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Mr. Mark R. Vickery YI1A HAND-DELIVERY
Executive anecjtor ' ' R g; gf 5 T n E D
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality s oy
P.O. Box 13087 SEP o5 2009 ; {
Austin, Texas 78711-3087 Lo i i

Re:  Petition for Rulemaking (1489-06) JIEE EECTOR

Dear Mr. Vickery:

Please find enclosed one (1) original and seven (7) copies of a Petition for Rulemaking
(the “Petition™) filed on behalf of the City of Leander and the City of Granite Shoals (the
“Cities) seeking to repeal 30 TAC Chapter 311, Subchapters A, B, and F. In addition to the
Petition and its attachments, please find enclosed resolutions of support for this initiative adopted
by the City of Leander, the City of Granite Shoals, the City of Marble Falls, and the Kingsland
Municipal Utility District.

We respectfully request that this Petition be set for consideration and Commission action
and look forward to working with all concerned on this matter.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at (512) 322-5856.

BBC/plh
148M06\090922 bbe

ENCILOSURES

cc: Mr. Les Trobman, General Counsel, TCEQ
Mr. John Cowman, Mayor, City of Leander
Mr. Frank Reilly, Mayor, City of Granite Shoals
Mr. Robert H. Lloyd

Lloyd Gosselink Rochelle & Townsend, P.C.



PETITION FOR RULEMAKING

BY THE CITY OF LEANDER
AND

THE CITY OF GRANITE SHOALS BEFORE THE TEXAS COMMISSION
TO REPEAL PORTIONS OF

30 TEX. ADMIN. CODE CHAPTER 311
RELATED TO THE PROHIBITION
OF DISCHARGING RECLAIMED
WATER

ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

LD LY CAD UG R UGN SO R O GO UGN

ORIGINAL PETITION FOR RULEMAKING

TO THE HONORABLE COMMISSIONERS:

Now comes the City of Leander and the City of Granite Shoals (the “Cities” or
“Petitioners™), and pursuant to the provisions of 30 Texas Administrative Code (“TAC”) Chapter 20
hereby present this Petition for Adoption of a Repeal of a Rule (the “Petition™) to the Texas
Commission on Environmental Quality (“the Commission™) seeking the repeal of 30 TAC Chapter
311, Subchapters A, B, and F (collectively, the “Rules”) and respectfully request that the
Commission consider this Petition and the proposed repeal as set out herein (the “Repeal”) and
initiate proceedings necessary to adopt the Repeal. Pursuant to the provisions of 30 TAC §20.15,
the Cities would respectfully show the following:

L. Public Policy Benefits

This Petition is submitted in the interest of firthering the statewide public policy of
efficiently utilizing and conserving existing water resources. Throughout history, the State of Texas
has grappled with a means of providing adequate fresh water supplies to meet the demands of its
citizens, especially in arid parts of the state, while preserving this valuable natural resource for the
environment and fiture generations. This struggle to maximize resources has led to a need to

consider all water supply options in a holistic and beneficial manner.



The Rules sought to be repealed by this Petition were adopted in 1986. At the time the
Rules were adopted, there was concern regarding the availability and expertise to operate advanced
wastewater treatment units. There was also not much experience with tertiary (or advanced)
treatment, and the concern was that without such experience and proven performance, a prohibition
on discharges was needed to protect water quality. However, that concern was raised 23 years ago.
Today, there is ample experience in operating advanced wastewater treatment facilities. In fact,
some facilities now use drinking water technology (e.g. membranes) that can produce effluent of
such high quality that it is virtually indistinguishable from, or in most cases, of higher quality than
local untreated fresh water supplies.

