rockett 121 193 264 331 330 332[Rockett SUD buys from Midlothian. Based

SUD on TRA's supply available in Lake Joe
Pool.

Glenn Heights MUN 30344000 P C 344 697 70| Ellis 8 Trinity 01 C 70 8107029 Woodbine SG 13 13 13 13 13 13| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Aquifer

Glenn Heights MUN 30344000 P C 344 697 70(Ellis 8 Trinity 03 206800 C 8108170 Lake Ray DWU 35 40 50 0 0 0|Based on DWU supply. Contract expires in
Hubbard 2022.

Glenn Heights MUN 30344000 P C 344 697 70| Ellis 8 Trinity 03 206800 D 5105010 Tawakoni DWU 94 108 144 0 0 0|Based on DWU supply. Contract expires in
(Dallas) 2022.

Grand Prairie MUN 30353000 P C 353 245 70| Ellis 8 Trinity 01 C 70 8107028 Trinity Aquifer [SG 7 7 7 6 6 6| Possibly add 1.6 MGD from Joe Pool in
future. Available supply limited by aquifer
supply.

Grand Prairie MUN 30353000 P C 353 245 70(Ellis 8 Trinity 03 206800 C 81086D0 Elm Fork/Lake [DWU 4 11 0 0 0 0|Based on DWU supply. Contract expires in

Grapevine 2012.
System
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Grand Prairie MUN 30353000 P C 353 245 70| Ellis 8 Trinity 03 298900 C 8| 086E0 Cedar Creek/  |Fort Worth 0 0 0 0 0 0|Used in Tarrant County only.
Richland-
Chambers
System
Italy MUN 30438000 C 438 299 70|Ellis 8 Trinity 01 C 70 8(07028 Trinity Aquifer {SG 198 198 198 166 166 166 Hot water reduces life of pumps. Would
like SW if ever feasible. Plans to add 2
wells in Trinity (total 370 gpm) & 1 well in
Woodbine @ 110 gpm in future. Available
supply limited by aquifer supply.
Italy MUN 30438000 ¢ 438 299 70(Ellis 8 Trinity 01 C 70 8107029 Woodbine SG 53 53 53 53 53 53| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Aquifer
Mansfield MUN 30559000 P C 559 384 70|Ellis 8 Trinity 03 190 C 8(086ED Cedar Creek/  [TRWD 99 148 223 289 323 364(Based on TRWD supply.
Richland-
Chambers
System
Maypearl MUN 30573000 C 573 911 70| Ellis 8 Trinity 01 C 70 8107029 Woodbine SG 89 89 89 89 89 89| Just added a well. Not real helpful.
Aquifer Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Midlothian MUN 30596000 C 596 405 70(Ellis 8 Trinity 01 C 70 8107028 Trinity Aquifer |SG 132 132 132) 111 111 111{Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Midlothian MUN 30596000 C 596 405 70|Ellis 8 Trinity 03 171 C 8(08130 Joe Pool Lake |TRA 2,116 2,516 2,842 3,147 3,255 3,434|Based on TRA supply.
Midlothian MUN 30596000 C 596 405 70| Ellis 8 Trinity 03 190 C 8| 086E0 Cedar Creek/  [TRA/TRWD 0 0 0 0 0 0| Has contract for 1682 AF, but infrastructure
Richland- not in place.
Chambers
System
Milford MUN 30598000 C 598 916 70| Ellis 8 Trinity 01 C 70 8107029 Woodbine SG 26 26 26} 26 26 26| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Aquifer
Milford MUN 30598000 C 598 916 70|Ellis 8 Trinity 03A C 70 8(07022 Other Aquifer  [Files Valley 41 41 41 34 34 34|Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
WC - PG
Oak Leaf MUN 30647000 C 647 929 70| Ellis 8 Trinity 03 206800 C 8108170 Lake Ray DwU 40 41 50) 0 0 0|Based on DWU supply. Contract expires in
Hubbard 2022.
Oak Leaf MUN 30647000 C 647 929 70| Ellis 8 Trinity 03 206800 D 5105010 Tawakoni DWU 106 109 147 0 0 0|Based on DWU supply. Contract expires in|
(Dallas) 2022.
Ovilla MUN 30663000 P C 663 729 70(Ellis 8 Trinity 01 C 70 8107029 Woodbine SG 0 0 0 0 0 0] GW no longer used - buy from Cedar Hill
Aquifer
Ovilla MUN 30663000 P ¢ 663 729 70(Ellis 8 Trinity 03A 206800 C 8108170 Lake Ray Cedar Hill 159 168 0 0 0 0|Based on Cedar Hill supply. Contract
Hubbard expires in 2014.
Ovilla MUN 30663000 P C 663 729 70| Ellis 8 Trinity 03A 206800 D 5105010 Tawakoni Cedar Hill 423 448 0 0 0 0|Based on Cedar Hill supply. Contract
(Dallas) expires in 2014.
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Palmer MUN 30671000 C 671 731 70| Ellis 8 Trinity 01 C 70 8107029 Woodbine SG 131 131 131 131 131 131|No more wells. Plan to go to SW.
Aquifer Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Pecan Hill MUN 30686000 C 686 935 70| Ellis 8 Trinity 01 C 70 8107022 Other Aquifer  |PG 99 99 99 83 83 83| Would not return phone calls. Available
supply limited by aquifer supply.
Red Oak MUN 30739000 C 739 737 70|Ellis 8 Trinity 01 C 70 8(07029 Woodbine SG 223 223 223 223 223 223|1 more well @ 600gpm. Not all GW
Aquifer treated. Available supply limited by aquifer
supply.
Red Oak MUN 30739000 C 739 737 70|Ellis 8 Trinity 03A 171 C 8(08130 Joe Pool Lake  [Rockett 524 700 855 989 1,039 1,121{Rockett SUD buys from Midlothian. Based
Sub on TRA's supply.
Waxahachie MUN 30943000 C 943 633 70|Ellis 8 Trinity 00 C 8(08200 Lake Ellis County 800 800 800) 800 800 800( Plans to buy 1.985 MGD from TRWD.
Waxahachie  |WCID #1 Based on yield.
Waxahachie MUN 30943000 C 943 633 70|Ellis 8 Trinity 03A 171 C 8(08210 Lake Bardwell |Ellis County 2,999 2,991 2,382 2,095 2,095 2,346|Ellis Co WCID #1. Based on TRA supply.
WCID #1
Waxahachie MUN 30943000 C 943 633 70(Ellis 8 Trinity 00 171 C 835081 Reuse TRA 3,400 3,800 3,900 4,400 4,900 5,129|Based on TRA supply. Waxahachie
County -Other MUN 30996070 C 996 757 70| Ellis 8 Trinity 01 C 70 8107028 Trinity Aquifer [GW 3,271 3,271 3,271 2,741 2,741 2,741 Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
County -Other MUN 30996070 C 996 757 70| Ellis 8 Trinity 01 C 70 8107029 Woodbine GW 401 391 376) 361 346 329(Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Aquifer
County -Other MUN 30996070 ¢ 996 757 70(Ellis 8 Trinity 01 C 70 8107022 Other Aquifer  |GW 6 6 [§ 5 5 5| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
County -Other MUN 30996070 C 996 757 70| Ellis 8 Trinity 03A 171 C 8108130 Joe Pool Lake |Rockett 2,193 2,380 2,427 2,404 2,419 2,298|Based on Rockett SUD supply (from
SuD Midlothian).
County -Other MUN 30996070 C 996 757 70|Ellis 8 Trinity 03 171 C 8(08210 Lake Bardwell |TRA 628 671 1,168 1,604 1,617 1,311(Based on TRA supply.
Irrigation IRR 31004070 C 1004 1004 70(Ellis 8 Trinity 01 C 70 8107028 Trinity Aquifer  |GW 22 22 22 18 18 18| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Irrigation IRR 31004070 C 1004 1004 70|Ellis 8 Trinity 00 C 8(070996 Irrigation Local |IRLS 508 508 508, 508 508 508(Based on IRLS data.
Supply
Livestock STK 31005070 C 1005 1005 70|Ellis 8 Trinity 01 C 70 8(07029 Woodbine GW 113 113 113 113 113 113(Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Aquifer
Livestock STK 31005070 ¢ 1005 1005 70(Ellis 8 Trinity 00 C 8108997 Livestock Local [SW 1,688 1,688 1,688 1,688 1,688 1,688|Based on max. historical use.
Supply
Manufacturing MFG 31001070 C 1001 1001 70| Ellis 8 Trinity 01 C 70 8107028 Trinity Aquifer [GW 1,957 1,957 1,957 1,640 1,640 1,640| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Manufacturing MFG 31001070 C 1001 1001 70(Ellis 8 Trinity 01 C 70 8107029 Woodbine GW 477 477 477) 477 477 477 Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Aquifer
Manufacturing MFG 31001070 C 1001 1001 70| Ellis 8 Trinity 03A 171 C 8108130 Joe Pool Lake | Midlothian 220 220 214 212 214 218(Based on Midlothian (TRA) supply.
(TRA)
Manufacturing MFG 31001070 C 1001 1001 70|Ellis 8 Trinity 00 C 8(08200 Lake SW 1,600 1,600 1,600] 1,600 1,600 1,600(Based on yield.
Waxahachie
Manufacturing MFG 31001070 C 1001 1001 70|Ellis 8 Trinity 03 171 C 8(08210 Lake Bardwell |TRA 623 755 945 1,216 1,299 1,304(Based on TRA supply.
TWDB Table
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Mining MIN 31003070 C 1003 1003 70| Ellis 8 Trinity 01 C 70 8107029 Woodbine GW 110 120 135 150 165 182| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Aquifer
FANNIN COUNTY
Bonham MUN 30098000 C 98 65 74| Fannin 2 Red 00 C 2{02270 Lake Bonham |SS 4,448 4,448 4,448 4,448 4,040 3,540|Based on yield.
Honey Grove MUN 30415000 C 415 283 74{Fannin 3 Sulphur 01 74 3107429 Woodbine SG 508 508 508] 508 508 508( Source combined with Woodbine in Red
Aquifer Basin. Based on 125% of max. historical
use.
Honey Grove MUN 30415000 C 415 283 74{Fannin 2 Red 01 C 74 2107429 Woodbine SG 26 26 26} 26 26 27(Based on 125% of max. historical use.
Aquifer
Leonard MUN 30517000 C 517 352 74{Fannin 3 Sulphur 01 C 74 3107429 Woodbine SG 40 40 40 40 40 40| Plans to use grant to drill additional well in
Aquifer 1999. Based on avg. pump capacity.
Leonard MUN 30517000 ¢ 517 352 74|Fannin 8 Trinity 01 C 74 8107429 Woodbine SG 363 363 363 363 363 363|Plans to use grant to drill additional well in
Aquifer 1999. Based on avg. pump capacity.
Savoy MUN 30807000 C 807 957 74{Fannin 2 Red 01 C 74 2107429 Woodbine SG 131 131 131 131 131 131| Would not return phone calls. Available
Aquifer supply limited by aquifer supply. Based on
125% of max. historical use.
Trenton MUN 30908000 C 908 978 74{Fannin 8 Trinity 01 C 74 8107429 Woodbine SG 274 274 274 274 274 274(Based on arg. pump capacity.
Aquifer
County -Other MUN 30996074 C 996 757 74|Fannin 2 Red 01 C 74 2107428 Trinity Aquifer  |GW 349 349 349 349 349 349|Based on 125% of max. historical use.
County -Other MUN 30996074 C 996 757 74{Fannin 2 Red 01 C 74 2107429 Woodbine GW 990 990 990) 990 990 990(Based on 125% of max. historical use.
Aquifer
County -Other MUN 30996074 C 996 757 74| Fannin 2 Red 00 C 2{02270 Lake Bonham |SW 734 734 734 734 667 584(Based on yield.
County -Other MUN 30996074 C 996 757 74{Fannin 3 Sulphur 01 C 74 307428 Trinity Aquifer [GW 198 198 198 198 198 198|Based on 125% of max. historical use.
County -Other MUN 30996074 C 996 757 74|Fannin 3 Sulphur 01 C 74 3107429 Woodbine GW 609 609 609 609 609 609|Based on 125% of max. historical use.
Aquifer
County -Other MUN 30996074 C 996 757 74{Fannin 3 Sulphur 00 C 2102270 Lake Bonham |SW 40 40 40 40 36 32|Based on yield.
County -Other MUN 30996074 C 996 757 74{Fannin 8 Trinity 01 C 74 8107428 Trinity Aquifer [GW 79 79 79 79 79 79(Based on 125% of max. historical use.
County -Other MUN 30996074 C 996 757 74{Fannin 8 Trinity 01 C 74 8107429 Woodbine GW 251 251 251 251 251 251(Based on 125% of max. historical use.
Aquifer
Irrigation IRR 31004074 C 1004 1004 74|Fannin 2 Red 01 C 74 2107422 Other Aquifer  |GW 2,919 2,919 2,919 2,919 2,919 2,919(Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Based on max. historical use.
Irrigation IRR 31004074 C 1004 1004 74| Fannin 2 Red 00 C 2(074996 Irrigation Local |IRLS 12,728 12,728 12,728 12,728 12,728 12,728|Based on IRLS data.
Supply
Livestock STK 31005074 C 1005 1005 74|Fannin 2 Red 01 6] 74 2107429 Woodbine GW 159 159 159 159 159 159|Based on 125% of max. historical use.
Aquifer
Livestock STK 31005074 C 1005 1005 74| Fannin 2 Red 00 C 2{02997 Livestock Local [SW 1,140 1,140 1,140 1,140 1,140 1,140(Based on max. historical use.

