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Appendices

AGENDAS FOR GMA 12 JOINT GROUNDWATER PLANNING MEETINGS FROM 2018
TO 2021

MINUTES FOR GMA 12 JOINT GROUNDWATER PLANNING MEETINGS FROM 2018
TO 2021

GMA-12 RESOLUTION FOR PROPOSED DFCS DATED APRIL 22, 2021
NOTICES AND MINUTES OF GCD PUBLIC HEARINGS ON PROPOSED GMA 12 DFCS

NOVEMBER 12, 2021 PRESENTATION "GMA 12: 5-12, 5-19, AND 5-20 MODEL
RESULTS”

TERS FOR GMA 12 (GAM TASK 13-035_v2)
GAM RUN 18-021 FOR BRAZOS VALLEY GCD
GAM RUN 17-019 FOR FAYETTE COUNTY GCD

GAM RUN 16-014 FOR LOST PINES GCD

GAM RUN 18-020 FOR MID-EAST TEXAS GCD
GAM RUN 16-015 FOR POST OAK SAVANNAH GCD

JULY 24, 2020 PRESENTATION "AQUIFER USES AND CONDITIONS CONSIDERATION
DISCUSSION®

JULY 24, 2020 PRESENTATION "GMA-12: NEEDS AND STRATEGIES”

JANUARY 29, 2020 PRESENTATION "HYDROLOGICAL CONDITIONS
CONSIDERATION DISCUSSION™

SEPTEMBER 18, 2020 PRESENTATION "PRESENTATION TO GMA-12:
CONSIDERATION FOR ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS”




Appendices (con’t)

JULY 24, 2020 PRESENTATION "EVALUATION OF THE POTENTIAL IMPACT OF
SUBSIDENCE IN GMA12"

OCTOBER 22, 2020 PRESENTATION "GMA12 SOCIOECONOMIC IMPACTS
CONSIDERATIONS"

SEPTEMBER 18, 2020 PRESENTATION "GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT AREA 12:

CONSIDERATION OF THE IMPACT ON THE INTERESTS AND RIGHTS IN PRIVATE
PROPERTY IN THE ADOPTION OF DESIRED FUTURE CONDITIONS OF AQUIFERS™

POST OAK SAVANNAH GCD POSITION PAPER ON GMA 12 PROPOSED DFCS FOR

THE 3RD JOINT PLANNING CYCLE

BRAZOS VALLEY GCD WRITTEN RESPONSE TO POST OAK SAVANNAH GCD
POSITION PAPER ON PROPOSED DFCS

GMA 12°S RESPONSES TO COMMENTS FOR BRAZOS VALLEY GCD

GMA 12°S RESPONSES TO COMMENTS FOR FAYETTE COUNTY GCD
GMA 12°'S RESPONSES TO COMMENTS FOR LOST PINES GCD

GMA 12°S RESPONSES TO COMMENTS FOR POST OAK SAVANNAH GCD




Pesired Future Conditions

Table 2-1. Adopted DFCs for the Sparta, Queen City, Carrizo, Calvert Bluff,
Simsboro, and Hooper Aquifers

Sparta | QueenCity | Camizo
Brazos Valley GCD * 53 4 84
43
2
32
33

Fayette County GCD **

Lost Pines GCD

Mid-East Texas GCD

Post Oak Savannzh GCD

Falls County

Limestone County

Navamro County

Wiliamson County
GMA-12

* Brazos Valley GCD DFCs are for2000 through December 2070.

73 140
134
48




Pesired Future Conditions (con’t)

Table 2-2. Adopted DFCs for the Yegua-Jackson Aquifer

GCD Average Aquifer Drawdown (feef) measured from
January 2011 through December 2069
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Table 2-3. Adopted DFCs for the Brazos River Alluvium Aquifer
Brazos River Alluvium Aquifer

GCD | County |
Brazos Valley Brazosand | North of State Highway 21: Percent saturation shall average at least 30%

Robertson of total well depth from January 2013 to December 2069.
South of State Highway 21: Percent saturaion shall average at least 40%
of total well depth from January 2013 to December 2069.

Burleson A decrease in 6 feet in the average saturated thickness over the period
from January 2010 to December 2069.
A decrease of 5 feet in average saturated thickness over the period from
January 2010 to December 2069.




Pesired Future Conditions Public
Hearings

Brazos Valley GCD June 10, 2021
Fayette County GCD July 12, 2021

Lost Pines GCD August 18, 2021
Mid-East Texas GCD June 22 2021
Post Oak Savannzsh GCD July 13, 2021
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