Treated effluent, now known as “reclaimed water,” has become the centerpiece of many
water supply portfolios across the state. Indeed, the use of reclaimed water has grown dramatically
over the years, and it is now a planned water management strategy for meeting the demands of a
large portion of the state. See, Texas Water Development Board, Water for Texas 2007, January
2007. See also, Texas Comptroller of Public Accounts, Liquid Assets: The State of Texas® Water
Resowrces, February 2009. The Commission already acknowledges and promotes direct reuse
through its rules promulgated at 30 TAC Chapter 210 (related to the use of reclaimed water). What
the Commission does not currently do that this Petition seeks to accomplish is to further recognize
reclaimed water as a resource that can and should be used to supplement existing water supplies in
the Colorado River Basin (the “Basin”). In essence, the public policy goal that the Cities strive to
reach by submitting this Petition is to acknowledge that reclaimed water in the Basin is a resource,
not a waste, and that the policy of disposing of this resource should be abandoned in favor of

principles that support conservation and the efficient use of existing supplies.



By this Petition, the Cities request that the Commission further its support for the use of
reclaimed water as a public policy goal for the State of Texas and adopt the Repeal as specified
herein. Provided hereto as Attachment A is a copy of a leiter submitted by the City of Leander
summarizing the public policy goals associated with the use of reclaimed water. The City
acknowledges that the attached letter is in response to a petition previously filed, but the issue
before the Commission is one of state-wide policy, given water supply implications.

IT. Petitioners’ Names and Addresses

The Cities are each a home rule municipality that provides retail water service, and the
City of Leander also provides retail wastewater service. The City of Granite Shoals recently
completed a joint study with the Texas Water Development Board that shows the feasibility and
efficacy of providing regional wastewater services to Granite Shoals and nearby residents. For
purposes of the Petition, contact with the Cities can be made by directing all correspondence to

the following:

City of Granite Shoals City of Leander

c/o Mr. Frank Reilly c/o Mr. Brad B. Castleberry
Potts & Reilly, LLP I.loyd Gosselink, ef al.

401 West 15th Street, Suite 850 816 Congress Ave., Suite 1900
Austin, Texas 78701 Austin, Texas 78701

1. Brief Explanation of the Repeal
The Cities propose the Repeal as an effort to promote conservation and the efficient use
of existing water resources. The Repeal would facilitate the Commission’s current policies and
provide flexibility for the Cities to construct domestic reclamation facilities for discharge into

certain segments of the Basin.

IV. Text of the Repeal

The text of the Repeal is provided hereto as Attachment B.



V. Statement of Legal Authority for the Repeal
The Repeal is proposed to be adopted pursuant to the following authority:

a. Texas Water Code §§5.102 and 5.103, which authorize the Commission to adopt
rules necessary to carry out its powers and duties under the Texas Water Code.

b. Texas Water Code §5.013(a)(3), which grants the Commission jurisdiction over
the state’s water quality program, including the issvance of permits and other necessary

authorizations.

c. Texas Water Code §26.121, which regulates the discharge of pollutants into or
adjacent to waters of the State.

d. Texas Water Code §26.027, which authorizes the Commission to issue permits
that regulate the discharge of pollutants into or adjacent to waters of the State.

e, Texas Water Code §11.046(c), which authorizes the use and beneficial reuse of
reclaimed water before discharge or disposal.

f. Texas Water Code §11.002(8), which defines conservation as those practices,
techniques and technologies that will improve the efficiency in the use of water.

g. Texas Water Code §11.1271(e), which requires the Commission to develop model
water conservation programs that suggest best management practices for achieving the highest
practicable levels of water conservation and efficiency.

h. The 2007 State Water Plan, Water for Texas 2007, which recognizes that reuse is
an important water management strategy to meet the growing needs for water by the people of
Texas.

