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EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR'’S RESPONSE TO HEARING REQUESTS

The Executive Director of the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) files this
Response to twenty-three hearing requests filed on Lower Colorado River Authority’s (LCRA)
application to appropriate 853,514 acre-feet of water in the Colorado River Basin for municipal,
industrial, and agricultural purposes. The Executive Director recommends that six requests be
. granted, and that the other 17 requests be denied.

BACKGROUND

The Lower Colorado River Authority (LCRA) seeks authorization to divert, store, and use those
excess flood waters and those unappropriated flows of the Colorado River Basin downstream of
O.H. Ivie Reservoir and downstream of Lake Brownwood in an amount not to exceed 853,514
acre-feet (AF) of water per year for use anywhere within its authorized water service area within
the Colorado, Brazos, Brazos-Colorado, Lavaca, and the Lavaca-Colorado River and Coastal
Basins and/or such other areas that hereinafter may be authorized by law for municipal,
industrial, and agricultural purposes. LCRA seeks to divert and use the requested appropriation
of water at nine existing diversion points downstream of the USGS Gage (08161000) at
‘Columbus in Colorado County at a maximum combined diversion rate of 40,000 cfs. LCRA
seeks to construct an unspecified number of off-channel reservoirs within Colorado, Wharton,
and Matagorda Counties with a maximum combined storage capacity of 500,000 AF of water
‘and maximum combined surface area of 25,408 acres.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

LCRA filed this application with the TCEQ on March 31, 1999. The application was declared
administratively complete on February 28, 2001, and mailed notice was issued to every water
right holder in the Colorado River Basin on August 22, 2001. Published notice was provided in
the Blanco County News, Blanco County on September 5, 2001; the Bastrop Advertiser, Bastrop
County on September 8, 2001; the Brownwood Bulletin, Brown and Coleman Counties on
September 11, 2001; the Highlander, Burnet County on September 7, 2001; the Clyde Journal,
Callahan County on September 5, 2001; the Colorado County Citizen, Colorado County on
September 5, 2001; the Fayette County Record, Fayette County on September 11, 2001; the
Llano News, Llano County on September 5, 2001; the Daily Tribune, Matagorda County on
September 7, 2001; the Brady Standard-Herald, McCulloch County on September 7, 2001; the
Ballinger Ledger, Runnels County on September 6, 2001; the San Saba News, San Saba County
on September 6, 2001; the Austin American Statesman, Travis County on September 5, 2001,
and the Wharton Journal-Spectator, Wharton County on September 5, 2001. Requests for
contested case hearing had to be filed by October 11, 2001. A public meeting was held on



September 26, 2006 in Austin, Texas, and the Executive Director’s Response to Comments was
filed on June 11, 2007.

This application has been pending for several years. It is a unique application which raised new
complex hydrological and environmental issues. In this application, LCRA will take large
amounts of water on an infrequent basis, a different diversion scheme than in other water right
permits. Staff had to analyze how this would alter the river and to develop ways to protect the
aquatic environment. Also, when the application was filed, the Colorado River Basin Water
Availability Models (WAMs) had not been finished. These WAMSs were necessary to analyze
LCRA’s request.

LEGAL AUTHORITY

The application is subjeof to the procedures for evaluating hearing requests on applications
declared administratively complete on or after September 1, 1999 in 30 Texas Administrative
Code, Chapter 55, Subchapter G (Sections 55.250-55.256).

Title 30, Sections 55. 251(b) and (c) of the Texas Administrative Code specify that a hearing
request must: : ‘

(1) bein writing and be filed w1th the Office of the Chief Clerk during the public
comment period;

(2) give the name, address, and dayﬂme telephone number of the person who
files the request;

(3) identify the person’s pelsonal justiciable interest affected by the application
including a brief, but specific, written statement explaining in plain language
the requestor’s location and distance relative to the activity that is the subject
of the application and how and why the requestor believes he or she will be
affected by the activity in a manner not common to members of the general
public; and '

(4) request a contested case hearing.

A hearing request must comply with requirement (1) above and must . “substantially comply”
with 1‘equil‘ements (2) through (4). 30 TEX. ADMIN. CODE § 55.251(c).

A 1equest for a contested case hearing must be granted if the request is made by an affected
person and the 1equest

(A) complies with the requirements of 30 TEX. ADMIN. CODE § 55.251;
(B) is timely filed; and
(C) is pursuant to a right to hearing authorized by law.