Supply
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Livestock STK 31005074 C 1005 1005 74{Fannin 3 Sulphur 01 C 74 3107428 Trinity Aquifer [GW 26 26 26} 26 26 26(Based on 125% of max. historical use.
Livestock STK 31005074 C 1005 1005 74{Fannin 3 Sulphur 01 C 74 3107429 Woodbine GW 25 25 25 25 25 25(Based on 125% of max. historical use.
Aquifer
Livestock STK 31005074 ¢ 1005 1005 74|Fannin 3 Sulphur 00 C 3103997 Livestock Local [SW 367 367 367 367 367 367|Based on max. historical use.
Supply
Livestock STK 31005074 C 1005 1005 74{Fannin 8 Trinity 01 C 74 8107428 Trinity Aquifer [GW 10 10 10 10 10 10[Based on 125% of max. historical use.
Livestock STK 31005074 C 1005 1005 74{Fannin 8 Trinity 00 C 8108997 Livestock Local |SW 76 76 76} 76 76 76(Based on max. historical use.
Supply
Manufacturing MFG 31001074 C 1001 1001 74|Fannin 2 Red 01 C 74 2107429 Woodbine GW 34 34 34 34 34 34(Based on 125% of max. historical use.
Aquifer
Manufacturing MFG 31001074 C 1001 1001 74| Fannin 2 Red 00 2102270 Lake Bonham  |SW 118 118 118 118 107 94|Based on yield.
Manufacturing MFG 31001074 C 1001 1001 74{Fannin 3 Sulphur 01 C 74 3107429 Woodbine GW 364 364 364 364 364 364(Based on 125% of max. historical use.
Aquifer
Mining MIN 31003074 C 1003 1003 74{Fannin 2 Red 00 C 2102999 Other Local SW 161 161 161 161 161 161|Based on max. historical use.
Supply
Steam Electric Power PWR 31002074 C 1002 1002 74|Fannin 2 Red 01 C 74 2107429 Woodbine GW 596 596 596} 596 596 596|Based on 125% of max. historical use.
Aquifer
Steam Electric Power PWR 31002074 C 1002 1002 74{Fannin 2 Red 00 C 2102230P Lake Texoma |SW 10,000 10,000 10,000} 10,000 10,000 10,000( Valley Plant (TXU) from Texoma
FREESTONE COUNTY
Fairfield MUN 30289000 C 289 196 81(Freestone 8 Trinity 01 C 81 8108110 Carrizo-Wilcox |SG 791 791 791 791 791 791|No more wells. Will eventually convert to
Aquifer SW when necessary from TRA maybe in
2010 or later. Also, new prison with 2
wells, not sure of capacity. Based on avg.
pump capacity.
Teague MUN 30884000 C 884 596 81(Freestone 8 Trinity 00 C 12(12860 Teague City  [SS 0 0 0 0 0 0| Not reliable water supply.
Lake
Teague MUN 30884000 C 884 596 81|Freestone 8 Trinity 01 C 81 8108110 Carrizo-Wilcox |SG 254 254 254 254 254 254| Applied for grant to drill another well.
Aquifer Based on avg. pump capacity.
Teague MUN 30884000 C 884 596 81(Freestone 12 Brazos 00 C 12(12860 Teague City  [SS 0 0 0 0 0 0| Not reliable water supply.
Lake
Teague MUN 30884000 C 884 596 81(Freestone 12 Brazos 01 C 81 12(08110 Carrizo-Wilcox [SG 593 593 593} 593 593 593 Applied for grant to drill another well.
Aquifer Based on avg. pump capacity.
Wortham MUN 30990000 C 990 668 81|Freestone 8 Trinity 00 C 8108700 Wortham Lake |SS 0 0 0 0 0 0] Not reliable water supply.
County -Other MUN 30996081 C 996 757 81(Freestone 8 Trinity 01 C 81 8108110 Carrizo-Wilcox |GW 1,468 1,468 1,468 1,468 1,468 1,468(Based on 125% of max. historical use.
Aquifer
County -Other MUN 30996081 C 996 757 81(Freestone 8 Trinity 00 C 8108700 Wortham Lake |SW 0 0 0 0 0 0| Not reliable water supply.
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Water User Group USE |dentifier County | Group Letter | Number | Number | Number NAME Number | NAME | Source | Number) Letter) | Number) | Number) | Identifier | Source Name [ D FROM |2000 (AcFt)| 2010 (AcFt) | 2020 (AcFt) | 2030 (AcFt) [ 2040 (AcFt) [ 2050 (AcFt) Comments
County -Other MUN 30996081 C 996 757 81| Freestone 12 Brazos 01 C 81 12(08110 Carrizo-Wilcox |GW 233 233 233 233 233 233[Based on 125% of max. historical use.
Aquifer
County -Other MUN 30996081 C 996 757 81(Freestone 12 Brazos 00 C 8108700 Wortham Lake [SW 0 0 0 0 0 0| Not reliable water supply.
Irrigation IRR 31004081 ¢ 1004 1004 81|Freestone 12 Brazos 01 C 81 12108110 Carrizo-Wilcox |GW 6 6 [§ 6 6 6|Based on 125% of max. historical use.
Aquifer
Irrigation IRR 31004081 C 1004 1004 81| Freestone 8 Trinity 01 C 81 8(08110 Carrizo-Wilcox [GW 25 25 25 25 25 25|Based on 125% of max. historical use.
Aquifer
Irrigation IRR 31004081 C 1004 1004 81| Freestone 8 Trinity 00 C 81 81081996 Irrigation Local |IRLS 353 353 353 353 353 353[Based on IRLS data.
Supply
Livestock STK 31005081 C 1005 1005 81(Freestone 8 Trinity 01 C 81 8108110 Carrizo-Wilcox |GW 766 766 766) 766 766 766(Based on 125% of max. historical use.
Aquifer
Livestock STK 31005081 ¢ 1005 1005 81|Freestone 8 Trinity 01 C 81 8108122 Other Aquifer  |GW 35 35 35 35 35 35(Based on 125% of max. historical use.
Livestock STK 31005081 C 1005 1005 81| Freestone 8 Trinity 00 C 8108997 Livestock Local |SW 961 961 961 961 961 961(Based on max. historical use.
Supply
Livestock STK 31005081 C 1005 1005 81(Freestone 12 Brazos 01 C 81 12(08122 Other Aquifer  |GW 21 21 21 21 21 21{Based on 125% of max. historical use.
Livestock STK 31005081 C 1005 1005 81(Freestone 12 Brazos 01 C 81 12(08124 Queen City GW 48 48 48 48 48 48|Based on 125% of max. historical use.
Aquifer
Livestock STK 31005081 C 1005 1005 81|Freestone 12 Brazos 00 C 12112997 Livestock Local [SW 82 82 82 82 82 82(Based on max. historical use.
Supply
Mining MIN 31003081 C 1003 1003 81(Freestone 8 Trinity 00 C 8108999 Other Loc al SW 236 236 236) 236 236 236(Based on max. historical use.
Supply
Mining MIN 31003081 C 1003 1003 81(Freestone 8 Trinity 01 C 81 8108110 Carrizo-Wilcox |GW 39 39 39 39 39 39|Based on 125% of max. historical use.
Aquifer
Mining MIN 31003081 C 1003 1003 81(Freestone 12 Brazos 01 C 81 12(08110 Carrizo-Wilcox |GW 16 16 17 18 19 20[Based on 125% of max. historical use.
Aquifer
Steam Electric Power PWR 31002081 C 1002 1002 81| Freestone 8 Trinity 01 C 81 8108110 Carrizo-Wilcox |GW 204 204 204 204 204 204(Based on 125% of max. historical use.
Aquifer
Steam Electric Power PWR 31002081 C 1002 1002 81(Freestone 8 Trinity 00 C 8108420 Lake Fairfield |SW 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000] Big Brown Plant (TXU). Based on yield.
Steam Electric Power PWR 31002081 C 1002 1002 81| Freestone 8 Trinity 00 171 C 8(08400 Livingston SW 16,000 16,000 16,000 16,000 16,000 16,000/ Fairfield (TXU)
(TXU -Fairfield)