VL. Injury or Inequity Resulting From Failure to Adopt the Repeal

The Repeal is important o the Cities for the following reasons:

1. The Repeal is needed to facilitate the well-planned centralized collection and
treatment of domestic sewage to produce reclaimed water;
2. The Repeal is needed to reduce the cost of unnecessarily disposing of

reclaimed water under the current regulatory regime; and

3. The Repeal is needed to firm up existing water supplies within the Basin.



Leander provides, and Granite Shoals plans to provide, retail domestic wastewater
collection and treatment service for their citizens. Sanitation has become an expected municipal
service, and the Cities desire to perform this service in the most cost-effective and well-planned
manner. The Rules make centralized collection and treatment difficult, if not impossible.
Because the Rules require the construction of large holding ponds and a significant amount of
acreage to irrigate, it is not cost-effective to construct a single large treatment facility. Instead,
facilities are often constructed in a manner that recognizes the immediacy of development in
certain areas within the Basin. This ad-hoc approach is most pronounced in the areas abutting
the lakes that are regulated by the Rules, but are served by hundreds, if not thousands, of
individual septic systems. Not only are these septic systems basic in design and operation, many
are often not properly maintained and as such, they have the potential to negatively affect the
goal of improving and preserving water quality in the Basin.

All homes in the proposed Granite Shoals wastewater treatment service area are on septic
systems, with maﬁy of the properties located directly on the shores of Lake Lyndon B. Johnson.
Granite Shoals currently has more than 5,000 inhabitants, and there are several thousand other
residents located within the proposed service area.

The Repeal would recognize the value of centralized collection and treatment of raw
sewage. The Repeal would also recognize that current technology exists that far surpasses basic
septic systems. This technology should be considered, where appropriate, and value should be
awarded to the resource produced, that being reclaimed water. As currently authorized, the
Rules prevent the Cities from even planning for centralized collection, treatment and discharge,
and the Repeal would provide relief from this burdensome restriction by allowing the Cities to

consider discharges of reclaimed water into the Basin.



The Cities have considered future projects to dispose of reclaimed water. These projects
are historically more costly than a counterpart project that would allow the discharge of
reclaimed water. Granite Shoals’ study from Freese & Nichols, Inc. indicates that the City
would have to spend over $4 million more to purchase and develop irrigation fields and
distribution systems than it would spend to treat and return the reclaimed water to Lake Lyndon
B. Johnson. Morcover, the disposal projects would cause the Cities to continue to cultivate
juniper ash, locally known as “cedar,” which is a tree that many other areas of the state strive
daily to eradicate. Juniper ash is a high water consumption tree that can efficiently uptake the
quantity of reclaimed water produced under the current disposal policy within the Rules,
Cultivating this tree in lieu of considering reclaimed water as a resource is not only bad land-
management practice, it is also counterproductive to conservation initiatives adopted within the
Basin. The Cities believe that the Repeal is needed to alleviate the burden imposed to construct
disposal facilities that promote cedar cultivation instead of discharge facilities, and that without
the Repeal, the Cities cannot even consider such an approach.

The Commission is aware that there are existing wastewater treatment facilities located in
the Highland Lakes area that were built prior to the adoption of Chapter 311, and are thus
grandfathered facilities that have been discharging info the lakes for decades with pre-existing
technology. If the Commission adopts the Repeal, the newer technology used in water
reclamation will be superior to these older plants, and more protective of the water quality,

Finally, the Repeal is needed to supplement existing water supplies. One must only look
at the current status of many of the Highland Lakes to see that we are in a significant drought,
and the forecast fares no better. All the while, more than 10,000 acre-feet per annum of

reclaimed water is currently being wasted on cedar irrigation and other disposal sites. Some



reclaimed water is directly used for golf courses and other irrigation, and this is good public
policy; however, there are not enough direct reuse beneficial sites available.

There is a series of lakes regulated by the Rules that stand willing, and we believe able, to
assimilate and benefit from reclaimed water. A repeal of the Rules is needed to even consider
such an approach.

VII. Praver

WHEREFORE, premises considered, the Cities respectfully request that the Commission
consider this Petition, and the Repeal as proposed herein, and initiate proceedings necessary to
adopt the Repeal. The Cities further pray for any and all other relief to which they may be
entitled.

