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public access denied and no alternative
method to gain access w/out compromising
national security.

Reasons: Floodway; Secured Area

Tennessee

Wears Valley Quarters/

Ranger Station

3443 Wears Valley Road

Sevierville TN 37862

Landholding Agency: Interior

Property Number: 61201440014

Status: Unutilized

Comments: Documented deficiencies
structurally unsound; extensive
deterioration; severe mold infestation;
represents a clear threat to personal
physical safety.

Reasons: Extensive deterioration

Texas

87

Air Force Plant 4

Ft. Worth TX

Landholding Agency: Air Force

Property Number: 18201440026

Status: Underutilized

Comments: Public access denied and no
alternative method to gain access w/out
compromising national security.

Reasons: Secured Area

127

Air Force Plant 4

Ft. Worth TX

Landholding Agency: Air Force

Property Number: 18201440027

Status: Unutilized

Comments: Public access denied and no
alternative method to gain access w/out
compromising national security.

Reasons: Secured Area

Land
Indiana

Bryant Creek Access Site

State Road 156

Patriot IN 47038

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 54201440009

Status: Excess

GSA Number: 1-D-IN-608

Directions: Disposal Agency: GSA;
Landholding Agency: COE

Comments: Entire property located within
floodway which has not been corrected or
contained.

Reasons: Floodway

North Carolina

Photovoltaic (PV) Building

Site 45

Marine Corps Base Camp Lejeune

Camp Lejeune NC

Landholding Agency: Navy

Property Number: 77201440024

Status: Unutilized

Comments: Public access denied and no
alternative method to gain access w/out
compromising Nat’l Security.

Reasons: Secured Area

[FR Doc. 2014-29458 Filed 12-18-14; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4210-67-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Fish and Wildlife Service

[FWS-R2-ES-2014-0053; 20124-1112—
0000—F2]

Southern Edwards Plateau
Environmental Impact Statement and
Habitat Conservation Plan; City of San
Antonio and Bexar County; Regional
Habitat Conservation Plan

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice of availability and
announcement of public hearings.

SUMMARY: Bexar County and the City of
San Antonio (applicants) have applied
to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
(Service) for an incidental take permit
(ITP, TE-48571B—0) under the
Endangered Species Act of 1973, as
amended (Act). The requested permit
would authorize incidental take of nine
federally listed species in Bexar County
and the City of San Antonio. The
applicants have completed a draft
Habitat Conservation Plan, referred to as
the Southern Edwards Plateau (SEP
dHCP), as part of the application
package. The Service also announces
the availability of a draft Environmental
Impact Statement (dEIS), which has
been prepared to evaluate the permit
application in accordance with the
requirements of the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). We
are making the permit application
package, including the SEP dHCP and
dEIS, available for public review and
comment.

DATES: Submission of Comments: We
will accept comments received or
postmarked on or before March 19,
2015. Comments submitted
electronically using the Federal
eRulemaking Portal (see ADDRESSES
section below) must be received by
11:59 p.m. Eastern Time on the closing
date. Any comments that we receive
after the closing date may not be
considered in the final decision on these
actions.

Public Meetings: The Service will
hold public meetings during the public
comment period. The dates, times, and
locations of these meetings will be
noticed in local newspapers at least 2
weeks before each meeting and will also
be posted on the Web sites http://
www.fws.gov/southwest/es/
AustinTexas/ and http://
www.sephcp.com.

ADDRESSES: Obtaining SEP dHCP and
dEIS for Review: You may obtain copies
of the dEIS and dHCP by going to the
Service’s Web site at http://

www.fws.gov/southwest/es/
AustinTexas/, the SEP’s Web site at
http://www.sephcp.com, or at the
Federal eRulemaking Portal at http://
www.regulations.gov (Docket Number
FWS-R2-ES-2014-0053). Alternatively,
you may obtain compact disks with
electronic copies of these documents by
writing to Field Supervisor, U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service, 10711 Burnet
Road, Suite 200, Austin, TX 78758;
calling (512) 490-0057; or faxing (512)
490-0974. A limited number of printed
copies of the SEP dHCP and dEIS are
also available, by request, from the Field
Supervisor. Copies of the SEP dHCP and
dEIS are also available for public
inspection and review at the following
locations, by appointment only:

e Department of the Interior, Natural
Resources Library, 1849 C St. NW.,
Washington, DC 20240.

e U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 500
Gold Avenue SW., Room 4012,
Albuquerque, NM 87102.

e U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 10711
Burnet Road, Suite 200, Austin, TX
78758.

Obtaining Incidental Take Permit
Application for Review

Persons wishing to review the
application may obtain a copy by
writing to the Regional Director, U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service, P.O. Box
1306, Room 4012, Albuquerque, NM
87103.

Submitting Comments

To submit written comments, please
use one of the following methods, and
note that your comment is in reference
to the SEP dHCP and dEIS:

e Electronically: Go to the Federal
eRulemaking Portal at http://
www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments
on Docket No. FWS-R2-ES-2014-0053.

e U.S. Mail: Public Comments
Processing, Attn: FWS-R2-ES-2014—
0053; Division of Policy and Directives
Management; U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service; MS: BPHC; 5275 Leesburg Pike;
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803.

e Public Meetings: We will also
accept written or oral comments at the
public meetings (see DATES).

We request that you submit comments
by only the methods described above.
We will post all information received on
http://www.regulations.gov. This
generally means that we will post any
personal information you provide us
(see the Public Availability of
Comments section below for more
information).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Adam Zerrener, Field Supervisor, U.S.


http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/AustinTexas/
http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/AustinTexas/
http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/AustinTexas/
http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/AustinTexas/
http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/AustinTexas/
http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/AustinTexas/
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.sephcp.com
http://www.sephcp.com
http://www.sephcp.com
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Fish and Wildlife Service, 10711 Burnet
Road, Suite 200, Austin, TX 78758;
(512) 490-0057 (telephone).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Bexar
County and the City of San Antonio
(applicants) have applied to the U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) for
an incidental take permit (ITP, TE-
48571B—-0) under section 10(a)(1)(B) of
the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as
amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.; Act).
The requested permit, which would be
in effect for a period of 30 years, if
granted, would authorize incidental take
of the following federally listed species:
Golden-cheeked warbler (Setophaga
[=Dendroical chrysoparia) (GCWA),
black-capped vireo (Vireo atricapilla)
(BCVI), Government Canyon Bat Cave
spider (Neoleptoneta microps), Madla
Cave meshweaver (Cicurina madla),
Braken Cave meshweaver (Cicurina
venii), Government Canyon Bat Cave
meshweaver (Cicurina vespera),
Rhadine exilis (no common name),
Rhadine infernalis (no common name),
and Helotes mold beetle (Batrisodes
venyivi) (collectively, covered species).

Incidental take would be covered in
Bexar County and the City of San
Antonio, including current and future
portions of the City’s extra-territorial
jurisdiction (ETJ), which currently
extends outside of Bexar County into
Comal, Medina, and Kendall Counties.
However, the City is projected to
expand into Bandera County in the
future. Therefore, the permit area—i.e.,
where incidental take will be
permitted—includes Bexar County and
those portions of the City’s ETJ that do/
will expand into Medina, Kendall, and
Bandera Counties over the life of the
permit. While the ETJ currently extends
into Comal County, incidental take will
not be covered other than on preserves,
since Comal County has its own habitat
conservation plan (HCP).

Covered activities include
construction, use, and/or maintenance
of land development projects; farm and
ranch improvements; commercial or
industrial projects; construction,
maintenance, or improvement of public
infrastructure; installation and/or
maintenance of utility infrastructure;
construction, use, maintenance and/or
expansion of quarries, gravel mining, or
other similar extraction projects; and
any activities necessary to manage
habitat for the covered species that
could temporarily result in incidental
take. The applicants have completed a
draft Habitat Conservation Plan, referred
to as the Southern Edwards Plateau
(SEP dHCP), as part of the application
package.

The Service also announces the
availability of a draft Environmental
Impact Statement (dEIS), which has
been prepared to evaluate the permit
application in accordance with the
requirements of the National
Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C.
4321 et seq.; NEPA). We are making the
permit application package, including
the dHCP and dEA, available for public
review and comment.

Background

We initially prepared a notice of
intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS, which
was published in the Federal Register
on April 27, 2011 (76 FR 23619). We
also held public scoping meetings in
connection with the applicants’
requested permit. A summary of
comments provided during the 2011
scoping period, which included public
meetings held June 6, 2011, in Bandera,
Texas; June 7, 2011, Boerne, Texas; June
9, 2011, Blanco, Texas; June 13, 2011,
Kerrville, Texas; and June 14, 2011,
Helotes, Texas, are available on the
Service’s Web site at http://
www.fws.gov/southwest/es/
AustinTexas/ and on the applicants’
Web site at http://www.sephcp.com
(Appendix F of the dEIS).

Proposed Action

The proposed action, involves the
issuance of an ITP by the Service for the
covered activities in the permit area,
pursuant to section 10(a)(1)(B) of the
Act. The ITP would cover “take” of the
covered species associated with public
and private projects occurring within
the permit area.

The requested term of the ITP is 30
years. To meet the requirements of a
section 10(a)(1)(B) ITP, the applicants
developed and propose to implement
the SEP dHCP, which describes the
conservation measures the applicants
have agreed to undertake to minimize
and mitigate for the impacts of the
proposed incidental take of the covered
species to the maximum extent
practicable, and ensure that incidental
take will not appreciably reduce the
likelihood of the survival and recovery
of these species in the wild.

Section 9 of the Act and its
implementing regulations prohibit
“take” of fish and wildlife species listed
as threatened or endangered under
section 4 of the Act. However, section
10(a)(1)(B) of the Act authorizes us to
issue permits to take listed wildlife
species where such take is incidental to,
and not the purpose of, otherwise lawful
activities and where the applicant meets
certain statutory requirements.

Alternatives

Four alternatives to the proposed
action we are considering as part of this
process are:

1. No Action Alternative. Under the
No Action Alternative, Bexar County
and the City of San Antonio would not
seek, and the Service would not issue,
an ITP. Under this alternative,
compliance with the Act would
continue to occur only on an individual
basis through project-specific
consultations with the Service. Local
governments, business entities, private
landowners, and others would
independently determine whether or
not ESA compliance is necessary for a
particular project and, if needed, would
work with the Service to obtain
authorization for incidental take. Each
independent consultation would require
an analysis of the incidental take and
impacts to listed species, the
identification and implementation of
appropriate and practicable mitigation
measures, and the preparation of
appropriate documentation to support
the permitting action.

Mitigation requirements would be
individually negotiated with the Service
on the basis of the level of impact to
listed species and the conservation
value of the mitigation options and
opportunities available to the individual
applicant. Possible forms of mitigation
could include on-site preservation of
habitat, acquisition of off-site preserve
lands, or purchase of conservation
credits from an independent
conservation bank. With the exception
of conservation bank credit purchases, it
is likely that many preserve lands
offered as mitigation for individual
projects would be relatively small,
isolated, and/or widely distributed
across the region.

2. Ten-Percent Participation
Alternative. The 10-Percent
Participation Alternative would be a
regional HCP that is sized to address
only 10 percent of the anticipated future
habitat losses for the covered species
over the next 30 years within the permit
area. Therefore, this alternative would
request substantially less incidental take
authorization for the covered species
and would (at full implementation)
result in proportionately less
conservation within the plan area. With
a smaller plan, the overall estimated
costs for implementation would be less
than one-half of the estimated cost to
implement the proposed SEP dHCP.
However, since there would be fewer
participants paying fees to use the plan,
a larger portion of the revenue needed
for implementation of this alternative
would require more public funding.


http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/AustinTexas/
http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/AustinTexas/
http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/AustinTexas/
http://www.sephcp.com
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3. Single-County Alternative. The
Single-County Alternative would
essentially be limited to the extent of
the permittees’ jurisdictions. This
would include both incidental take
coverage and mitigation. It is assumed
that the plan area for the Single-County
Alternative would include Bexar County
and the area within 10 miles outside of
Bexar County (which would be
generally sufficient to accommodate the
City of San Antonio’s current extra-
territorial jurisdiction and possible
future expansions). As habitat for the
covered species within Bexar County
only occurs in the northwest half of the
county, the plan area for this alternative
is still roughly equivalent to the
geographic area of a single central Texas
county.

Since all mitigation would occur in
the vicinity of San Antonio, the price of
land is substantially higher compared to
more rural parts of the plan area. This
alternative assumes that approximately
75 percent of the GCWA and BCVI
preserve lands would be acquired in
relatively “suburban’ areas, and
approximately 25 percent of the land
would be acquired in relatively rural
areas. This distribution of preserve
lands would have a significant impact
on the method of acquisition (fee simple
vs. easement), the anticipated cost for
acquisition, and the costs to manage
suburban preserves compared to rural
preserves. This alternative could cost
nearly twice as much overall to
implement over 30 years compared to
the proposed alternative.

4. Increased Mitigation Alternative.
The Increased Mitigation Alternative
would implement recommendations
passed by the SEP HCP’s Biological
Advisory Team (BAT) pertaining to
mitigation for the GCWA and the karst
invertebrates (BCVI mitigation would be
the same as the Proposed Alternative).
These recommendations were also
strongly favored by many members of
the Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC).

The BAT passed a recommendation
calling for impacts to GCWA habitat
within Bexar County to be mitigated at
a 3:1 ratio (i.e., 3 acres of habitat
protected for each acre of direct habitat
loss) and that at least 60 percent of that
mitigation be placed within Bexar
County or within 5 miles outside of
Bexar County. The BAT also passed a
recommendation that the karst preserve
system be sized to achieve roughly
twice the level of conservation specified
by the Service’s downlisting criteria for
the karst invertebrates. For the purpose
of modeling this alternative, it is
assumed that all of the incidental take
of the GCWA requested by the
Permittees would be mitigated at a 3:1

ratio and that 60 percent of the GCWA
preserve system would be acquired in
relatively suburban parts of the Plan
Area, with the remaining preserve lands
acquired in rural areas. This
recommendation is modeled as a
requirement to acquire approximately
2,000 acres of recovery-quality karst
preserves over 30 years, with at least
two high-quality (100 acres each) and
four medium-quality preserves (50 acres
each) created in each of the five regions
where the karst invertebrates occur.

Similar to the Single-County
Alternative, this Increased Mitigation
Alternative requires the acquisition of a
large portion of the preserve system in
relatively high-cost suburban or (for the
karst preserves) urban areas, which
would disproportionately increase the
expected preserve acquisition and
management costs. This alternative
would achieve a higher level of
conservation for the GCWA and karst
invertebrates, but at a financial cost that
would be approximately 275 percent
higher than the proposed SEP HCP.

Public Availability of Comments

Written comments we receive become
part of the public record associated with
this action. Before including your
address, phone number, email address,
or other personal identifying
information in your comment, you
should be aware that your entire
comment—including your personal
identifying information—may be made
publicly available at any time. While
you can request in your comment that
we withhold your personal identifying
information from public review, we
cannot guarantee that we will be able to
do so. All submissions from
organizations or businesses, and from
individuals identifying themselves as
representatives or officials of
organizations or businesses, will be
made available for public disclosure in
their entirety.

Authority

We provide this notice under section
10(c) of the Act and its implementing
regulations (50 CFR 17.22 and 17.32)
and NEPA and its implementing
regulations (40 CFR 1506.6).

Joy E. Nicholopoulos,

Acting Regional Director, Southwest Region,
Albuquerque, New Mexico.

[FR Doc. 2014-29525 Filed 12—-18-14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-55-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Fish and Wildlife Service

[FWS-R5-ES-2014-0051;
FXES111205000000—-156—FF05E00000]

Receipt of an Application for an
Incidental Take Permit for Piping
Plover, From the Town of Orleans, MA,
and Availability of Proposed Habitat
Conservation Plan

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice of availability.

SUMMARY: We, the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service (Service or “we”’),
announce the availability of an
application for an Incidental Take
Permit (ITP) and a proposed Habitat
Conservation Plan (HCP) from the Town
of Orleans (Town) for public review and
comment. We received the permit
application from the Town for
incidental take of the threatened piping
plover (Charadrius melodus) resulting
from the Town’s authorization and
management of over-sand vehicle (OSV)
activities over the next 3 years. Our
preliminary determination is that the
proposed HCP qualifies as low-effect
under our final Handbook for Habitat
Conservation Planning and Incidental
Take Permitting Process. To make this
determination, we used our Low-Effect
HCP Screening Form/Environmental
Action Statement (EAS), the preliminary
version of which is also available for
review.

We provide this notice to (1) seek
public comments on the proposed HCP
and application; (2) seek public
comments on our preliminary
determination that the HCP qualifies as
low-effect and is therefore eligible for a
categorical exclusion under the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA); and
(3) advise other Federal and State
agencies, affected Tribes, and the public
of our intent to issue an ITP.

DATES: To ensure consideration, we
must receive your written comments by
January 20, 2015.

ADDRESSES: Written comments may be
submitted electronically by any one of
the following methods:

Electronically: www.regulations.gov.
Follow the instructions for submitting
comments on Docket No. FWS-R5-ES—
2014-0051.

U.S. mail: Public Comments
Processing, Attn: FWS-R5-ES-2014—
0051; Division of Policy and Directives
Management; U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service; MS: BPHC; 5275 Leesburg Pike;
Falls Church, Virginia 22041-3803.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Susi
vonOettingen, by U.S. mail at U.S. Fish


http://www.regulations.gov

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
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%. ’ 505/248-6911
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Southwest Region (Arizona ¢ New Mexico ¢ Oklahoma eTexas) http://southwest.fws.qgov

For Release: January 20, 2015

Contacts: Adam Zerrenner, 512-490-0057, ext. 248, adam_zerrenner@fws.gov
Lesli Gray, 972-569-8588, lesli_gray@fws.gov

Public Meetings Scheduled on the Southern Edwards Plateau draft Habitat
Conservation Plan and draft Environmental Impact Statement

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service), in cooperation with the City of San Antonio and
Bexar County will conduct public meetings in Helotes, Texas and Kerrville, Texas, to obtain
comments on the Southern Edwards Plateau draft Habitat Conservation Plan (dHCP), draft
Environmental Impact Statement (dEIS) and an incidental take permit application.

The Southern Edwards Plateau dHCP outlines conservation actions designed to ensure that
development occurring in one of the most rapidly growing areas of the country will not jeopardize
the survival of the golden-cheeked warbler, black-capped vireo, Government Canyon Bat Cave
spider, Madla Cave meshweaver, Braken Cave meshweaver, Government Canyon Bat Cave
Meshweaver, Helotes mold beetle, and two ground beetle species, each of which has no common
name (Rhadine exilis and Rhadine infernalis).

The dHCP and associated permit would cover lands within Bexar County and the City of San
Antonio’s extra-territorial jurisdictional boundaries. If the permit is approved, the Service would
authorize the incidental take of the nine federally listed species for a period of 30 years.

Public meetings are scheduled for 5:00 p.m. — 7:00 p.m. at each location. The dates and locations
for the public meetings are:

Tuesday, February 3™ Wednesday, February 4™
Casa Helotes Senior Center YO Ranch Conference Center
12070 Leslie Road 2033 Sidney Baker

Helotes, Texas 78023 Kerrville, Texas 78028

Public meetings will consist of an Open House/Exhibit Review that will provide the public an
opportunity to view the dHCP, dEIS, and exhibits and to learn more about the proposed action,
permit area, and species covered. A presentation of the proposed action and summary of the
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process will be provided beginning at 5:30 p.m. The
public is invited to provide written or oral comments in an informal, open-house setting until 7:00
p.m.

The Service encourages the public to review and provide comments on the documents during the
90-day public comment period. Written comments must be received by March 19, 2015.


http://southwest.fws.gov/
mailto:adam_zerrenner@fws.gov
mailto:lesli_gray@fws.gov

Information on how to obtain or review copies of these documents, or how to provide comments
can be found at http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/AustinTexas/.

America’s fish, wildlife, and plant resources belong to all of us, and ensuring the health of imperiled
species is a shared responsibility. We’re working to actively engage conservation partners and the
public in the search for improved and innovative ways to conserve and recover imperiled species.

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service works with others to conserve, protect, and enhance fish,
wildlife, plants, and their habitats for the continuing benefit of the American people. For more
information, visit www.fws.gov, or connect with us through any of these social media channels:

G
Tube

-FWS-
http://www.fws.gov/southwest/
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LOST & FOUND '

GREEN PARROT w/Blu Head"Babysan"
9" from head-tail, Peach under tail
feathers, Very Shy. Lost Dec 29th @
Dixie Kampground on 1102 Gembler Rd.
We are winter Texans. 785-806-0933

REWARD =5

MONEY CLIP Gold, Figure 8 Shape,

On front steps of Tobin Center on New
Years Eve. Call 210-260-8505 If Found
LOST: DOG 01/7/15 last seen on San
Antonio Ave & Woodlawn. Reward of
$200. His name is Gordo, color brown,
medium size. 857-0144 or 733-8776

REWARD *>
POM/YORKIE mix smi brwn adult M,
No Collar, Family Pet! 210-367-8909

LOST OR FOUND A PET?
Please call Man & Beast Inc.
FREE, 590-PETS.
CAT Long Hair, Blondish, D'Clawed,Vista

Subdivn Judson Rd Area 210-649-7460

San Antorso now b Litte
Permet requirbment fol reskdents weh dog
and cats that plan £ sei,trade o give anay
et pupkittivs. The permit requrime
es 1o advertiuers wh resde
San Artiorsd o

ode of Prob
oertien arsmaly with i
obain a fitier permit application

have any Questions Ut Comph
the Oy Akl coes e ek oo
odine: b www saacs et of call Animal Cart
Services 3t 2902076654

Dogs

BASSET HOUNDS AKC Reg, tri-color.
830-931-3967 210-215-9259

BICHON FRISE AKC Champ Puppies,
Funny, Loving, Hypoallergenic, Portable

Real Estate 6B

'o Advertise:
(210) 250-2345
(800) 4112527

Legals/Public Hatices Northeast - Homes - Sale feal Estate Notices

e 1 phee ret B
encned §750. Bemioed pecing can b bnted for
e s g o

Sl e

L iy, ek ot

Aplacoremt bn cation bt

iy ielagin tlmreipdlrl

myikiom

1. Wi od 3 s, which's an mimated 5441
dha

.2k il o & s, Py Sundag 1 o0

B4k st b sobmimed o, S5 N o
Orie ke,

A/C MOTOR 240V, 1/2 HR fits Bryant,
Carrier & more.6mo use.$250.885-4915

BESS ESTATE LIQUIDATOR
Walk 78230

ull Hous:
Thurs-Fri-Sat 8:30-4:00
See: estatesales.net
DOVINSIZING/REMODELING
101 LARIAT 78232
Fixtures, Cabinets, Doors,
Appliances
Jan 22,23,24-Thurs-Sat 9am-5pm
#15 Thurs 8:30am
Pics & Detail @
donandmarylouestatesales.com
5214 EL SUENO ST 78233. Off 1

Packed Home! CASH Thurs-Sat 9a-5p

HOME OF
DR. GUIDO MERKENS-
CONCORDIA LUTHERAN
330 JEANETTE 78216
Thurs-Fri 9a-4p - Sat 9a-3p
Full House, Pool Table, Jewelry,
King Tempurpedic, Scooter.

