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Appendix B.5

Spring Water Chemistry - Comparison of Mean Concentrations

Results from Duncan's Multiple Range Comparison Test on Ranked Data*
Groups with the Same Number are Not Statistically Different (p < 0.05)
Groups Means are Presented in Descending Numerical Order (see note below)

PARAMETER UNIT | Bull-Rural | Bufl-Urban | Bull-Urbanizing | Cold Springs | Lake Austin-Urban | USGS-Schium, | USGS-Still | USGS-Tangle
Alkalinity* mg/l 2 1 3 4 1 2 1 1
Ammonia-N mg/l 1 1 3 2 3 2
Antimony mg/l 2 1,2 1 1
Barium mg/l 2 2 . 1 1 . :
Calcium mg/l 5 2 5,6 6 23 4 1 34
Chloride mg/l 2 1 2 2 1 2 1 1,2
Copper mg/| 2 2 3 2 1 : . ;
Fluoride mg/l 3 2 3 2 1 3 3 1
Magnesium mg/l 2 2 2 2 2 3 2 1
Molybdenum mg/l 1 1 . 2 2 : . .
NO,;+NO,-N mg/l 5 2 4 4 3 2 1 2
Orthophosphorus-P mg/l 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 2
pH Std Units 1 2 2 2 1 3 2 3
Potassium mg/l 4 2 4 3 1 5 3 2
Selenium mg/| 3 2,3 . 1 1,2 . i .
Sodium mg/l 5 2,3 5 4 1.2 5 1 3
Specific Cond.* uS/cm 3 1 3 3 2 3 1 2
Sulfate* mg/l 2 1 2 2 1 2 1 1,2
TDS mg/L 4 2 3 4 2 3 1 1

. |Temperature C 1 1 1 1,2 1 2 1,2 1
Thallium mg/l 2 1,2 . 1,2 1 . . .
TKN-N mg/l 3 2 1 3 1 1 1 2
TOC mg/l 1 1 2 2 1 4 3 1
Total Phosphorus mg/l 1 1 1 1 2 3 2 3
Turbidity NTU 1 2 2 2 1
Zinc mg/l 2 1 1 1 1

*for parameters with no censored values, results are presented from unranked datasets

NOTE: Group means are presented in descending numerical order. Thus, for a given parameter groups with a 1 have a significantly greater mean than groups with
a 2, and so on. Muitiple values in a given celi indicate that the sites may belong to several significant groupings




Appendix B.6
Predicted Current and Future Pollutant Loading Rates for Water Supply

Suburban Watersheds - Total Suspended Solids (TSS)
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Appendix B.7
Predicted Current and Future Pollutant Loading Rates for Water Supply

Suburban Watersheds - Total Nitrogen (TN)
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Appendix B.8

Figure Current and Future Pollutant Loading Rates for Water Supply
Suburban Watersheds - Total Organic Carbon (TOC)
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Appendix B.9
Predicted Percent Change in Future Pollutant Loads in the Water Supply
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Appendix B.10
Predicted Current and Future Base Flow Coefficients (Ratio of Flow to
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Appendix B.11

Predicted Percent Change in Future Base Flow Coefficients (Ratio of
Flow to Rainfall) in the Water Supply Suburban Watersheds
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Appendix C.1
Breakdown of Future Impervious Cover by Development Category for

West Bull Creek
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Appendix C.2
Breakdown of Future Pollutant Loads by Development Category in Bull
Creek (includes West Bull Creek) - Total Suspended Solids (TSS)
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Appendix C.3
Breakdown of Future Pollutant Loads by Development Category in Bull
Creek (includes West Bull Creek) - Total Organic Carbon (TOC)
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Appendix C.4
Breakdown of Future Pollutant Loads by Development Category in West
Bull Creek - Total Suspended Solids (TSS)
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Appendix C.5
Breakdown of Future Pollutant Loads by Development Category in West
Bull Creek - Total Nitrogen (TN)
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Appendix C.6
Breakdown of Future Pollutant Loads by Development Category in West
Bull Creek - Total Organic Carbon (TOC)
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Appendix C.7

Predicted Current and Future Total Suspended Solids (TSS) Loads in Bull
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Appendix C.8
Predicted Current and Future Total Organic Carbon (TOC) Loads in Bull
Creek Under Different Control Scenarios
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