Respectfully submitted,

0 . L

JGHN D. COWMAN
n@AYOR, CITY OF LEANDER

FRAMICM. REILLY
MAYOR, CITY OF GRANITE SHOALS




Attachment A

Proposed Repeal
30 Tex. ApDMIN. CODE §311, Subchapters A, Band F

City of Leander, Texas

February 6, 2009
Ms. Beth Seaton (MC 145)
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
P.O. Box 13087
Austin, Texas 78711-3087
Re:  TCEQ Docket No. 2008-1601-RUL,; Rule Project 2009-002-PET-NR!

Dear Ms. Seatom:

kponse t ithe
Ipolicie:
‘conside

This letter is submitted on behalf of the City of Leander (the "City™)in 1t
above-referenced matter.  Specifically, this letter is submitted to comment on th
issues discussed during the stakeholder mecling held on Jannary 16, 2009 t
Peiition for Rulemaking (the "Petition™) that was filed by Barton Springs/Eddlirds A
Conservation Distriet and the City of Austin on or about October 1, 2008 to alfitnd 30
ADMIN. CODE Chapter 311. While the Petition does not affect the City directly, the
implications for such a proposed rule change do affect the City and dozens of othi cilies
the Highland Lakes in Ceniral Texas, : .

The State of Texas has limited fresh water supplies. Many of our existing fresh water
supplies were consiructed years ago with great foresight from past leaders, These firpplies fvere
envisioned to meet the future demands of Texans for many years to come. Given th Tact thT e
have limited fresh water supplies, we must consider how best to utilize these|[supplics| 4nd
promote good public policy. The use of reclaimed water, also known as "reusd)' is a v ter
menagemment sirategy that has been identified by the Texas Water Developmen}| Board as a
meuns of furthering existing supplies. Reuse can be either direct -- f.e., flanged frotfi a recla n;s:d
water production facility, or indirect -- e, discharged into a stream for subsequenl instreaju’ of
diversinn purposes. Reuse has been occurring around the state, and the country fgl thal md ttcr
for a number of years, and it is an effective way of further extending the use of ¢xisting waﬁer
supplies.

The concept identified in the Petition, and as was discussed during thef stakehdlder
meeting referenced, does not seek to promote reuse. Indecd, prohibiting discharge
of reclaimed water is clearly contrary to the concept of indirect reuse, Texas strealfjs and Hvers
have recognized a benefit throughout the years from the provision of reclitimed waler.
Reclaimed waler, regulated under the federal Clean Water Act, and the correlative state laws) Ba
valuable resource that must not be confused with waste. Technological sl reguli;—?;y

|

provisions can be provided to address concems regardmg the use of reclaimed water. Ignaring
this fact and outright prohibiting discharges, as is cwrently done with the Highllfid Lak i 18
simply bad public policy. :

H
i

Post Office Box 319 Leander, Texas 78646_01 (0

1-d TEBEZBESZT1S Hd3IONYAT J0 ALID  HWUES:TT 600 80 G924




Attachment A

Proposed Repeal
30 TeEX, ApDMIN. CODE §311, Subchapters A, Band F

Right now Lake Travis is operating at historically low levels. The Coloradd|River Basin
is in a significant drought and the forecast from experts is that there is Hittle hope in qjght. Alljthe
while, there are thousands of acre-feet of reclaimed water being discharged onto cedar hrigafion
tracts or golf courses created for the purpose of addressing a discharge prohibitiofflsuch as he
one being proposed by the Petition. Moreover, given that there is no incentive td]iprovide| for
centralized collection of raw sewage along the Highland Lakes, thousands of septic fystems Have.
been installed, many without proper maintenance and oversight. L

As noted, the City does not have o direct interest in the geographical area praposed bylthe
Petition. However, the policy underlying the Petition, which is that reclaimed watdl] is a w(fe,_
not a resource, is simply without merit. The majority of the State of Texas|fhas alrchdy
recognized and implemented many water supply projects that promote indirect|reuse. The
Dallas-Fort Worth ares. has been a leader in this arena promoting environmentiily frieqdly:
projects that have created hundreds of thousands of acre-feet of water supplies thit would not
otherwise exist. These supplies -benefit both water purveyors and the aquatic envjronment by’
virtue of maintaining iristrearn flows, | ‘