See Pics:
NALESTATESALES.COM

LOCATION: YO Ranch Conference Center
2033 Sidney Baker, Kerrville, TX 78028

Both meetings will include an open house
at 5:00 pm with a formal presentation at
6:00 pm, followed by a continuation of the
open house until 7:00 pm. The public is
invited to_provide comments and input.
Similar_information will be available at
both meetings.

jou have special
communication needs, please contact
Christina Wiligms by telephone at
(512) 490-0057 or by emal at
chrstia willams@fusgoy, o lter
than londay February 2, 2015
All comments received on or before March
20, 2015 will become part of the public
record and _considered in the ~EIS.
Commer boitted at the
meeting, by US Mail to Public Comments
Processing, Attn: FWS-R-ES-2014-0053,
Division of Policy Directive:

search for_document number FWS-RS-

¥ “Document Type,"
“Notices" o locate. the
ment and submit a comment. For
more information about the draft EIS or
the final draft of the SEP-HCR visit the
project website: h

PAT BOOKER area, 4/2/2, Updated
Kitchen/Lighting, Granite, Appls, Nice
Bkyd, $185k, FSBO, 210-590-1004

s ATTENTION! .
sumnl\}IIIEI (I:Qldge
Has Great
Pre-owned
_Homes
Pgltcelz'td_ to Z,%”
artin
$34, 995g thru
Several Different Floor Plans
Must Close By 1/31/2015
Call SUN HOMES
Today for Details
888-254-1719
www.4summitridge.com
Financing Options Available

RBI35281

BABY ITEMS NB

Playpen $45 Carseat $45.00 25¢
BAR STOOLS 2 solid oak w/swivel seat
and foot rest. $25 ea. 210 467-8333
BENCH Press 3501b/leg_ext. $250
Recumbnt. $250 381-8863

$130.
330

318 KIMBERLY (Universal City) 78148
Thurs-Sat 9a-4p, Intresting Sale, King/
Dble Bds, Washer/Dryer, Older Refridge
4315 RENAULT DR Fri-Sat 9am-3pm
Entire Household-Everything Goes!

BOOST PLUS 9 unopened vanilla cases
Nutritional drink $100/case 326-8044
CANNON 1800 Printer-$25, Shredder-
$30, queen quilt-560, 210-240-9463
CARTERS BABY Swing $50 almost new
white crib no mattress $90 349-9455
CASIO CTK-720 Keyboard Piano
$150.00 210-535-5377
COMPUTERS Win 7 Quad core: 5149,
Single Core: $39, 698-8899
DIVAN makes into bed, $200 OBO, like
new, Coffee Tbl $40. 210-823-6617
DOLL BEDS Handmade with bedding
for Christmas. $35. 653-6311.
Walker/Sears- 6 yrs_old
$250 obo 210-688-3307
GAS DRYER HEAVY DUTY Frigidaire,
$100 obo 210 520-7204
GOLF Taylormade SLDR-S Drvr, $125,
SLDR-S 3 Wood, $89, 210-239.6730

830-683-3383

'DACHSHUND 7wks, AKC, S/W, IN/2F
$400ea 830-420-4022/210-788:

HEATER Gas, Big-$45, Sml Gas Hir -
$25, Bed w/ box spring $35, 271-7214

AKC Puppies, 5(M)-2(F)

HOUSEHOLD items and decorations.
priced to sell — 210-818-8991

Rust/Tan, $500ea.
DOBERMAN Pups 4M, Ready to Go!
830-569-7809/210-478-2902
ENG. BULLDOG Pups AKC, Cute &
Wrinkled, S/W, Vet Chkd. 830-947-9107
ENGLISH BULLDOG AKC, shots, hith
guar, Deason Animal Hospital, parents

0-279-1512

ENGLISH BULLDOGS
14-301

Olde,
Shots, Chmp Bldline M/F 210-

ENGLISH BULLDOG “Olde” Puppies,
10EBA Reg, 210-480-6401. U15-003928
ENGLISH BULLDOG Olde IOEBA Pups
dob 12/14/14, 4F/3M, Tails dockd,
dewclawed, S/W, Ready Feb. 9tt
$1000. 210-254-0305. U14-003917
LABRADOODLE Puppy, Black Male
8Buwks, shots wormed. 210-872-2829
LAB:

INVERSION TABLE very heavy duty, by
Extreme Performance. $100 590-6865
KING RANCH LUGGAGE 2 pc. mens
tan vinyl w/leather $225 830-433-1657
MATTRESS/BOX SPRING Queen w/
frame, Huge HdBrd $250, 210-420-7197
MAVTAG Elctr Stove-$198, Whirlpool
Frig w/ice mkrPerf cond! 210-658-6727
PROJECTOR Epson Powerlite Beautiful
Picture New Lamp $175 371-4738
REESE 16K 5th wheel hitch complete
w/rails & bolts. $250 2969373
REFRIGERATOR GE, Side by Side, $90,
May need repair, 648-4384
ROLLAWAY BED Good cond,
Klein Watch $65, 479-2258
SINK White Pedestal $50, golf clubs
Wilson Driver $100, 210-364-2855

50, Anne

S, AKC,
830-643-4278 830-606-1866
'LAB Silver, AKC Reg, 7wks S/W, 2F/aM,

/i
W/papers, $800ea. 210-725-7484

TABLE-$40, 2 luggage $8ea, Lg Flshight
$20. Sml Flshlights $2ea. 342-1749
TABLE Solid Wood Round with 4 wood

PAPILLON female 9 months, needs a
yard & playmate, $400. 210-913-3522

PIT BULL To Good Home, beautiful

shots & spayed. Call 830-429-1469
POODLES CKC, shots, wormed, health
210-

chairs, $125

TIRES 4, P225-60-16, As is, used, $80,
Table w/ rollers 50x50, $40, 287-6086
TREADMILL Nordic Track C 2300,
excellent condition, $250, 732-6640
TV Magnavox 36" $50, Arcade hoops
cabinet bsktball system $250 337-8678
TWIN BED MATTRESS box spring and
frame. Good condition. $40. 681-6245.

guarantee, 67-1295
RED HEELER puppies 6 wks - males -
1st shotswormed, parents on site
830-660-2649

WASHER & DRVER Kenmore, 5100
both. New carpet, $150. 830-438-8036.

WESTERN SADDLE with stand.
Call

SCHNOODLE Pups, M/F, Shots, Vet
Chkd, Ready Now! $700. 512-772-1563
SHIH TZU Cute & Playful Pups, S/W,
M/F $450. 830-534-2640
YORKIES AKC Bwks, 4M/2F S/W,
$800ea Ready 2/1. 210-386-3356

AGRIBUSINESS

Farm & Ranch Suppl
CUT To Order CPS Service Meter
Poles 210-648-0210

HAY BARN FOR SALE 40x100x24

Bulverde, TX $2000 O0BO AS IS

210-336-0876

PMI PIPE & STEEL Ranch Fencing,

‘0D Pipe$.95(t;2-3/851.371t

'WICKER HEADBOARD Full Sz, White

Round Top Shape $25, 210-3
Building Supplies

CARPET 12'%92 roll, beige base grade

2-1/2 rolls cushion, 4bxs wood flooring
$600all. 210-380-5753

Gommercial Equipment

COMMERCIAL PIZZA EQUIP FOR
SALE CALL 210-274-3002

AL AGED OAK, $190 crd, 1/2 $115,
Split/Stacked & Deliverd 210-303-8453

GUNS WANTED: Pay cash or consign.
Nagels Gun Shop Mark/Todd 342-5420

527 WIMBERLY Sat 9-6 Sun 9-4
3 Estates! Beanie Babies, Porcelain
Dolls, Antg, Oak BR Set, Ciths & More!

Morth Central 5A-Garage Sales

15314 PEBBLE SOUND Collectibles,
Furn, Clothes & More! Sat. Jan 24th 9-4

Northeast SA-Garage Sales

12435 CONSTITUTION ST Sat/Sun
9a-5p Moving Sale, Furn, Clths, and Etc.

Northwest Sh-Garage Sales
9303 FALLWORTH 78254. 100gal Fish
Tank, Bdr Set, Laptop&More! Sat-Sun9-3
MOVING SALE 1 Day Only Sat Jan 24
8-3pm. 11106 Rivera Cove, 78249
Rivermist Subdivision. Furnt, holiday
items, home decor, clothing & more

Southwest 5A-Garage Sales

115 RANCH VALLEY, 78227,
Friday & Saturda,

LEGALS & NOTICES '

Adoptions
¥ ADOPTION ¥ At-Home-Mom &
Successful Dad, Financial Security,
lusic, LOVE awaits baby.
Expenses Paid. 1-800-557-9529
¥ Lisa & Kenny ¥

Dating Services/Clubs

SEXY Singles Call Free 210-375-1800
Curious? 210-375-1155 Use Code 3180

Legal Bids &
NOTICE OF BIDS/PROPOSALS

Harmony Public Schools., dba Harmony
Science Academy- San Anionio will receive
seled proposal at the Cental Office at
9321 W Sam Houston Pkwy S, 1nd floor
Houston, TX 77099 until Eebruary 9, 201
at 2:00 prm for a Construction project in
San Antonio, TX. The construction docu-
ments, called "Harmony Science Academy-
San Antonio- Soccer Field Addition” The
wiork comprises as noted below;

Scope: Includes site preperation, and
installation of artificial turf for soccer field
as dimensioned on drawings. The area is
approximately 17,000 SF of turf area with
associated striping and dgaals stops. Two
alternates are included i the work,
Alternate A for installtion of lighting for
field, and Alternate 2 - For demolition of
existing fence and installation of new 18"
fence around perimeter.

These documents willbe_available in
printed format from ARC Reprographics at
600 Broadway Street, San Antonio, 1X
78215 (210) 227-7181.

Questions about the documents or elec-
tronic_copies are also available from
Duende Design Architects, Inc. 123 Losoya
Ste 5, San Antonio Texas 78205 attention:

Eduardo G:

arcia
emailduepde. deslgn(@amail.com
210-326-01

For furher information regarding the
project, contact Project Manager: Hasan
Unal at (713) 3433333 Ext: 2511 or
hunal@harmonytx.org.  The Owner re-
serves the fight to reject any or all bids, to
waive any informality in a bid, and to make

awar best interest of the Owner
All prop st be deli

Postal mail,courier, or hand delivery to the
Harmony Public _Scho i
Secretary at_the above address on or
before the date and time set to receive
propo:

NOTICE TO
PHYSICIANS AND PROVIDERS

The following healthcare organizations are
accepting applicetons fo physicians and
providers who wish to become contractet
physicans and provigers during the period
of February 1, 2015 through February
20, 2015. UnitedHealthcare Community
Plan, offered by UnitedHealthcare Com-
munlty Plan of Texa is a Health
at 14141 Southwest Freeway, Suite 800
Sugar Land, TX 77478, offers Medicaid
Managed Care (STAR and STAR+PLUS)
an y Insurance Plan
(CHIP). UnitedHealthcare of Texas, Inc.
and UnitedHealthcare Benefits of fexas,
Inc. both located at 5800 Granite Parkway,
Ste. 900, Plano, Texas 75024 offer basic
health care service Heaith Mainte
Organization (HMO) plans. United Health-
are Insurance Company and Pac

Life and Health Insurance Company offer
Prefamed providey Organizations (PPOS)
and _Exclusive Provider Organizations
(EPOs). Applicants must meet practice
standards, qualifications

patory criteria estal
and/or PPO/EPO's. To initiate the applica-
tion process, have your tax ID number
available and please call 1-877-842-3210.

Select the following prompt ¢ 4) Creden®
tialing
NOTICE TO PROVIDERS

Applications for participation in the Alpha
Dental Programs network of General
Dentists entists _specializing _in
Endodontics, Periodontics, Oral Surges

rthodontics and Pediatric Dentistry will
be accepted between January 19, 2015
and Febiruary 6, 2015 Applicants must
meet all credentialing and other participa-
torycriteria. All_applications “will be
reviewed and responses will_be made
within 90 days of receipt. To request an
application or further information, please
write: Alpha Dental Programs, Attention
Professional Relations, 1701 Shoal Creek,
Stite 240, Highland Viliage, Texas 75077

NOTICE TO
PHYSICIANS AND PROVIDERS

We are a vision care HMO that provides
well vision eye care services. We are
accepting applicatons beginning January
30, 2015 until February 20, 2015 from
providers and physicians in this area who
wish to be participating providers under
the terms and conditions established by
our HMO. Send your request for an
application to: EyeNed Vision Care HMO of
Texas Inc., 2465 Joe Field Road, Dallas, TX
75229, Attn: Provider Applications.

NOTICE TO PHYSICIANS
/AND PROVIDERS

MOLINA HEALTHCARE OF TEXAS, INC.
(MHT) is located at 5605 N. MacArthur
Ivd., Suite 400, Irving TX, 75038 and is a
Wedfaid HMO Covering ifes in the STAR,
STAR+PLUS, CHIP and Medicare Options
During February 1, 2015

and providers who would like to participa-
te. Please contact MHT at 1-866-449-6849
for additional details.

NOTICE TO
PHYSICIANS AND PROVIDERS

OraQuest Dental Plans, a single service
Dental MO, will_accept” apolcations
January 1 ' December 31, 2015 from
roviders who wish 1o join our network
or more information or to request an
application call OraQuest at 800-660-6064
o write to 101 Parklane Bvd,, Ste 301;
Sugar Land, TX 77478.

HOMES FOR SALE

FAIR HOUSING NOTICE

All redl estate & rental advertidng in this
newspaper i subject to the Fair Housing Act
wihich makes it iliegal to_adertise “any
perference limitation or discimination based
ontace, ol religion,sex, haricap, familial
status, or national origin, or an intention, to
make any
discrimination.”
children under the age of 15 ling with
parentsor legal custodians, pregnant women
and people seauring cutody of chikiren
under 18, Thi il

210-223-7473; m

POLE, HAY, HORSE BARNS All Sizes.
Call Andy: 512-563-5237

COASTAL Hay '14, Good Quality,
Fertz/Irrg, Horse/Cow, Round/Sa.
Floresville 210-843-7297/269-4854
COASTAL Horse Quality
$6.50 & $8.50sq 830-789-4147

COASTAL, Jiggs, Gordo Bluestem
$40-55, Delivery Avail 713-562-0601
ROUND BALES $60 and Up.

Delivery Available. 210-415-7222

BRANG & CHAR Cows Bred 5-8 mo,
3-6yrs, $2250ea, 2pairs 830-980-2411
LONGHORN CATTLE
830-780-3151/210-365-8582
REG. CHAROLAIS bull, top quality
loodline (Reality-Cigar), fertility. test-
ed, all shots, 14months, gentle, 210-

6569452
CHICKENS Great Price to Sell Fast!

(90) Buy Few or All $8-9each
Call for appt. 281-460-2191

MERCHANDISE '

APPLIANCE Repair, Washer, Dryer, Sty,
Frdge, Free Svc Call w/Repair 924-0594
APPLIANCES Wanted, Buy broken
washers & dryers. 210-789-148:
DRVER $75; Washer $95. Fridge
$135. Can Deliver. 210-924-0594
DRYER $85;, Washer $135 Good
Working Cond, Can Del. 210-438-9228
DRYER, WASHER, Refrigerator. $475

for all. Can deliver. 210-909-726;

9] () [08] ()

| REPAIR Washers, Dryers, Refriger-
ators, Stoves, Commercial Coolers,
Freezers & Central Air units. Can travel
up to 50 miles. L also buy. 210-909-7267

SAKO L57-308 CAL $400. Beretta cal
9mm $550. Phone 830-388-1148

Heavy Machinry & Tools
1 BUY Construction Equip, Running,
Non Running & Salvage 210-415-1935

BEAUTIFUL ORNATE OAK dining room
table. Seats 12. Immaculate condition,
$800 cash. 661-6177 Call after 12 pm
MISSION Style Formal Dining Set
78x40, 6 chairs, $550. 210-932-8193

SPURS FAN Americus Diamond 14kt
White Gold Spurs Pendant,
unworn condition. 830-612-3362

Medical
HOSPITAL BED, Oxygen Concentrator,
Air Mattress (PREVENTS BEDSORES),
Gel Mattress, Nebulizer, C-Pap, Bi-Pap,
Wheelchair, Overbed Table. 349-300
SCOOTER & POWER CHAIR REPAIR
# SALES & SERVICE # 210-861-3631

Musical Instruments

PLAYER PIANO 1999 Boston Baby
Grand, Beautiful Glossy Black, Exc Cond
$14,750(incl. discs) 210-585-1414

Portable Buildings
WOOD Storage Bldg 10 x 16 $1850;
12 x 24 $2600. 210-825-0083

EIAIEELAT o pALe |

AUTUMN DAWN RD, Comverse, TX
(follow signs) Sat, Jan 24, 8a-2p. Furn,
HsHold Ttems, Crafts, Clothes etc
7536 AUTUMN PARK 78249
Thurs-Fri-Sat 10-4 % WeDo Estates
pics & info www.estatesales.net
A WALK IN THE WOODS!
60 year collection on 27acres
in Castle Hills
213 Hibiscus 78213
1/22-1/24 9am-5pm
Avalon-Riklin

REPAIR Washers & Dryers In Home
Service, Buy/Sell 210-438-9228

8146 BABE RUTH ST 78240 Sat Jan
only 9-4. A little bit of everthing

WASHER $95 Dryer $70 Buy broken
washers & dryers. 316-3879 TEXT

Go to mySA.com/Autos

Car shopping made easy.
Go to mySA.com/Autos

BID NOTICE

The Guadalupe-Blanco River Authority
(GBRA) is requesting sealed bids from
qualified, responsible bidders to provide
preventive maintenance services for gen-
erators and transfer switches for faciiies
in Guadalupe, Comal, Hays and Caidwel
counties. Al qualified firms including
Small, Minority, and Woman-Owned Busi-
nesses are encouraged to submit bids in
response to this invitation.

Bids may be submitted until 2:00 PM, on
Tiesday, February 10, 2015, and sortly
theresfter il b opened puplicly and read
aloud. Specifications and bid forms may be
obtained by contacting Yolanda Pierce at
(830) 379-5822 or ypierce(@qbra.or.

Bids should be sealed and clearly marked:
BID - GENERATOR PREVENTIVE MAINTE-
NANCE, ATTN: YOLANDA PIERCE.

The Guadalupe-Blanco River Authority
reserves the right 10 accept or reject any
and all bids at s option and to waive any
formalities.

NOTICE OF BIDS/PROPOSALS

The San Antonio River Authority (SARA)

uests proposals for COI

req s
GINEERING FIRMS TO PROVIDE DRAIN-
AGE CAPITAL PROJECT MASTERPLAN
RI. SARA requesis that your firm

SUPPOI

request should be directed to Jeff Tyler at
ityler@sara-tx.org or at (210) 302-3621.

Legals/Public Notices

NOTICE OF
PUBLIC MEETINGS

he US. Fish and Wildiife Service will
regardin

vation Pl (SEP-H
of the SEP-HCR The E
of, and altermatives to, the
proposed issuance of an incidental take
permit under the Endangered Species Act
fo the applicants Bear County and the
City of San Antonio. The proposed plan
area allows for potential preserve areas in
exar, Blanco, Medina,
Kendall, and Comal counties.

DATE: Tuesday, February 3, 2015

CITY: Helotes

LOCATION: Casa Helotes Senior Center
12070 Leslie Road, Helotes, TX 78023

DATE: Wednesday, February 4, 2015
CITY: Kerrville

accep for el estate, whichis
in violation of the lan. Our
hersbyinformed that all dwellings adveriised
in this newspaper are avaiable on an equal
porturity basis To camplain of discim-
inztion call HUD Toll-Free telephone rumber
forthe hearing impaired is 1-500-927-8275.

Condos/Duplexes/ Townhomes

CHURCHILL 2-2-1 Capistrano 3sty
Condo, W/D, Dshwshr, Fridge, Balcony,
95k, Own Fin, 731-9139, 493-0463

NE BAPTIST HOSPITAL area, Very

Nice 2/2/2 Townhome w/All A
Enclosed Patio, $109,500. 86:

North Gentral - Homes - Sale
J MALTS/1000 OAKS Legacy Oaks
4/255/2, 25175, BrickWood _Fioors,
Fncd Yard, NEISD, FSBO.

pls,
0:

Northwest - Homes - Sale
BANDERA RD/W. Minster Rent20wn
4/2.5, 2liv 3000sf, $130k, 5%-10%
Down, 744-9666 SADreamHomes.com

[ Buy:Now
with
$29,999, 1232sq ft

Priced to sell!
Won’t last! Act Now!

12 ACRES Mobiles or Site built homes.
Owner Finance with only $500 down.
No credit check! Floresville area.
210-725-4687
11.34 AC. S. OF GEORGE WEST
OFF HWY 281. ELECTRICITY, HEAVY
SOUTH TX BRUSH COVER, DEER,
HOGS, TURKEY. $2,240 DOWN,
$408/MO. 866-286-0199
ranchenterprisesltd.com
CANYON LAKE property—2 miles from
lake - gated - private & quiet - owner
financed. $21,900 Call 210-260-7161
ONLY a hop, skip and a jump to Canyon
lake from your front dr. Beautiful views,
own fin, no credit ck, 830-935-2444.

LAND REPO, 1/2ac, Wir & Sewer
& electric installed, Bandera Hill

Country-Finance avail 830-460-8354

WE GOT LAND N of S.A. Beautiful il
country property 1/2 ac - 5 ac water,
elec, owner fin., 830-832-7065
FOR Mobile, 1ac, sep, elec, wir 20mi N
of 1604 out 281, 3mi dn 306. $34,900
10%dn,mo pmt $280.59 830-302-0381

1-4 ACRES 39 miles west of
San Antonio between Hondo/
Bandera. Oak trees, Hills, Fantastic
Views. $495 down. Easy monthly
payments. No credit check.
Owner financed. 210-654-2476

FOR BAD CREDIT
NOW AVAILABLE!

LIMITED MONTHLY

www.stor .com
888.287.3144
HOMEBUYERS Lm
PROGRAM
N

210-248-9061

P
TNON-QUAL Hove in vithin 10 dayst}
1, Quick closing! VA/HUD Homes.

1.210-509:7199 Agent - Silver Dollar

Southeast - Homes - Sale
CASA SE VENDE dueno a dueno
Kingsland Properties 210-771-3935

Southwest - Homes - Sale
8431 BIG CREEK Rent20wn 4/1.5

1250sf, $80k, 5%-10% Down, $590mo
744-9666 www.SADreamHomes.com

POTEET-HOME IN THE COUNTRY
3/2, 24 x 24 garage, 1.1 acres, C/A/H,

$169K. 210-688-9773 or 210-556-8084.

Crode Code and fedeal s s Loncing
et For inormation reganding compianct
with advertiing _ iequrments, _contact
Fedderal Trade Commission (14} 9799350
A BARGAIN! Buy Direct at Local
Factory! We Custom Build Single &
Double Wide Manufactured Homes.

FREE Factory Tour. CASH Buyers
Only. RI35501, 210-260-7746

CASTROVILLE AREA 2/2 Exc Cond,
Wood Floors, Includes Appliances,
Asking $21,900, 361-676-0020
INDIAN HILLS 3/2 MH, Carport,
Deck, All Appliances, Fireplace
$38,0000b0 956-638-1836

Surrounding Areas

HOME SITES, Mobile Home Sites,
RV Sites, $168 a month buys
deeded property at Medina Lake,
Bandera TX 830-460-8354

READY TO GO, 1/4 acre
stalled, FINANCING

utili tall
AVAIL, BANDERA 830-796-3143

REPO, MUST SELL!
$106/month buys deeded land in
gated community. Medina Lake
Community 830-460-8354. OWNER

REAL'ESTATE SERVICES

Real Estate Notices

WE BUY HOUSES-CASH & QUICK
25 yrs Experience. Privacy Assured.
ny Area. Any Condition

WE ALSO PAY CASH FOR NOTES

www.alamohomebuyers.com

WE BUy
UGLY WOUGES.com
WE ARE LOCAL!
1-800-301-3223

Legale/Public Motices

Legale/Public Motices

*Written

Notice of Availability of Electronic Communications
Chief appraisers of county appraisal districts and appraisal review
boards (ARBs) may communicate electronically through email or
other media with property owners or their designated representatives.
Written agreements are required for notices and other documents to
be delivered electronically in place of mailing.
How does it work? Certain guidelines must be followed for this local
option communication:

the

the preceding tax year.

unty app
first, ensuring what electronic means of delivery are acceptable. If
you are interested in receiving communications in electronic format,
you should contact your local appraisal district.