GRAYSON COUNTY
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Bells MUN 30071000 C 71 824 91{Grayson 2 Red 01 C 91 2109128 Trinity Aquifer [SG 29 29 29 26 26 26 Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Bells MUN 30071000 C 71 824 91{Grayson 2 Red 01 C 91 2109129 Woodbine SG 62 62 62| 62 62 62| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Aquifer
Collinsville MUN 30187000 C 187 765 91{Grayson 8 Trinity 01 C 91 8109128 Trinity Aquifer |SG 115 115 115 103 103 103[Add 1 more well 200 gpm in future.
Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Denison MUN 30239000 C 239 158 91| Grayson 2 Red 01 C 91 2{09129 Woodbine SG 0 0 0 0 0 0[NOGW
Aquifer
Denison MUN 30239000 C 239 158 91{Grayson 2 Red 00 C 2102230P Lake Texoma [COE 20,624 20,624 20,624 20,624 20,624 20,624|Based on yield available in Table 4.
storage
Denison MUN 30239000 C 239 158 91| Grayson 2 Red 00 2{02240 Lake Randell |SS 4,519 4,519 4,519 4,519 4,519 4,519|Based on yield.
Gunter MUN 30370000 C 370 876 91{Grayson 8 Trinty 01 C 91 8109128 Trinity Aquifer [SG 84 84 84 76 76 76| Applied for a grant for another well.
Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Howe MUN 30419000 C 419 286 91{Grayson 2 Red 01 C 91 2109129 Woodbine SG 121 121 121 121 121 121|Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Aquifer
Howe MUN 30419000 C 419 286 91| Grayson 8 Trinity 01 C 91 8(09129 Woodbine SG 37 37 37 37 37 37| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Aquifer
Luella MUN 30548000 C 548 905 91{Grayson 2 Red 03A C 91 2109129 Woodbine SG -Luella 41 41 4] 41 41 41| Could not be reached. Available supply
Aquifer WSC limited by aquifer supply.
Pottshoro MUN 30719000 C 719 797 91{Grayson 2 Red 01 C 91 2109129 Woodbine SG 23 23 23] 23 23 23| Wants to purchase 3 MGD from Denison.
Aquifer Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Pottsboro MUN 30719000 C 719 797 91{Grayson 2 Red 03A C 2102240 Lake Randell  |Denison 261 261 261 261 261 261(City is allowed 233,000 gpd from res.
Sherman MUN 30827000 C 827 556 91{Grayson 2 Red 01 C 91 2109128 Trinity Aquifer [SG 815 815 815 733 733 733[May add ground storage tanks. Available
supply limited by aquifer supply.
Sherman MUN 30827000 C 827 556 91{Grayson 2 Red 01 C 91 2109129 Woodbine SG 1,461 1,461 1,461 1,461 1,461 1,461|May add ground storage tanks. Available
Aquifer supply limited by aquifer supply.
Sherman MUN 30827000 C 827 556 91{Grayson 2 Red 03A C 2102230P Lake Texoma |GTUA 11,210 11,210 11,210} 11,210 11,210 11,210 May add ground storage tanks. Based on
pipe cap of 20 MGD with peak factor of 2
Southmayd MUN 30847000 C 847 961 91{Grayson 2 Red 01 C 91 2109129 Woodbine SG 17 17 17 17 17 17{Plans to drill one more well. Available
Aquifer supply limited by aquifer supply.
Tioga MUN 30902000 C 902 974 91{Grayson 8 Trinity 01 C 91 8109128 Trinity Aquifer [SG 73 73 73 66 66 66| Did not return phone calls. Available
supply limited by aquifer supply.
Tom Bean MUN 30904000 C 904 976 91{Grayson 2 Red 01 C 91 2109129 Woodbine SG 81 81 81 81 81 81| May drill again in near future. Available
Aquifer supply limited by aquifer supply.
Van Alstyne MUN 30925000 C 925 619 91{Grayson 8 Trinity 01 C 91 8109128 Trinity Aquifer |SG 223 223 223 200 200 200| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Van Alstyne MUN 30925000 C 925 619 91| Grayson 8 Trinity 01 C 91 8(09129 Woodbine SG 35 35 35 35 35 35[0ne more well in near future. Available
Aquifer supply limited by aquifer supply.
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Whitesboro MUN 30967000 C 967 650 91{Grayson 2 Red 01 C 91 2109128 Trinity Aquifer [SG 113 113 113 102 102 102| Possibly drill another well when needed.
Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Whitesboro MUN 30967000 C 967 650 91{Grayson 8 Trinity 01 C 91 8109128 Trinity Aquifer [SG 18 18 18 16 16 16| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Whitewright MUN 30968000 ¢ 968 652 91| Grayson 2 Red 01 C 91 2109129 Woodbine SG 132 132 132) 132 132 132| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Aquifer
County -Other MUN 30996091 C 996 757 91{Grayson 2 Red 01 C 91 2109128 Trinity Aquifer [GW 294 294 294 264 264 264 Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
County -Other MUN 30996091 C 996 757 91{Grayson 2 Red 01 C 91 2109129 Woodbine GW 782 782 782 782 782 782( Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Aquifer
County -Other MUN 30996091 C 996 757 91| Grayson 2 Red 01 C 91 2{09122 Other Aquifer [GW 25 25 25 22 22 18| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
County -Other MUN 30996091 C 996 757 91| Grayson 2 Red 00 C 2(02230P  |Lake Texoma |SW 1,192 1,192 1,192 1,192 1,192 1,192(Based on yield.
County -Other MUN 30996091 C 996 757 91{Grayson 8 Trinity 01 C 91 8109129 Woodbine GW 457 457 457] 457 457 457 Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Aquifer
County -Other MUN 30996091 ¢ 996 757 91| Grayson 8 Trinity 01 C 91 8109122 Other Aquifer  |GW 10 10 10 9 9 9] Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Irrigation IRR 31004091 C 1004 1004 91{Grayson 2 Red 01 C 91 2109128 Trinity Aquifer [GW 31 31 31 28 28 28| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Irrigation IRR 31004091 C 1004 1004 91| Grayson 2 Red 00 C 2{091996 Irrigation Local |IRLS 996 996 996) 996 996 996(Based on IRLS data.
Supply
Irrigation IRR 31004091 C 1004 1004 91{Grayson 8 Trinity 01 C 91 8109128 Trinity Aquifer  |GW 1,462 1,462 1,462 1,315 1,315 1,315|Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Irrigation IRR 31004091 C 1004 1004 91{Grayson 8 Trinity 00 C 81091996 Irrigation Local |IRLS 0 0 0 0 0 0|Based on IRLS data.
Supply
Livestock STK 31005091 C 1005 1005 91{Grayson 2 Red 01 C 91 2109129 Woodbine GW 28 28 28] 28 28 28| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Aquifer
Livestock STK 31005091 C 1005 1005 91{Grayson 2 Red 00 C 2102997 Livestock Local |SW 1,079 1,079 1,079 1,079 1,079 1,079(Based on max. historical use.
Supply
Livestock STK 31005091 C 1005 1005 91{Grayson 8 Trinity 01 C 91 8109129 Woodbine GW 61 61 61 61 61 61(Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Aquifer
Livestock STK 31005091 C 1005 1005 91{Grayson 8 Trinity 00 C 8108997 Livestock Local [SW 604 604 604 604 604 604|Based on max. historical use.
Supply
Manufacturing MFG 31001091 C 1001 1001 91{Grayson 2 Red 01 C 91 2109129 Woodbine GW 2,132 2,132 2,132 2,132 2,132 2,132] Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Aquifer
Manufacturing MFG 31001091 C 1001 1001 91| Grayson 2 Red 00 C 2(02230P  |Lake Texoma |SW 2,584 2,584 2,584 2,584 2,584 2,584|Based on yield.
Manufacturing MFG 31001091 C 1001 1001 91| Grayson 2 Red 00 C 2{02240 Lake Randell |SW 500 500 500) 500 500 500(Based on yield.
Manufacturing MFG 31001091 C 1001 1001 91{Grayson 8 Trinity 01 C 91 8109129 Woodbine GW 6 6 6 6 6 6| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Aquifer
Mining MIN 31003091 C 1003 1003 91{Grayson 2 Red 01 C 91 2109128 Trinity Aquifer  [GW 13 13 13 12 12 12| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Mining MIN 31003091 C 1003 1003 91{Grayson 8 Trinity 01 C 91 8109128 Trinity Aquifer [GW 154 154 154 138 138 138| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
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Mining MIN 31003091 C 1003 1003 91{Grayson 2 Red 01 C 91 2109129 Woodbine GW 20 20 20) 20 20 20| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Aquifer