30.TEX. ADMIN. CODE § 55.255(b)(2).

An “affected person” is one who has a personal justiciable interest related to a legal right,
duty, privilege, power, or economic interest affected by the application. An interest
common to the general public does not constitute a justiciable interest. 30 TEX. ADMIN.
CODE § 55.256(a). :

For a group or an association, the hearing request may be granted if the group shows that
one or more of the members would have standing to be a party in his or her own right, the
interests the group seeks to protect are germane to the group’s purpose, and thé claim
asserted would not require the presence of the individual members. 30 TEX. ADMIN.
CODE § 55.252(a). : .

To determine whether a person is an affected person, all relevant factors must be
considered, including but not limited to: »

(1) whether the interest claimed is one protected by the law under which the application
will be considered;

(2) distance restrictions or other limitations imposed by law on the affected interest;

(3) whether a reasonable relationship exists between the interest claimed and the activity
regulated;

(4) the likely impact of the regulated activity on the health, safety, and use of property of
“ the person;

(5) the likely impact of the regulated activity on the use of the impacted natural resource
by the person; and -

(6) for governmental entities, their statutory authority over or interest in the 1ssues
relevant to the application.

30 TEX. ADMIN. CODE § 55.256(c).

HEARING REQUESTS .

All of the hearing requests meet the requirements of Section 55.251(c). Twenty-three
hearing requests were filed for this application. FEach request will be discussed
‘separately.

1. South Texas Nuclear Operating Company (STPNOC): Although STPNOC has
settled with LCRA, it is preserving its request for a hearing.

STPNOC operates the South Texas Project and is filing this hearing request on its own
behalf and on behalf of the four owners of the South Texas Project (STP), the City of
Austin, the City of San Antonio, Reliant Energy, Inc, and Central Power and Light
Company. STP is financed by the owners of STP to operate electric generating facilities,
including the water supply necessary to operate the power plants. STP owns Certificate



of Adjudication No. 14-5437 and CP-327, which was a partial assignment and transfer
between several entities, with a right of reversion of certain interested in certain
circumstances. STP was granted the right to divert 102,000 AF of water from the
Colorado River for industrial purposes, and two off channel reservoirs. = STP can
consumptively use up to 80,125 AF per annum.

LCRA’s proposed application includes diversion points and reservoir sites in Colorado

- Wharton and Matagorda Counties that are upstream of STP on the Colorado River.

STP’s facilities and diversion points are located in Matagorda County. STPNOC argues
that LCRA’s application could impact STPNOC and STP, both in terms of water supply
needed for power, and investments. STNOC asserts that the City of Austin and the City
of San Antonio have the kinds of responsibility, authority, and interest in the issues
relevant to the application to be affected persons.

Recommendation: Grant as to STPNOC and the four owners. Under Tex. Water Code
§ 11.134(b)(3)(B), the TCEQ can only grant application that do not impair existing water
rights or vested riparian rights. Because of STP’s location, its water rights could
potentially be impaired by this application.

2. Texas Parks and Wildlife (TPWD): TPWD is concerned that the diversion of
unappropriated flows and excess flows on the Colorado River directly impact the water

quality, instream uses of the river and freshwater inflow to bays and estuaries, which

affects TPWD statutory obligation and ability to protect the fish and wildlife resources of
the State. TPWD is concerned about the special conditions that will be placed in any

permit for this environmental protection. It is also concerned that the application fails to

identify specific locations of off channel reservoirs. This prevents TPWD from knowing

what the impact of the reservoirs will be on fish and wildlife. And, TPWD is concerned
that the notice did not identify whether the LCRA application seeks an interbasin transfer

of water. :

Recommendation: Grant. TPWD has a statutory right to be a party in any water rights
hearing. Tex. Water Code §11.147(f).
3. Matagorda Bay Foundation (MBF): MBF is a non-profit organization dedicated to the
protection and preservation of Matagorda Bay, and considers itself to be the steward of
the bay. Tt asserts that the membership of the organization would be directly and
profoundly affected by the granting of thee water rights. Much of the water that LCRA
desires to appropriate flows into Matagorda Bay. The membership of MBF is made up
of users of the bay who also live and recreate on the bay. Al Garrison is a fishing guide
on the bay, and owns a fishing cabin on the Colorado River. Jim Blackburn is a frequent
user of the bay, fishing in his kayak. Henry Hamman and Phil Fitzgerald own homes in
Port O’Connor and Mr. Hamman is a recreational user on the bay. David Burrow and
Jim Gann have homes on the bay. Bill Balboa owns a home in the Palacios. Recent
studies have shown the need for freshwater inflows for this bay.