«Public notice regarding the availability of agreement forms
authorizing electronic communications may be published in a
newspaper of general circulation in the district on or before Feb. 1
each year, or agreement forms may be delivered on or before Feb. 1
each year to property owners shown on the certified appraisal roll for

+ The chief appraiser may determine the medium, format, content and
method to be used for electronic communications other than notices
required by Tax Code Section 25.19, which are prescribed by rule.

« A decision by the chief appraiser not to enter into agreements may
not be the subject of an ARB protest, a lawsuit or a complaint to the
Texas Department of Licensing and Regulation.

For more information, contact us at:

Bexar Appraisal District
411 N Frio, P.0. Box 830248
San Antonio, Texas 78283-0248
Telephone: (210) 242-2518

mustbe entered

= p
FREDERICKSBURG AT ITS BEST!
This 13.31 acre Tract has it alll
Beautitul mature Oaks, Long Range
Range Views & Privacy. Located 10min
from dntn & is in a New, Gated, Ag
Exempt community. Ready to build on
$179,900 Call Tom 512-917-8570

—

FREDERICKSBURG

is 10.05 beautiful, tree covered
acres is in a small, gated,

wntown Fredericksburg.

do .
$139,900 512-917-8570

5 ACRES TEXAS VETERANS:
Beautiful land available for qualified
veterans just north of S.A. in Comal

County. Have 5 tracts for future
homesite or investment. Quality
land with good restrictions and no

s 210-867-2665

ity taxes! Ing

SOUTH TEXAS
2000 ACRES, oustading

Big Bucks, Excellent Ranc
House. Will consider dividing
into two 1000 ACRE tracts.

5600 ACRES with
MINERAL

No 0il Production or Drilling
on These Ranches.

Joe Wilson 214-784-3725
Sam Vester 210-844-3942

3,354 ACRES Webb Cty $1,850/ac
Will Divide (956)740-4849
www.thorntonranchsales.com

1827 ACRES Huni

g Ranc
ney County, $1300/acr
660-0561

y
Dan Kinsel Ranches 83(

420 ACRES in Menard Co. West of
Mason and located at Hext, Texas.
This land has approx 1-mile of access

on SH 29. Livestock pens, cross
fencing, approx 70 ac in cultivation,

improved pasture grassland w/Ig
oaks & very productive irrigation
300gal/min, house & livestock

/wildiife wells. Nice 3/2 home w/

barns, equip strg & other bldgs.

Exc for livestock & best hunting in
Texas. The water prod on this land

is an investment for both AG &
development. Grape vineyard
history which could be restored.
Exc water availability for AG &
Future Development.

Dan Gandy, Agent
800-282-1630, 325-659-5100
or 325-656-5708

304 ACRES Creek Ranch,

0
Val Verde County, $1500/acre.
Dan Kinsel Ranches 830-660-0561

45 AC. VAL VERDE COUNTY N.
OF COMSTOCK. GOOD BRUSH
COVER. DEER, TURKEY, HOGS,
JAVELINA, QUAIL. NEAR LAKE

AMISTAD. $2,239 DOWN, $408/MO.
800-876-9720 ranchenterprisesitd.com

15 ACRES Kerrville paved road
frontage, huge oaks, Texas Vet FIN.
$89,000 210-471-9899

2-5+ acres avail in hill country gatet
community, Blanco City wtr, no credit ck

owner fin. avail. Call us at 830-385-7566
Hill Gountry Property

4 AC., N. OF HARPER
HILL COUNTRY LIVING. BEAUTIFUL
OAK TREES, PAVED ROADS, ELECT,
WELL WATER AT 250'. STARTING AT
2,475 DOWN AND $410/MONTH.

$:
800-876-9720 ranchenterprisesitd.com

1.38 Acre REPO LAND
Heavily Wooded. Very Serene.
Owner Financed with only $500 dn.
Pmts from $348/mo. 830-228-4888

75 AC W of Kernville inside high
fenced game preserve. Fantastic
Year Round Hunting. Stocked with
Axis, Fallow, Blackbuck, Aoudad,
Whitetail, Turkeys, etc. Exc internal
road. Owner Terms. 830-739-3486

BEAUTIFUL WOODED 1.26 Acre tract
of land. Gated with private Guadalupe
River park! $500 down is all you need.
Owner Financed. Call 830-228-4888
for more info. No Credit Check!
O CREDIT CK, owner fin, your chance
to own a piece of the Hill Cntry. Buy to
build or invest, ites avail 830-385-7566
ONLY 2 TRACTS REMAINING,
20+ acres each. Kendall Co., near
Kendalia, views, horses, oaks, 35 min. to
Airport. 830-816-5252 or 830-816-2600
15 TO 20 AC. EDWARDS, MENARD
OR CONCHO COUNTIES. LIVE OAK,
MESQUITE, CEDAR COVER, ABUNDANT
NATIVE & EXOTIC GAME. STARTING
AT $2, DOWN, $491/MO.
800-876-9720 ranchenterprisesitd.com
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEETINGS
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http://mysa.kaango.com/ads/viewad?adid=23543742

Ad Details:

Ad ID: 23543742
Created: Jan 18, 2015
Expires: Jan 31, 2015

NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEETINGS The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service will conduct two public meetings regarding
the publication of the draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Southern Edwards Plateau Regional
Habitat Conservation Plan (SEP-HCP) and the final draft of the SEP-HCP. The EIS evaluates the impacts of,
and alternatives to, the proposed issuance of an incidental take permit under the Endangered Species Act to the
applicants, Bexar County and the City of San Antonio. The proposed plan area allows for potential preserve
areas in Bexar, Blanco, Medina, Bandera, Kerr, Kendall, and Comal counties. DATE: Tuesday, February 3, 2015
CITY: Helotes LOCATION: Casa Helotes Senior Center 12070 Leslie Road, Helotes, TX 78023 DATE:
Wednesday, February 4, 2015 CITY: Kerrville LOCATION: YO Ranch Conference Center 2033 Sidney Baker,
Kerrville, TX 78028 Both meetings will include an open house at 5:00 pm with a formal presentation at 6:00 pm,
followed by a continuation of the open house until 7:00 pm. The public is invited to provide comments and input.
Similar information will be available at both meetings. If you have special communication needs, please contact
Christina Williams by telephone at (512) 490-0057 or by email at christina_williams@fws.gov , no later than
Monday February 2, 2015 All comments received on or before March 20, 2015 will become part of the public
record and considered in the EIS. Comments can be submitted at the meeting, by US Mail to Public Comments
Processing, Attn: FWS-R2-ES-2014-0053, Division of Policy Directives Management, U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, 4401 N. Fairfax Drive, MS 2042-PDM, Arlington, VA 22203, or online at www.regulations.gov (search
for document number FWS-RS-ES-2014-0053 under "Document Type," and click on "Notices" to locate the
document and submit a comment. For more information about the draft EIS or the final draft of the SEP-HCP,
visit the project website: www.sephcp.com.

http://mysa.kaango.com/ads/viewad/print?adid=23543742 1/21/2015
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NOTICE OF
PUBLIC MEETINGS

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service will conduct two public meetings regarding
the publication of the draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the
Southern Edwards Plateau Regional Habitat Conservation Plan (SEP-HCP) and
the final draft of the SEP-HCP. The EIS evaluates the impacts of, and
alternatives to, the proposed issuance of an incidental take permit under the
Endangered Species Act to the applicants, Bexar County and the City of San
Antonio. The proposed plan area allows for potential preserve areas in Bexar,
Blanco, Medina, Bandera, Kerr, Kendall, and Comal counties.

DATE CITY LOCATION

Tuesday, Holotes Casa Helotes Senior Center
February 3, 2015 12070 Leslie Road, Helotes, TX 78023

Wednesday, Kermville YO Ranch Conference Center
February 4, 2015 2033 Sidney Baker, Kerrville, TX 78028

Both meetings will include an open house at 5:00 pm with a formal presentation
at 6:00 pm, followed by a continuation of the open house until 7:00 pm. The
public is invited to provide comments and input. Similar information will be
available at both meetings. If you have special communication needs, please contact
Christina ~ Williams by telephone at (512) 490-0057 or by email at
christina_williams@fiws.gov, no later than Monday February 2, 2015

All comments received on or before March 20, 2015 will become part of the
public record and considered in the EIS. Comments can be submitted at the
meeting, by US Mail to Public Comments Processing, Attn: FWS-R2-ES-2014-
0053, Division of Policy Directives Management, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
4401 N. Fairfax Drive, MS 2042-PDM, Ardington, VA 22203, or online at
www.regulations.gov (search for document number FWS-RS-ES-201 4-0053
under “Document Type," and click on “Notices" to locate the document and
submit a comment. For more information about the draft EIS or the final draft of
the SEP-HCP, visit the project website: www.sephcp.com.
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Endangered Black-capped Vireo
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Bexar County Environmental Engineer
233 N. Pecos, Suite 420
San Antonio, TX 78207

Phone: 210-335-6487
Fax: 210-335-6713
E-mail: awinter@bexar.org

SEP-HCP Brochure—April 7, 2011

My County Commissioners
passed a resolution to “opt out”
of the SEP-HCP, so why does the
Plan Area include my county?
The SEP-HCP will not create any new regula-
tions or restrictions, nor will it provide Bexar
County or the City of San Antonio with any new
land use or zoning authority over private land-
owners or other governmental entities in Bexar
County or any other county.

The SEP-HCP is simply a voluntary tool to help
people achieve compliance with the ESA and to
leverage resources for achieving conservation
at a regionally significant scale.

Bexar County and the City of San Antonio be-
lieve that the SEP-HCP’s Plan Area is needed to
achieve the biological goals of the Plan. Tak-
ing a regional approach to conservation opens
up more opportunities for the Plan to contrib-
ute in a meaningful and lasting way to the re-
covery of the region’s endangered species.

Participation in the SEP-HCP will be entirely
voluntary for people seeking to comply with the
ESA and for people wishing to become a SEP-
HCP conservation partner.

Anyone, including private landowners or other
local governments, wishing to use the SEP-HCP
for ESA compliance must specifically request to
enroll in the Plan. Neither Bexar County nor the
City of San Antonio will require or otherwise
compel any landowner, developer, local govern-
mental entity, or any other person to participate
in the SEP-HCP.

Those wishing to not participate in the SEP-HCP
may conduct their activities in a way that does
not harm endangered species or may seek
other options for ESA compliance, such as con-
sulting individually with the Service.

overnment Canyon State Natural Area, Bexar County

What is the status of the SEP-
HCP?

Development of the SEP-HCP began in mid-
2009, and the plan sponsors (Bexar County
and the City of San Antonio) have been working
extensively with stakeholder and scientific advi-
sory groups to gain input on what to include in
the Plan.

A first draft of the SEP-HCP will be available for
review in April 2011 and the final version
should be completed by September 2012, sub-
ject to approval by the Plan sponsors and the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

How can I learn more about the

SEP-HCP?

e  Explore the SEP-HCP website at
www.sephcp.com

e  Sign up for email notices of meetings and
other events on the SEP-HCP website.

e Attend meetings of the SEP-HCP advisory
committees. Meeting notices, agendas,
materials, and minutes are posted on the
SEP-HCP website.

e  Participate in open public meetings—check
the website for upcoming opportunities.

e  Contact us with questions or comments at
info@sephcp.com

SOUTHERN EDWARDS
PLATEAU HABITAT
CONSERVATION PLAN

Spons
Bexar

INFORMATION &
FREQUENTLY
ASKED QUESTIONS

ored by
County &

City of San
Antonio




What is the SEP-HCP?

The Southern Edwards Plateau Habitat Conserva-
tion Plan (or "SEP-HCP") is an effort by Bexar
County and the City of San Antonio to create a
program for local administration of certain as-
pects of the federal Endangered Species Act (the
“ESA”) . The SEP-HCP will provide an alternative
to dealing directly with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service for obtaining compliance with endangered
species regulations.

The SEP-HCP is intended to simplify compliance
with the ESA. Compliance with this existing fed-
eral regulation is needed when people conduct
activities, such as land development, that would
harm endangered species or their habitats. The
ESA requires people to perform conservation ac-
tions to help offset the harm that may be caused
by their actions.

By electing to participate in the SEP-HCP, people
will work with the Plan’s administrator to deter-
mine the level of harm their actions may have on
endangered species. Participants in the SEP-HCP
would pay a fee to the Plan in proportion to the
level of harm their activities may cause. The SEP-
HCP will pool these participation fees and use
them to protect and manage habitats for the en-
dangered species.

Therefore, by promoting better compliance with
the ESA, the SEP-HCP will increase the level of
conservation for endangered species and help
balance the harmful aspects of habitat loss.

Participation in the SEP-HCP will be entirely volun-
tary for people seeking to comply with the ESA
and for people wishing to become a SEP-HCP
conservation partner. In no case will anyone be
required to use the SEP-HCP.

What is the reason for the SEP-
HCP?

South-central Texas is home to several federally
listed threatened or endangered species, including
several birds and cave-dwelling spiders and bee-
tles. The ESA prohibits harm to these species,
including actions that could impact endangered
species habitat.

The presence of
endangered species
can conflict with the
desirable economic
growth of communi-
ties that share the
same area.

In the Greater San
Antonio area, such
conflicts have re-
ceived considerable
attention in recent
years and have been cited as a significant threat
to the military’s training mission at Camp Bullis.
The presence of these military facilities is a key
factor contributing to the economic vitality of the
region.

Photo by Jennifer Blair, Loomis Partners 2% .

Endangered Golden-cheeked Warbler

Consulting individually with the U.S. Fish and Wild-
life Service to achieve compliance with the ESA is
often a cumbersome and lengthy process, some-
times taking years to complete. Too often, the
burden of compliance leads to a decision to disre-
gard the ESA in favor of risking enforcement action
by the Service. Not complying with the ESA means
that the corresponding conservation actions for
the affected species do not occur.

The SEP-HCP will simplify, streamline, and shorten
the process of achieving ESA compliance, thereby
reducing regulatory uncertainty for voluntary SEP-
HCP participants and increasing the level of con-
servation for the region's natural resources.

Can I participate in the SEP-HCP?
Endangered species conservation and economic
development are both issues with regional impli-
cations. Therefore, the SEP-HCP has a regional
scope that includes a 7-county Plan Area.

Subject to certain limitations, people within the
Plan Area may choose to use the SEP-HCP to
comply with the ESA when their actions would
harm one or more of the Plan’s covered species.
However, in no case will anyone be required to
use the SEP-HCP.

Each individual has the responsibility to decide
whether or not to seek compliance with the ESA.
The SEP-HCP is only one option for achieving
compliance and people may choose which op-
tion best suits their needs and circumstances.
Other options include implementing activities in
such a way as to avoid harming an endangered
species or by seeking individual authorization
from the Service.

The SEP-HCP will also seek partnerships with
landowners in the Plan Area to protect endan-
gered species habitat. Again, the SEP-HCP will
seek conservation opportunities only from willing
landowners. The SEP-HCP will not require any
landowner to provide lands for conservation.

7-County Plan Area
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Photo by Jean Krejca, Zara Environnantal

Endangered Karst Beetle

Which species does the SEP-HCP
cover?

Golden-cheeked Warbler - This endangered
migratory songbird uses relatively mature and
closed-canopy juniper-oak woodlands in central
Texas as breeding habitat during the spring and
early summer months. The species was listed
as federally endangered on May 4, 1990.

Black-capped Vireo - Another endangered mi-
gratory bird that utilizes a range of deciduous
shrub habitats across central Texas during its
breeding season in the spring and summer
months. The vireo was listed as federally endan-
gered on November 5, 1987.

9 Karst Invertebrates - A group of nine cave-
adapted invertebrates including five spiders,
three beetles, and one harvestman. These spe-
cies live entirely underground in the limestone
caves and passages of the karst geologic forma-
tions that underlie the northern part of Bexar
County. These species were federally listed as
endangered on December 26, 2000.

Endangered Karst Spider



Bexar County Environmental Services
233 North Pecos La Trinidad, Suite 420, San Antonio, Texas 78207
(210) 335-6700 Office (210) 335-6713 Fax

The Southern Edwards Plateau Habitat Conservation Plan (or "SEP-HCP") is an effort
by Bexar County and the City of San Antonio to obtain a regional permit allowing the
community to more easily comply with the Federal Endangered Species Act

The SEP-HCP is needed because south-central Texas is home to several federally
threatened or endangered species, including some birds, plants, and cave-dwelling
spiders and beetles.

The presence of threatened or endangered species can conflict with or complicate the
desirable economic growth of communities that share the same area. For example, in
the San Antonio area, endangered species issues in the vicinity of Camp Bullis have
affected the military training mission at this installation.

The SEP-HCP is intended to simplify, streamline, and shorten the process of getting an
Endangered Species Act permit from US Fish and Wildlife Service, thereby improving
compliance with this existing federal regulation and increasing the level of conservation
for the region's threatened and endangered species.

Preparation of the SEP-HCP involves a public process, whereby citizens are
encouraged to attend and participate in open meetings of the advisory committees and
other public meetings. Information on the progress of the plan is regularly posted on the
SEP-HCP website (www.sephcp.com).

Participation in the SEP-HCP will be voluntary for those that own land or conduct
business within the plan area.

The SEP-HCP is currently under development and Bexar County anticipates that it will
be submitted to US Fish and Wildlife Service by September 2011.

The SEP-HCP website (www.sephcp.com) is the best place to find information about
the plan. The website is regularly updated with meeting announcements, status
updates, and the minutes and materials from committee meetings. The website also
includes a place to post comments, contains contact information for project managers,
and has a form to sign up for email announcements.



BACK-UP INFORMATION

What is the Southern Edwards Plateau Habitat Conservation Plan?

The Southern Edwards Plateau Habitat Conservation Plan (or "SEP-HCP") is an effort by
Bexar County and the City of San Antonio to create a program for local administration of
certain aspects of the federal Endangered Species Act. The SEP-HCP is intended to make
the Endangered Species Act (or "ESA") easier to comply with by simplifying the process for
obtaining a permit to harm endangered species during the course of otherwise lawful activities,
such as public and private-sector land development. The SEP-HCP also includes a
conservation plan that will help protect threatened and endangered species on an ecologically
significant, regional scale. Participation in the program will be entirely voluntary, either to
comply with the Endangered Species Act or become a conservation partner.

Why is the SEP-HCP needed?

South-central Texas is home to several federally threatened or endangered species, including
some birds, plants, and cave-dwelling spiders and beetles. The Endangered Species Act
prohibits harm to listed species, including actions that could impact endangered species
habitat.

The presence of threatened or endangered species can conflict with or complicate the
desirable economic growth of communities that share the same area. For example, in the San
Antonio area, endangered species issues in the vicinity of Camp Bullis (in combination with
other land use conflicts) have affected the military training mission at this installation. A
withdrawal of the military from San Antonio could have wide-spread and potentially devastating
effects on the regional economy.

Recognizing the need to allow communities and economies to flourish, the Endangered
Species Act includes provisions that allow harm to endangered species at a project site in
return for conservation actions that benefit those species elsewhere. The U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service (FWS) administers a permitting program that authorizes "incidental take" of
endangered species for applicants that implement an approved Habitat Conservation Plan.
The Habitat Conservation Plan describes conservation measures that the applicant will
implement to compensate for the harm to threatened or endangered species caused by the
applicant's activities.

The process to prepare a Habitat Conservation Plan and obtain an incidental take permit from
the FWS can be cumbersome and lengthy, sometimes taking two or more years to complete.
For someone seeking to comply with the Endangered Species Act, this process can have a
serious impact on their ability to conduct otherwise lawful activities on their property. Too
often, the burden of compliance leads to a decision to disregard the Endangered Species Act
in favor of risking enforcement action by the Service. Non-compliance with the Endangered
Species Act means that corresponding conservation actions for the affected species do not
occur.

The SEP-HCP is intended to simplify, streamline, and shorten the process of getting an
Endangered Species Act permit, thereby improving compliance with this existing federal
regulation and increasing the level of conservation for the region's threatened and endangered
species.



Who is involved with preparing the SEP-HCP?

Bexar County and the City of San Antonio combined local funds with a grant from the U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service to prepare a regional Habitat Conservation Plan and develop a process for
local administration of an Endangered Species Act incidental take permit. Bexar County is
taking the lead role in preparing the SEP-HCP and has assembled two advisory committees to
assist with crafting the plan.

The Citizens Advisory Committee (or "CAC") represents a variety of community and
stakeholder interests, including rural landowners, developer and business groups,
environmental organizations, and local government and utility representatives. Members of
the CAC represent stakeholders in each of the counties included in the SEP-HCP plan area.
The CAC is charged with providing guidance on the overall goals and objectives of the plan,
the preferred alternatives for various components of the plan, and the form and level of
conservation that the plan should provide.

The Biological Advisory Team (or "BAT") is composed of species, conservation, and land
management experts. The BAT is charged with assisting in the calculation of the amount of
harm to endangered species from the activities covered by the plan, the size and configuration
of any endangered species preserves, and providing input on other biological aspects of the
plan.

Preparation of the SEP-HCP is a public process, whereby citizens are encouraged to attend
and participate in open meetings of the advisory committees and other public meetings.
Information on the progress of the plan is regularly posted on the SEP-HCP website
(www.sephcp.com). The public is encouraged to submit comments on the plan at any time via
the project website, email to project managers and committee chairpersons, and comments at
open meetings. The public will also be invited to review and comment on drafts of the plan, as
they become available.

Bexar County has also obtained the assistance of environmental consultants and independent
legal counsel to navigate the permitting process and prepare the plan documents.

Who will be affected by the SEP-HCP?

Based on recommendations from the SEP-HCP advisory committees, the area that will be
covered by the plan includes 7 counties: Bexar, Medina, Bandera, Kerr, Kendall, Blanco, and
Comal counties. These counties were included in the plan area since they are each affected
by the San Antonio economy and include a similar suite of endangered species and habitats.

Participation in the SEP-HCP will be voluntary for those that own land or conduct business
within the 7-county SEP-HCP plan area. Landowners, developers, local governments, utility
service providers, and other non-federal entities may elect to participate in the plan in one of
two ways. Non-federal entities may choose to use the SEP-HCP to achieve compliance with
the Endangered Species Act by paying a mitigation fee to the plan that will be pooled with fees
collected from other participants and used to implement conservation measures for
endangered species within the plan area. Willing landowners who wish to become a
conservation partner in the plan would be eligible to negotiate a conservation easement or sale



of land (funded in part by the mitigation fees collected from plan participants) as a habitat
preserve for one or more of the endangered species covered by the SEP-HCP.

It is also likely that some amount of public funds will be needed to help implement the plan;
however, the availability of any such public funding will be subject to the approval of each local
government seeking to be involved as a formal partner in the plan.

What is the status of the SEP-HCP and when will the plan go into effect?
The SEP-HCP is currently under development and must be submitted to FWS by September
2012.

Bexar County and its advisory committees are currently evaluating alternatives for the
conservation program. To-date, the advisory committees have provided recommendations to
Bexar County on several aspects of the SEP-HCP, including the extent of the plan area, the
species covered by the plan, the types of activities that will be covered by the plan, and a set
of general goals and objectives for the plan (see file
SEPHCP_General_Conservation_Strategy Proposal _20100727_draft.doc). The committees
are currently considering recommendations for the amount of incidental take to authorize
through the plan, the mitigation that will be needed to compensate for impacts to endangered
species, the processes for evaluating the effects of participating projects, and standards for the
acquisition and management of endangered species preserves. Future topics of discussion
for the committees will include considering alternatives for how the plan is administered and
funded.

A first draft of the plan is expected to be completed next spring (April 2010) and the final draft
of the plan is expected to be submitted to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service next fall
(September 2011). However, this schedule may change as the process unfolds.

How can the public participate in the formation of the SEP-HCP?

The SEP-HCP website (www.sephcp.com) is the best place to find information about the plan.
The website is regularly updated with meeting announcements, status updates, minutes and
materials from committee meetings, and draft committee recommendations and other
planning documents. The website also includes a place to post comments, and contact
information for project managers, and a form to sign up for email announcements. Interested
parties can also register through the web site for email notification of scheduled meetings and
recent developments.

