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ATTACHMENT 1
TWDB Contract No. 0704830697
Region L, Region-Specific Studies 1-5:

TWDB Comments on Draft Final Region-Specific Study Reports:
1) Lower Guadalupe Water Supply Project for GBRA Needs
2) Brackish Groundwater Supply Evaluation
3) Enhanced Water Conservation, Drought Management and Land
Stewardship
4) Environmental Studies
5) Environmental Evaluations of Water Management Strategies

Region-Specific Study 2: Brackish Groundwater Supply Evaluation

1. Scope of Work item 5 includes documentation of meetings. Please include documentation
in the report for meetings conducted as part of the project.

Response — No particular documentation is necessary, as study-specific meetings were not
held regarding Brackish Groundwater Supply Evaluation.

2. Scope of Work item 6 includes making recommendations. Please include a section on
recommendations as appropriate.

Response — No particular recommendations are required as the evaluation included only an
analysis of four case-study projects.

3. Please correct the name Refugio County Groundwater Conservation District or RCGCD
to Refugio Groundwater Conservation District or RGCD throughout the report.

Response — The name and abbreviation of the groundwater conservation district will be
corrected.

4. Page 41: under Implementation Issues. Text only states "coordination with groundwater
district". For consistency, suggest adding the same language on this page that was on
page 27 - to include "Permitting from the groundwater district".

Response — The bullet labeled “coordination with groundwater district” will be changed to
“Securing permits from groundwater district (Atascosa and Wilson Counties).”

5. Page 5, paragraph 1: For clarity, please consider defining brackish and saline water, in
terms of total dissolved solids (TDS), in the opening section of the report.



Response — This comment applies to all four projects. It is suggested that the definition be
placed in Section 1.0 on Page 1. As such, the following language will be inserted
immediately following the first sentence in Paragraph 2 on Page 1 — “For this study,
brackish groundwater is defined as groundwater with salinity greater than secondary drinking
water standards (500 ppm Cl and 1,000 ppm TDS) and less that 5,000 ppm TDS, while saline
groundwater is groundwater with salinity greater than 5,000 ppm TDS.”

6. Page 5, paragraph 1: Please consider including in an appendix or as an attachment some
geophysical logs that were used to identify brackish groundwater in the area.

Response — Brackish groundwater was primarily identified using water quality data and
well features information from the TWDB well database. Maps showing the pertinent
information will be added as an appendix.

7. Pages 13,27,41 and 54: As stated, it is not clear what the anticipated implementation
issues of TCEQ regulations are. Please elaborate or specify the TCEQ regulations that are
anticipated to be issues in the implementation of the projects.

Response — Regulations by TCEQ include brine disposal discharge permits. The bullet will
be changed to read “Brine Disposal Discharge Permits by TCEQ.”

8. Page 31, last paragraph of section 4.2, lines 2-3: Please clarify the sentence stating that
there are no groundwater districts to regulate well spacing and production in Bexar
County. Bexar County does have a district, the Edwards Aquifer Authority, but its
authority is limited to the Edwards Aquifer.

Response — The sentence will be changed to read: “In Bexar County, there is no
groundwater district to regulate well spacing and production in the Wilcox Aquifer.”

9. Page 37, paragraph 1, lines 10-11: The sentence “Since, SAWS....... Bexar County.” is
grammatically incomplete.

Response — The sentence will be changed to read: “SAWS is proposing to locate the plant
next to their ASR facility in South Bexar County.”





