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Meeting Agenda

A Introductions

A Summary of Meeting #2

A Surface Water Quality Management
A Water Data Availability

A Watershed Protection Plans

A Davidson Creek Watershed
Characterization

A Potential Pollution Sources

Questions and next steps
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What I1s a watershed?

approach -tell -us-about -
the -critical -zone/

A An area of land where water
flows across or through to a
specific point in a stream or lake

] Texas Major River Basins, £
A Everything that happens on land b
affects the waterbody -
A Does not follow political U N
bo u n d arles ,, V L | h 1 Missouri Department of Conservation
A Can be split into smaller
subwatersheds

Texas Parks and Wildlife Department



Davidson Creek

Watershed

A Approximately 218
sguare miles

Includes portions of
Burleson and Milam
Counties

Water Quality
A

A

Elevated bacteria 1 risk

to human health

A

Low dissolved oxygen 1
risk to fish & aquatic life
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Surface Water Quality Management in Texas

Establish
water
quality

standards Strategy fOr ImprOV|ng
Water Quality:

Address Monitor &
sources of assess

the problem waterbodies Watershed Protection Plan (WPP)

A Stakeholder driven plan that
holistically addresses alll
Impairments and concerns in a
watershed through voluntary

Jelehiiy measures

impaired &
threatened
waterbodies

Develop
watershed
plan




Surface Water Quality Standards

@)

Recreational Use N
A Primary contact 1 swimming, water skiing, etc., likely to
result in ingestion of water.
A Water quality indicator = Bacteria ( E. coli)
A Goal of geometric mean126 CFU/100 mL of E. coli :\:’

Aquatic Life Use

A Intermediate 7 moderately diverse habitat, diversity, and
Imbalanced trophic structure

A Water quality indicator = Dissolved oxygen

A mean of 4.0 mg/L of dissolved oxygen over a 24 -hour
period, minimum of 3.0 mg/L 5



E. coli (MPN/100 mL)

TCEQ Assessment Unit: 1211A 02

10,000 « 0 o )

100 126 MPN/100 mL oo o8 & .
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° ° Bacteria
geometric
. mean = 394
MPN/ 100 mL

— 7-Year Geometric Mean =— Primary Criterion e 11729 e 21420 e 18349 20388
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24-Hour Dissolved Oxygen Average (mg/L)

TCEQ Assessment Unit: 1211A 02

o
o
° ®
o
e e .

4 mg/L

O 3 mg/L
o
o & & & S S s s
Date

® 11729 e 20388 = DO Minimum Level =— DO Screening Level



What I1s a Watershed Protection

Plan?

o || J A Stakeholder -driven plan to address all water
body impairments

Thirg-Parny WPP | |~
T™OL® . ey
[ weP end TMDL* M

“Does not include TMDLs for
pecticidas, legacy pollutants,
or metals.

A Voluntarily address complex water quality
Issues and coordinate management strategies
that cross multiple jurisdictions

01-Adams and Cow Baycu B
02-Armand Beyou
03-Arroye Colorado
04-Attoyac Bayou

| A Prioritizes strategies based on technical merit
iy 1 \( and benefits to the community

00-Cedar Bayou

10-Cedar Creok Reservoir 26-Houston Area TMDLs

11-Colorado River Below E.V. Spance 27-Lake Austin

12-Concho River 28-Lake Granbury l

13-Copano Bay 29-Lake Houston Watersheds

14-Corpus Christi Beaches 30-Lake O'the Pines 42-Petronila Creek .

15-Cypress Creak 31.Lampasas River 43.Plum Creek A T I C aI | f d n 1 O r |
16-CGreater Trinity TMDLs 32-Leon River 44-Salado Creek y p y O C u S e O = ye a g O a S
17-Dickinson Bayou 33-Lower Sabinal River 45-San Barrard

18-Double Bayou 34-Lower San Antonio River 45-San Jacinto River

19-E.V. Spence Resamvoir 35-Moses-Karankawa Bayous 47-Upper Llano River

20-Eagle Mountain Resanvoir 36-North Bosque Rver 43-Spicewood Springs and Walnut Craek

21-Geronima Creek 37-Lower Nueces River 49-Upper Cibolo Creek

22-Gilleland Creek 38-Onion & Barton Springs S50-Upper Coast Oyster WWaters

23-Granger Lake 39-Oso Bay and Oso Creek S1-Upper San Antonic River

24-Guadalupe River Above Canyon Lake 40-Paso del Norte 52-Upper San Antonio River

25-Hickoi Creek 41-Pecos River 53-Uﬁf San Marcos



Stakeholders

A stakeholder is anyone who
lives , works , or has interest

within the watershed or may be
affected Dby efforts to address
water quality issues.

Stakeholder Roles

A

A
A
A

Provide guidance and input
Set goals and objectives
|dentify reasonable strategies

ldentify community needs

County/
City Reps

State/Federal Business/

Agencies Industry Reps

Typical
Stakeholders

School, others Landowners

Environmental/ Community

Conservation Se_rvi(;e
Groups Organizations



Ground Rules Decision -Making

Informal Informal
A No formal voting | A Use ground rules to govern
committee/representative coordination committee and

Speak up work groups

Disagree respectfully A Strive to have most stakeho_lder
groups represented in meeting
Silence is presumed

consent A Will also see feedback via

email

Listen during discussion . . .
9 A Decision making via consensus

Respect opinions anflildiegp n ot
criticize people

Be open to new ideas
Silence cell phones

o o To  Io Do Po Do I»

Have fun



Watershed
Characterization
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- Watershed Elevation (Feet) 3
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Elevation
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Water

Overview
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\ & Davidson Creek Watershed
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Subwatersheds
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,{@bwatersheds (HUC 12)
D 1: Dry Creek - Davidson Creek

I:’ 3: Second Davidson Creek

D 4: Berry Creek

D 5: Brushy Creek - Davidson Creek
D 6: Rough Bayou - Davidson Creek
/ﬂ Unimpaired Stream

\,ﬁ: Impaired Stream

D 2: Thompson Branch - Davidson Creek
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Potential Sources
of Pollution

Photo by Cameron Castilaw
Feb 14, 2024