The public is encouraged to attend the open meetings of the CAC and BAT to hear the
discussions and provide comments on the planning process and components of the
conservation program. Meetings of the advisory committees are posted on the SEP-HCP
website and announced through the project's email distribution list. If you can not attend the
meetings in person, brief meeting summariesare posted on the SEP-HCP website homepage
shortly after each meeting, and detailed meeting minutes are posted on the Committees page
once they are approved by the committee.

The pubic will also be invited to participate in formal public meetings and comment periods on
the scope and content of the plan. These opportunities will also be announced on the SEP-
HCP website, through the email distribution list, and by notices published in local newspapers.



Links to additional information:

. SEP-HCP website homepage: www.sephcp.com

o] Current events and project history: http://www.sephcp.com/news.html

o] Committee meeting agendas, materials, and approved minutes:
http://www.sephcp.com/committees.html

o] Draft plan documents, committee recommendations, and other reports:
http://www.sephcp.com/documents.html

o] Contact information: http://www.sephcp.com/contact.html

. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the Endangered Species Act:
http://www.fws.gov/endangered/
. Habitat Conservation Planning: http://www.fws.gov/endangered/what-we-

do/hcp-overv
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Southern Edwards Plateau Habitat Conservation Plan
Environmental Impact Statement - Public Meetings

February 3 and 4, 2015
Comment Card

Your comments are very important to the decision-making process. Please let us know your thoughts, concerns,
and suggestions about issues that should be considered in the final Environmental Impact Statement. Specific
comments may be related to covered species, covered activities, the plan area, the enrollment area, mitigation
measures, funding, etc. Please place this card in the Comment Box.

Name:

Address: City, State Zip:

Email:

All comments submitted at tonight’s meeting will become part of the public record and considered in the final
Environmental Impact Statement. See the back side of this comment card for instructions on submitting comments
after this meeting.




U.S.
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Southern Edwards Plateau Habitat Conservation Plan
Environmental Impact Statement - Public Meetings

February 3 and 4, 2015

Instructions for Submitting Comments after the Meeting

After tonight’s meeting, comments on the draft Environmental Impact Statement may be submitted via U.S. mail or
online. Comments must be post-dated on or before March 19, 2015 to become part of the public record and
considered in the final Environmental Impact Statement.

Comments submitted by U.S. Mail:
Public Comments Processing

Attn: FWS-R2-ES-2014-0053

Division of Policy Directives Management
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

4401 N. Fairfax Drive

MS 2042-PDM

Arlington, VA 22203

Comments submitted Online:
e (o to website: www.regulations.gov
e Search for document number FWS-RS-ES-2014-0053 under "Document Type"
e Click on "Notices" to locate the draft Environmental Impact Statement and to submit a comment.

For more information about the draft Environmental Impact Statement or the final draft Southern Edwards Plateau
Habitat Conservation Plan, please visit the project website: www.sephcp.com.
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February 3, 2015 February 4, 2015
Helotes, TX Kerrville, TX




Why are we here tonight?

Provide an overview of the federal:

— Endangered Species Act
— Section 10 Permitting Process
— National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)

Provide an overview of the draft Environmental Impact
Statement (dEIS)

Present the Final Draft Southern Edwards Plateau Habitat
Conservation Plan (SEP-HCP)

Explain Next Steps




USFWS Permitting Process*

without a Regional Habitat Conservation Plan

Step 1. Step 6: e Step 7:
If a mitigation bank is not

available, purchase property
or conservation easement

Assess Obtain Incidental Take Permit

Habitat Impacts from USFWS

Step 2: Step 5:

Find property or mitigation e >tep 8:
bank that will fulfill mitigation Begin Construction
requirements - -

Develop

Habitat Conservation Plan

Step 3: -
Draft >tep 4: e 18 months
Work with USFWS to find best

NEPA Document mitigation option . tO 2 years
(CE, EA or EIS)

*Endangered Species Act Section 10 Permit Process (Individual Non-Federal Projects)
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Presentation Notes
We still have this board from the scoping meeting with no changes.
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Presentation Notes
We still have this board from the scoping meeting with no changes.
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SEP-HCP Plan Area & Enroliment Arez

Plan Area:
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Enrollment Area
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SEP-HCP Covered Species

Black-capped Vireo
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- Copies are available at the

following libraries: —

INFRASTRUCTURE SERVICES DEPARTMENT

PREPARED FOR

233 N. PECOS, SUITE 420

Bandera County Library
B I a n CO Li b ra ry BOWMAN CONSULTING GPRR(,)E:A:T.E:'ZT
Boerne Public Library

JACKSON WALKER LLP
ZARA ENVIRONMENTAL, LLC

Hondo Public Library

M.E. ALLISON & ASSOCIATES

Kerr Regional History Center

San Antonio Central Library

- Copies are available online at www.sephcp.com and
http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/AustinTexas

At the Meeting:

- Fill out a comment card and drop in the comment box
- Give your comments verbally to the Court Reporter

After the Meeting (post-marked March 19, 2015):
- U.S. Mail

- Website: www.regulations.go


http://www.sephcp.com/
http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/AustinTexas/
http://www.regulations.gov/

The Preferred Alternative
(Proposed SEP-HCP Alternative)

Plan Area — Bandera, Bexar, Blanco, Comal, Kendall, Kerr
and Medina counties

Enrollment Area — Bexar County, San Antonio, San Antonio’s
30-year ETJ (except Comal County)

Plan & Permit Duration - 30 years

Covered Species — Golden-cheeked Warbler, Black-capped Vireo,
7/ Karst Invertebrates

Covered Activities — Construction Activities and Activities to
Manage Covered Species Habitat

Incidental Take Authorization

— Golden-cheeked Warbler — 9,371 acres of habitat loss or degradation in the
Enrollment Area

— Black-capped Vireo — 2,640 acres of habitat loss or degradation in the
Enrollment Area

— Karst Species — 10,234 acres in Karst Zone 1 & 2; 10,852 acres in Karst Zone 3 & 4;
or 49 occupied karst features

Mitigation Measures

— Golden-cheeked Warbler — 23,430 acres of preserved habitat in the Plan Area
— Black-capped Vireo — 6,600 acres of preserved habitat in the Plan Area
— Karst Species — 1,000 acres of occupied cave zone (OCZ)

Management, Monitoring & Conservation Actions — adaptive
preserve management, monitoring of species and habitat in the
preserves, education and outreach to increase awareness of
endangered resources

Funding — $299.5 million 30-year plan cost

— Participation Fees: 56%
—  Public Funding: 26%
— Investment: 18%
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http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/AustinTexas/

At the Meeting:
- Fill out a comment card and drop in the comment box
- Give your comments verbally to the Court Reporter

After the Meeting (post-marked March 19, 2015):
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The Preferred Alternative
(Proposed SEP-HCP Alternative)

Plan Area — Bandera, Bexar, Blanco, Comal, Kendall, Kerr
and Medina counties

Enrollment Area — Bexar County, San Antonio, San Antonio’s
30-year ETJ (except Comal County)

Plan & Permit Duration - 30 years

Covered Species — Golden-cheeked Warbler, Black-capped Vireo,
7 Karst Invertebrates

Covered Activities — Construction Activities and Activities to
Manage Covered Species Habitat

Incidental Take Authorization

— Golden-cheeked Warbler — 9,371 acres of habitat loss or degradation in the
Enrollment Area

— Black-capped Vireo — 2,640 acres of habitat loss or degradation in the
Enroliment Area

— Karst Species — 10,234 acres in Karst Zone 1 & 2; 10,852 acres in Karst Zone 3 & 4;
or 49 occupied karst features

Mitigation Measures
— Golden-cheeked Warbler — 23,430 acres of preserved habitat in the Plan Area
— Black-capped Vireo — 6,600 acres of preserved habitat in the Plan Area
— Karst Species — 1,000 acres of occupied cave zone (OCZ)
Management, Monitoring & Conservation Actions — adaptive
preserve management, monitoring of species and habitat in the
preserves, education and outreach to increase awareness of
endangered resources

Funding — $299.5 million 30-year plan cost
— Participation Fees: 56%
—  Public Funding: 26%
— Investment: 18%
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WELCOME
to the

~ Southern Edwards Plateau i f ]
Habitat Conservatlon Plan; e

Envnronmental lmPac»t-‘ ta
" Publlc Meetlngs

,Helptes, Fe.bruary 2015
4 KerrV|I‘Ie 'Fe ruary | i

~ AGENDA
- 5:00 p.m. - Registration/Sign-In/Open House
5:30 p.m; - Presentétioh | |
6:00 pm - Open'l_-.louse
7:00 p.m; - Adjourﬁ

- Comments may be submitted throughout meeting ———




Why are we here tonight?

¢ Provide an overview of the federal:
Endangered Species Act

Section 10 Permitting Process
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)

* Provide an overview of the draft Environmental Impact
Statement (dEIS)

¢ Present the Final Draft Southern Edwards Plateau Habitat
Conservation Plan (SEP-HCP)

* Explain Next Steps

The Endangered Species Act (ESA)

* Provides a means to conserve the ecosystems upon
which threatened and endangered species depend

* Provides a program for the conservation of
threatened and endangered species

* The ESA prohibits the “taking” of endangered and
threatened species without a permit

— “Take” means to harass, harm, pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap,
capture, or collect, or attempt to engage in any such conduct.

— “Incidental take” is take that is incidental to carrying out otherwise
lawful activities, such as take resulting from construction of homes
and buildings

6/25/2015



ESA Sectlon 10 Permlts

e A Habltat Conservatlon Plan (HCP) must accompany ‘

an application for an |nC|dentaI take permlt
— Project-specific HCP - -
— Reglonal HCP(RHCP)

 — Chapter 83 of the Texas Parks & WI|d|Ife Department Code descrlbes :
the authority and limitations of an RHCP applicant

. ‘National EnVIronmentaI Pollcy Act (NEPA) process
- must be followed » - nn

s Sectlon 10 Permlt is |ssued by the USFWS

How does the NEPA process relate to

the HCP process?
B|olog|cal Cltlzens Advisory
4 Advisory Team Committee
(o]

\/

Publiceeting i 1 i ‘ HCP Alternatives
(January 2015) Public and Agency ]

Involvement

Throughout Process —

USFWS Decision (ROD) - m « Final HCP

NEPA Process

6/25/2015



Purpose & Need for the Permit

* Purpose
— The purpose of issuing an ITP is to authorize the

Applicants to “take” the Covered Species in the
Enrollment Area while conserving their habitat.

* Need

— The need for issuing the permit is to conserve the
covered species and the ecosystems upon which they
depend and to ensure ESA compliance while allowing
economic development to move forward.

USFWS Permitting Process .
Wwithout a Regional Habitat Conservation Plan

Step 6:

Step 1: If a mitigation bank is not Step 7:

i available, purchase e Obtain Incidental Take

property or conservation ; Permit from USFWS
easement RS

Assess Habitat Impacts

Step 5:

8 Find property or mitigation Step 8:
bank that will fulfill e Begin Construction
mitigation requirements

Step 2:

Develop Habitat
Conservation Plan

\l 7 #
Step 3: Step 4: 18 months

Draft NEPA Document B Work with USFWS to find [l to 2 years
(CE, EA or EIS) best mitigation option

Endangered Species Act Section 10{a) Permit Process (Individual Non-Federal Projects)

6/25/2015



USFWS Permitting Process
‘with a Regional Habitat Conservation Plan

e Simplified, locally managed and voluntary option to
comply with the Endangered Species Act

~_* Permits incidental take of endangered species
habitat

Step 2:

Discuss Impacts
with Bexar

Step 1:

SEER Step 4:

Pay agreed Begin

Assess Habitat
- County upon Fee g Construction

Impacts

Saves Time & Money 1 month

Alternatives Analyzed in the DEIS
* No Action Alternative
— Section 10(a) Permits would be issued by USFWS on a project-by-project
basis W W i i
 10% Participation Alternative
— 10% of the activities requiring a permit would be covered by the Plan
¢ Single-County Alternative , :
— The preserve systerh limited to Bexar County and within 10 miles
* Increased Mitigation Alternative : :
— Higher habitat conservation for the Covered Species
* Proposed SEP-HCP Alternative v v
=L 50%_'of the activit_i'ee requiring a _p'e_fmit would b_e eovered by th_e‘_F"Ian

6/25/2015
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Comparison of Alternatives

Resource No Proposed 10% Single- Increased
Action . SEP-HCP Participation County Mitigation
Land : £ Skl SR D S

Development

Water Resources e n i L it 4 g
Vegetation L ----- ¥+ +++ +t * + 4t + +A it
General Wildlife | ----=- St St &y o AL ++FE++
Golden-cheeked | ~ ----- +++++ 4+ +F+ 4+ +HF++
Warbler

Black-capped +/- + 4+ 4 #F ++ ¥ +++ ++ ++
Vireo

Karst Lmems A e i+ + + At
Invertebrates

Socioeconomics - 3 o ~ Gt

Climate Change --- ++ F + + 4+ + 4+ ++

Funding ! N/A $299 million | $131 million | $564 million | $1.1 billion

+ = Beneficial wi= $ = ey Ce B s BRI B S SR

- = Adverse Negligible Negligible to Minor Minor to = Moderate
Minor Moderate

SEP-HCP Plan Area & Enrollment Area

Plan Area:
» 7-County Region

Enrollment Area:
"« Bexar County : Ko
e City of San Antonio )
* San Antonio’s 30 year ET) ™
* Where jurisdictions :
overlap covered species’
habitat
¢ Excludes Comal County,
other cities and counties
outside the Plan Area

Handera




Covered Species

Golden-cheeked Warbler
Black-capped Vireo
7 Karst Species

‘Covered Activities

- COHStI’UCtIOI’] operatlon and malntenance Of
~— Public prOJects (schools, hospltals, etc.)
— Utlhty and transportation infrastructure

— Private residential, farm and ranch commerual
and mdustrlal development :

— Quarries and mines

— Activities necessary to manage habltat for the
Covered Specues : :

6/25/2015



6/25/2015

Incidental Take Authorization

* Golden-cheeked Warbler - 9,371 acres of habitat loss
or degradation in the Enrollment Area

* Black-capped Vireo — 2,640 acres of habitat loss or
degradation in the Enrollment Area

e Karst Species — 10,234 acres in karst zone 1 & 2,
10,852 acres in karst zone 3 & 4, or 49 occupied
features

Mitigation Measures

Golden-cheeked Warbler — 23,430 acres of preserved
habitat in the Plan Area

» 2 preserve credits for 1 acre of direct take ($4,000 per credit)
* 0.5 preserve credit for 1 acre of indirect take (54,000 per credit)

Black-capped Vireo — 6,600 acres of preserved habitat
in the Plan Area

» 2 preserve credits for 1 acre of direct take ($4,000 per credit)

* 0.5 preserve credit for 1 acre of indirect take (54,000 per credit)

Karst Species — 1,000 acres of Occupied Cave Zone (OCZ)

e Avoid OCZ (540,000 to $400,000 per acre depending on proximity to an
OCZ and only after caves have been protected according to the Karst
Invertebrate Recovery Plan)




30-year Plan Cost 30-year Funding Plan
($299,473,633) ($299,473,633)

Plan Administration,  Other Conservation
511,065,773 Measures, 52,268,752

Investment,
$52,594,051

Preserve Acqusition,
Contigency and 169,980,207 Participation Fees,

Endowment, Public Funding, $168,208,193
$76,339,960 $78,671,389

s Bexar County & City of San Antonlo (Appllcants/Permlttees)
b Plan Admlnlstration and Mamtenance

- must comply with the permit.

6/25/2015



Your Comments are Very Important

Document Availability:
- Copies available for review at public meetings
- Copies are available at the following libraries:
Bandera County Library
Blanco Library
Boerne Public Library
Hondo Public Library
Kerr Regional History Center
San Antonio Central Library
- Copies are available online at www.sephcp.com and
http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/AustinTexas/

At the Meeting:
- Fill out a comment card and drop in the comment box

- Give your comments verbally to the Court Reporter

After the Meeting (post-dated March 19, 2015):
- U.S. Mail
- Website: www.regulations.gov.

What's Next?

e Public Comments on the Draft EIS & SEP-HCP
* Preparation of the Final EIS & Final SEP-HCP
e USFWS Record of Decision

Please see a Project Staffer or
USFWS personnel for any questions

6/25/2015
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MR. ZERRENNER: On behalf of the U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service, Bexar County and the City of San
Antonio, I'm want to welcome each of you to the public
meeting on the draft Environmental Impact Statement and
draft Southern Edwards Plateau Habitat Conservation
Plan. Thank you for attending tonight's meeting. My
name is Adam Zerrenner. I'm with the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service.

Tonight's meeting is intended to provide
you information on the draft Southern Edwards Aquifer
Habitat Conservation Plan and the draft Environmental
Impact Statement as well as the process that we're
using as we move forward.

You also have the opportunity to provide
verbal comments to the court reporter or submit them in
writing. Staff will be available to answer any
questions you may have on an individual basis after the
presentation.

Bexar County and the City of San Antonio
have been working on this project for some time. It is
not an easy task to draft a plan of this scope and that
will benefit so many endangered species and allow for
economic growth in the area.

I would like to introduce our permit

applicant representative, Andy Winter from the Bexar
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County engineer; the county's consultants, Jenny Blair
of Bowman Consulting. Jenny is over there. Jenny
prepared the draft Habitat Conservation Plan; Leonard
Voellinger with Jacob Engineering, who prepared the
draft Environmental Impact Statement for Fish and
Wildlife Service. I would also like to welcome Richard
Elkins, Kendall County commissioner. Commissioner
Elkins. Jonathan Cune of the staff of Senator Cornyn.
John, thank you for attending. And Larry Sitter. I
hope I'm pronouncing that correct. So Commissioner
Sitter is with Medina County, and thank you also for
attending. 1I'd also like to introduce Laura Joseph.
Where is Laura? Please stand up, Laura. So Laura is
our Spanish translator, and then sitting next to her is
Anna-Marie Revenberg and she is our German translator.
Our court reporter is available for those who would
like to provide -- verbally provide their comments to
the meeting. So, Court Reporter, your name, ma'am?

THE REPORTER: Stephanie Garrett.

MR. ZERRENNER: Stephanie Garrett. Thank
you, Stephanie. And we have rest rooms in the far back
right-hand corner as well as up front. Emergency
exits, of course the doors that you came in and also
off here to the left.

The presentation will conclude at
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approximately 6:00 o'clock tonight and the open house
will remain open for an additional hour. The meeting
will adjourn at approximately 7:00 p.m.

Our agenda for the meeting includes an
open house and a presentation. The open house exhibits
will be available for you to look at throughout the
evening. Project staff will be stationed at each
exhibit to answer your questions. They are wearing
name tags.

Your feedback is important to us.
Comments may be submitted anytime during the meeting.
In addition to the court reporter, Stephanie, we also
have a comment box on the other side of the room. If
you would like to provide comments to be a part of the
official record, be sure to write them down both in the
comment box or to our court reporter. After the
meeting you may submit questions or comments online or
through mail. Instructions for submitting comments
after the meeting are on the back of the comment card.
Comments must be received by March 19th.

Now I'm going to turn the presentation
over to Leonard. I ask that you allow him to complete
the presentation. After the presentation we'll take a
five-minute break, enable staff that are here to go to

the back of the room to transition for our open house.
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Staff will be available throughout the room to answer
your questions again until 7:00 p.m. tonight.

UNKNOWN SPEAKER: So we won't have any
public comments here? Only on writing back there?

MR. ZERRENNER: No, there is a court
reporter, ma'am. You can also provide comments to that
reporter. So, Leonard.

MR. VOELLINGER: Thank you very much.

Good evening. Why are we here tonight? Because Bexar
County and the City of San Antonio are requesting an
Endangered Species Act Section 10 permit from the U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service.

The issuance of a Section 10 permit is a
federal action which triggers compliance with the
National Environmental Policy Act, or NEPA, as it's
called, and for this project NEPA required the drafting
of an Environmental Impact Statement. In addition, a
permit application must be accompanied by a Habitat
Conservation Plan.

So we're here tonight to, one, provide an
overview of the draft Environmental Impact Statement,
to present the draft Southern Edwards Plateau Habitat
Conservation Plan, which spellsbout the terms of the
permit, and to explain the next steps in the permitting

process.
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We're also here tonight to request your
comments on the draft EIS and the draft HCP, Southern
Edwards Plateau Habitat Conservation Plan.

Comments must be received during the
comment period, which closes March 19th, to be a part
of the official record. You'll probably hear that
several times tonight.

The Endangered Species Act, or ESA,
provides a means to conserve the ecosystems upon which
endangered species depend and also provides a program
for the conservation of these species. The Endangered
Species Act achieves these objectives by prohibiting
the take of endangered species without a permit. The
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service may issue a permit for
incidental takes of endangered and threatened species
provided that the terms of the permit are met. Taking
in this instance -- and you will hear that often
tonight, also. A taking of endangered and threatened
species is anything that harms that species, while
incidental take is take that is incidental to carrying
out otherwise lawful activities, such as take resulting
from the construction of houses and buildings.

Endangered Species Act Section 10 permit:
A Section 10 permit is the permit that the Service

issues to an applicant after they have an approved
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conservation plan, so the plan must accompany the
permit application. Remember, under the permit the
applicant can take the species as long as it is
incidental to otherwise lawful activities.

According to Texas law, the Habitat
Conservation Plan must also comply with Chapter 83 of
the Texas Parks and Wildlife Code, which applies
specifically to regional Habitat Conservation Plans.

The National Environmental Policy Act is a
law that requires agencies to disclose the impacts of
their actions on the human environment and to consider
public comments before they decide to take an action
that could affect the human environment. In this case
the Service will consider the impacts and your comments
before it decides whether or not to issue a permit. A
Section 10 permit can only be issued by the Service
after these steps are complete.

There are two parallel processes that are
running here. One is the Habitat Conservation Plan
process, the other is the NEPA process. The NEPA
process began with the scoping meetings to solicit
input from agencies and the public. Five scoping
meetings were held in June of 2011. I see many faces
that I saw at those meetings. Those comments were

considered in the development of the draft EIS. The
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draft EIS is available now and the final EIS will be
written after the review and in consideration of the
feedback received during this comment period.

The NEPA process will conclude with a
Record of Decision, which documents U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service's decision whether or not to issue a
permit.

The Habitat Conservation Plan process
began with the formation of a BAT, Biological Advisory
Team, made up of qualified biological experts and a
Citizens Advisory Committee, a CAC, which included
landowners from the plan area, environmental and
conservation groups, real estate and business interests
and government entities and utility providers.

The CAC members were appointed as required
by Texas state law. These groups met approximately 20
times in 2010 and 2011. The recommendations from the
BAT and CAC helped to identify the HCP alternatives,
which were then developed further in the draft EIS and
analyzed in the draft EIS. The draft Habitat
Conservation Plan is also available here for comments.
The comments received during the comment period will be
considered in the final Habitat Conservation Plan.

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service will

consider both the Record of Decision and the final
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Habitat Conservation Plan prior to issuing a Section 10
permit.

The purpose and need for the permit: As
previously stated, the federal action here is the
issuance of a permit. The purpose of the Section 10
permit is to authorize the applicants to take a covered
species in an enrollment area while conserving their
habitat and provide a tool to protect endangered
animals from the encroachment from land development
while allowing land development to proceed with minimal
delay.

The need for issuing the permit is to
conserve the covered species and the ecosystems that
they depend on and ensure Endangered Species Act
compliance while allowing economic development to
proceed.

The Southern Edwards Plateau is the home
of several endangered animals and San Antonio's
population is growing and continues to grow. San
Antonio's population has grown more than 75 percent
since 1980 and is anticipated to grow another 60
percent in the next 30 years.

If approved, the permit and the Habitat
Conservation Plan will provide a long-term

comprehensive solution to allow otherwise lawful
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activities -- again, such as building roads and housing
~-— that could result in the taking of these species
covered in the plan while facilitating Endangered
Species Act compliance.