Mining MIN 31003091 C 1003 1003 91{Grayson 8 Trinity 01 C 91 8109129 Woodbine GW 214 214 214 214 214 214(Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Aquifer

County -Other MUN 30996091 C 996 757 91| Grayson 2 Red 00 C 2{36055 Reuse 100 100 100j 100 100 100 Reuse by Denison for golf.

HENDERSON COUNTY

Athens MUN 30041000 C 41 28 107|Henderson 8 Trinity 01 C 107 8110710 Carrizo-Wilcox [SG 726 562 562 562 562 562 Used for backup. Based on avg. pump
Aquifer capacity.

Athens MUN 30041000 C 41 28 107|Henderson 8 Trinity 03A | 6106010 Lake Athens | Athens 6,262 6,162 6,162 6,062 6,062 5,962|Based on yield.

MWA

Eustace MUN 30286000 C 286 864 107|Henderson 8 Trinity 01 C 107 8110710 Carrizo-Wilcox |SG 133 133 133 133 133 133|Plan to drill more wells (quality & pressure

Aquifer problems). Possibly go to SW from East
Cedar Creek. Based on avg. pump
capacity.

Gun Barrel City MUN 30369000 C 369 699 107|Henderson 8 Trinity 03A 190 C 8| 086E0 Cedar Creek/  |East Cedar 1,055 1,141 1,237 1,292 1,333 1,369 No GW use. Based on TRWD supply. Not
Richland- Creek dependent on pipeline.
Chambers FWSD
System (TRWD)

Mabank MUN 30554000 P C 554 375 107|Henderson 8 Trinity 03 190 C 8| 086E0 Cedar Creek/  |TRWD 72 90 99 113 114 115|Based on TRWD supply. Not dependent
Richland- on pipeline.
Chambers
System

Malakoff MUN 30557000 C 557 383 107|Henderson 8 Trinity 01 C 107 8(10710 Carrizo-Wilcox |SG 420 420 420) 420 420 420|Based on max. historical use.
Aquifer

Payne Springs MUN 30682000 C 682 934 107|Henderson 8 Trinity 03A 190 C 8[086ED Cedar Creek/  |East Cedar 168 174 174 180 188 199|Based on TRWD supply. Not dependent
Richland- Creek on pipeline.
Chambers FWSD
System (TRWD)

Seven Points MUN 30818000 C 818 959 107|Henderson 8 Trinity 03A 190 C 8| 086E0 Cedar Creek/  |West Cedar 121 120 118 118 119 120|No GW use. Buys from West Cedar
Richland- Creek MUD Creek. Based on West CC (TRWD)
Chambers (TRWD) supply. Not dependent on pipeline.
System

Tool MUN 30906000 C 906 753 107|Henderson 8 Trinity 03A 190 C 8| 086E0 Cedar Creek/  |West Cedar 366 376 384 399 402 409(No GW use. Buys from West Cedar
Richland- Creek MUD Creek. Based on West CC (TRWD)
Chambers (TRWD) supply. Not dependent on pipeline.
System
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Trinidad MUN 30909000 C 909 609 107|Henderson 8 Trinity 00 C 8|A08195  |Trinidad City [SS 1,000 1,000 1,000} 1,000 1,000 1,000 No future plans to increase supply. Based
Lake on water right.
County -Other MUN 30996107 C 996 757 107|Henderson 8 Triniy 01 C 107 8110710 Carrizo-Wilcox |GW 1,639 1,639 1,639 1,639 1,639 1,639(Based on max. historical use.
Aquifer
County -Other MUN 30996107 C 996 757 107|Henderson 8 Trinity 01 C 107 810722 Other Aquifer  |GW 24 24 24 24 24 24{Based on max. historical use.
County -Other MUN 30996107 C 996 757 107|Henderson 8 Trinity 03 190 C 8| 086E0 Cedar Creek/  [TRWD 1,045 1,256 1,418 1,397 1,234 1,114{Not dependent on pipeline
Richland-
Chambers
System
Irrigation IRR 31004107 C 1004 1004 107|Henderson 8 Trinity 01 C 107 8110710 Carrizo-Wilcox |GW 21 21 21 21 21 21{Based on max. historical use.
Aquifer
Irrigation IRR 31004107 C 1004 1004 107|Henderson 8 Trinity 00 C 8(107996 Irrigation Local |IRLS 2,382 2,382 2,382 2,382 2,382 2,382(Based on IRLS data.
Supply
Livestock STK 31005107 C 1005 1005 107|Henderson 8 Trinity 01 C 107 8110710 Carrizo-Wilcox |GW 527 527 527} 527 527 527(Based on max. historical use.
Aquifer
Livestock STK 31005107 C 1005 1005 107|Henderson 8 Trinity 01 C 107 8110722 Other Aquifer  |GW 143 143 143 143 143 143|Based on max. historical use.
Livestock STK 31005107 C 1005 1005 107|Henderson 8 Trinity 01 C 107 8110724 Queen City GW 54 54 54 54 54 54|Based on 125% of max . historical use.
Aquifer
Livestock STK 31005107 C 1005 1005 107|Henderson 8 Trinity 00 C 8108997 Livestock Local |SW 475 475 475 475 475 475|Based on historical max use.
Supply
Manufacturing MFG 31001107 C 1001 1001 107|Henderson 8 Trinity 01 C 107 8110710 Carrizo-Wilcox |GW 320 320 320) 320 320 320(Based on 1996 use.
Aquifer
Manufacturing MFG 31001107 C 1001 1001 107|Henderson 8 Trinity 00 | 606010 Lake Athens  [City of 38 38 38 38 38 38(Based on 1996 use.
Athens
Mining MIN 31003107 C 1003 1003 107|Henderson 8 Trinity 01 C 107 8(10710 Carrizo-Wilcox [GW 466 466 466) 466 466 466|Based on max. historical use.
Aquifer
Mining MIN 31003107 C 1003 1003 107|Henderson 8 Trinity 00 C 8108999 Other Local SW 29 29 29 29 29 29(Based on historical max use.
Supply
Steam Electric Power PWR 31002107 C 1002 1002 107|Henderson 8 Trinity 01 C 107 8110710 Carrizo-Wilcox |GW 1 1 1 1 1 1|Based on max. historical use.
Aquifer
Steam Electric Power PWR 31002107 C 1002 1002 107|Henderson 8 Trinity 03 190 C 8]086E0 Cedar Creek/  |TRWD 5,800 5,800 5,800 5,800 5,800 5,800[ TXU (Forest Grove) contract information
Richland- per Bennett Jones. Total use 9500; 3700
Chambers from storage during drought, and 5800
System from Cedar Creek.
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Major Water of
Provider | Location |Groundwa| Location
Regional Type of |  Number | of Supply [ter Supply [of Supply Available | Available | Available [ Available | Available | Available
Water User Water Water (TWDB Source | Source | Source | Specific Supply for | Supply for | Supply for | Supply for | Supply for | Supply for
Group Partial Planning  |Sequence| City County | COUNTY Basin BASIN | Supply Alpha (RWPG | (County | (Basin Source Specific  |PURCHASE| the Year the Year the Year the Year the Year the Year
Water User Group USE |dentifier County | Group Letter | Number | Number | Number NAME Number | NAME | Source | Number) Letter) | Number) | Number) | Identifier | Source Name [ D FROM |2000 (AcFt)| 2010 (AcFt) | 2020 (AcFt) | 2030 (AcFt) [ 2040 (AcFt) [ 2050 (AcFt) Comments
Steam Electric Power PWR 31002107 C 1002 1002 107|Henderson 8 Trinity 00 C 8108410 Forest Grove | TXU 3,700 3,700 3,700 3,700 3,700 3,700| TXU (Forest Grove)