The City would urge the TCEQ to carefully consider the Petition and ex rotse solind
Judgment as it relates to the utilization of existing water supplies. Such action I needeq to
ensure that existing supplies are used in the most efficient and conservation-oriented|fnanner,

We appreciate the opportunity to provide these comments and look forward {f] addres; ixi;g
any questions that you may have, :

Sincerely,

Anthony ]
City Manager

g-d 1EB2825218 HIAONEITT 40 ALIJ HUES:TT B0ODE 80 924




Attachment B

Proposed Repeal
30 Tex. ApmMIN. CoDE §311, Subchapters A, Band F

TITLE 30 ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
PART 1 TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
CHAPTER 311 WATERSHED PROTECTION




Attachment B

Proposed Repeal
30 TEX. ADMIN. CODE §311, Subchapters A, B and F
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Proposed Repeal
30 TEX. ADMIN. CobE §311, Subchapters A, B and F




Attachment B

Proposed Repeal
30 TEX. ADmiN. COpE §311, Subchapters A, B and F
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Proposed Repeal
30 TEX. ADMIN. CODE §311, Subchapters A, B and F
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Proposed Repeal
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Proposed Repeal
30 TeEx. ADMIN. CODE §311, Subchapters A, B and F
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RESOLUTION NO. 09-019-00

A RESOLUTION SUPPORTING A PETITION FOR RULEMAKING

WHEREAS, the City of Leander (the "City”) desires to provide cost-effactive retail water
and wastewater service for its citizens and to conserve and reuse as much of the City's
available water supply as possible;

WHEREAS, technology exists to produce high-quality reclaimed water that can be
reused by the City and others within the Highland Lakes watershed:

WHEREAS, the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality's (‘TCEQ's") rules are
inconsistent with respect to the conservation and use of reclaimed water within the
Highland Lakes watershed;

WHEREAS, the City, in concert with the cities of Granite Shoals and Marble Falls,
desires to file a petition requesting the TCEQ reconsider its rules related fo the
discharge and use of reclaimed water;

NOW THEREFORE, the City hereby directs the City manager as follows:

1. To prepare a petition for rulemaking to the TCEQ regarding rules related
to the discharge and use of reclaimed water: and

2. To file the petition and arrange for the appearances of persons

representing the City in the proceedings regarding the petition, and any
associated rulemaking, before the TCEQ.

PASSED, ADOPTED, AND APPROVED this 6"  day of August 2009

(/Jcﬁm D. Cowman, Mayor Debbie Haile, City Secretary




The City of Granite Shoals

410 N. Phillips Ranch Road
Granite Shoals, Texas 78654

1.

MINUTES

phone (830) 598-2424
Jax (830) 598-6538

FOR A REGULAR MEETING

OF THE CITY COUNCIL
OF THE CITY OF GRANITE SHOALS

TUESDAY, MARCH 10, 2009

7:00 p.m.

Mayor Frank Reilly called to order the Regular meeting of the City Council of the City of
Granite Shoals at 7:15 p.m., Granite Shoals Municipal Complex, Council Chambers, 2101 N.
Phillips Ranch Road, Granite Shoals, Texas.

Present:

Frank Reilly, Mayor

Dawvid Dittmar, Council member
Bessie Jackson, Council member
Shirley King, Council member
Dennis Maier, Council member
Merilyn Nations, Council member

City Staff:

John Gayle, City Manager

Brad Young, City Attormey
Ronda Reichile, City Secretary
Ken Francis, Building Official
Doug Cloud, Building Inspector
Katy, Municipal Court Clerk
Anustin Stanphill, Fire Chief
I.P. Wilson, Chiel of Police

Peggy Smith, Water Dept. Manager

(Guests and Presentations:

Keith Neffendorf, CPA

Public comment and announcements. Roy Settlemyer spoke regarding street conditions,

Announcements and special recognitions from the mayor and council members. No

announcements of special recognitions were made.