This slide outlines the individual
permitting process. This is the permitting process
that an applicant goes through right now when they want
to construct something. It's important to understand
that it's against the law to destroy threatened and
endangered species habitat without a permit. Projects
that impact threatened and endangered species habitat,
such as land development projects, are required to
acquire a permit to be in compliance with the
Endangered Species Act.

Without a regional habitat conservation
plan in place, each construction project affecting
habitat would have to prepare a habitat conservation
plan and a NEPA document. They'd have to coordinate
with U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, they'd have to
propose mitigation and obtain an incidental take permit
before construction, and as many of you know, this can
take years to do this. These steps can take years and
they're also very expensive.

In comparison, the regional Habitat

Conservation Plan reduces the time and money needed to
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complete the permitting process. Regional Habitat
Conservation Plans provide a simplified locally-managed
voluntary option to comply with the Endangered Species
Act. Projects affecting habitats still have the choice
of going through the individual permitting process with
the Fish and Wildlife Service or utilizing the
locally-managed Habitat Conservation Plan.

The alternatives analyzed in the draft
Environmental Impact Statement: There are five
alternatives that were analyzed. These alternatives
are described so that anyone can compare the effects
and the trade-offs of different alternatives, including
what would happen if the Service does not issue the
permit.

So the first alternative is the No Action
Alternative. The No Action Alternative assumes that a
permit for a regional Habitat Conservation Plan is not
issued and individual Section 10 permits would need to
be issued by the Service on a project-by-project basis.

The second alternative is a 10 Percent
Participation Alternative. This assumes that 10
percent of the activities requiring a permit would be
covered by the Habitat Conservation Plan.

The Single County Alternative then assumes

that the preserve system would be limited to Bexar
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County and within 10 miles of Bexar County.

An Increased Mitigation Alternative was
analyzed that would require higher habitat conservation
for the covered species than the other action
alternatives.

And then finally Proposed Habitat
Conservation Plan Alternative assumes that 50 percent
of the activities requiring a permit would be covered
by the plan, and this is the preferred alternative of
the Service and the applicant both at this time.

This slide provides a simplified summary
of the information that's provided in the EIS to
compare the alternatives. The alternatives were
evaluated based on their potential to result in adverse
or beneficial impacts on land development, water
resources, vegetation, general wildlife; golden-cheeked
warbler, black-capped vireo, karst invertebrates,
socioeconomics, climate change and funding and costs.

The Increased Mitigation Alternative
offers the most benefits; however, it comes at a great
cost, a cost of $1.1 billion in comparison to the
Proposed SEP-HCP Alternative, which offers similar
levels of benefits and costs significantly less.

After comparing the adverse and beneficial

impacts, the indirect and cumulative impacts, the
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Proposed SEP-HCP Alternative provides -- was determined
to provide the most benefits while meeting the purpose
and need.

The following slides describe the Proposed
SEP-HCP Alternative in more detail.

The plan area is a seven-county region
that includes Bandera, Bexar, Blanco, Comal, Kendall,
Kerr and Medina Counties. The plan area is where
preservation of habitat for covered species would
occur. The enrollment area only includes the
jurisdictions of the SEP-HCP applicants; that is, Bexar
County and the City of San Antonio. This includes San
Antonio's extraterritorial jurisdiction, or ETJ,
projected over thé next 30 years, or the life of the
permit.

The enrollment area excludes Comal County
because they have their own Habitat Conservation Plan.
Other cities and jurisdictions in the plan also
excluded and the counties outside the plan area.

Land development projects that would
impact habitat in the enrollment area may use the
SEP-HCP or comply with the Endangered Species Act
individually.

This figure shows the potential extent of

San Antonio's ETJ by 2040, and that's the cream-colored
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area.

Covered species: The Section 10 permit
would cover two endangered song birds, the
golden-cheeked warbler and black-capped vireo, and
seven endangered karst invertebrates that are pictured
here that live in underground caves and karst features.

The Section 10 permit would authorize a
certain amount of take of these species associated with
the covered activities provided that the terms of the
SEP-HCP are met.

The covered activities: The SEP-HCP could
be used for a range of non-federal projects in the
enrollment area, including public projects, private
land development projects, roads, bridges,
transportation projects and utility infrastructure.
Covered activities also include activities necessary to
manage the habitat for the covered species that could
result in incidental take but would have long-term
benefits for the species.

The Incidental Take Authorization: Over
the 30-year plan, the incidental take permit would
allow for the taking of 9,371 acres of golden-cheeked
warbler habitat, and this is the taking of habitat,
meaning that construction activities occur in those --

this number of acres of habitat, of golden-cheeked
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warbler habitat. 2,640 acres of black-capped vireo
habitat, and karst here is divided into five zones,
where Zone 1 is the best quality habitat with the
greatest likelihood of containing karst invertebrate
species and where Zone 5 does not contain habitat for
karst species. The incidental take permit would allow
for the taking of 10,234 acres of karst habitat in
Zones 1 and 2, 10,852 acres in Zones 3 and 4, and 49
occupied karst features. I want to emphasize that this
take authorization is in the enrollment area, not in
the whole plan area.

Now, mitigation. To mitigate for the take
allowed from the permit, habitat for the covered
species would be conserved in the plan area, including
23,430 acres of habitat for the golden-cheeked warbler,
6,600 acres of habitat for the black-capped vireo, and
1,000 acres of occupied cave zone for karst species.

Conservation land would be incorporated
into the SEP-HCP voluntarily; that is, through an
exchange between willing property owners and the
project applicants.

In order for a project to enroll in the
SEP-HCP a participant would be required to purchase two
preserve credits for each acre of direct take of bird

habitat and one-half of a preserve credit for each acre
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of indirect take. The cost per credit would be
$4,000.00. The direct take would occur on an enrolled
property, whereas indirect take would be within 300
feet of that property.

The take of karst habitat in an occupied
cave zone, or OCZ, would be prohibited until sufficient
caves have been protected according to the Karst
Invertebrate Recovery Plan. Once this level of
conservation has been achieved, a plan participant
would be required to pay a fee ranging between 40 and
$400,000.00, depending on the proximity of the activity
to an occupied cave zone. The closer the activity to
the occupied cave zone, the more costly.

The funding: The cost of the 30-year plan
would be approximately $299.5 million, of which 57
percent would be used for preserve acquisition, 25
percent would be put towards the contingency and an
endowment fund, 13 percent would be used for preserve
management and monitoring, 4 percent would be used for
plan administration and 1 percent would be used for
other conservation measures.

The plan would be paid for through a
combination of participation fees, public funding and
investments. Plan participants would contribute 56

percent, public funding would contribute 26 percent and
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returns on investments would account for the remaining
18 percent. Public funding sources could include

impact fees, grants, sales tax revenue, tax increment
financing revenue or other real estate transfer taxes.

Roles and responsibilities: The U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service in this Habitat Conservation Plan
is the lead agency in the NEPA process and will issue
the permit and oversee its compliance, including
monitoring and mitigation.

Bexar County and the City of San Antonio
are the applicants. They will administer and maintain
the plan, manage and monitor preserves, secure funding
and provide annual reports to the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service.

Finally, plan participants would be those
that select to enroll in the SEP-HCP for the purpose of
obtaining Endangered Species Act compliance. By
enrolling in the SEP-HCP, participants are responsible
for paying the participation fee and complying with the
conditions of the permit.

Your comments are important to us.

They're important to the NEPA process and to the
decision-making process. All the comments must be
received by March 19th, 2015 to become part of the

official project record. Documents are available on
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the back table, both the NEPA document, the

Environmental Impact Statement and the Habitat
Conservation Plan and on the libraries that are listed
here and they can be downloaded from the websites.

There are several ways you could make a
comment. At tonight's meeting you can fill out the
comment card and drop it into the comment box on the
table in the back or provide us a verbal comment to the
court reporter. As a reminder, we have here tonight
translators for your -- if anybody needs translation
services into Spanish or German. After the meeting you
may mail your comments to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service or provide your comment online at this address.
These instructions are found on the back of the comment
card and are described on the project website, which is
www. sephcp.com.

So what's next? The next step in the
process is to receive public comment and public input
from the draft EIS and the SEP-HCP. After the comment
period closes, all comments will be considered and
responses will be prepared. Comments and responses
will be included in final EIS and the final SEP-HCP.
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service will then issue a Record
of Decision, or ROD, which will document the decision

to either issue the permit or not issue the permit.
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The ROD is anticipated during the spring of this year,
2015. And, Adam, you want to say a few words of
closing for the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

MR. ZERRENNER: Thank you, Leonard, for
your presentation and thank you everybody for coming
out on what is a wet, rainy and cold night and gettin
through the traffic to learn about the draft Habitat
Conservation Plan and also to provide comments.

I'd like to take -- or we would like to
take five minutes for staff to go into the back of the
room. They're going to be around the various posts and
signage and they are there to answer questions for the
next hour. And, please, there's a number of ways to
provide public comments and the comment period again
closes March 19th. So, with that, thank you all very
much for coming out.

UNKNOWN SPEAKER: What is your name again?

MR. ZERRENNER: Adam Zerrenner,
Z-e-r-r-e-n-n-e-r. So we'll take a break and we'll

look forward to talking with you.
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ANONYMOUS COMMENTER: All right. This is

for our family in Boerne, Texas, Kendall County. We
want No Action Alternative. Leave property -- private
property owners alone. Back off. Get your own land to
develop in Bexar County and stop looking around at
other counties. 1It's private property we've paid for.
Buy your own land. I have no intention of paying a

fine to use my own land. Thank you.
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ANONYMOUS COMMENTER: I feel that
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mitigation for Bexar County take property with property

outside of Bexar County is unacceptable.
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ANONYMOUS COMMENTER : It seems to me that

the proposal is unfair in two ways. One, the
proportion of take exceeds fairness in that it's some
ratio between 2 and 3 acres per acre of land that's put
under development in Bexar County. And, two, going
outside of the county that's directly affected by the
development, to take land from surrounding counties

seems unjust. That's it.
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MR. DAVID PURDY: To whom it may concern:

I find it very disturbing that elements of the San
Antonio business community are trying to force the
rural areas of Bexar County, Medina County and Kendall
County to give up their rights of property and
development because San Antonio is maxed out. I find
it very disturbing that the link on Texans Against
Tollways website link to the federal website is
disconnected because I believe to stop me from stating
my say online. I find it very disturbing that the
rights of the citizens of Boerne, Texas in particular
to be heard is being abridged by not having a third
meeting in Boerne, Texas regarding this issue. I do
not feel that the time being allotted is sufficient for
large numbers of average folk to attend this meeting
when they work and not getting off work between 5:00
and 6:00 p.m. and this meeting ends at 7:00 o'clock. I
find also that this action that is being proposed is
detrimental to Texas' growth, and particularly the
energy industry's growth, to folks being able to use
the mineral rights on their properties and potentially
dangerous to just -- I think it borders on being
somewhat unconstitutional as far as depriving folks of
their rights of their property. But no action is my

response and a request for my complaints to be publicly
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reviewed and a meeting in Boerne, Texas to be held is
definitely what I'm requesting. David J. Purdy, P, as
in Paul, U, as in useful, R, as in ready, D, as in

daring, wise and Y, as in young.

* * % % % %




10

11

12

13

14

15

le

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

STATE OF TEXAS
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MS. CLEO MARQUART: I think this is an
accurate statement when I say every person in this room
likes to share their environment with all living
things. Most of us have been fortunate to live in a
rural area, where we have the best of all worlds near
to where most of our needs are met. A way of life that
includes making a living from the land and sharing that
with an abundance of wildlife. We not only love our
environment but we are good stewards of it.

Do we like growth and change to this rural
setting? Not really, but we understand it. With this
growth, the infrastructure has to change. Our local
government, county and city, with citizen
participation, work to meet this challenge. It is done
with transparency and within the law.

When I refer to your agency, I mean the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Services. Your agency, many
environmental groups and other groups that spring up
daily with a mission of their own wants full control of
everything we hold dear. Your agency works diligently,
with the help and funds of many, to disrupt and take
away using the Endangered Species Act as your tool.

I recently read that since 2007 in Texas
there have been 1,230 petitions filed to have something

added to the endangered species list. That is more
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than the entire previous 30 years. Your agency does
not have the capacity in research nor administratively
to substantiate these petitions as you did not 20-plus
years ago.

The yellow-cheeked warbler was put on the
endangered species list 20-plus years ago. Following
the listing, your agency held public meetings, such as
this meeting, informing the public a permit would be
required with instructions of how much juniper could be
removed, the declared habitat for the bird, and, if
violated, the landowner would be subject to a fine or
arrest. A public outcry resulted and a public hearing
was held at our state capitol.

Myself and, I feel, others in this
audience attended. Your agency, Sierra Club and others
spoke defending the bird and its much-needed habitat.
What problem came into play was that none that was
speaking could bring forth with documented proof that
the bird should be on the endangered list. The
question asked was how many birds were there when you
determined it was endangered and how many are there
now. No one could give the numbers.

Following was testimony by individuals
with various credentials that disputed your agency's

claim. Slides were presented showing the warbler
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nesting in other locations than the juniper. Outer
building ledges, woodland trees and bushes. 1Its nest
was made, as other birds, with dried twigs, grasses,
string, pieces of paper, et cetera. The birds adapted
or someone made a mistake that the juniper was the only
nesting habitat. The yellow-cheeked warbler after
20-plus years is still on the endangered list.

Recently in one of our local newspapers an
article was written on the Ashe Juniper, the type in
our area. The title of the article was Ashe Juniper is
really more good than bad. It listed its many benefits
to the ecosystem, a food source and habitat for the
yellow-cheeked warbler.

It did not mention the most important
feature of the juniper, a very bad one: How much water
it takes from the soil. The juniper, mesquite tree and
cactus are the biggest water takers of all, often
referred to as prairie parasites. Each of these spread
and take over, eliminating native grasses, growth or
stifle growth of woodland trees such as all species of
oak, elm, walnut, ash, buckeye, hackberry, cherry.
Uncontrolled and overgrowth of these invaders has a
detrimental effect on wildlife and bird populations.
Grasses and a mixture of woodland trees are primarily

responsible for attracting the insect population upon
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which birds feed and provide shelter.

A large juniper can consume 40 gallons of
water daily. They have a deep root structure and a
dense mat of fibrous roots near the soil surface that
allow them to absorb moisture from the driest of soils
to the detriment of grasses, creeks and springs. Where
the junipers have been removed native grasses return,
woodland trees flourish and in some areas springs and
dry creekbeds begin to flow. This is the science of
it.

The Citizens Advisory Committee meetings
for the SEP-HCP held a couple of years ago, this
meeting and others that you will hold meets a regulator
requirement prior to your agency continuing on with
your mission, bottom line, to stop all growth of any
kind that it takes to provide for this nation of

people.

* % % % % *
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MR. ZERRENNER: Good evening, everyone,
and thank you for coming out to this public meeting.

We appreciate you taking the time to come and learn
about the draft HCP. So on behalf of the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, Bexar County and the City of San
Antonio --

UNKNOWN SPEAKER: You're going to have to
speak up.

MR. ZERRENNER: I can do that, sir. My
apologies. On behalf of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, Bexar County and the City of San Antonio, I
want to welcome each of you to the public meeting on
the draft Environmental Impact Statement and the draft
Southern Edwards Plateau Regional Habitat Conservation
Plan.

Thank you for attending tonight's meeting.
My name is Adam Zerrenner and I am with the U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service. Bexar County and the City of San
Antonio have been working -- or tonight's meeting is
intended to provide you information on the draft
Southern Edwards Plateau Habitat Conservation Plan and
the draft Environmental Impact Statement as well as the
process that will go forward.

You have the opportunity to provide verbal

comments to the court reporter, Stephanie, who's in the
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back right there in the room, or to provide them into
writing, and you can provide them in writing either
online through March 19th, and we have that information
here, or there's also a comment box. It's important to
note that all comments are treated the same whether
they're verbally to the court reporter, written
comments, either mail or provided here to the comment
box, or online through March 19th.

Bexar County and San Antonio have been
working on this for some time. Not an easy task of
drafting a plan with a scope that will benefit so many
endangered species while allowing for the inevitable
economic growth of the area.

I would like to introduce our permit
representative, the applicant, Andy Winter of Bexar
County. Andy is standing right there. Andy is with
the Bexar County engineer's office. Jenny Blair, who's
with the Bowman Consulting Group, she helped draft the
HCP. Jenny. So she's over there. So both of those
folks will be -- have a wealth of information. Leonard
Voellinger with Jacobs Engineering. Leonard is right
here to y'alls' left. He prepared the draft
Environmental Impact Statement. And I would also like
to thank a number of elected officials who attended

tonight. Tommy Pfeiffer with the Kendall County
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Commissioners Office. Tommy, or Commissioner Pfeiffer.
Darrell Lux, Kendall County judge. Judge Lux, I've met
you. Bob Grimes of Bandera County, county
commissioner. Buster Baldwin, county commissioner of
Kerr County. Commissioner Baldwin?

COMMISSIONER BALDWIN: Here.

MR. ZERRENNER: County commissioner Bob
Reeves. Ann Overby, who is with Congressman Lamar
Smith's office. And then we have Richard Evans, who is
the Bexar County judge. I'm sorry. Bandera. My
apologies. My apologies.

Laura Joseph; we have a Spanish
translator. Laura is in the back. As well as a German
translator, Anna-Marie Revenberg. Anna. As I
mentioned before, our court reporter is available,
Stephanie Garrett, over in the corner there, for those
who would like to provide verbal comments. Of course,
rest rooms right around the corner. Emergency exits,
both sides.

So our agenda for tonight includes the
open house and presentation. The purpose is really to
get information about the draft Habitat Conservation
Plan that Bexar County and San Antonio has provided the
service as well as the draft Environmental Impact

Statement.
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There are a number of exhibits here for
you and information. We have about 10 project staff of
both Fish and Wildlife Service as well as county staff
and a lot of consultants that helped draft these
documents that are here to help answer any questions.

There will be a presentation from Leonard,
which will adjourn at about 6:00 p.m. We're then going
to change the meeting into an open house format and
there's going to be a little bit of a transition.
Because we have so many folks here, we're probably
going to try to move some of the chairs over here to
have some more space for folks to have Q and As with
Fish and Wildlife Service Staff.

UNKNOWN SPEAKER: Can we just have an
official question-and-answer period?

MR. ZERRENNER: This meeting was noticed
publicly not as a public hearing, which is more the
process of what you described, sir. The meeting has
been set up as a public meeting and was noticed as this
and the goal is ultimately to convey information. I
understand that a lot of people have expressed concerns
specifically about not having the public hearing style.
The comments --

UNKNOWN SPEAKER: Is there some law that

would keep you from doing that?
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MR. ZERRENNER: We're not set up

specifically to do that with so many people in the time
that we --

UNKNOWN SPEAKER: You can't answer public
questions?

MR. ZERRENNER: No, absolutely. We're
here to do that and what I would suggest is we could
open up some space over here. We would have project
staff and then we could have those Q and As. I think
that would probably be the easiest -- I mean, just a
lot of the information is in the back as well as I've
got a number of staff who can help with that, so that
really is the -- how the meeting has been structured
and then -- I'll keep going, then. So, you know, the
bottom line, your feedback is important.

UNKNOWN SPEAKER: Then we would have an
open dialogue and a conversation. You don't want to
have a conservation, so obviously the feedback is not
that important. And you're holding the meeting in
Kerrville when you're impacting Bandera County, when
you're impacting Kendall County and Medina County. Why
hold a meeting in Kerrville in an unaffected county?
Is there an answer to that?

MR. ZERRENNER: We initially had our

scoping meetings in a whole spate of counties. There
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was a lot of people that attended this particular
meeting, so that was the emphasis to say that based on
attendance and a lot of folks came to this meeting.

(Off the record while audience addresses

Mr. Zerrenner)

MR. ZERRENNER: So just to stress, all
public comments are weighted equally to the court
reporter or online. The comment period is open until
March 19th. So at this time I'll turn it over to
Leonard, who will go through the presentation.

MR. VOELLINGER: Thank you very much.
I'll try and speak loud enough so you can hear me.

I'll start with, why are we here tonight?
We're here because Bexar County and the City of San
Antonio are requesting an Endangered Species Act
Section 10 permit from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service.

The issuance of a Section 10 permit is a
federal action which triggers compliance with the
National Environmental Policy Act and for this project
the National Environmental Policy Act required the
drafting of an Environmental Impact Statement. In
addition, the permit application must be accompanied by
a Habitat Conservation Plan, so we're here tonight to

provide an overview of the draft EIS and to present a
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draft of the Southern Edwards Plateau Habitat

Conservation Plan, which spells out the terms of the
permit, and also to explain the next steps in the
permitting process.

We are also here tonight to request your
comments on the draft EIS and the draft Southern
Edwards Plateau Habitat Conservation Plan, and those
comments will be received three ways, which Adam
described. The comments must be received during the
comment period, which closes March 19th. We'll be at
the boards afterwards and you may ask a question at
that time. Comments must be received during the
comment period, which closes on March 19th, 2015, to be
part of the official record.

The Endangered Species Act provides a
means to conserve ecosystems upon which threatened and
endangered species depend and it provides a program for
the conservation of these species.

The Endangered Species Act achieves these
objectives by prohibiting the take, the take of
endangered species without a permit. The U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service may authorize, however, incidental
take of endangered and threatened species, provided
that the terms of a permit are met. A taking of an

endangered and threatened species is anything that
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harms a listed species. They may authorize incidental
take. An incidental take is a take that is incidental
to carrying out otherwise lawful activities such as
building roads and homes and buildings.

A Section 10 permit is the permit --

UNKNOWN SPEAKER: Sir, sir, sir, sir?

MR. VOELLINGER: You can ask questions
later, if you don't mind. Can you hear me? A Section
10 permit is a permit that the Service issues to an
applicant after they have an approved conservation
plan, so the plan must accompany the permit
application. Remember, under the permit the applicant
can take a species as long as it is incidental to
otherwise lawful activities.

The National Environmental Policy Act is a
law that requires federal agencies to disclose the
impacts of their actions on the human environment and
consider public comments before they decide to take an
action that could affect the human environment. 1In
this case, the Service will consider the impacts and
your comments before it decides whether or not to issue
a permit that the City of San Antonio and Bexar County
have applied for. The Section 10 permit can only be
issued by the Service after these steps are completed.

We have two parallel processes going on
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here, the HCP process and the NEPA process, the
National Environmental Policy Act process. The NEPA
process began with scoping meetings to solicit input
from agencies and the public. Five scoping meetings
were held in June of 2011. Those comments were
considered in the development of the draft EIS. The
draft EIS is available now and the final EIS will be
written after review and in consideration of the
feedback that's received during these meetings and
during the comment period.

The NEPA process will conclude with a
Record of Decision. That Record of Decision will
document the U.S. Fish and Wildlife's decision whether
or not to issue a permit.

The HCP process began with the formation
of a biological advisory team, or BAT, made up of
qualified biological experts and a Citizens Advisory
Committee, which included landowners from the plan
area, environmental and conservation groups, real
estate and business interests and government entities
and utility providers. The CAC members were appointed
as required by Texas state law. These groups met
approximately 20 times in 2010 and 2011 and the
recommendations from the BAT and CAC helped identify

the Habitat Conservation Plan alternatives, which were
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then developed further in the draft HCP and analyzed in
the draft EIS. The draft HCP is also available for
comment. Comments received during the comment period
will be considered in the final Habitat Conservation
Plan and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service will
consider both the Record of Decision and the final
Habitat Conservation Plan prior to issuing the permit.

The purpose and need for this permit: As
previously stated, the federal action is the issuance
of a permit, the Section 10 permit. The purpose of the
Section 10 permit is to authorize applicants to take
covered species within the enrollment area while
conserving their habitat. It would provide a tool to
protect endangered animals from encroachment from land
development while allowing land development to proceed
with minimal delay. The need for issuing the permit is
to conserve the covered species and the ecosystems upon
which they depend and to ensure Endangered Species Act
compliance while allowing economic development to
proceed.