Steam Electric Power PWR 31002107 C 1002 1002 107[Henderson 8 Trinity 00 C 8(08390 Lake Trinidad |SW 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000|TXU. Based on yields.
HILL COUNTY (Region G)
County -Other MUN 70996109 G 996 757 109| Hill 12 Brazos 03A 171 C 8108230 Navarro Mills | Corsicana 300 300 300) 300 300 300( Contract to Post Oak WSC. 85% in Region
Reservoir (TRA) G
JACK COUNTY
Bryson MUN 30124000 C 124 834 119 Jack 12 Brazos 00 C 12(12870 Lake Bryson  [SS 90 90 90) 90 90 90(Based on yield.
Jacksboro MUN 30441000 C 441 302 119 Jack 8 Trinity 02 8(08290 Lost SS 1,392 1,392 1,392 1,392 1,392 1,392(Based on yield.
Creek/Jacksbor
0 System
Jacksboro MUN 30441000 C 441 302 119|Jack 8 Trinity 03 190 C 8108010P Bridgeport Locall TRWD 0 0 0 0 0 0|Based on TRWD supply & contract.
Supply from other sources meet demands.
County -Other MUN 30996119 C 996 757 119(Jack 12 Brazos 01 C 119 12111928 Trinity Aquifer [GW 250 250 250) 250 250 225(Based on 125% of max. historical use.
County -Other MUN 30996119 C 996 757 119 Jack 12 Brazos 00 C 12112870 Lake Bryson  [SW 0 0 0 0 0 0] Not reliable water supply.
County -Other MUN 30996119 C 996 757 119 Jack 8 Trinity 01 C 119 8(11928 Trinity Aquifer [GW 315 315 315 315 315 284(Based on 125% of max. historical use.
County -Other MUN 30996119 C 996 757 119(Jack 8 Trinity 02 C 8(08290 Lost SW 5 5 5 5 5 5|Based on yield.
Creek/Jackshor
0 System
Irrigation IRR 31004119 C 1004 1004 119 Jack 12 Brazos 01 C 119 12111922 Other Aquifer  |GW 16 16 16 16 16 16|Based on 125% of max. historical use.
Irrigation IRR 31004119 C 1004 1004 119|Jack 8 Trinity 00 C 119 81119996 Irrigation Local |IRLS 110 110 110 110 110 110|Based on IRLS data.
Supply
Irrigation IRR 31004119 C 1004 1004 119|Jack 12 Brazos 00 C 119 12(119996 Irrigation Local |IRLS 15 15 15 15 15 15(Based on IRLS data.
Supply
Livestock STK 31005119 C 1005 1005 119|Jack 8 Trinity 01 C 119 8111922 Other Aquifer  |GW 169 169 169 169 169 169|Based on 125% of max. historical use.
Livestock STK 31005119 C 1005 1005 119|Jack 8 Trinity 00 C 8108997 Livestock Local |SW 1,214 1,214 1,214 1,214 1,214 1,214(Based on max. historical use.
Supply
Livestock STK 31005119 C 1005 1005 119|Jack 12 Brazos 01 C 119 12(11922 Other Aquifer  |GW 63 63 63} 63 63 63[Based on 125% of max. historical use.
Livestock STK 31005119 C 1005 1005 119 Jack 12 Brazos 00 C 12112997 Livestock Local [SW 451 451 451 451 451 451|Based on max. historical use.
Supply
Mining MIN 31003119 C 1003 1003 119|Jack 8 Trinity 01 C 119 8111922 Other Aquifer  |GW 281 281 281 281 281 281(Based on 125% of max. historical use.
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Provider | Location |Groundwa| Location
Regional Type of |  Number | of Supply [ter Supply [of Supply Available | Available | Available [ Available | Available | Available
Water User Water Water (TWDB Source | Source | Source | Specific Supply for | Supply for | Supply for | Supply for | Supply for | Supply for
Group Partial Planning  |Sequence| City County | COUNTY Basin BASIN | Supply Alpha (RWPG | (County | (Basin Source Specific  |PURCHASE| the Year the Year the Year the Year the Year the Year
Water User Group USE |dentifier County | Group Letter | Number | Number | Number NAME Number | NAME | Source | Number) Letter) | Number) | Number) | Identifier | Source Name [ D FROM |2000 (AcFt)| 2010 (AcFt) | 2020 (AcFt) | 2030 (AcFt) [ 2040 (AcFt) [ 2050 (AcFt) Comments
Mining MIN 31003119 C 1003 1003 119|Jack 8 Trinity 00 C 8108999 Other Local SW 370 370 370) 370 370 370(Based on max. historical use.
Supply
Mining MIN 31003119 C 1003 1003 119|Jack 12 Brazos 01 C 119 12(11922 Other Aquifer  |GW 5 5 5 5 5 5|Based on 125% of max. historical use.
Irrigation IRR 31004119 ¢ 1004 1004 119 Jack 8 Trinity 00 C 8135081 Reuse Jackshoro 0 200 200 200 200 200|Based on Table 4.
JOHNSON COUNTY (Region
G)
Burleson MUN 70131000 G 131 87 126|Johnson 8 Trinity 03 298900 C 8| 086E0 Cedar Creek/  [Fort Worth 2,287 2,639 2,671 3,113 3,473 3,874]Sent to Region G
Richland-
Chambers
System
Mansfield MUN 70559000 G 559 384 126{Johnson 8 Trinity 03 190 C 8(086E0 Cedar Creek/ |TRWD 136 142 158 172 212 262|Sent to Region G
Richland-
Chambers
System
KAUFMAN COUNTY
Combine MUN 30193000 P C 193 766 129|Kaufman 8 Trinity 03A 206800 C 8108170 Lake Ray Combine 61 71 80) 120 119 121|Based on Combine WSC supply.
Hubbard WSsC
Combine MUN 30193000 P C 193 766 129|Kaufman 8 Trinity 03A 206800 D 5105010 Tawakoni Combine 162 191 258 322 321 328|Based on Combine WSC supply.
(Dallas) WSC
Crandall MUN 30210000 C 210 767 129|Kaufman 8 Trinity 03A 160 C 8/080C0 Lake Kaufman 236 238 221 224 214 212(Based on Kaufman 4:1 (NTMWD) supply.
Lavon/Reuse [Four One
Crandall MUN 30210000 C 210 767 129|Kaufman 8 Trinity 03A 160 C 21020C0 Lake Texoma |Kaufman 130 133 125 129 124 125|Based on Kaufman 4:1 (NTMWD) supply.
Four One
Crandall MUN 30210000 C 210 767 129|Kaufman 8 Trinity 03A 160 D 31030C0 Chapman Kaufman 91 92 85) 87 84 84(Based on Kaufman 4:1 (NTMWD) supply.
(NTMWD) Four One
Dallas MUN 30227000 P C 227 151 129(Kaufman 8 Trinity 02 206800 C 8(086D0 Elm Fork/Lake |DWU 0 0 0 0 0 0[Based on DWU supply.
Grapevine
System
Dallas MUN 30227000 P C 227 151 129(Kaufman 8 Trinity 02 206800 C 8(08170 Lake Ray DWU 0 0 0 1 1 0| Based on DWU supply.
Hubbard
Dallas MUN 30227000 P C 227 151 129|Kaufman 8 Trinity 02 206800 D 5105010 Tawakoni DWU 1 1 1 2 2 1|Based on DWU supply.
(Dallas)
Forney MUN 30304000 C 304 207 129(Kaufman 8 Trinity 03 160 C 8(080C0 Lake NTMWD 616 934 1,157 1,354 1,544 1,733(Based on NTMWD supply.
Lavor/Reuse
Forney MUN 30304000 C 304 207 129|Kaufman 8 Trinity 03 160 C 21020C0 Lake Texoma [NTMWD 341 522 655 777 898 1,022|Based on NTMWD supply.
Forney MUN 30304000 C 304 207 129(Kaufman 8 Trinity 03 160 D 3{030C0 Chapman NTMWD 239 360 447, 527 604 682[Based on NTMWD supply.
(NTMWD)
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Kaufman MUN 30459000 C 459 313 129(Kaufman 8 Trinity 03 160 C 8(080C0 Lake NTMWD 599 551 521 498 460 439|Based on NTMWD supply.
Lavon/Reuse