4. Unpdates and Presentations

CC Regular meeting 03/10/2009
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e Presentation by Keith Neffendorf, C.P.A., Neffendorf, Knopp, Horry & Doss, P.C.,
review of 2007-2008 audit of the city of Granite Shoals, fiscal year ending September 30,
2008. Mr. Neffendorf presented the audit for FY 2007 — 2008 and there was discussion
with city council regarding the audit.

e City Manager’s report and updates on activities of city departments and related issues.
John Gayle provided information and update on city projects and activities.

5. Consent Agenda

The items listed are considered 1o be routine and non-controversial by the Council and will be approved by one motion.
There will be no separate discussion of these items unless a Councilmember so requests, in which case the item will be
remaved from the Consent Agenda prior to a motion and vote. The item will be considered in its normal sequence on the
Regular Agenda.

(a) Approval of monthly departmental reports

Monthly reports are a simmary of activities and accomplishment and information that is of interest of City Council
and may or may not be discussed as determined by Council and Staff.

Building Inspector, Ken Francis Police Dept., J.P. Wilson .
Code Enforcement, Doug Cloud Street Dept., Joe Uvalle
Municipal Court, Katy Oliver Parks Dept., Joe Uvalle

* Fire Dept., Austin Stanphill * Water Dept., Peggy Allen-Smith

* Denotes no report received

Motion was made by Merilyn Nations to approve the monthly departmental reports as
presented. Seconded by Shirley King. Motion passed unanimously.

6. Regular Agenda.

Council will individually consider and possibly take action on any or all of the following items:

6-A

6- B

6-C

Discussion and possible action regarding 2007-2008 audit of the city of Granite
Shoals, fiscal year ending September 30, 2008. City Council reviewed the audit and
spoke with Mr. Neffendorf regarding the audit. It was requested this item be
continued to the March 24, 2009 meeting.

Discussion and possible action regarding Contract Change Authorization,
Amendment Number 1, between Freese & Nichols, Inc. and the city of Granite
Shoals. Freese & Nichols project number GSH08444, project description: nmnicipal
building upgrade. Motion was made by Dennis Maier to approve the Contract
Change Authortzation, Amendment Number 1, between Freese & Nichols, Inc. and
the city of Granite Shoals for Freese & Nichols project number GSH08444 municipal
building upgrade. Seconded by David Dittmar. Motion passed unanimously.

Discussion and possible action regarding Original Petition For Rulemaking. A
petition for rulemaking by the city of Leander and the city of Granite Shoals, to repeal
portions of 30 Tex. Admin. Code Chapter 311 related to the prohibition of
discharging reclaimed water. Motion was made by Denms Maier authorizing the
Mayor and/or City Manager to pursue the draft Petition For Rulemaking, A petition
for rulemaking by the city of Leander and the city of Granite Shoals, to repeal
portions of 30 Tex. Admin. Code Chapter 311 related to the prohibition of

CC Regular meeting 03/10/2009
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6-D

6-F

6-G

discharging reclaimed water. Seconded by David Dittmer. Motion passed
unanimously.

Discussion and possible action regarding Resolution No. 365 — A resolution affirming
city of Granite Shoals’ support of and partnership with the 2010 census. Motion was
made by Dennis Maier to approve Resolution No. 365, Seconded by Merilyn
Nations. Motion passed unanimously.

Discussion and possible action regarding Ordinance No. 241-B Flood Damage
Prevention Ordinance. Motion was made by Merilyn Nations to approve Ordinance
No. 241-B Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance. Seconded by Bessie Jackson.
Motion passed unanimously.

