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Harris County Office of the County Engineer
Watershed Protection Group
1111 Fannin St, Floor 8
Houston, Texas 77002
August 3, 2026
Kristin DeBone
Water Quality Planning Division
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
P.O. Box 13087
Austin, Texas 78711-3087
Via TCEQ Comment Input website. 
Subject: Comments on the Draft 2027 Texas Nonpoint Source Management Program 
To the TCEQ Water Quality Planning Team,
The Harris County Office of the County Engineer Watershed Protection Group appreciates the opportunity to review and comment on the Draft 2027 Texas Nonpoint Source Management Program.
We commend the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality staff for the extensive time, technical expertise, and collaborative effort invested in drafting this revision. Your work in protecting water quality across the state is highly valued.
As an MS4 operator and stakeholder deeply invested in regional water quality, the Watershed Protection Group has compiled feedback to ensure the draft remains effective, clear, and practical to implement. Please find our specific comments, suggestions, and requested modifications in the attached document.
Thank you for your dedication to protecting Texas water resources and for considering our input. If you require further clarification regarding our submission, please contact me directly.
Sincerely,
Morgan Henske
Water Quality Team Lead – Watershed Protection Group
Office of the County Engineer
















































Draft 2027 Texas NPS Management Program Comments and Considerations:


1. On page 13 of the PDF, the draft states “Sources of nitrate may include failing OSSFs (septic systems)…”. This is a misleading statement. While failing OSSFs are sources for increased nutrient pollution, nitrite is also a product of all properly operating aerobic OSSFs, not only failing ones. Unfortunately, there is no state-wide nitrite reduction requirements in 30 TAC, Ch. 285 and stricter regulations are left to individual Authorized Agents to implement. Additionally, on page 16, the draft insinuates that proper operation and maintenance of OSSFs prevents nitrite introduction to surface water and groundwater, which is not factual considering its creation in aerobic units. Without increased design regulations, nitrite will continue to be a problem from OSSF sources whether properly operating or not. Considering the expansion of the OSSF industry, this is a major concern and Texas should heed warnings from other state’s situations such as Florida. 
2. On page 100, under Inspections/Monitoring, it states “All new construction is inspected and approved by a trained inspector. Additionally, the performance of more complex OSSFs is periodically monitored by trained professionals…” We recommend using the term “licensed” instead of “trained” as Designated Representatives (Inspectors), Installers, and Maintenance Providers all must hold and maintain TCEQ-issued licenses. We assume “more complex OSSFs” refers to aerobic systems, which are required to maintain maintenance contracts for the life of the systems and inspection reports must be submitted by the Maintenance Provider periodically. 
3. On page 146, under Runoff Control/LID BMPs, many of these features also offer stormwater quality benefits including removal or reduction of contaminants within stormwater, such as hydrocarbons and suspended sediment. 
4. Also on page 146, under Sediment Control BMPs, the draft states “Sediment control BMPs detain runoff before it leaves a site to filter out…”. Rather than these controls acting as a “filter”, these BMPs allow detention time and velocity control to allow suspended particles time to fall out of the draining waters. 
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