Kaufman MUN 30459000 C 459 313 129(Kaufman 8 Trinity 03 160 2{020C0 Lake Texoma |NTMWD 331 308 295 286 268 258(Based on NTMWD supply.

Kaufman MUN 30459000 C 459 313 129|Kaufman 8 Trinity 03 160 31030C0 Chapman NTMWD 232 212 202 194 180 173|Based on NTMWD supply.
(NTMWD)

Kemp MUN 30463000 C 463 711 129|Kaufman 8 Trinity 03 190 C 8|086E0 Cedar Creek/  [TRWD 526 526 526) 526 526 526(Based on TRWD supply. Contract for 600
Richland- AF/Y. 74 AFIY in municipal sales.
Chambers
System

Mabank MUN 30554000 P C 554 375 129|Kaufman 8 Trinity 03 190 C 8| 086E0 Cedar Creek/  [TRWD 489 603 661 754 813 878[Based on TRWD supply. Not dependent
Richland- on pipeline.
Chambers
System

Oak Grove MUN 30646000 C 646 928 129|Kaufman 8 Trinity 03A 160 C 8/080C0 Lake Kaufman 63 50 42) 36 32 28(Based on Kaufman (NTMWD) supply.
Lavon/Reuse

Oak Grove MUN 30646000 C 646 928 129|Kaufman 8 Trinity 03A 160 21020C0 Lake Texoma [NTMWD 35 28 24 21 19 17|Based on Kaufman (NTMWD) supply.

Oak Grove MUN 30646000 C 646 928 129(Kaufman 8 Trinity 03A 160 3{030C0 Chapman NTMWD 25 19 16 14 12 11|Based on Kaufman (NTMWD) supply.
(NTMWD)

Terrell MUN 30887000 C 887 599 129|Kaufman 8 Trinity 00 D 5/05010P Lake Tawakoni |SS 9,749 9,722 9,689 9,662 9,634 9,601|Based on water right.

Terrell MUN 30887000 C 887 599 129(Kaufman 8 Trinity 00 C 8(08180 Lake Terrell SS 1,518 1,503 1,487 1,471 1,453 1,435(Based on yield.

County -Other MUN 30996129 C 996 757 129|Kaufman 5 Sabine 01 C 129 5112922 Other Aquifer  |GW 124 124 124 124 124 124| Available supply limited by available

aquifer.

County -Other MUN 30996129 ¢ 996 757 129|Kaufman 5 Sabine 00 D 5/05010P  [Lake Tawakoni |Terrell 1 1 1 1 1 1{Based on historical max use.