The Southern Edwards Plateau is the home
of several endangered animals, and San Antonio's
population continues to grow. San Antonio's population
has grown 75 percent since 1980 and is anticipated to

grow another 60 percent in the next 30 years, the life
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of this permit.

UNKNOWN SPEAKER: And that's not our
problem.

MR. VOELLINGER: If approved, the permit
and the Habitat Conservation Plan will provide a
long-term comprehensive solution to allow otherwise
lawful activities, such as road building and housing,
that could result in the taking of endangered species
covered in the plan while facilitating Endangered
Species Act compliance.

This slide outlines the individual
permitting process that developers have to go through
now. It's important to understand that it's against
the law to destroy threatened endangered species
habitat without a permit. Projects that impact
threatened or endangered species habitat, such as land
development projects, are required to acquire a permit
to be in compliance with the Endangered Species Act.

Without a regional Habitat Conservation
Plan in place, each project affecting habitat would
have to prepare a Habitat Conservation Plan and a
National Environmental Policy Act document and
coordinate with U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, propose
mitigation and obtain an incidental take permit before

construction can occur. These steps can take up to two
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years and it's legendary that it can also take more.

In compliance with a regional Habitat
Conservation Plan -- or in comparison, a regional
Habitat Conservation Plan reduces the time and money
needed to complete the permitting process. Regional
Habitat Conservation Plans provide a simplified
locally-managed voluntary option to comply with the
Endangered Species Act.

Projects affecting habitat still have the
choice of individual permitting and going through that
lengthy process directly with the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service or utilizing the locally-managed
Habitat Conservation Plan.

Five alternatives were analyzed in the
Environmental Impact Statement. These alternatives are
described so that anyone can compare the effects and
the trade-offs of the different alternatives, including
what would happen if the Service does not issue a
permit.

The No Action Alternative assumes that a
permit for a regional Habitat Conservation Plan is not
issued. Individual Section 10 permits would be issued
by the Service on a project-by-project basis, as it
occurs today.

A 10% Participation Alternative assumes
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that 10% of the activities requiring a permit would be
covered by the plan.

The Single County Alternative assumes that
a preserve system would be limited to Bexar County,
within 10 miles of Bexar County.

The Increased Mitigation Alternative would
require higher habitat conservation for the covered
species than the other action alternatives.

Then the -- finally, the Proposed Southern
Edwards Plateau Habitat Conservation Plan Alternative
assumes that 50% of the activities requiring a permit
would be covered by the plan, and this is the Service's
preferred alternative.

A comparison of those alternatives: This
slide shows a simplified summary of the information
provided in the EIS to compare the alternatives. The
alternatives were evaluated based on their potential to
result in adverse or beneficial impacts to land
development, water resources, vegetation, general
wildlife, the golden-cheeked warbler, black-capped
vireo, karst invertebrates, socioeconomics, climate
change and funding and cost.

The Increased Mitigation Alternative
offers the most benefits; however, it costs $1.1

billion. In comparison, the proposed SEP-HCP
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Alternative offers similar levels of benefits but would
cost significantly less. After comparing the
alternatives and the adverse and beneficial effects and
direct and indirect and cumulative effects, the
Proposed SEP-HCP Alternative was found to provide most
benefits while meeting the purpose and need for the
permit.

The following slides describe the Proposed
SEP-HCP Alternative in more detail.

The plan area is the seven-county region
including Bandera, Bexar, Blanco, Comal, Kendall, Kerr
and Medina Counties. The plan area is where
preservation of habitat can occur. The enrollment area
only includes the jurisdictions of the SEP-HCP
applicants and the City of San Antonio. This includes
San Antonio's extraterritorial jurisdiction, or ETJ,
over the next 30-year period. The enrollment area
excludes Comal County because they have their own HCP
and other cities and jurisdictions in the plan area and
the counties outside of the plan areas.

Land development projects that would
impact habitat in the enrollment area may use the
SEP-HCP or comply individually with the Endangered
Species Act. This picture shows the potential extent

of San Antonio's ETJ by approximately 2040.




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

21

The covered species: The Section 10
permit would cover two endangered song birds; the
golden-cheeked warbler and the black-capped vireo, and
seven endangered karst invertebrates, a few of which
are shown here that live in underground caves.

The Section 10 permit would authorize a
certain amount of take of these species associated with
covered activities, provided that the terms of the
SEP-HCP are met.

The covered activities: The SEP-HCP could
be used for a broad range of non-federal projects in
the enrollment area, including public projects, private
land development projects, roads, bridges,
transportation projects and utility infrastructure.
Covered activities also include activities necessary to
manage the habitat for the covered species that could
result in an incidental take but would have long-term
benefits to the species.

The incidental take authorization: Over
the 30-year plan period, the incidental take permit
would allow for the taking of 9,371 acres of
golden-cheeked warbler habitat, 2,640 acres of
black-capped vireo habitat, and karst is divided into
five zones, where Zone 1 is the best quality habitat

with the greatest likelihood of containing karst
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invertebrates and where Zone 5 does not contain habitat
for karst species. The incidental take permit would
allow for the taking of 10,234 acres of karst species
habitat, known as Karst -- in Karst Zones 1 and 2;
10,852 acres in Karst Zones 3 and 4, or 49 occupied
karst features. I want to emphasize that this take
authorization is in the enrollment area only, not the
whole plan area.

To mitigate for the take allowed by the
permit, habitat for the covered species would be
conserved in the plan area including 23,430 acres of
golden-cheeked warbler habitat, 6,600 acres of habitat
for the black-capped vireo, and 1,000 acres of occupied
cave zones for the karst species. Conservation land
would be incorporated into the SEP-HCP voluntarily;
that is, through an exchange between willing landowners
and the applicants. In order for a project to enroll
in the SEP-HCP, a participant would be required to
purchase two preserve credits for each one credit of
direct take of bird habitat and one-half of a credit
for each acre of indirect take. The cost per credit
would be $4,000.00. Direct take would occur in the
enrollment property where indirect take would occur
in -- within 300 feet of the enrolled property. The

take of karst habitat in an occupied cave zone would be
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prohibited until sufficient caves have been

protected among the Karst Invertebrate Recovery Plan.
Once this level of conservation has been achieved, a
plan participant would be required to pay a fee ranging
from $40,000.00 up to $400,000.00, depending upon the
proximity of the activity to an occupied cave zone.

The closer the activity to the occupied cave zone, the
more costly the fee.

The funding of the plan: The cost of the
30-year plan would be approximately $299.5 million, of
which 57% would be used for preserve acquisition, 25%
would be put toward contingency and an endowment fund,
13% would be used for preserve managément and
monitoring, and 4% would be used for plan
administration, the final 1% would be for other
conservation measures.

The plan would be paid for through a
combination of participation fees, public funding and
investments. Plan participants would contribute 56%,
public funding would contribute 26% and returns on
investments would account for the remaining 18%.
Public funding sources include impact fees, grants,
sales tax revenue, tax increment finance revenue and
other real estate taxes.

Roles and responsibilities: The U.S. Fish
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and Wildlife Service is the lead agency in the National
Environmental Policy Act process and will issue a
permit and oversee its compliance, including monitoring
and mitigation.

Bexar County and the City of San Antonio
are the applicants. They will administer and maintain
the plan and manage and monitor the preserves, secure
funding and provide annual reports to the Fish and
Wildlife Service.

Finally, plan participants are those that
select to enroll in the SEP-HCP for the purpose of
obtaining Endangered Species Act compliance. By
enrolling in the SEP-HCP, participants are responsible
for paying the participation fee and complying with the
conditions of the permit.

Your comments are important to the
decision-making process.

(Laughter from the audience)

MR. VOELLINGER: Please provide comments.
We would appreciate it. Your comments must be received
by March 19th, 2015 to become part of the official
record. Documents are available on the table over here
and in the libraries listed or they can be downloaded
from the websites, and there are several ways to make a

comment. At tonight's meeting you can either £ill out
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a comment card and drop it in the comment box on the
table or provide a verbal comment to the court
reporter.

As a reminder, we have the translators
here for English and German if you need to make a
comment. After the meeting you may mail your comments
to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, and these
instructions are all found on the back of the comment
cards and at the website.

So what is next? The next step in the
process is to receive public input from the draft EIS
and SEP-HCP. After the comment period closes, all
comments will be considered and responses will be
prepared. Comments and responses will be included in
the final Environmental Impact Statement and the final
SEP-HCP. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service will issue
a Record of Decision, which will document their
decision to either issue a permit or not issue a
permit. So the Record of Decision is anticipated in
the spring of 2015.

And, Adam, do you want to say a few words
in closing here? Thank you.

MR. ZERRENNER: So at this time if y'all
would give us a few minutes. We've got hotel staff.

They're going to help us move some chairs so that we'll
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have the opportunity for Q and A. Additionally, there
will be the hour period where we've got Stephanie in
the back as a court reporter where you can provide
comments officially on the record or in the comment
box, and again, till March 19, either through letter or
online.

(Off the record while audience addresses

public meeting presenters)

* % % *
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STATE OF TEXAS

COUNTY OF BEXAR

COURT REPORTER'S CERTIFICATE

I, STEPHANIE GARRETT, the undersigned Certified
Shorthand Reporter in and for the State of Texas,
certify that the foregoing is a true and correct
transcription, to the best of my ability, of the
proceedings in the above-entitled matter.

I further certify that I am neither attorney or
counsel for, related to, nor employed by any parties to
the action in which this testimony is taken and,
further, that I am not a relative or employee of any
counsel employed by the parties hereto or financially
interested in the action.

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO under my hand and seal

of office on this the day of ,

2015.

STEPHANIE GARRETT, CSR
Expires: 12/31/15

KOOLE COURT REPORTERS OF TEXAS
Firm Registration No. 413

8000 IH-10 West, Suite 600

San Antonio, Texas 78230
(210) 558-9484/FAX 558-3129
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Kendall County Commissioner e
Precinct 2
211 E. San Antonio Ave., Ste, 311 (B30) 249-9343, Ext. 315
Boerne, Texas 78006 E-mail: richard.clkins@co.kendall.tx. us

Dratt Southern Edwards Plateau Habitat Conservation Plan
Environmental Impact Statement - Public Meetings

February 3 and 4, 2015
Comment Card
Your comments are very important to the decision-making process. Please let us know your thoughts, concerns,
and suggestions about issues that should be considered in the final Environmental Impact Statement. Specific

comments may be related to covered species, covered activities, the plan area, the enrollment area, mitigation
measures, funding, etc. Please place this card in the Comment Box.

§e_6 A—HMAgaﬂ /S.fﬁlﬁ,éi 7%0/ P PASIITN ((5/44/}’/&1/7,1\'

Name: ﬁﬁ/*MD E_X’Nf }\/6‘/“94—/} COVM”V\ (6 Y21 fSS/&’l/fV:
Address: 211 E SA-/‘/ A Fasrio Aoe City, State Zip: 5 O{r;v'e_ T;C 7%9 [
Email;_ I ICHARD . Eifﬁ/f:’fé CD. kerdarlr, 7, L4 S,

All comments submitted at tonight’s meeting will become part of the public record and considered in the final

Environmental Impact Statement. See the back side of this comment card for instructions on submitting comments
after this meeting.
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GAYLAN L. SCHROEDER
County Judge
kcjudge @co.kendall.tx.us
Ann E. Reissig Gene Miertschin Darrel L. Lux Kenneth M. Rusch
Commissioner, Precinct ] Commissioner, Precinct 2 Commissioner, Precinct 3 Commissioner, Precinct 4

July 25,2011

Dr. Benjamin Tuggle
Southwest Regional Director
US Fish and Wildlife Service
P.O. Box 1306

Albuquerque, NM 87103-1306

and

Neslon W. Wolff

Bexar County Judge

Paul Elizondo Tower

101 W Nueva, 10" Floor
San Antonio, Texas 78204

RE: NOTICE OF INVALID APPLICATION
FOR INCIDENTAL TAKE PERMIT COVERING
THE SOUTHERN EDWARDS PLATEAU
HABITAT CONSERVATION PLAN

Background:

The County of Bexar, Texas and the City of San Antonio (applicants), which resides in Bexar
County, have made an application to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) for an
Incidental Take Permit (ITP) covering activities associated with the proposed Southern Edwards
Plateau Habitat Conservation Plan (SEP-HCP). The proposal was formally initiated upon the
approval of an Interlocal Cooperation Contract between Bexar County and Texas Parks and
Wildlife Department on December 14, 2009, when the County and City were granted federal
funds to prepare the SEP-HCP.

In this grant application, the proponents stated that the proposed permit areas would be “Bexar
County, including the City of San Antonio.” They informed the Service, however, that “it is our

201 E. SAN ANTONIO ST. « SUITE 120 - BOERNE, TEXAS 78006 « 830-249-9343 « FAX 830-249-9478
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intent to expand the HCP development and ‘take’ permit to include all of the currently-approved
GCW Recovery Unit 6 (proposed unit 5). Therefore the location should eventually include the
adjacent counties of Medina, Bandera, Kerr, Kendall, Blanco and perhaps Comal.” (Project
Statement, page 7)

The intent has been clear from the beginning that the applicants sought to mitigate the impact of
their activities — the “take” of endangered species — onto the surrounding counties. The activities
within the counties of Medina, Bandera, Kerr, Kendall and Blanco do not rise to the level taking
endangered species necessitating an application for an ITP directly. However, the impact to
species referred to in the draft SEP-HCP is occurring in Bexar County where they have failed to
adequately reserve appropriate mitigation land to offset those impacts. As a resuit, they have
applied to the Service for an Incidental Take Permit and are preparing a “Regional” habitat
conservation plan through which they will control the activities to be approved under the permit,
in the seven counties.

The applicants are unduly placing the burden of providing habitat for their activities onto the
neighboring counties, therefore transferring the direct impact onto these landowners and
restricting the revenue the five counties depend on to provide county services.

Under the pretenses that the SEP-HCP would be a voluntary program, the counties named above
have been involuntarily included in the permit area for the ITP. This has been done over the
official objections by each of the counties as noticed in specific policy resolutions voted and
approved by each County Commissions Court. (Attachment “A”)

Therefore, by way of this letter, the counties of Medina, Bandera, Kerr, Kendall and Blanco
(Counties) officially notice the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service that the application filed by Bexar
County Texas and the City of San Antonio is invalid as it includes in their permit area lands
which are not within their jurisdiction and are instead under the authority of the above stated
counties which have not given their consent to participate in the plan. Because of this invalid
and unauthorized application, we respectfully request that you deny the issuance of an ITP for
the seven-county area as published in the Federal Register, April 27, 2011 (FWS-RS-ES-2010-
N282;20124-1112-0000-£2).

Additionally, the Counties demand that they be removed from the permit area in the draft and
final version of the SEP-HCP, and that the SEP-HCP so note, as required under the National
Environmental Policy Act, that the counties refuse to participate in the plan.

The Counties also require that the lands within the five jurisdictions be removed from the
conservation area for mitigation and that they instead remain available to mitigate potential
impacts within each county as necessary, if approved by each County Commissioner’s Court,
respectfully. (Attachment “B”)

1. Five Counties’ Position Must be Coordinated

Now that the Service has initiated the development of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) as so noticed in the Federal Register, the
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agency and applicants must coordinate the study with the five counties in order to comply with
federal law.

NEPA requires that the environmental study be coordinated with local governments in order to
carry out the policy set forth by the Act (42 USC 4331). Congress defined what it meant by
coordination at 43 USC 1712 (c}(9) and the courts have affirmed this duty. As a part of this
duty, the Service is required to assure that consideration is given to local plans, assist in
resolving inconsistencies between Federal and non-Federal plans, provide meaningful
involvement, and ensure federal plans are consistent with local plans.

Congress recognized that the position of local governments must be considered in the federal
planning process, and must be weighed above that of the public. As duly elected officials with
the responsibility to protect the health, safety and welfare of the public as charged by the State of
Texas, the position of the five counties must be coordinated, must be considered, and the
inconsistencies between the five counties’ position and the proposal must be resolved. This duty
lies with the Service and any entity so delegated to prepare the EIS or portions of the EIS.

NEPA provides specific direction as to how this is to be carried out by the agencies. At 42 USC
4332(E), the Act mandates that the agency shall:

“(E) study, develap, and describe appropriate alternatives to recommended courses of
action in any proposal which involves unresolved conflicts concerning alternative uses
of available resources. "(emphasis added)

At a minimum, an alternative should be developed and carried forward in the EIS and Draft SEP-
HCP, which limits the permit area and mitigation lands to the jurisdiction of the applicants. It
should be rigorously studied and include discussion as to the amount of take that can be offset
through mitigation of lands within Bexar County as required by 50 CFR 17.22(b)(1)(iii)(B). It
should also include a detailed analysis of the funding mechanisms to insure that the plan can be
supported over its anticipated 30-year duration, as required at 50 CFR 17.22(b)(2)(C). Such an
alternative would not include any portion of the five counties within the permit area nor consider
any portion of the land within the five counties as the conservation area to mitigate permitted
activities within the applicant’s jurisdiction.

This is the only alternative that would resolve the conflict with the counties. It should be put
forward as the preferred alternative by the applicants because it is the only alternative that is
valid under the law.

The Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations provide further direction to the
agencies as to how to properly resolve conflicts with local governments positions when

preparing an environmental study.

First, the agencies are directed to consider the local position early in the process. “Agencies shail
integrate the NEPA process with other planning at the earliest possible time ... to head of
potential conflicts” (40 CFR 1501.2). The applicants have been duly noticed that the
surrounding five counties will not be participating in their plan and further, oppose the
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implementation of the plan in their jurisdictions. This conflict should have already been
discussed in the first version of the draft SEP-HCP released in April of this year, as the Service
will ultimately be relying on the final document in determining whether to issue the permit.

However, no mention of this opposition can be found anywhere in the draft. Because the
applicants have refused to acknowledge that the five counties over which they are seeking to
gain ITP permit approval have not consented, the alternatives they have analyzed fail to explain
how they can effectively enforce the plan without this consent outside their jurisdiction.

Further, the purpose of the environmental study is to fully inform decisions makers as to the
human and environmental impacts of the proposal so that such impacts can be properly
considered when determining whether or not to approve the project.

“If shall provide full and fair discussion of significant environmental impacts and shall
inform decision makers and the public of the reasonable alternatives which would avoid
or minimize adverse impacts or enhance the quality of the human environment.” (42 CFR
1502.1)

“The statement shall be prepared early enough so that it can serve practically as an
important contribution 1o the decision making process and will not be used to rationalize
or justify decisions already made.” (42 CFR 1502.5)

“This section is the heart of the environmental impact statement. Based on the
information and analysis presented in the sections on the Affected Environment and the
Environmental Consequences, it should present the environmental impacts of the
proposal and the alternatives in comparative form, thus sharply defining the issues and
providing a clear basis for choice among options by the decision maker and the public.”
(42 CFR 1502.14)

Because the applicants neglect to address the conflict in their draft SEP-HCP, they have deprived
decision makers, namely the Service, and the public of the opportunity to be fully apprised that
the five counties have refused to allow the applicants to extend their authority into the
jurisdictions of the five counties.

This error must be corrected in the Service’s Environmental Impact Statement and must be
addressed in the Draft SEP-HCP.

Moreover, the CEQ regulations very specifically require the applicants to analyze the conflict
with the five counties when addressing the environmental consequences of their proposal.

“It shall include discussions of: (c) Possible conflicts between the proposed action and
the objectives of Federal, regional, State and local land use plans, policies and controls
Jor the area concerned.” (42 CFR 1502.16)

No mention is made of the five counties’ policies opposing the plan provided to the applicant
before publication of its draft document. At the very least, the opposition of the five counties, as
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well as their plans for implementing the program without utilizing any portion of the five
counties, must be discussed and an adequate alternative developed to resolve this conflict. This
is necessary at the draft stage so that decision makers and the public have the opportunity to
know the five counties’ position and comment on such position.

However, the agencies and applicant’s burden goes beyond just discussion of the conflict. The
agency and applicant must work to reconcile its position with the five counties.

“To better integrate environmental impact statements into State or local planning
processes, statements shall discuss any inconsistencies of a proposed action with any
approved State or local plan and laws (whether or not federally sanctioned). Where an
inconsistency exists, the statement should describe to the extent to which the agency
would reconcile its proposed action with the plan or law.” (42 CFR 1506.2)(emphasis

added)

Not only should an alternative that limits the permit and conservation area be developed, but an
explanation must be included in any alternative that extends the permit or conservation area
beyond Bexar County’s jurisdiction. This statement should describe how the applicants will
reconcile implementing the permit in counties where they do not have the consent of the
counties.

2. Application for ITP is Invalid

The Endangered Species Act (ESA) requires that an application be made and a conservation plan
prepared that fulfills the requirements outlined in the Act before the Secretary can issue an
Incidental Take Permit.

“No permit may be issued By the Secretary authorizing any taking referred to in
paragraph (1)(B) unless the applicant therefore submits to the Secretary a conservation
plan that specifies ... " (16 USC 1539(a)(2)(4)) (emphasis added)

The application for the ITP in the seven-county area has been made by the County of Bexar and
the City of San Antonio, according to the Federal Register notice published April 27, 2011.
Application was not made by the six additional counties included in the plan area to be covered

by the ITP.

Counties in the state of Texas do not have the authority to unilaterally act outside their
boundaries without constitutional amendment. (See Burke v. Hutcheson, 537 S.W.2d 312, 314;
Ellis v. Hanks, 478 §.W.2d 172, 176). In Attorney General Opinion No. JM-541, the AG points
out that “Counties hold only those powers granted expressly or by necessary implication in the
Texas Constitution and statutes.” The office further points out that the State Constitution at
Article V, Section 18, “commits county business to each county’s commissioner’s court.”

Since the Texas Constitution does not provide for counties to extend their authority into other
counties, and the Attorney General’s office has concluded that Texas case law suggests the
Legislature cannot grant this authority, then Bexar County does not have the authority to apply
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for an Incidental Take Permit outside of its constitutionally recognized boundaries without the
other counties’ consent.

The application is invalid because the applicants have requested the issuance of an incidental
take permit that is outside their legal jurisdiction and they have specific notice that the five
counties have officially rejected inclusion in the plan.

Further, the Service does not have the authority to issue a permit “unless an applicant therefore
submits to the Secretary a conservation plan.” The Counties of Medina, Bandera, Kerr, Kendall
and Blanco have not made such application for an ITP nor have they prepared a conservation
plan for such a permit. The Service cannot issue a permit which covers their jurisdictions until
and unless the counties make such application directly and futlfill the requirements as directed by
the ESA.

The Service also recognized in the Notice of Intent that they cannot issue a permit beyond the
authority of the applicant.

“Thus, the purpose of issuing a programmatic ITP is to allow the applicants, under their
respective City or County authority, to authorize development while conserving the
covered species and their habitats.” (Federal Register, Vol 76, No. 81, April 27, 2011,
page 23620} (emphasis added)

As noted above, Bexar County and the City of San Antonio’s constitutional authority does not
extend into the surrounding counties and does not have the other counties’ consent to make such
application. Therefore, the Service cannot approve an Incidental Take Permit to the applicants
that includes the permit area for the five opposing counties.

3. The Applicants Seek Regulatory Control over the Five Opposing Counties

In their draft SEP-HCP, the applicants state that they will allow local governments, landowners
and developers within the permit area to apply to become a plan participant. As the potential ITP
holder, if authorized, and the entity that will determine the plan administrator, they will be
exhibiting the equivalent of regulatory control over the other five counties. This would be
appropriate only if the five counties had given their explicit consent.