Discussion and possible action regarding issues related to 131.6 acres of Jand and
structures locates thereon (formerly known as 360 Global) for municipal uses. No
action was taken on this ftem.

Discussion and possible action regarding all matters pertaining to the recovery and
response to flood events, including authorization for expenditures and use of city
property, employees and equipment. No action was taken on this item.

7. Work Session. (no action will be taken on the following items)

7-A  Discussion regarding Ordinance No. 409 — Zoning Ordinance, Section XXVI Boat

Docks. Council reviewed the draft ordinance, will review further at a future meeting.

7-B  Discussion regarding clearing drainage areas on public and private property in order

to prevent flood damage within the city. There was discussion regarding drainage
and tlood prevention.

8. Executive Session pursuant to sections 551.071 (consultation with attomey), 551.072

(deliberations about real property) and/or 551.087 (deliberations regarding economic
development negotiations) of the Open Meetings Act, the City Council will meet in
executive session to discuss the following:

(A)

(B)

(©)

Consultation with attorney regarding pending litigation in Cause No. 32649, Winder, et
al vs. City of Granite Shoals, et al, in the 33" Judicial District Court of Burnet County,
Texas;

Executive Session pursuant to Texas Gov't Code 551.072, deliberations about real
property and/or consultation with attorney to discuss matters pertaining to property

acquisition for municipal uses;

Matters pertaining to commercial or financial information that the city council has

received from a business prospect that the city council may seek to have locate m or

near the city Dhmmts and with which the city council is conducting economic
development negotiations;

CC Regular meeting 03/10/2009
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(D) Consultation with attorney regarding possible Municipal Utility Districts and associated
developments;

(E) Consultation with attorney regarding Cottonwood Shores’ application for a new water
and sewer certificate of conventence and necessity and the related litigation pending

before the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality and the State Office of
Administrative Hearings;

(F) Consultation with attorney regarding legal issues relating to City’s Warranty Deed
program (Ordinance No. 477);

(G) Consultation with attorney regarding clearing creeks and drainage areas on private
property;

(H) Consultation with attorney regarding legal issues relating to encroachment onto City
Park (Robinhood Park);

(I) Consultation with attorney regarding location of equipment owned by Zeccon Wireless
on the Granite Shoals Municipal Building;

() Consultation with attorney regarding legal issues pertaining to retaining walls placed at
Park 13 (Belaire Park);

(K) Matters pertaining to condemmation.

Adjourn Into Executive Session: 10:19 p.m.
Reconvene Into Open Session: 11:10 p.m.

9. Discussion and poessible action on matters inchuded in “Executive Session” portion of this
agenda. There was no discussion or action taken on matters discussed in Executive Session.

10. Discussion regarding future agenda items. No items were requested.

11. Adjournment.

1, Ronda Reichle, Citv Secretary for the City of Granite Shoals, Texas, certify that the attached are rrue and correct
Minuies taken from the tapes and notes of the City Council Regular meeting held on March 10, 2009,

Ronda Reichle. City Secretary

CC Regular meeting 03:10:2009
Pape 4 of 4



RESOLUTION NO. 2009-R-07B

CITY OF MARBLE FALLS
RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF PETITION TO REPEAL 30 TEX. ADMIN. CODE
CHAPTER 311 RELATED TO THE PROHIBITION
OF DISCHARGING RECLAIMED WATER

WHEREAS, the City of Marble Falls is a duly incorporated Home Rule City; and

WHEREAS, the City of Marble Falls owns and operates a wastewater treatment facility
that is being expanded and upgraded to provide the highest quality of effluent which is eligible to
be re-used under the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (“TCEQ™) rules related to
reclaimed water;

WHEREAS, the City intends to reuse this reclaimed water for beneficial use on lands
within Marble Falls however, the volume of reclaimed water generated by the City exceeds the
available land needing the water for irrigation, which results in the City baving to acquire land
Just to irrigate for no beneficial purpose at great costs to its citizens;