County -Other MUN 30996129 C 996 757 129|Kaufman 5 Sabine 03 160 C 81080C0 Lake NTMWD 27 33 40 44 43 41|Based on NTMWD supply.
Lavon/Reuse

County -Other MUN 30996129 C 996 757 129(Kaufman 5 Sabine 03 160 C 2{020C0 Lake Texoma |NTMWD 15 19 23 25 25 24|Based on NTMWD supply.

County -Other MUN 30996129 C 996 757 129|Kaufman 5 Sabine 03 160 D 31030C0 Chapman NTMWD 11 13 15 17 17 16{Based on NTMWD supply.
(NTMWD)

County -Other MUN 30996129 C 996 757 129|Kaufman 8 Trinity 01 C 129 8112922 Other Aquifer  |GW 87 87 87l 87 87 87|Based on 119.35% of max. historical use.

County -Other MUN 30996129 C 996 757 129|Kaufman 8 Trinity 00 D 5/05010P Lake Tawakoni | Terrell 187 187 187 187 187 187|Based on historical max use.

County -Other MUN 30996129 C 996 757 129(Kaufman 8 Trinity 03 160 C 8(080C0 Lake NTMWD 2,227 1,594 1,487 1,430 1,326 1,214(Based on NTMWD supply.
Lavon/Reuse

County -Other MUN 30996129 C 996 757 129(Kaufman 8 Trinity 03 160 C 2{020C0 Lake Texoma |NTMWD 1,231 892 842, 821 771 716(Based on NTMWD supply.

County -Other MUN 30996129 C 996 757 129|Kaufman 8 Trinity 03 160 D 31030C0 Chapman NTMWD 863 614 575 556 519 478|Based on NTMWD supply.
(NTMWD)
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County -Other MUN 30996129 C 996 757 129|Kaufman 8 Trinity 03 190 C 8| 086E0 Cedar Creek/  [TRWD 704 877 1,122 1,334 1,483 1,547(Not dependent on pipeline.
Richland-
Chambers
System
Irrigation IRR 31004129 C 1004 1004 129|Kaufman 8 Trinity 01 C 129 8112920 Nacatoch GW 15 15 15 15 15 15( Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Aquifer
Irrigation IRR 31004129 C 1004 1004 129(Kaufman 8 Trinity 00 C 81129996 Irrigation Local |IRLS 347 347 347 347 347 347(Based on IRLS data.
Supply
Livestock STK 31005129 C 1005 1005 129|Kaufman 5 Sabine 01 C 129 5112920 Nacatoch GW 7 7 7 7 7 7| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Aquifer
Livestock STK 31005129 C 1005 1005 129|Kaufman 5 Sabine 00 6] 5105997 Livestock Local [SW 91 91 91 91 91 91|Based on max. historical use.
Supply
Livestock STK 31005129 C 1005 1005 129|Kaufman 8 Trinity 01 C 129 8112920 Nacatoch GW 38 38 38 38 38 38| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Aquifer
Livestock STK 31005129 C 1005 1005 129|Kaufman 8 Trinity 01 C 129 8112929 Woodbine GW 135 135 135 135 135 135|Based on 119.35% of max. historical use.
Aquifer
Livestock STK 31005129 C 1005 1005 129(Kaufman 8 Trinity 00 C 8(08997 Livestock Local [SW 1,531 1,531 1,531 1,531 1,531 1,531(Based on max. historical use.
Supply
Manufacturing MFG 31001129 C 1001 1001 129|Kaufman 8 Trinity 03 160 C 81080C0 Lake NTMWD 179 104 83} 72 66 63|Based on NTMWD supply.
Lavon/Reuse
Manufacturing MFG 31001129 C 1001 1001 129|Kaufman 8 Trinity 03 160 21020C0 Lake Texoma |NTMWD 99 58 47 41 38 37|Based on NTMWD supply.
Manufacturing MFG 31001129 C 1001 1001 129|Kaufman 8 Trinity 03 160 3/030C0 Chapman NTMWD 69 40 32 28 26 25(Based on NTMWD supply.
(NTMWD)
Manufacturing MFG 31001129 C 1001 1001 129|Kaufman 8 Trinity 00 C 8108180 Lake Terrell SW 132 131 130 129 127 125|Based on yield.
Mining MIN 31003129 C 1003 1003 129(Kaufman 8 Trinity 00 8(08999 Other Local SW 75 75 75 75 75 75|Based on max. historical use.
Supply
County -Other Mun 30996129 C 996 757 129|Kaufman 8 Trinity 00 C 8136142 Reuse 200 300 300) 300 300 300 Reuse by Country Club Water Supply and
Crandall for golf.
NAVARRO COUNTY
Blooming Grove MUN 30090000 C 90 828 175|Navarro 8 Trinity 03A 171 C 8108230 Navarro Mills  [Corsicana 284 262 250 230 214 200|Based on Corsicana (TRA) supply.
Reservoir (TRA)
Corsicana MUN 30207000 C 207 137 175|Navarro 8 Trinity 00 C 8108220 Lake Halbert  [SS 358 358 358 358 358 358|Based on Corsicana supply and Lake
Halbert yield.
Corsicana MUN 30207000 C 207 137 175|Navarro 8 Trinity 03 171 C 8108230 Navarro Mills | TRA 11,561 12,039 12,016 12,181 12,566 12,983(City's use only. Based on TRA supply to
Reservoir Corsicana.
Corsicana MUN 30207000 C 207 137 175|Navarro 8 Trinity 03 C 8| 086E0 Cedar Creek/  [SS 0 0 0 0 0 0|Infrastructure not in place.
Richland-
Chambers
System
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Dawson MUN 30230000 C 230 855 175|Navarro 8 Trinity 03A 171 C 8108230 Navarro Mills | Corsicana 366 329 278 249 236 226(Based on Corsicana (TRA) supply.
Reservoir (TRA)

Dawson MUN 30230000 C 230 855 175[Navarro 8 Triniy 03 171 C 8(08230 Navarro Mills | TRA 368 368 368, 368 368 368(Based on TRA supply
Reservoir

Frost MUN 30321000 ¢ 321 868 175|Navarro 8 Trinity 01 C 175 8117529 Woodbine SG 104 104 104 104 104 104| GW is backup supply. Buys SW (Nav.
Aquifer Mills) from Corsicana as main supply.

Based on 125% of max historical use.

Frost MUN 30321000 C 321 868 175|Navarro 8 Trinity 03A 171 C 8108230 Navarro Mills | Corsicana 0 0 0 0 0 0| No historical use.
Reservoir (TRA)

Kerens MUN 30466000 C 466 712 175|Navarro 8 Trinity 03A 171 C 8108230 Navarro Mills | Chatfield 236 220 212 197 187 178|Based on Chatfield WSC (TRA) supply.
Reservoir WsC

Kerens MUN 30466000 C 466 712 175|Navarro 8 Trinity 03A 171 C 8108230 Navarro Mills  [Corsicana 236 220 212 197 187 178|Based on Corsicana (TRA) supply.
Reservoir (TRA)

Rice MUN 30746000 C 746 947 175|Navarro 8 Trinity 03A 171 C 8108230 Navarro Mills  [Coriscana 459 421 414 398 390 390|Based on Rice Water Supply & Sewer
Reservoir (Rice WSC) (TRA) supply.

County -Other MUN 30996175 C 996 757 175|Navarro 8 Trinity 01 C 175 817528 Trinity Aquifer [GW 61 61 61 61 61 61(Based on 125% of max. historical use.

County -Other MUN 30996175 C 996 757 175|Navarro 8 Trinity 01 C 175 817529 Woodbine GW 131 131 131 131 131 131|Based on 125% of max. historical use.
Aquifer

County -Other MUN 30996175 ¢ 996 757 175|Navarro 8 Trinity 03 190 C 8]086E0 Cedar Creek/  |[TRWD 561 561 561 561 561 561|Based on TRWD supply & contract
Richland- (Winkler WSC & TPWD).
Chambers
System

County -Other MUN 30996175 C 996 757 175|Navarro 8 Trinity 03A 171 C 8108230 Navarro Mills | Corsicana 3,410 2,991 3,048 2,925 2,529 2,087|Based on Corsicana (TRA) supply. 300
Reservoir (TRA) AF/Y sent to Region G

County -Other MUN 30996175 C 996 757 175|Navarro 8 Trinity 00 C 8108220 Lake Halbert |Corsicana 179 179 179 179 179 179|Based on Corsicana supply and Lake

Halbert yield.