“The County of Bexar, Texas is the entity applying to the Service for an Incidental Take
Permit under Section 10(a)(1)(B) of the ESA. As the permittee of the Incidental Take
Permit, Bexar County will be responsible to the Service for complying with the terms and
conditions of the Incidental Take Permit. Bexar County will also be responsible for
overseeing the implementation of the SEP-HCP.” (First Draft Version SEP-HCP, page

23)

The Administrator of the plan will oversee enrolling participants, acquiring and managing
preserves, and monitoring compliance with the terms and conditions of the permits as well as
other administrative duties. Bexar County will determine who will be the administrator of the

plan.
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“Bexar County may, at the County’s discretion, act as the administrative entity that
implements the SEP-HCP or Bexar County may delegate aspects of the SEP-HCP
implementation to other entities. For example, Bexar County may share such duties with
other SEP-HCP Partners, such as the City of San Antonio, or an independent entity, such
as a non-profit organization or foundation.” (page 23)

The five counties included in the permit area could participate as an SEP-HCP Partner.

However, plan participation is not automatic. There is a rigid application process that ail
potential partners must go through, including providing a biological assessment of the proposed
project. This is to ensure that all the terms and conditions of the permit held by Bexar County
will be complied with as required by federal law. Any participant application can be rejected if it
does not meet the terms set by Bexar County.

“The creation of any such formal partnerships will be at the discretion of Bexar County
and the potential partner.” (page 23)

“Potential SEP-HCP participants begin the enrollment process by voluntarily submitting
an application to the SEP-HCP Administrator. These applications will include project
information and site specific biological information for the Covered Species. The SEP-
HCP Administrator will review this information, confirm whether or not the activity is
eligible to participate in the Plan, and determine the level of mitigation that is needed to
offset impacts to the Covered Species.” (page 31)

“The SEP-HCP Administrator may also, at its discretion on a case-by-case basis, elect io
otherwise suspend an invitation to participate in the SEP-HCP or fully reject an
application for participation.” (page 48).

As the Incidental Take Permit holder and the entity that selects the plan administrator, Bexar
County will be the regulatory body for the conservation plan. They are the responsible entity for
ensuring the plan is carried out as required by federal and state law. They are given authority to
approve or deny any participant’s application who applies under the plan. This gives them
regulatory approval over the seven-county area for which they have no authorized jurisdiction.

More importantly, this gives them the authority to deny any or all of the five counties’
participation in the plan. The terms of the permit would give them such authority. So, even
though the county’s jurisdiction is included in the plan, the county itself may be denied
participation.

State law does not allow for such unauthorized extension of power into other counties. In fact,
such aftempt to gain this regulatory power over the five counties listed within the application has

been clearly rejected.

The applicants attempt to persuade those who oppose the plan that they will limit the actual
implementation of the plan to the “geographic extent of Bexar County.” However, they
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acknowledge that the granting of this permit will give them the legal right to regulate who may
participate in the plan and for what activities within the seven-county area.

“While the Permit Area defines where the SEP-HCP's incidental take authorization may
legally be used for the purposes of the Incidental Take Permit, the SEP-HCP establishes
additional administrative conditions on where it will use its incidental take authorization.
These administrative limits are intended to be responsive to the desires and concerns of
other communities within the Plan Area for partnering in Bexar County in this regional
plan. These administrative limits initially restrict the use of the SEP-HCP's incidental
take authorization to:

The geographic extent of Bexar County;
The geographic extent of SEP-HCP sectors within the Permit Area that are adjacent to
Bexar County, and

e The geagraphic extent of individual activities anywhere within the Permit Area that the
Bexar County or the City of San Antonio (as a significant SEP-HCP Partner) deem
beneficial on a case-by-case basis. (page 25)(emphasis added)

So, the applicant’s self-imposed administrative limits are really not so limiting. They include
anywhere in the seven-county area they deem beneficial. Their stated administrative limits do
nothing to assure the five opposing counties that they will not use the regulatory authority
granted them through the permit in the seven counties.

The permit, as currently applied for, must be denied.
4, Conservation Area Should Be Limited to the Jurisdiction of Bexar County

The stated purpose for the plan is:

“The SEP-HCP is a Habitat Conservation Plan that will implement conservation actions
benefiting endangered species within seven counties in south-central Texas. As shown in
Figure 1, the SEP-HCP ‘Plan Area’ includes Bexar, Medina, Bandera, Kerr, Kendall,
Blanco and Comal counties.” (page 1)

The stated objectives for the plan include as number 1:

“REGIONAL CONSERVATION: To design and implement a regional conservation
program focusing on habitat protection for the covered species and that supports the
conservation of other regionally important natural resources.” (page 3)

However, the applicants admit that at a minimum 70% of new development, the primary take for
the endangered species covered by the plan, will occur within Bexar County. “It is assumed that
approximately 70% of this new development will occur within the jurisdiction of both Bexar
County and the City of San Antonio.” (page 117)
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When viewing the plan from a “regional” perspective, it is easy to lose sight of the magnitude of
the take of species being requested by the applicants. To reduce the percentage of their new
development impact down to a still massive 70%, they have had to include six neighboring
counties’ activities into their calculations. It is questionable whether Bexar County has enough
suitable habitat within its boundaries to offset its anticipated take.

As a result, the applicants have proposed a “Regional” plan which will allow them to regulate
not only the permit area, but the conservation area as well. Applicants have put themselves in
the position of determining which projects will be approved, for which areas, and at what price.
They will also decide which lands will be considered suitable habitat to be added to the
conservation bank, and which development projects will be approved to purchase conservation
credits from the conservation bank.

The Conservation Area includes the seven-county area, not just Bexar County.

“Conservation measures associated with the SEP-HCP may occur anywhere within the
seven county Plan Area, including Comal County. The SEP-HCP Administrator may
engage in conservation activities, including voluntary preserve acquisition from willing
landowners, within the Conservation Area even if the action is located outside the Permit
Area or Participation Area. However, all conservation actions for the SEP-HCP will be
implemented within the boundaries of the seven-county Plan Area.” (page 25)

By extending the conservation area across the seven-county area, they increase the amount of
habitat they can use for mitigation to offset the direct impact of their take. They receive federal
approval to do so, and thereby continue to destroy habitat in their county while locking up lands
in other jurisdictions.

This also gives Bexar County an unfair advantage over other Counties that may wish to apply for
an ITP in the future. If Bexar County has acquired the majority of suitable habitat in the other
counties, then at such time as the five counties may choose to apply for a permit, they will have a
reduced pool of land within their county to consider.

It may be that such need for an ITP will not occur in the other counties for many years, if at all,
since the neighboring counties are rural in nature and are not experiencing the population growth
of Bexar County. However, Texas State law requires that the identified habitat preserves
necessary for mitigation in a Regional Habitat Conservation Plan be acquired no later than six
years after the issuance of the federal permit. This prompts Bexar County to acquire the
qualifying habitat early in the process.

First, state law requires that landowners, who may be identified as having land within a proposed
habitat preserve system for the HCP, be notified in writing within 60 days.

“Not later than the 60" day after the plan participants’ initial identification of the
proposed habitat preserve system for the federal permit, the plan participants shall notify
in writing each owner of land identified by the plan participants as habitat preserve or
potential habitat preserve.” (Title 5, Texas Parks and Wildlife Code, Section 83.017(c))
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Habitat preserve is defined in the Texas Code as “land set aside or managed for the protection of
endangered species under a federal permit.” (Sec. 83.011(7))

“Except as provided by Subsection (d), the plan participants shall make offers based on
Jair market value to the landowners for the acquisition of fee simple or other interest in
land designated in the regional habitat conservation plan as proposed habitat preserve
not later than four years afier the issuance of the federal permit or six years after the
initial application for the federal permit, whichever is later. Except as provided by
Subsection (e), acquisition of all habitat preserves designated as proposed habitat
preserves in the regional habitat conservation plan must be completed not later than the
sixth anniversary of the date on which the federal permit was issued.” (Sec. 83.018(c))

Subsection (d) cited above reads:

“If plan participants have not designated a landowner’s land as proposed habitat
preserve in a regional habitat conservation plan before the date on which the federal
permit is issued but designate the land or proposed habitat preserve in a regional habitat
conservation plan on or after that date, plan participants shall make an offer to the
landowner based on fair market value for the acquisition of fee simple or other interest in
the land not later than the fourth anniversary of the date on which the land is identified
or designated as proposed habitat preserve.”

The applicants are mandated by Texas law to designate and acquire habitat for the fulfillment of
the permit within the four to six year timeframe of the permit issuance, or later at the
identification of preserve land. This encourages the permit holders to acquire the necessary
habitat in other counties at the beginning of the 30 year anticipated permit duration, rather than at
the end. Additionally, since applicants are setting up a “conservation bank” system, whereby
conservation lands must be acquired before credits can be sold and projects approved, then the
land must be acquired early in the process.

When habitat is preserved, it is removed from property tax rolls, and the County no longer
receives tax revenue from such properties. The five counties should not have to bear the burden
of mitigating Bexar County’s take of species. If there is to be a reduction of taxable land, and
restriction on activities, it should apply to the applicants who are causing the impact. Bexar
County and the City of San Antonio should offset their take with lands within their jurisdiction.

The potential habitat that may be used for mitigation purposes in the opposing five counties
should be reserved for such activities that may require an Incidental Take Permit within those
counties’ jurisdiction. The Conservation area should not extend beyond Bexar County’s
boarders.

5. State of Texas Prefers Local Habitat Conservation Plans
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It should be noted that in the authorizing statues for Habitat Conservation plans in the State of
Texas, the Legislature made clear that its intent was to discourage Regional Habitat Conservation
Plans and encourage the development of local Habitat Plans, such as for each county.

Section 83.012 states:

“The Purpose of this subchapter is fo: (2) encourage governmental entities to use the
authority under this subchapter to develop and implement habitat conservation plans
instead of regional habitat conservation plans;”

“(5) require plan participants of existing regional habitat conservation plans to comply
with the requirements of this subchapter so that existing regional habitat conservation
plans become habitat conservation plans as quickly as possible.”

The applicants are deliberately ignoring this direction by the state, and instead are creatin ga
“Regional” plan without the consent of the counties involved.

Conclusion;

The application for an Incidental Take Permit covering the activities associated with the SEP-
HCP should be denied by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service because:

(1) the applicants do not have legal jurisdiction over the seven-county area for which the
permit covers,

(2) the five counties of Medina, Bandera, Kerr, Kendall and Blanco have not given their
consent to participate in the plan,

(3) the five counties have not made an application to the Service for an ITP, and

(4) the five counties have given legal notice of their objection to and inclusion in the
Permit application, permit area and conservation plan.

The National Environmental Policy Act requires that the Environmental Impact Statement and
any other study to be used in part with the EIS, which includes the SEP-HCP, be coordinated
with the five counties. The position of the opposing counties must be clearly stated in the
document and an alternative developed that resolves this conflict be rigorously analyzed and
carried forward in the draft EIS and draft SEP-HCP. This alternative would limit the permit area
and conservation area to the boundaries of Bexar County.

The contents of this Notice, the attached resolutions, and any other document or discussion
carried forward in this process by the five counties are to be considered the plans and policies of
the counties. These do not make up all of the plans and policies to be considered, but are the key
policies that must be taken into accunt. These should be viewed by the Service and applicants as
the basis for our position which must be considered, discussed, coordinated and resolved prior to
project approval.
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As the governing bodies of the ﬁve counties charged with protecting the public, it iss important
to note that this notice is not a “public comment.” It is our position which must be coordinated
and resolved in the development of the EIS and the SEP-HCP and permit approval process.

ADOPTED AND APPROVED by the Kendall County Commissioners Court on this the
25th day of July, 2011.

/ggm

an L. Sthroeder

County Judge W
Ann E. Reissig

€ Mzertsc
Commissioner Precinct 1 ommissione recmct 2

NN W

Darrel L. Lux enneth M. Rusch
Commissioner Precmct 3 Commissioner Precinct 4
Attest:

Loty Y ers..

Darlene Herrin
County Clerk
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STATE OF KEXAS
KENDALL COUNTY

KENDALL COUNTY KESOLUTION NI, 023620814

- RESDLUTION CONCERNING THE SHOPGSED
SOUTHERN EDWARDS PLATEAU - HABITAT CONSERVATION PLAN- _

WHEREAS, THE KENDALL COUNTY COMMISSIGNERS COURT IS COMMITTED TO ERRTECTING PRIVATE
PROPERTY RIGHTS AND THE ABILITY-Gf INDIVIDDAL LANDOWNERS. TO USE THE(R
PROPERTY, A0iD S ! -

WHEREAS, 1S THE RESPONSIBLLITY OF THE KENDALL EOLINTY COMMISSIGNERS COURTTD PROTECT
THE HEALTH, SAFETY, AND WELEARS 0 HSRESIBENTS, AND -

WHEREAS, THE CITY DR SAN ANTEINIO! ANDY BEXAR COUNTY TOGETHER WITH DIHER ENTITES, ARE
INVALVED I PREPARING A HABITAT CONSERVATION PLANBENTIFIED: &5 THE SOUTHERN
EDWARDS PLATEAU ~HABITAT CONSERVATIDN ELAN (SEP;HER) T SUBMIT 10 USFEWS;
AND g

WHEREAS, KENDALL COUNTY HAS. NOT OFFICIALLY AGREED TO NOR HES IT PARTLE:‘@-‘ATEII N THE
DEVELOPMENT OF THE SEP-HEP, AND.

WHEREAS, IF IMPLEMENTED, THE SEF-HCP MAY HAVE AN ADVERSEIMPACT ON KENDALL GotIpTY
AND ITS LANDOWNERS, AND AT

WHEREAS, THE KENDALL COUNTY COMMISSIONERS COURT DOES:NOT SEE THE NEED.FOR A HABITAT
CONSERVATION PLAN COVERING KENDALL COUNTY ANDWILL NOT APPLY FORSUCH A
PLAIY OR JOIN IN THE APPLICATION FOR-SUCH A PLAN:

NOW THEREFORE; BE IT-RESOLVED BY THE SOMMISSIONERS CQUET QFKENDALL COUNTY TEXAS,
THAT THE COMMISSIQNERS COURT WILL KGT SUPFORT NOK BARTICIRATE I8t THE CREATION OF THE
SOUTHERN EDWARDS PLATEAU — HAB{TAT CONSERVATION PLAN,

AY.OF FEBRUARY 2011,

rogder, County Judgs

Ann E Reissig, -Ci:mrﬁ’ls_slo_ner Precinct 1 G?(e Mies‘f?{ﬁ Eqmnﬂ's_sjppgr?_?gq!u;t Z
Q\V@E\ \_ \ LQ X . n

Darrel L. Lux, Commissioner Precingt3 Kerinet_-h M. RuSch, Commissioner Pretinct 4

L .

: g wt¥ ‘""-\-, :
[O ' %@va_, ‘ “..-fagg:m,?;.,"_,
n ﬁ{‘_‘/z;!g Sad,
ATTEST: e (A ity

Darlene Herrin, Courity Clerk £

-L

AR Oum ey A . z;, iR

M~
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THE STATE OF TEXAS
THE COUNTY OF XENDALL

RESOLUTION D7 -25-20HC

RESOLUTION OF KENDALL COUNTY COMMISSIONERS COURT TO BE
REMOVED FROM THE PERMIT PLAN AREA FOR THE SOUTHERN EDWARDS
PLATEAU HABITAT CONSERVATION PLAN

WHEREAS, Kendall County executed Resolution # 02-28-2011A on February 28, 2011
opposing the Southern Edwards Plateau Habitat Conservation Plan (SEP-HCP); and

WHEREAS, Bexar County and the City of San Antonio as the applicants of the SEP-HCP were
officially noticed that Kendall County would not be a Participant in said plan; and

WHEREAS, the applicants First Draft HCP issued April 1, 2011 neglects to fully inform the
public, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service), and decision makers of the County’s refusal
to participate in the plan, therefore misleading the public, agencies and decision makers; and

WHEREAS, despite said notice to the applicants, the draft plan extends the Incidental Permit
Area into the jurisdiction of Kendal! County; and

WHEREAS, the applicants have officially applied to the United States Fish and Wildlife Service
for an Incidental Take Permit (ITP) covering Kendall County without authorization or consent;
and

WHEREAS, Kendall County has made no application to the Service for an Incidental Take
Permit; and

WHEREAS, the Service has stated in their Notice of Intent to prepare an Environmental Impact
Statement for the issuance of said permit that “the purpose of issuing a programmatic ITP is to
allow the applicants, under their respective City or County authority, to authorize development
while conserving the covered species and their habitats.”; and

WHEREAS, the applicant’s authority is limited to that within its own boundaries as so
delegated by the Constitution of the State of Texas and cannot extend beyond such boundaries
for any purpose without explicit permission from affected counties;

NOW, THERFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that on this 25™ day of July, 2011, Kendall County
Commissioners Court shall insist that the Service deny the SEP-HCP application for an
Incidental Take Permit as published in the Federal Register, April 27, 2011 (FWS-RS-ES-2010-
N282;20124-1112-0000-£2).

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that Kendall County be removed from the permit area in the
draft and final version of the SEP-HCP, and that the SEP-HCP so note that Kendall County will
not be included in the permit area or conservation area, as a participant or in any other capacity,
and

#1
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the lands within Kendall County cannot be used to
mitigate the species impacts of the applicants or any other entity outside our jurisdiction, but
shall remain available to mitigate potential impacts within our jurisdiction, if necessary.

PASSED AND APPROVED this the 25" day of July, 2011.

A

%aylan L. Schroeder
County Judge

Ann E. Reissig
Commissioner Precinct 1

SN L,

Commissionér Precinct 2

Darrel L. Lux Kenneth M. Rusch
Commissioner Precinct 3 Commissioner Precinct 4
Attest:

Darlene Herrin
County Clerk
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U8,
FI1SH & WILDLIFE
HSERVICH

Draft Southern Edwards Plateau Habitat Conservation Plan
Environmental Impact Statement - Public Meetings

February 3 and 4, 2015
Comment Card

Your comments are very important to the decision-making process. Please let us know your thoughts, concerns,
and suggestions about issues that should be considered in the final Environmental Impact Statement. Specific
comments may be related to covered species, covered activities, the plan area, the enrollment area, mitigation
measures, funding, etc. Please place this card in the Comment Box.

0 7200 AT L2l /G

-
A)IDNLP 4 7
%7[/ A NV T «

e (et D Convull o ) a7
Address: City, State Zip: &Q&mg /&) i@é

Email:

All comments submitted at tonight’s meeting will become part of the public record and considered in the final
Environmental Impact Statement. See the back side of this comment card for instructions on submitting comments
after this meeting.
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.58,
FI1SH & WILDLIFE
SHERVICH

Draft Southern Edwards Plateau Habitat Conservation Plan
Environmental Impact Statement - Public Meetings

February 3 and 4, 2015
Comment Card
Your comments are very important to the decision-making process. Please let us know your thoughts, concerns,

and suggestions about issues that should be considered in the final Environmental Impact Statement. Specific
comments may be related to covered species, covered activities, the plan area, the enrollment area, mitigation

measures, funding, etc. Please place this card.i em‘{)x.
: i i /-';—M?;rw:‘}\ L_& [ f
USEAN ap Ydubd " ¢y ’

_,;ﬁimmwmﬁm wmﬂr ,u//;/
b _

(Xﬂjﬂj%ﬂiﬁﬁ%&dﬁm T/0 /V.o’é 1604

__ 4

Name:

Address: + City, State Zip:
ar ‘

Email:

All comments submitted at tonight’s meeting will become part of the public record and considered in the final

Environmental Impact Statement. See the back side of this comment card for instructions on submitting comments
afier this meeting.
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1.8,
FISH & WILDLIFE
SERVICH

Draft Southern Edwards Plateau Habitat Conservation Plan
Environmental Impact Statement - Public Meetings

February 3 and 4, 2015
Comment Card
Your comments are very important to the decision-making process. Please let us know your thoughts, concerns,

and suggestions about issues that should be considered in the final Environmental Impact Statement. Specific

comments may be related to covered species, covered activities, the plan area, the enrollment area, mitigation
measures, funding, etc Please place this card in the Comment Box.

%ﬁmﬁf’ a/mzzz:é/ /of//é% éfz/m G
<Wd /ﬂe /@élﬁw /U///C @7%%/

ﬁﬂﬁ//’ fﬁ’/ﬁﬂéf/ o &L@? /L éiyl/d’f’ (B
o/ /
/4@7’ N =t oty &49/4_@8

Name:

Address: City, State Zip:

Email:

All comments submitted at tonight’s meeting will become part of the public record and considered in the final

Environmental Impact Statement. See the back side of this comment card for instructions on submitting comments
after this meeting.
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.8,
FI51 & WILDLIFE
SKRVICE

Draft Southern Edwards Plateau Habitat Conservation Plan
Environmental Impact Statement - Public Meetings

February 3 and 4, 2015
Comment Card

Your comments are very important to the decision-making process. Please let us know your thoughts, concerns,
and suggestions about issues that should be considered in the final Environmental Impact Statement. Specific

comments may be related to covered species, covered activities, the plan area, the enrollment area, mitigation
measures, funding, etc. Please place this card in the Comment Box.

% (4 1o I7L'M>4\/ Concants
T fino 1 F |/efu4 cj_‘@wm‘mﬂf

. o f" &\ +@ Q_Ce_
‘-\\\L (LUL/LA\_ 022 S 07 AL p HMA & MA,D:Y
a Keapall £ -n \-&D_M R_\QCC“I

/ \
‘AAL ‘ ¢1/¢ "IH"».A G AY 22 L
T .Al\ i Ve (S ucuuv\ lkf‘)—*_\—"\a_( ii

"’ (——kqu A«a.\us‘f 1o( \UA—US iﬂ wt(é‘**o m
Lo ubnite (WA dis Cohnec o T d-o\g A frig e
C\\-@ﬁﬁf&d‘-\ ' L ne t\s kagl_owc
et T, /LZ-\rAj oz e et _&/&Ne“—x T
lﬁ_&ﬁ—w \QLQ\N'E\ A\/)MC L&D \01-/1 AT ALS C\%(Q,B
48 Pt TX Asacbws Tuig icdiye.
T A8 wd ™ 7@\/7#@).(9-(L~K Ltfﬁ'm

: q
Name: l ) A1 1) ' {: g?ﬂ-{) 4 —
Address: ﬁ Vf 1/‘62% I ‘ﬁ 16’2?(?& State Zip: 94— ‘,ﬁ 7&8’0

Email:

All comments submitted at tonight’s meeting will become part of the public record and considered in the final

Environmental Impact Statement. See the back side of this comment card for instructions on submitting comments
after this meeting.


martinad1
Typewritten Text
#5


u.8,
FISH & WILDLIFE
SEHVICE

py 2 coii'd

Draft Southern Edwards Plateau Habitat Conservation Plan
Environmental Impact Statement - Public Meetings

February 3 and 4, 2015
Comment Card
Your comments are very important to the decision-making process. Please let us know your thoughts, concerns,
and suggestions about issues that should be considered in the final Environmental Impact Statement. Specific

comments may be related to covered species, covered activities, the plan area, the enrollment area, mitigation
measures, funding, etc. Please place this card in the Comment Box.

P P e v °f%fm

%

S
Q

9
N ]
T
¢
[~

SN

1//65{@\/.'
AT

N

—~ ) il a e
SO E S ZCEThUT
= [ I 7S £
C DM S NE P bLUc

ettt

Name: )‘\J@ J ))lf»
Address: M [ @ﬁ 7 city, state Zip: _64— +X 78250

Email:

All comments submitted at tonight’s meeting will become part of the public record and considered in the final

Environmental Impact Statement. See the back side of this comment card for instructions on submitting comments
after this meeting.
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s,
FISH & WILDLIFE
BERVICH

Draft Southern Edwards Plateau Habitat Conservation Plan
Environmental Impact Statement - Public Meetings

February 3 and 4, 2015
Comment Card

Your comments are very important to the decision-making process. Please let us know your thoughts, concerns,
and suggestions about issues that should be considered in the final Environmental Impact Statement. Specific
comments may be related to covered species, covered activities, the plan area, the enrollment area, mitigation
measures, funding, etc. Please place this card in the Comment Box.