-Recommendation: Grant. The group has an interest in Matagorda Bay that is more



specific than that of the general population, and names several members who live near
and recreate on the bay

4. National Wlldhfe Federation, Gulf States Natural Resource Center (NWEF): NWF
states that it would be affected in a way that is not common to the general public because
NWEF is a national, non-profit organization composed of people dedicated to protecting
fish and wildlife and the right to enjoy those resources. It contends that the application
has the potential to cause tremendous harm to the fish and wildlife resources of the
Colorado River, including Matagorda Bay and to NWEF members. LCRA would be
diverting all of the unappropriated flows and a large percentage of the flood flows in the
lower portions of the Colorado River. LCRA’s target flows (flows to maintain good
productivity of representative species) for the river currently are only being met about
62% of the time. This will decrease, and impact water quality and fish and wildlife.
Thus NWEF’s interests would be adversely affected. The impact on the bays and estuaries
would be even worse because target freshwater inflows into Matagorda Bay are currently
projected to be met only 36% of the time. Al Garrison is one member of NWF who owns
property along the lower reaches of the river and would be adversely impacted. Jim
Blackburn is a member who fishes and recreates on Matagorda Bay.

Recommendation: Grant. The group has an interest in the Colorado River and
Matagorda Bay that is more specific than that of the genelal population, and names
members who live on and recreate on the bay.

5. Sierra Club, Lone Star Chapter (SC): SC has 29 members who live in Colorado,
Matagorda, and Wharton Counties, where the off-channel reservoirs will be, and 51
members who live in Calhoun, Victoria, and Jackson Counties, which adjoin the
Matagorda Bay system. Several of these members recreate in this part of the Colorado
River. Members include persons in other communities who recreate on the Colorado and
its coastal areas. These opportunities for recreation will be adversely impacted by the
application.

Recommendation:” Deny.. Although the group expresses a special interest in this
application and states that several members recreate on this part of the river, it did not
name a specific individual that could be affected.

6. Texas Chapter of the Coastal Conservation Association (CCA): CCA is a nonprofit
organization of sportfishing enthusiasts and conservationist working to save the natural
resources of the Texas coast. It has a strong interest in maintaining the freshwater
inflows to estuaries necessary to support marine breeding habitats. CCA has 40,000
members, many of which fish in Matagorda Bay around the mouth of the Colorado River.
Granting LCRA’s application has the potential to greatly impact the flow of freshwater
into the Bay, impacting the heath of the bay. CCA includes an affidavit From Venable
Proctor, who states that he is a member of CCA and owns a home in Port O’Connor. He
spends half of his weekends a year there, fishing in Matagorda and other bays.

Recommendation: Grant. The group has an interest in the lower Colorado River and the



Matagorda Bay that is more specific than that of the general population; and includes a
member who lives on and recreates on the bay.

7. The City of Austin: The City states that it has significant water rights throughout the
Colorado River basin, including below O.H. Ivie Reservoir and above Matagorda Bay
under Certificates of Adjudication Nos. 14-5471 and 14-5489. The City argues that it is
an affected person because LCRA has not outlined the details of the permit, including the
“amount of water that will actually be diverted and used, the diversion point, or the
intended uses. It states that this huge appropriation which would have a sweeping impact
on the entire basin. The City also argues that the application could impact the City’s
right to its return flows, that it will impair the City’s right to obtain future water, and it
may have a negative impact on flows for the environment.

Recommendation: Grant. Although the City is upstream of the proposed project, it is
below the Highland Lakes and therefore within the LCRA system operation of those
lakes. Because of the possibility that this application could alter the timing of releases of
water for the environment mandated by LCRA’s Water Management Plan, this
application could possibly affect the City’s Certificates of Adjudication Nos. 14-5471 and
- 14-5489.