Irrigation IRR 31004175 C 1004 1004 175|Navarro 8 Trinity 00 C 81175996 Irrigation Local |IRLS 2,901 2,841 2,841 2,841 2,841 2,841|Based on IRLS data.
Supply

Livestock STK 31005175 C 1005 1005 175|Navarro 8 Trinity 01 C 175 817510 Carrizo-Wilcox |GW 16 16 16 16 16 16{Based on 125% of max. historical use.
Aquifer

Livestock STK 31005175 C 1005 1005 175|Navarro 8 Trinity 01 C 175 8]17520 Nacatoch GW 11 11 11 11 11 11{Based on 125% of max. historical use.
Aquifer

Livestock STK 31005175 C 1005 1005 175|Navarro 8 Trinity 01 C 175 817522 Other Aquifer  |GW 103 109 120 131 142 154| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
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Livestock STK 31005175 C 1005 1005 175|Navarro 8 Trinity 00 C 8108997 Livestock Local |SW 1,603 1,603 1,603 1,603 1,603 1,603[Based on max. historical use.
Supply
Manufacturing MFG 31001175 C 1001 1001 175|Navarro 8 Trinity 01 C 175 817522 Other Aquifer  |GW 1 1 1 1 1 1| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Manufacturing MFG 31001175 C 1001 1001 175|Navarro 8 Trinity 00 C 8108220 Lake Halbert  |Corsicana 63 63 63} 63 63 63[Based on Corsicana supply and Lake
Halbert yield.
Manufacturing MFG 31001175 C 1001 1001 175|Navarro 8 Trinity 03 171 C 8108230 Navarro Mills | TRA 450 450 450) 450 450 450(Based on TRA supply Texas Industries
Reservoir

Manufacturing MFG 31001175 C 1001 1001 175|Navarro 8 Trinity 03A 171 C 8108230 Navarro Mills  [Corsicana 608 678 730) 783 851 918|Based on Corsicana (TRA) supply.
Reservoir (TRA)

Mining MIN 31003175 C 1003 1003 175|Navarro 8 Trinity 01 C 175 817510 Carrizo-Wilcox |GW 74 74 74 74 74 74{Based on 125% of max. historical use.
Aquifer

Mining MIN 31003175 C 1003 1003 175|Navarro 8 Trinity 01 C 175 8117520 Nacatoch GW 38 38 38 38 38 38|Based on 125% of max. historical use.
Aquifer

PARKER COUNTY

Aledo MUN 30009000 ¢ 9 674 184|Parker 8 Trinity 01 C 184 8118428 Trinity Aquifer |SG 166 166 166 137 137 137{Plans to drill another well this years and to
go to SW in 35 yrs Lake Benbrook.
Available supply limited by aquifer supply.

Annetta MUN 30030000 C 30 814 184(Parker 8 Trinity 01 C 184 8(18422 Other Aquifer  [SG 88 88 88 73 73 73| Each resident has own well. There is NO
city water system. Available supply limited
by available aquifer.

Azle MUN 30046000 P C 46 31 184(Parker 8 Trinity 03 190 C 8(086C0 West Fork less [ TRWD 296 341 399 426 423 418|Based on TRWD supply.

Bridgeport Local
Briar MUN 30110000 P ¢ 110 682 184|Parker 8 Trinity 03A 190 C 8]086C0 West Fork less | Community 103 106 122) 130 133 136|Based on Community WSC (TRWD)
Bridgeport Locall WSC supply.

Hudson Oaks MUN 30422000 C 422 883 184| Parker 8 Trinity 01 C 184 8118428 Trinity Aquifer |SG 122 122 122 101 101 101{Plans to drill another well in near-term, but
convert to SW at some point. Available
supply limited by aquifer supply.

Mineral Wells MUN 30600000 C 600 407 184|Parker 12 Brazos 00 C 12112170 Lake Mineral  |SS 0 0 0 0 0 0[Reservair not connected.

Wells
Mineral Wells MUN 30600000 C 600 407 184| Parker 12 Brazos 00 G 12112160 Lake Palo Pinto [SS 98 106 115 128 138 150{Based on Table 2 demands.
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Reno MUN 30744000 C 744 739 184|Parker 8 Trinity 01 C 184 8118428 Trinity Aquifer [SG 147 147 147 121 121 121|Possibly drill 1 more well in next 10 yrs.
Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Reno MUN 30744000 C 744 739 184|Parker 8 Trinity 03A 190 C 8/086C0 West Fork less | Springtown 187 209 360) 432 460 512(Plans to tie on to Walnut Creek in future.
Bridgeport Local Based on Springtown (TRWD) supply.
Springtown MUN 30853000 C 853 574 184|Parker 8 Trinity 01 C 184 8118428 Trinity Aquifer [SG 109 109 109 90 90 90[No more wells. More SW from Eagle Mtn.
Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Springtown MUN 30853000 C 853 574 184|Parker 8 Trinity 03 190 C 8/086C0 West Fork less [ TRWD 318 480 614 687 714 763|future - increase SW allowed. Based on
Bridgeport Local TRWD supply & contracts.
Weatherford MUN 30944000 C 944 634 184|Parker 8 Trinity 00 C 8108050 Lake SS 1,448 1,339 1,252 1,158 1,064 977|Contract w/ TRWD for Lake Benbrook
Weatherford connection after 2001. Based on yield.
Weatherford MUN 30944000 C 944 634 184|Parker 8 Trinity 03 190 C 8108060 Lake Benbrook |TRWD 0 0 0 0 0 0|Need pipeline
Weatherford MUN 30944000 ¢ 944 634 184| Parker 12 Brazos 00 C 8108050 Lake SS 88 81 76 70 64 59| Contract w/ TRWD for Lake Benbrook
Weatherford connection after 2001. Based on yield.
Weatherford MUN 30944000 C 944 634 184|Parker 12 Brazos 03 190 C 8108060 Lake Benbrook |TRWD 0 0 0 0 0 0| Need pipeline
Willow Park MUN 30973000 C 973 756 184|Parker 8 Trinity 01 C 184 8118428 Trinity Aquifer [SG 328 328 328 271 271 271|Did not return phone calls. Available
supply limited by aquifer supply.
County -Other MUN 30996184 C 996 757 184| Parker 12 Brazos 01 C 184 12(18428 Trinity Aquifer  |GW 969 969 969 834 834 834|Based on 125% of max. historical use.
County -Other MUN 30996184 ¢ 996 757 184|Parker 12 Brazos 01 C 184 12118429 Woodbine GW 3 3 3 3 3 3|Based on 125% of max. historical use.
Aquifer
County -Other MUN 30996184 C 996 757 184|Parker 12 Brazos 01 C 184 12(18422 Other Aquifer  |GW 48 48 48 48 48 48|Based on 125% of max. historical use.
County -Other MUN 30996184 C 996 757 184| Parker 12 Brazos 00 G 12(12160 Lake Palo Pinto [Mineral 297 422 435 490 490 490|Based on available supply minus Mineral
Wells Wells' demand & County Other (Brazos
Basin).
County -Other MUN 30996184 C 996 757 184(Parker 12 Brazos 03A 190 C 8(08010P |Bridgeport Locall Walnut 198 245 276) 272 212 113|Based on Walnut Creek SUD (TRWD)
Creek SUD supply & contract.
(TRWD)
County -Other MUN 30996184 C 996 757 184| Parker 8 Trinity 01 C 184 8118428 Trinity Aquifer  |GW 1,406 1,406 1,406 1,159 1,159 1,159| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
County -Other MUN 30996184 C 996 757 184|Parker 8 Trinity 01 C 184 8118429 Woodbine GW 4 4 4 3 3 3| Available supply limited by aquifer supply.
Aquifer
County -Other MUN 30996184 C 996 757 184|Parker 8 Trinity 01 C 184 8118422 Other Aquifer  |GW 68 68 68} 56 56 56| Available supply limited by available
aquifer.
Cou