Name: g€ op ) @ (D?A Ld ,&(
Address: City, State Zip: _qumg/, 7}( ZEN

Email:

All comments submitted at tonight’s meeting will become part of the public record and considered in the final

Environmental Impact Statement. See the back side of this comment card for instructions on submitting comments
after this meeting.
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U.8.
Fl8H & WILDLIFY
SERVICH

Draft Southern Edwards Plateau Habitat Conservation Plan
Environmental Impact Statement - Public Meetings

February 3 and 4, 2015
Comment Card

Your comments are very important to the decision-making process. Please let us know your thoughts, concerns,
and suggestions about issues that should be considered in the final Environmental Impact Statement. Specific
comments may be related to covered species, covered activities, the plan area, the enrollment area, mitigation
measures, funding, etc. Please place this card in the Comment Box.
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:),3 MO R#de RO/£LITCI4/6 O THE & CErAg EAREF,T

rd

e Vo DY g el B v s RuParrel

?.,) NG At tovpnec k. OF AfTRuDRr) T Jf & Mg & (M ic £O —
Pl 53¢ THAT peQcone BEPTIONS c A RE PP PEcs pp

(//) A MHORD Cefir) QE r#f SL €an FREJ el o

o ¢M4A7 AfTRusSegt can Foilow Aons , laLg
A oJ ( ISTRUMEAT 1B gz cef . 40

Name: LT:Q—Q——I'_Q VAR 1C/ & mER
Address: & Q- ﬁ;q,‘)(f 120 «& City, State Zip: _S)a.u Kz,v-r—d-wa’ </ Xt P9

Email__ \n € M 04 0od +HE W BLE RH @G rrare  C ooy

All comments submitted at tonight’s meeting will become part of the public record and considered in the final
Environmental Impact Statement. See the back side of this comment card for instructions on submitting comments
after this meeting.
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Draft Southern Edwards Plateau Habitat Conservation Plan
Environmental Impact Statement - Public Meetings

February 3 and 4, 2015
Comment Card

Your comments are very important to the decision-making process. Please let us know your thoughts, concerns,
and suggestions about issues that should be considered in the final Environmental Impact Statement. Specific
comments may be related to covered species, covered activities, the plan area, the enrollment area, mitigation
measures, funding, etc. Please place this card in the Comment Box.

[T APPEALS THAT "“TAKE' meAvs kL’
Noy AP fR0P0SIvG TP Kirr THE  TOOFK
EN OANVGELRELD SPECIES TO pulrf Hoyusts
WHELE THeY NVEED TP LUE | TS
g PeePosHERous I wiy QonvT Yoy
D Buirh HOUSES D TNE SB0uTH-310E
DF San fAurpiil W RERET THE X
EUNAVCERED  SPECIES AGEN T (0CATED
SouT S0~ NEEDNS  ECopdmid  DEVERPE ~
meT, — S—
THE- 0pST 1S QurRAGEVYS ¢ 1L DPIVES
P THE TR oF THRis  ERANGEREY

#8

sPedies  pAWD SO Doy RICH PEDALE
CAVY TBuy T, TTHRIS 18 NERPIC RELE  more

L1000 U LOUS Sus LG O BE/UlF;l_I_—_"QIG,JH-

TED PLET
Name: ikt S v H-
Address: City, State Zip:
Email:

All comments submitted at tonight’s meeting will become part of the public record and considered in the final

Environmental Impact Statement. See the back side of this comment card for instructions on submitting comments
after this meeting.
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SERVICK

Draft Southern Edwards Plateau Habitat Conservation Plan
Environmental Impact Statement - Public Meetings

February 3 and 4, 2015
Comment Card

Your comments are very important to the decision-making process. Please let us know your thoughts, concerns,
and suggestions about issues that should be considered in the final Environmental Impact Statement. Specific
comments may be related to covered species, covered activities, the plan area, the enrollment area, mitigation
measures, funding, etc. Please place this card in the Comment Box.

Name: /l/’ [ @ 4
Address: City, State Zip: -;EQ@LYV_}G[\[ 78&04

Email:

All comments submitted at tonight’s meeting will become part of the public record and considered in the final
Environmental Impact Statement. See the back side of this comment card for instructions on submitting comments
after this meeting.
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Public Comments from:

Mike Luckey

110 Walters Rd.

Boerne, TX 78006 02/03/2015

I respectfully request the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service to use the “Take No
Action alternative” in regards to the draft Southern Edwards Plateau
Habitat Conservation Plan (dSEP-HCP) and the Incidental Take Permit for
the following reasons.

In Dec. 2009 Bexar County and the Texas Parks & Wildlife Department
entered into a contract no. 213490 to develop the SEP-HCP.

The Objective stated within the contract:

To bring all stakeholders (San Antonio, Helotes, Gray Forest, Fair
Oaks, Bexar County, Bandera County, Comal County, Kendall County, Kerr
County, Medina County, and Camp Buillis) to the table and develop a
comprehensive HCP and associated NEPA documentation over the next
three years (2009-2011) for effective conservation of covered terrestrial
species in Bexar County and Golden Cheek Warbler Recovery Unit 6

Bexar County failed to coordinate their activities with Bandera, Kendall,
Kerr, Blanco (not mentioned in contract) and Medina counties in the
formation of the SEP-HCP. In fact: We were not asked to come to the table!
The dSEP-HCP should be terminated for “failure to comply with the
provisions of applicable state or federal law” as stated within the contract.

The National Environmental Policy Act Title 42 U.S.C. 4331 requires local
governments to coordinate their activities with other local governments
when developing Conservation Plans.

Bexar County did not coordinate their planning efforts with other
affected counties and because of this, Bandera County, Comal County,
Kendall County, Kerr County, and Medina County, each passed resolutions

#10
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requesting removal from the SEP-HCP.

Without the participation of these counties, there is no guarantee of a safe
habitat preserve for mitigation purposes of endangered species which is a
requirement of Habitat Conservation Plans.

The dSEP-HCP undermines the purpose of the ESA by compromising
species and their preservation for economic gain. It states in the plan that it
greatly speeds up the process so developers can legally proceed with
construction activities. The Development Rules in San Antonio are useless
when developers can simply buy their way out of them and continue
destroying the environment.

The SEP-HCP was voted down by the Citizens Advisory Team (CAC) in
2011.

There have been no public notices or meetings in regards to the
formation of the proposed dSEP-HCP as required by state and federal
statutes.

Thank You,
Mike Luckey

ematl: St [|waters{arms @U@mq/‘/‘ oM
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USFWS sponsors of the South Edwards Plateau Habitat Conservation Plan

Why are you even holding these public meetings? You ignored your own laws
and regulations during the draft preparation stage of the HCP and EIS by not
coordinating with the people of the affected counties and their elected
representatives. The counties of Median, Bandera, Kerr, Kendall and Blanco did
not submit an application for an Incidental Take Permit (ITP) nor did they prepare
a conservation plan for such a permit. Therefore, the Service could not issue a
permit that covered the five counties’ jurisdictions until and unless they
themselves submitted an application directly and fulfilled the requirements as
directed by the ESA. The counties did not consent to be included in the SEP-
HCP and specifically opted out of the proposed plan. The citizens of the
counties, through their elected representatives (the county commissioners courts
of the counties) unanimously passed resolutions to opt out of the SEC-HCP and
filed these resolutions with the Citizens Action Committee in February, 2011.

The final HEC and final EI1S now claim the ITP would be covered under current
and future portions of Bexar Co. and the City of San Antonio’s extra-territorial
jurisdiction (EJT). Counties in the state of Texas do not have the authority to
unilaterally act outside their boundaries without a constitutional amendment.

The USFWS, Texas Parks & Wildlife Dept. acting on behalf of the City of San
Antonio and Bexar county have no legal authority to force the SEC-HCP or
subsequent ITP on the citizens of the above referenced counties. It is time for
you to fold up your tents and go home.

Alan Smith
PO Box 1000
Comfort, TX 78013

830-995-5500
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Draft Southern Edwards Plateau Habitat Conservation Plan
Environmental Impact Statement - Public Meetings

February 3 and 4, 2015
Comment Card
Your comments are very important to the decision-making process. Please let us know your thoughts, concerns,
and suggestions about issues that should be considered in the final Environmental Impact Statement. Specific

comments may be related to covered species, covered activities, the plan area, the enrollment area, mitigation
measures, funding, etc. Please place this card in the Comment Box.

l.pjmg 1S by 0'1\'\5‘ o { e Q'Tﬂ\/\ ‘ e g mg}&.—_gt;cdm_
c, é ! b z!l]dzi": !3 Z 7 q! 'lm.ﬂ.!éf 3

2 *\.‘\eg —\ [y

\ ) Qcm Q\%\ 7

Name: ¥Z P bl 9w C@ 0\(-’
Address: D AR 2 Q2 City, State Zip:_{] joncrt TR F P2+

Email: léP% Co Dk (g C%Aﬂl}.ml_i_‘éw

All comments submitted at tonight’s meeting will become part of the public record and considered in the final
Environmental Impact Statement. See the back side of this comment card for instructions on submitting comments
after this meeting.
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1.4,
FI1S5H & WILDLIFE
HI CH

Draft Southern Edwards Plateau Habitat Conservation Plan
Environmental Impact Statement - Public Meetings

February 3 and 4, 2015
Comment Card

Your comments are very important to the decision-making process. Please let us know your thoughts, concerns,
and suggestions about issues that should be considered in the final Environmental Impact Statement. Specific
comments may be related to covered species, covered activities, the plan area, the enrollment area, mitigation
measures, funding, etc. Please place this card in the Comment Box.

W/’WT /6 7'}2, SN N U u/mouUf of AC‘»ERP@,Q_ ';Eégwfwc/ 1o
pantiepate. /v Thes pRogRamm 2

Hond w1 oy peenc,o e (vpected [f oy /Vafq;hbafzwfa
ﬂféapmw ow/ue/e mm’zc;_ﬁafce BoT T _olon) 7 pAMrcmwfe f'

Name; Jv V7] f/f G S Jo h/s QA/
Address: /)05 OX ; ?/92'6 3 City, State Zip: -_kE}QKV/’//Q / T 7—‘50}?

Email:

All comments submitted at tonight’s meeting will become part of the public record and considered in the final
Environmental Impact Statement. See the back side of this comment card for instructions on submitting comments
after this meeting,.
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Your Voice in Federal Decision-Making

Submitted Electronically via eRulemaking Portal

This is a Comment on the Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS)
Notice: Southern Edwards Plateau Environmental Impact
Statement and Habitat Conservation Plan; City of San Antonio
and Bexar County; Regional Habitat Conservation Plan

For related information, Open Docket Folder =/

Comment

| believe the land owner knows best how to manage his land and
has always been the ultimate conservationist. | want "No Action
Alternative " to this Southern Edwards Plateau Environmental
Impaact Statement and Habitat Conservation Plan. Do not
implement this destructive plan!

http://www.regulations.gov/#documentDetail;D=FW S-R2-ES-2014-0053-0079

Comment Period Closed
Mar 19 2015, at11:59 PM ET

ID: FWS-R2-ES-2014-0053-0079
Tracking Number: 1jz-8ht3-ukgn

Document Information

Date Posted:
Mar 19, 2015

Show More Details &

Submitter Information
Submitter Name:
Beverly Baker

City:
Fredonia

Country:
United States

State or Province:
TX

ZIP/Postal Code:
76842

17
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regulalions.gov

Your Voice in Federal Decision-Making

Submitted Electronically via eRulemaking Portal

This is a Comment on the Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS)
Notice: Southern Edwards Plateau Environmental Impact
Statement and Habitat Conservation Plan; City of San Antonio
and Bexar County; Regional Habitat Conservation Plan

For related information, Open Docket Folder =/

Comment

I am writing to ask that you take the No action alternative
concerning SEP dHCP and dEIS.

Thank you,
J Friedrich

http://www .regulations.gov/#documentDetail;D=FWS-R2-ES-2014-0053-0041

Comment Period Closed
Mar 19 2015, at11:59 PM ET

ID: FWS-R2-ES-2014-0053-0041
Tracking Number: 1jz-8h78-jufc

Document Information

Date Posted:
Feb 18,2015

Show More Details &

Submitter Information

Submitter Name:
J friedrich

17
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Your Voice in Federal Decision-Making

Submitted Electronically via eRulemaking Portal

This is a Comment on the Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS)
Notice: Southern Edwards Plateau Environmental Impact
Statement and Habitat Conservation Plan; City of San Antonio
and Bexar County; Regional Habitat Conservation Plan

For related information, Open Docket Folder =/

Comment

| urge a no action alternative to not have this plan implemented.
As a land owner | am alarmed and concerned that the

Federal government and Bexar County would try to execute a
plan like this to benefit themselves at the cost of other

land owners in other counties. Those birds nesting in trees in
Bexar County aren't going to realize they need to move their
nest to a neighboring county just because the government says
SO.

http://www.regulations.gov/#documentDetail;D=FW S-R2-ES-2014-0053-0080

Comment Period Closed
Mar 19 2015, at11:59 PM ET

ID: FWS-R2-ES-2014-0053-0080
Tracking Number: 1jz-8ht4-s5d1

Document Information

Date Posted:
Mar 19, 2015

Show More Details &

Submitter Information
Submitter Name:

Dockal Helen

City:
Mason

Country:
United States

State or Province:
TX

ZIP/Postal Code:
76856

17
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Your Voice in Federal Decision-Making

Submitted Electronically via eRulemaking Portal

This is a Comment on the Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) Comment Period Closed
Notice: Southern Edwards Plateau Environmental Impact

Mar 19 201 1159 PM ET
Statement and Habitat Conservation Plan; City of San Antonio ar 192015, at11:59
and Bexar County; Regional Habitat Conservation Plan

For related information, Open Docket Folder =/ ID: FWS-R2-ES-2014-0053-0072

Tracking Number: 1jz-8hss-v03a

Document Information
Comment
Date Posted:

My name is Mike Luckey and | oppose the Southern Edwards Mar 19,2015

Plateau Habitat Conservation Plan (SEP-HCP) and respectfully Show More Details %
request denial of the Incidental Take Permit (ITP) for the
following reasons.

Bexar County and the City of San Antonio, TX (The Applicants) Submitter Information
for the ITP entered into a contract (no. 213490) with the Texas

Parks and Wildlife to develop a Regional Habitat Conservation Submitter Name:
Plan. Mike Luckey

The Applicants failed to fulfill the contract which called for City:

meeting and cooperating with Bandera County, Blanco County, Boerne

Kendall County, Kerr County, Medina County, and other

jurisdictional authorities in the development of the SEP-HCP. No Country:
attempts were made by the Applicants to inform or request the United States
participation of these governing authorities. State or Province:
During the 2010 public comments period of the Citizens Advisory X

Committee (CAC) meetings, two CAC members objected to the
deliberate defrauding of the County Commissioner Courts
authority that were being left out of the process. The Applicants
failure/refusal to coordinate their plans with the affected counties
throughout the formation of a regional HCP is in violation of
Texas Parks and Wildlife Code Chapter 83 and the National
Environmental Policy Act Title 42 U.S.C. 4331.

Bandera County, Blanco County, Kendall County, Kerr County,
and Medina County each passed Resolutions in 2011 opting out
and refusing to participate in the SEP-HCP. Copies of these
resolutions are also posted under my name.

Kendall County passed another Resolution on 3/09/2015
restating their objections to the SEP-HCP.

The CAC voted down the dSEP-HCP in 2011 and has not held a
public meeting since that time. Neither the CAC nor any other
persons or entity has been allowed to attend a public meeting to
discuss the proposed changes to the final SEP-HCP draft. By
public admission, the Applicants for the permit have not held any
public meetings regarding the final draft of the SEP-HCP since
the CAC voted it down in 2011! The Final Draft of the SEP-HCP
was created behind closed doors without any coordination, public

ZIP/Postal Code:
78006

http://www.regulations.gov/#documentDetail;D=FWS-R2-ES-2014-0053-0072 1/2
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vetting, or an approval process which is in violation of State and
Federal Statutes regarding Regional Planning efforts.

The Applicants have been very wasteful with taxpayer dollars
and disrespectful of our natural resources. Approval of the ITP
for the SEP-HCP would guarantee the ongoing destruction of
sensitive natural areas that benefit habitat. The SEP-HCP also
proposes mitigation of land where the affected endangered
species does not even exist, thereby guaranteeing their
extinction.

| respectfully request that the Applicants Incidental Take Permit
be DENIED because of their willful disregard to follow State and
Federal Statutes along with their willingness to destroy the
sensitive natural areas without penalty.

Respectfully yours,

Mike Luckey

http://www.regulations.gov/#documentDetail;D=FW S-R2-ES-2014-0053-0072
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Your Voice in Federal Decision-Making

Submitted Electronically via eRulemaking Portal

This is a Comment on the Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) Comment Period Closed
Notice: Southern Edwards Plateau Environmental Impact

Mar 19 201 1159 PM ET
Statement and Habitat Conservation Plan; City of San Antonio ar 192015, at11:59
and Bexar County; Regional Habitat Conservation Plan

For related information, Open Docket Folder =/ ID: FWS-R2-ES-2014-0053-0081

Tracking Number: 1jz-8ht7-p2u3

Document Information
Comment
Date Posted:

| live in North Bexar County in the middle of what was once Mar 19,2015

prime endangered species prime habitat and the Edwards Aquifer Show More Details &
Recharge Zone. The problem with this proposed incidental take
permit is that there is absolutely nothing incidental about this

taking. Developers have already decimated most of the Submitter Information
endangered species prime habitat in Bexar County. It is GONE.

The City and County are now attempting to give their developer Submitter Name:

buddies a carte blanche to wipe out the last remaining patch of Michele Petty

quality endangered species territory in this county. Quite frankly,
the parcels where they could buy to "mitigate" don't mitigate
either because they are not of comparable quality to actually
keep these species ALIVE; and the individual species creatures
are not as densely populated there and there is no way to save
the ones living where the developers want to develop.

It is the job of Fish and Wildlife to protect our endangered
species, not be footsoldiers for the developers who are
destroying these species.

This requested permit is unacceptable. The incidental take and
mitigate permit as proposed by the City and County is a loophole
big enough to drive an aircraft carrier though and effectively
renders endangered species protection meaningless because it
is just a matter of time before the city expands out to the
"mitigated parcels" and wants to destroy that too--then there will
be species extinction and Fish and Wildlife will have utterly
failed in their job.

| ask that Fish and Wildlife require increased mitigation
alternative 4.

Furthermore, | ask that Fish and Wildlife require that the city and
County actually hold real public input hearings rather than the
"virtually no notice and no opportunity to ask questions or make
comments" SHAM meetings that were held. | ask that Fish and
Wildlife extend its period for public commentary on this issue

http://www .regulations.gov/#documentDetail;D=FWS-R2-ES-2014-0053-0081 1/2
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because the City and County have conspired to sneak this one
under the radar and have failed to fairly notify the public what is
really going on with this requested permit.

http://www .regulations.gov/#documentDetail;D=FWS-R2-ES-2014-0053-0081

22
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Your Voice in Federal Decision-Making

Submitted Electronically via eRulemaking Portal

This is a Comment on the Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS)
Notice: Southern Edwards Plateau Environmental Impact
Statement and Habitat Conservation Plan; City of San Antonio
and Bexar County; Regional Habitat Conservation Plan

For related information, Open Docket Folder =/

Comment

As a land owner in Kendall County | would like to request the
"No Action Alternative" in regard to this bill.

We are good stewards of our land, maintaining areas for habitats
for all species who reside on our property.

This includes native wildlife as well as cattle. Government does
NOT need another control in our lives and as a native Texan it is
the foundation of our heritage to be in control of our own property
in this wonderful Lone Star State.

Please vote NO.

http://www.regulations.gov/#documentDetail;D=FW S-R2-ES-2014-0053-0076

Comment Period Closed
Mar 19 2015, at11:59 PM ET

ID: FWS-R2-ES-2014-0053-0076
Tracking Number: 1jz-8ht2-qmh8

Document Information

Date Posted:
Mar 19, 2015

Show More Details &

Submitter Information

Submitter Name:
ALICE ANDERSON
City:

BOERNE

Country:
United States

State or Province:
TX

ZIP/Postal Code:
78006
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Your Voice in Federal Decision-Making

Submitted Electronically via eRulemaking Portal

This is a Comment on the Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS)
Notice: Southern Edwards Plateau Environmental Impact
Statement and Habitat Conservation Plan; City of San Antonio
and Bexar County; Regional Habitat Conservation Plan

For related information, Open Docket Folder =/

Comment

| am in favor of this Plan.

It addresses the loss of habitat for endangered species.

It gives developers a fair mitigation process that has proven
results.

Conservation Easements have been used since the 1930's.

http://www.regulations.gov/#documentDetail;D=FW S-R2-ES-2014-0053-0055

Comment Period Closed
Mar 19 2015, at11:59 PM ET

ID: FWS-R2-ES-2014-0053-0055
Tracking Number: 1jz-8hqo-epj7

Document Information

Date Posted:
Mar 18, 2015

Show More Details &

Submitter Information

Submitter Name:
Anonymous Anonymous

17
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Your Voice in Federal Decision-Making

Submitted Electronically via eRulemaking Portal

This is a Comment on the Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS)
Notice: Southern Edwards Plateau Environmental Impact
Statement and Habitat Conservation Plan; City of San Antonio
and Bexar County; Regional Habitat Conservation Plan

For related information, Open Docket Folder =/

Comment

| strongly disagree with the guidelines outlined in this proposed
regulation. Why do the supporters of the regulation just spend
their time, effort and money on educating the public (especially
those in the affected areas) of the benefits of providing protected
habitats on their property? As a landowner, | an very sensitive to
the need for protecting habitat and | will provide that protection
on a voluntary basis. However, one size does not fit all and my
preferences should not be imposed on other land owners. To all
those in positions of power when voting on this regulation,
please leave landowner rights alone. Sugar always draws better
than vinegar. Vote against this regulation.

http://www.regulations.gov/#documentDetail;D=FWS-R2-ES-2014-0053-0075

Comment Period Closed
Mar 19 2015, at11:59 PM ET

ID: FWS-R2-ES-2014-0053-0075
Tracking Number: 1jz-8ht1-4mkx

Document Information

Date Posted:
Mar 19, 2015

Show More Details &

Submitter Information

Submitter Name:
Anonymous Anonymous

17
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Your Voice in Federal Decision-Making

Submitted Electronically via eRulemaking Portal

This is a Comment on the Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) Comment Period Closed
Notice: Southern Edwards Plateau Environmental Impact )
Statement and Habitat Conservation Plan; City of San Antonio Mar 19 2015, at 11:59 PM ET
and Bexar County; Regional Habitat Conservation Plan

For related information, Open Docket Folder =/ ID: FWS-R2-ES-2014-0053-0094

Tracking Number: 1jz-8htf-ekrg

Document Information

Comment
Date Posted:
Landowners have earned and deserve the right to make Mar 20, 2015
decisions on Show More Details &
how to take care of their land and manage their use of the land
that they
love and have invested their life in. NO ALTERNATIVE Submitter Information
ACTIONI!

Submitter Name:

Mr & Mrs Billy Kothmann
City:

Mason

Country:
United States

State or Province:
TX

ZIP/Postal Code:
76856

http://www.regulations.gov/#documentDetail;D=FW S-R2-ES-2014-0053-0094
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Your Voice in Federal Decision-Making

Submitted Electronically via eRulemaking Portal

This is a Comment on the Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS)
Notice: Southern Edwards Plateau Environmental Impact
Statement and Habitat Conservation Plan; City of San Antonio
and Bexar County; Regional Habitat Conservation Plan

For related information, Open Docket Folder =/

Comment

| am Myfe Moore, founder of the Helotes Creek Nature Center
and the San Geronimo Nature Center, a multi-generational ranch
and land steward.

The 2014 SEP-HCP needs to be postponed, more hearings
performed, and the comment period extended.

| attended the Helotes public hearing and submit my comments
here again. | have submitted many emails with attachments of
data and scientific details for your study and expect they will be
considered.

First, I'll say this is a very poor HCPlan, more a developers best
wis, with very little developer (taker) responsibility. Instead the
public taxpayer will pay for 75% of this plan.

The public hearings (there were only 2 in a 7-county affected
region) were not notified to the affected people, and the publi