WHEREAS, the City of Marble Falls is interested in furthering the statewide pubtlic policy
of efficiently utilizing and conserving existing water resources;

WHEREAS, the City believes that successful conservation and protection of our limited
water resources can only be accomplished though consideration and utilization of all water supply
options and resources;

WHEREAS, 30 Administrative Code Chapter 311 prevents the City of Marble Falls
from being able to return its high quality effluent to the Colorado River thereby depleting the
water supply available for beneficial use by others;

WHEREAS, this rule is contrary to the 2007 State Water Plan, Water for Texas 2007,
which recognizes that reuse is an important water management strategy to meet the growing
needs for water by the people of Texas;

WHEREAS, the rule prohibiting a discharge was adopted more than 20 years ago to
protect water quality at a time when the wastewater treatment technology was far less protective
than the technology today and the City believes that the reasons for the rule are no longer valid;

WHEREAS, several central Texas Cities intend to petition the TCEQ to repeal 30
Administrative Code Chapter 311 to further the goal of preserving and extending our water
resources; and

WHEREAS, the City of Marble Falls supports the beneficial reuse of reclaimed water

and the conservation of our existing water supplies;
NOW THEREFORE, the City of Marble Falls, by declaration of the members of the
City Council, and on behalf of the citizens of Marble Falls, hereby expresses their support for the




Petition to repeal portions of 30 Tex. Administrative Code Chapter 311 related to the prohibition

of discharging reclaimed water.

PASSED AND APPROVED this 27" day of July, 2009.

ATTEST:

Christina Laine, City Secretary
City of Marble Falls, Texas

(Seal)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Patty L. Akers, City Attorney
City of Marble Falls, Texas




RESOLUTION OF KINGSLAND MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT
In support of the Cities of Leander’s and Granite Shoals’ Petition to Texas Commission on
Environmental Quality to Repeal the “Highland Lakes Rules”Concerning Lale Discharges

KB R FAAKEA KNI RHEFARN AR AR AT A X, R

WHEREAS, the Cities of Leander and Granite Shoals have presented a Petition for
Adoption of a Repeal of'a Rule to the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality seeking the
repeal of 30 TAC Chapter 311, Subchapters A, B, and F pursuant to the provisions of 30 Texas
Administrative Code Chapter 20; and

WHEREAS, the District’s Board of Directors has reviewed said Petition and is of the opinion that
the granting of such Petition may facilitate well-plarmed centralized collection and treatment of
domestic sewage to produce reclaimed water at reduced costs while firming up existing water supplies
within the Basin.

Now, Therefore

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF KINGSLAND MUNICIPAL
UTILITY DISTRICT:

Section 1. Findings.

The statements contained in the preamble of this Resolution are true and correct and are adopted
as findings of fact and operative provisions hereof.

Section 2. Support for Petition

The Board of Directors hereby declares its support for the Petition filed by the Cities of Teander and
Granite Shoals seeking the repeal of the Highland Lakes Rules which presently preclude new discharges into
the Highland Lakes System under all circumstances.

PASSED AND EFFECTIVE this 24th day of August, 2009.
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Mary AnyyHefner
President, Board of Directors

Kingsland Municipal Utility District

ATTEST:

Secretary, Board of Directors A
Kingsland Municipal Utility District

[DISTRICT SEAL]




CERTIFICATE

I, Frank G. Willingham, Secretary-Treasurer of the Board of Directors for
Kingsland Municipal Utility District, do hereby certify that the attached and foregoing is
a true and correct copy of a Resolution of Kingsland Municipal Utility District dated
August 24, 2009, in support of the Cities of Leander’s and Granite Shoals’ Petition to
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality to Repeal the “Highland Lakes Rules”
concerning lake discharges, the original of which is on file in the office of the District.

Dated this the 24" day of August, 2009.
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Fraﬁk G. Willingham
Secretary-Treasurer ,-v"

Beard of Directors
Kingsland Municipal Utility District

(SEAL)




