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Water Quality Index

e Collected and reported monthly
e Based on 6 water quality parameters
e Best professional judgment

e Every other month relies solely on
volunteer data
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Excellent Rating

e Dissolved oxygen percent saturation 90%
or greater

www.|cra.org

e Temperature and TDS do not exceed
stream standard

e Nutrient concentrations:
less than 0.1 mg/L in lakes

less than 1.0 mg/L In rivers

e Bacteria level below 394 cfu/100mL
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Good Rating

e Most (4 of the 6) of the parameters
are within optimal ranges

e Bacteria levels must be within
acceptable standards
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Fair Rating
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e Bacteria exceeds standards
and

« 3 other parameters are outside
optimal ranges
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Poor Rating
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o Atleast 4 of 6 parameters are outside
acceptable limits-elevated bacteria

&@

e Don’t get |n the water Swimming

prohibited
in this
HIeg




* Mews Releases
Archive 2005
Archive 2004

web Site Features

v v v w

-

Feature Stories
Ask LCRA
Photo Gallery

Public Meeting
Calendar

Special Topics and
Reports

Resource Library
Recipes

COMMUNITY ENVIRONMENT

ENERGY SERVICES & EDUCATION ABOUT LCRA

Newsroom  Employment Doing Business with LCRA  LCRA Volunteers

dple, caring for

iral resources

Environmental stewardship

Water quality remains excellent in most of basin in
January

For Immediate Release: Jan. 30, 2006

AUSTIN —Nearly all areas  Highland Lakes' water quality

Ipsleg g malower, excellent in January, varied downstream
Colorado River, including

the Highland Lakes and
major tributaries, Poar Fair Good Excellent

continued to have high | e I J
wrater quality in January. ‘

All seven locations tested Highland Lakes and Austin: All zeven locations tested
in the Highland Lakes and  in the Highland Lakes and tributaries abowve Austin
tributaries abhove Austin received a rating of excellent in January, The Caolorade
received a rating of River below Austin also got an excellent rating,
excellent in January,

according to LCRA's Poor Fair Good Excellent
muonthly water quality index, : . [ |
Those locations are the
San Saba, Llano and

Fedemales rivers, lakes i o : bl . i
Eluchanan, LELJ, Warhle Fiwve other locations below Austin: Smithville, La

: Grange, Columbus, Wharton and Bay City received a
Falls and Travis. The

rating of good,
Colorado River helow
Austin also got an excellent
rating.

Fair Good Excellent
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Five other locations below A

Allstin - the Colorado River

at Smithwille, La Grange, Bastrop: The river at Bastrop received a rating of fair
Columhbus Wharton and due to elevated levels of nutrients,

Bay City -- received a rating of good, while the river at Bastrop received a rating of fair
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Water Quality Index In The News
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AWUSTIN - Lack of sign
cant rdinfall helped keep we
quality high in the Highl:
Lakes region in February,
contributed to only fair ws:
quality in parts of the lo
Colorado River below the ¢
of Austin.

Smithville’s water qual
was rated as “fair” for
month of February.

With the ongoing droug
most tributary streams to
Colorado River in the |
Country were running at ab
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quality ‘good’
here in February

Lack of significant rainfall
helped keep water quality high in
the Highland Lakes region in Feb-
ruary, but contributed to only fair
water quality in parts of the lower
Colorado River below Austin.

Wharton, rated “good,” was
better than some places, but still
was not “excellent.”

cal average for this time of year
This allowed water quality condi-
tions to remain relatively stable in

However, low flows down-
stream of Austin meant that dis-
charges from the city of Austin
wastewater treatment plants were
the primary source of water in the
river. This contributed to elevated
nutrients, which accounted for only
fair water quality in several areas.
Elevated nutrients can contribute
to excessive growth of unwanted
plants in the water.

All seven upstream locations
tested in February — the San Saba,
Llano and Pedernales rivers and
lakes Buchanan, LBJ, Marble

Falls and Travis — received a rating
of excellent, according to LCRA’s
monthly water quality index.

The Colorado River at Aus-
tin also had a rating of excellent.
Downstream of Austin,”however,
was a different story. Four loca-
tions — Bastrop, Smithville, La
Grange and Columbus — had a
rating of fair as a result of elevated
nutrients. Water tested at Wharton
and Bay City had a rating of good
as nutrient levels diminished fur-
ther downstream.

Water temperatures through-
out the basin were typical for the
month, with the coolest tempera-
ture (52 degrees F) measured on
the San Saba River and the warm-
est temperature (63 degrees F)
measure on the Colorado River at
Bay City. _

Water quality monitoring is
part of LCRA's role as a stew-
ard of the lower Colorado River.
LCRA issues a water quality index
monthly to characterize the gen-

‘Ihesamplesaretal:enatspeciﬁé
locations and may not represent
the condition of the entire lake or
_ stream.
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Success-Volunteer Perspective

... * Volunteer data contributes
iy to the water quality rating

©. ¢ Odd months index relies
' solely on volunteer data

* Volunteers are seen as an
extension of professionals



e Published in almost every
newspaper in the basin

« Data utilized for public
iInformation

* Public supports data collection
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Overall Success

www.|cra.org

The general public gains:
— awareness
— knowledge
— respect for the environment




Questions ?

www.lcr

Amanda Ross &
Lower Colorado River Authority
amanda.ross@Icra.org
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