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Working on a sustainability
plan.
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Let’s keep it claar & flowing
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Hays County's Sentinel Peak Preserve, Blanco River.
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Wednesday, March 22,2023} 'IOam -2pm

Public and private riparian landowners and practitioners across Hays County are
invited to a Ripiarian Workshop at Sentinel Peak Preserve to discuss the
importance of riparian lands, access best practices, stewardship, and tips and
tricks for maintenance.
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Space is limited. Details and to RSVP: https://forms.gle/WamijSLL4F6Rem4z6 Let's keep it clean, clear & flowing LAND - WATER - CONNECTION




DROUGHT &
GROUNDWATER
PUMPING IMPACTS ON
JACOBS WELL FLOW

2022 IN REVIEW FOR JACOB’S WELL & CYPRESS CREEK

Average Annual Rainfall: 34.87 inches

Monthly Average vs. 2022 Measured Rainfall
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Zero flow for the 5% time i
Deficit 16.2 inches

16.3 inches

Rainfall in inches

Less than have average
rainfall

»Watershed Association Weather Station

Jacob's Well Estimated Annual Discharge in Acre-Feet
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Days of Zero Flow at Jacob’s Well
Year Number of Days

2022 35
2013 14
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Opportunities for Additional Wastewater Reuse
in Woodcreek and Wimberley

Apri 2021 e
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current uses would be preferred, and is a way to reduce pumping not operating or receiving irrigation water. Therefore, assuming
in the Jacob’s Well Groundwater Management Zone (JWGMZ) the same irrigation water use as 2002 - 2010, the Quicksand
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«conditions is provided in the. of unbilled suthorized consumption, apparent lesses [data

maximum effluent available ft Project Objectives & Overview handling errars, metering inaccuracies, and unautharized
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Maximum effluent disposal (12 papairing leaks within the water distrib syseam in Woodcreel
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WO O d C re e k N O rt h through review of billing records, flow records, or similar dara;
Use of Treated Effluent Current NRW in Woodcreek North {b) Active: identifying leaks through the use of visual inspection
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Potential NRW Reduction Strategies
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Hays County $75M Parks
and Open Space Bond
Status

Watershed Association
projects: Dry Cypress and

Colemans Canyon
| Legend

@ widdie Trinity spring
[ Lower Glen Rose Outerop {Middle Trinity Recharge Zone)
Conserved lands

- Dry Cypress Tract
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CITY OF BLANCO
WATER
RECLAMATION
TASK FORCE

2+ year collaborative work
group

Recommendation to
transition from direct
discharge to TLAP

CRP data & biologic surveys
show direct discharge
negatively impacts water
quality in the Blanco River

Direct discharge happening
for past 2 weeks @
100,000 gal/day.

Blanco River looking upstream from the 165 Bridge, CRP site. Photo taken 3/10/23 by Robin Gary, Watershed Association



Blue Hole Primary School

The first One Water School in Texas!

Built with STEM principles to minimize water use, safely reuse, and protect community water supplies.

WHAT’'S NEXT?

= Continue to inspire and inform One Water projects
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TEXAS STATE UNIVERSITY

= Coordinate with teachers, students, and families to
teach One Water principles

= Develop One Water curriculum

= Unlock performance data to make publicly accessi _
Robin Gary
Watershed Association

robingary@wimberleywatershed.org

THE
A WATERSHED
= Ass

= Apply One Water principles at all building
(residential, multi-family, commercize
etc.)
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