* Hearing Requéstors Nos. 8 through 22 are all on the San Saba River:

8. Willard Keith Bessent and Christine Bessent: The Bessents are water right holders
(Certificates of Adjudication Nos. 14 - 1859, 1861, and 1862) on the San Saba River in
the Colorado River Basin, and believe that their rights would be negatively affected if
LCRA’s permit is granted. They are located approximately 13 miles west of the City of
San Saba. They assert that they will be impacted because there is no specific
quantification of total flows that are allocated to each of the tributaries and mainstream of
the Upper Colorado River. '

9. James Cameron, Independent Executor of the Estate of Sara Jean Cameron:  Mr.
Cameron (as Executor) has a water right on the San Saba River, Certificate of
Adjudication No. 14 — 1891-63. The water right is approximately 3 miles west of the
City of San Saba. He asserts that he will be impacted because there is no specific
quantification of total flows that are allocated to each of the tributaries and mainstream of
the Upper Colorado River.

10. Riley Harkey: Mr. Harkey owns Certificate of Adjudication Nos. 14-1876, 1878,
and 1877 on the San Saba River, approximately 5 miles west of the City of San Saba.
He asserts that he will be impacted because there is no specific quantification of total
flows that are allocated to each of the tributaries and mainstream of the Upper Colorado
River.

11. Roger Ricky and Susana Lambert: The Lamberts own Certificate of Adjudication
No. 14-1886 on the San Saba River, approximately 3 miles west of the City of San Saba.
They assert that they will be impacted because there is no specific quantification of total



flows that are allocated to each of the tributaries and mainstream of the Upper Colorado
River.

12. Patsy McConnell: Ms. McConnell owns Certificate of Adjudication No. 14-1907 on
the San Saba River, approximately 3 or 4 miles northeast of the City of San Saba. She
asserts that he will be impacted because there is no specific quantification of total flows
that are allocated to each of the tributaries and mainstream of the Upper Colorado River.

13. Sue Mears, Executor of the Estate of Herbert H. Mears: Ms. Mears, as Executor,
owns Certificate of Adjudication No. 14-1769, approximately 20 miles west of the City
of Menard. . She asserts that he will be impacted because there is no specific
quantification of total flows that are allocated to each of the tributaries and mainstream of
the Upper Colorado River. '

14. Majorie Ann O’Banon Altizer: Ms. Altizer owns Certificate of Adjudication No. 14-
1927 on the San Saba River, approximately ten miles east of the City of San Saba. She
asserts that he will be impacted because there is no specific quantification of total flows
that are allocated to each of the tributaries and mainstream of the Upper Colorado River.

15. Jimmie Bray: Mr. Bray owns Certificate of Adjudication No. 14 - 1832 on the San
Saba River, ten miles east of the City of Menard. He claims he would be negatively
affected by the application because there is no specific quantification of total flows that
are allocated to each of the tributaries and mainstream of the Upper Colorado River. He
also asserts that there is not enough water in the river in Menard County now. The
Menard County Water Control and Improvement District No. 1 is currently in the process
to study the feasibility of creating facilities to store water for the purpose of augmenting
flows during drought years. Also, the District is in the process of creating a non-profit
entity to purchase and lease existing water rights in the river to maintain streamflows for
the environment and agricultural purposes during drought. LCRA’s application could
impair both of these efforts.

16. Wanda Ellis: Ms. Ellis holds Certificate of Adjudication No. 14 - 1823 in the San
Saba River, approximately 6 miles east of the City of Menard. She claims she would be
negatively affected by the application because there is no specific quantification of total
flows that are allocated to each of the tributaries and mainstream of the Upper Colorado
River. She also asserts that there is not enough water in the river in Menard County now.
The Menard County Water Control and Improvement District No. 1 is currently in the
process to study the feasibility of creating facilities to store water for the purpose of
augmenting flows during drought years. Also, the District is in the process of creating a
non-profit entity to purchase and lease existing water rights in the river to maintain
streamflows for the environment and agricultural purposes during drought. LCRA’s
application could impair both of these efforts.

17. Bobby and Donald Huss own Certificate of Adjudication No. 14-1819 on the San
Saba River, approximately 5 miles east of the City of Menard. They claim they would be
negatively affected by the application because there is no specific quantification of total



flows that are allocated to each of the tributaries and mainstream of the Upper Colorado -
River. They also assert that there is not enough water in the river in Menard County now.
The Menard County Water Control and Improvement District No. 1 is currently in the
process to study the feasibility of creating facilities to store water for the purpose of
augmenting flows during drought years. Also, the District is in the process of creating a
non-profit entity to purchase and lease existing water rights in the river to maintain
streamflows for the environment and agricultural purposes during drought. LCRA’s
application could impair both of these efforts.

18. John and Katherine Kniffen say that they own Certificate of Adjudication No. 14-
177, on the San Saba River, approximately 2 % miles east of the City of Menard. (Staff
has been unable to locate a water right for the Kniffens.) They claim they would be
negatively affected by the application because there is no specific quantification of total
flows that are allocated to each of the tributaries and mainstream of the Upper Colorado
River. They also assert that there is not enough water in the river in Menard County now.
The Menard County Water Control and Improvement District No. 1 is currently in the -
~process to study the feasibility of creating facilities to store water for the purpose of
augmenting flows during drought years. Also, the District is in the process of creating a
non-profit. entity to purchase and lease existing water rights in the river to maintain
streamflows for the environment and agricultural purposes during drought. LCRA’s
application could impair both of these efforts.

19. Gary Land: Mr. Land owns certificate of Adjudication No. 14-1806 on the San Saba
River, approximately .1 miles west of the City of Menard. He claims he would be
negatively affected by the application because there is no specific quantification of total
flows that are allocated to each of the tributaries and mainstream of the Upper Colorado
River. He also asserts that there is not enough water in the river in Menard County now.
The Menard County Water Control and Improvement District No. 1 is currently in the
process to study the feasibility of creating facilities to store water for the purpose of
augmenting flows during drought years. Also, the District is in the process of creating a
non-profit entity to purchase and lease existing water rights in the river to maintain
streamflows for the environment and agricultural purposes during drought. LCRA’s
application could impair both of these efforts.

20. Jerry Rambo: Mr. Rambo has Certificate of Adjudication No. 14-1811 on the San
Saba River, approximately 3 ¥ miles east of the City of Menard. He claims he would be
negatively affected by the application because there is no specific quantification of total
flows that are allocated to each of the tributaries and mainstream of the Upper Colorado
River. He also asserts that there is not enough water in the river in Menard County now.
The Menard County Water Control and Improvement District No. 1 is currently in the
process to study the feasibility of creating facilities to store water for the purpose of
augmenting flows during drought years. Also, the District is in the process of creating a
non-profit entity to purchase and lease existing water rights in the river to maintain
streamflows for the environment and agricultural purposes during drought. LCRA’s
application could impair both of these efforts.



21. George and Jean Sultemeier: The Sultemeiers own Certificate of Adjudication No.
14-1811, which is approximately 3 % miles east of the City of Menard. They claim they
would be negatively affected by the application because there is no specific quantification
of total flows that are allocated to each of the tributaries and mainstream of the Upper
Colorado River. They also assert that there is not enough water in the river in Menard
County now. The Menard County Water Control and Improvement Disfrict No. 1 is
currently in the process to study the feasibility of creating facilities to store water for the
purpose of augmenting flows during drought years. Also, the District is in the process of
creating a non-profit entity to purchase and lease existing water rights in the river to
maintain streamflows for the environment and agricultural purposes during drought.
LCRA’s application could impair both of these efforts.

22. Carl S. Menzies: Mr. Menzies owns Certificate of Adjudication No. 14-6814 on the
San Saba River, approximately 2 % miles east of the City of Menard. He claims he
would be negatively affected by the application because there is no specific quantification
of total flows that are allocated to each of the tributaries and mainstream of the Upper
Colorado River. He also asserts that there is not enough water in the river in Menard
County now. The Menard County Water Control and Improvement District No. 1 is
currently in the process to study the feasibility of creating facilities to store water for the
purpose of augmenting flows during drought years. Also, the District is in the process of
creating a non-profit entity to purchase and lease existing water rights in the river to
maintain streamflows for the environment and agricultural purposes during drought.
LCRA’s application could impair both of these efforts.

Recommendations for Nos. 8 through 22: Deny. These water right holders are many
miles upstream of the proposed diversion points and off-channél reservoirs and on an
upstream tributary of the Colorado River. These water rights will be senior to LCRA’s
permit, and therefore, cannot be called on for water. These water right holders cannot be
harmed by this application. ‘ :

23. Sand Supply: Sand Supply operates a gravel quarry near Columbus, Texas. It has .
an application pending for a temporary permit to divert up to 250 AF per year from the
Colorado River. Sand Supply also argued that the commission should dismiss deny the
application because it does not-include required information for an application (location
of facilities) and does not state whether it includes an interbasin transfer as part of its
request.

Recomumendation: Deny. Sand Supply was granted the temporary permit and it has
expired.

CONCLUSION

The Executive Director recommends that the hearing requests of South Texas Project,
and the four owners, Matagorda Bay Foundation, Texas Parks and Wildlife Department,
* National Wildlife Federation, Texas Chapter of the Coastal Conservation Association,



and the City of Austin be granted, and the 1‘ei11aining 17 hearing requests be denied.
Respectfully submitted,

TEXAS COMMISSION ON
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Stephanie Bergeron Purdue, Deputy Director
Office of Legal Services

Robert Martinez, Division Director
Environmental Law Division

; d
By: /J//m A A
Robin Smith, Attorney
State Bar No. 18645600
Ross Henderson
State Bar No.
~ Environmental Law Division
P.O. Box 13087, MC 173
Austin, TX 78711-3087
Tel: (512) 239-0600/Fax: (512) 239-0606
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on this day, August 27, 2007, I filed the original with the
Chief Clerk of the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality and that a true and
correct copy of the foregoing was mailed via first class mail to the persons on the
attached mailing list.

Ln, St
Robin Smith

Attorney _
Environmental Law Division

11



MAILING LIST
LOWER COLORADO RIVER AUTHORITY
DOCKET NO. 2006-1819- WR, PERMIT NO. VVRPERM 5731

FOR THE APPLICANT:

Lower Colorado River Authority
3700 Lake Austin Boulevard
Austin, Texas 78703

Bruce Wassinger, Associate General Counsel
Bickerstaff Heath Smiley et al. '
1700 Frost Bank Plaza

816 Congress Ave.

Austin, Texas 78701

Tel: (512) 472-8021
Fax: (512) 320-5638

FOR THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR:
Robin Smith, Staff Attorney

. Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

Environmental Law Division, MC-173
P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

Tel: (512) 239-0600

Fax: (512) 239-0606

Tliana Marie Delgado, Technical Staff

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Water Supply Division, MC-160 ‘
P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

Tel: (512) 239-3678

Fax: (512) 239-2214

FOR PUBLIC INTEREST COUNSEL:

Mr, Blas J. Coy, Jr., Attorney

Texas Commission on Environmental Qualxty
Public Interest Counsel, MC-103

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

Tel: (512) 239-6363

Fax: (512) 239-6377

FOR OFFICE OF PUBLIC ASSISTANCE:
Ms. Bridget Bohac, Director

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office of Public Assistance, MC-103

P.0. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

Tel: (512) 239-4000

Fax: (512) 239-4007

- FOR ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE

RESOLUTION:

Mr. Kyle Lucas

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Alternative Digpute Resolution, MC-222

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

Tel: (512)239-4010

Fax: (512)239-4015

FOR THE CHIEF CLERK:
Ms. LaDonna Castafiuela

_Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

Office of Chief Clerk, MC-105
P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087
Tel: (512) 239-3300

Fax: (512) 239-3311

See attached for list .of all Request(s) and
Comment(s). :
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REQUESTER(S)

CAROLYN AHRENS

BOOTH AHRENS & WERKENTHIN PC
515 CONGRESS AVE STE 1515
AUSTIN TX 78701-3515

COLETTE J BARRON
ATTORNEY, TX PARKS & WILDLIFE DEPT
4200 SMITH SCHOOL RD
AUSTIN TX 78744-3218

CHRISTINE & WILLARD BESSENT
8810 FM 2732
SAN SABA TX 76877-8203

JIMMIE L BRAY
10568 E FM 2092
MENARD TX 76858-4721

JAMES T.CAMERON
1510 W 30TH ST
AUSTIN TX 78703-1404

WANDA ELLIS
2101 WANDAS RD
MENARD TX 76859-4712

HENRY HAMMAN

MATAGORDA BAY FOUNDATION
3270 W MAIN 8T

HOUSTON TX 77098-1918

RILEY C HARKEY
3799 W US HIGHWAY 190’
SAN SABA TX 76877-7308

MYRON J HESS

COUNSEL, NATIONAL WILDLIFE FEDERATION

44 EAST AVE STE 200
AUSTIN TX 78701-4384

BOBBY M & DONALD L. HUSS
PO BOX 426
MENARD TX 76859-0426

JOHN & KATHERINE KNIFFEN
3170 E FM 2092
MENARD TX 768598-4707

KEN KRAMER

DIR, SIERRA CLUB

PO BOX 1931

AUSTIN TX 78767-1931

ROGE? RICKY & SUSANA LAMBERT
2106 W COMMERCE ST
SAN SABA TX 76877-3943

GARY P LAND
PO BOX 486
MENARD TX 76859-0486

PATSY-MCCONNELL -
PO BOX 365
SAN SABA TX 76877-0365

SUE MEARS
ESTATE OF HERBERT H MEARS

2398 MEARS LN
MENARD TX 76859-4207

ROBIN A MELVIN

‘ATTORNEY, GRAVES DOUGHERTY HEARON & MOODY

401 CONGRESS AVE STE 2200

"AUSTIN TX 78701

ROBIN MELVIN

GRAVES DOUGHERTY HEARON & MOODY
PO BOX 98

AUSTIN TX 78767-0098

MARJORIE ANN OBANON ALTIZER
POBOX 246 =
CHEROKEE TX 76832-0246

JERRY M RAMBO
HC 85 BOX 14

. MENARD TX 76859-9701

KENNETH RAMIREZ

BROWN MCCARROLL LLP
111 CONGRESS AVE STE 1400
AUSTIN TX 78701-4093
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GEORGE & JEAN SULTEMEIER

12735 TREADWELL LN

FORT MC KAVETT TX 76841-2005

FRED B WERKENTHIN, JR

BOOTH AHRENS & WERKENTHIN PC
515 CONGRESS AVE STE 1515

AUSTIN TX 78701-3504

INTERESTED PERSON(S)

CONNIE ADAMS
1890 COUNTY ROAD 204
SAN SABA TX 76877-7405

DEAN BAGLEY, JR
PO BOX 1319
EDINBURG TX 78540-1319

ROY BAGLEY
335 COUNTY ROAD 314
SAN SABA TX 76877-8213

ELBYRD .
406 S HEGIL - _
SAN SABA TX 78711-3087

CONCERNED CITIZEN
SLOAN LIVESTOCK LTD
302 COUNTY ROAD 320
SAN SABA TX 76877-7223

JDAVIS
PO BOX 1268
MENARD TX 76859-1268

ROGER EDMONDSON
2645 COUNTY ROAD 204
SAN SABA TX 76877-7406

VERNA HANCOCK
PO BOX 837 :
MENARD TX 76859-0837

RICHARD HOFFPAUIR
300 BORDERBROOK DR
BRYAN TX 77801-3603

MONICA JACOBS

BROWN MCCARROLL LLP
111 CONGRESS AVE STE 1400
AUSTIN TX 78701-4093.

NORMAN D JOHNS
44 EAST AVE STE 200
AUSTIN TX 78701-4385

CRAIGAN JOHNSON
RR 1 BOX141A
SAN SABA TX 76877-9801

ELEANOR OWEN & JERRY JOHNSON |
1196 COUNTY ROAD 334 '
SAN SABA TX 76877-7301

N KNIFFEN
500 KNIFFEN LN
MENARD TX 76859-4728

MAX MAHAN
PO BOX 965 ‘
SAN SABA TX 76877-0965

CARLOS H MENDOZA

PROJECT LEADER, US DEPT OF THE INTERIOR
17629 EL CAMINO REAL STE 211 :
HOUSTON. TX 77058-2801

CARL S MENZIES

- 2141 VALLEYVIEW DR

SAN ANGELO TX 76904-8797

ELSIE MILLICAN
403 E BROWN ST
SAN SABA TX 76877-3511

'RAY ORSON

1004 N BRYAN AVE

. LAMESA TX.79331-3618

DANNY C PENNINGTON
PO BOX 123 '
MENARD TX 76859-0123
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G SULTEMEIER

DEL VENADO RANGCH

HC 84 BOX 59

FORT MC KAVETT TX 76841-9702

JEAN SULTEMEIER
12735 TREADWELL LN
FORT MC KAVETT TX 76841-2005

CAROL & JAMES TAYLOR
PO BOX 487
MENARD TX 76859-0487

BEN VAUGHAN
PO BOX 98
AUSTIN TX 78767-0098

JENNIFER WALKER
SIERRA CLUB

PO BOX 1931

AUSTIN TX 78767-1931
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