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Abstract:  Oncor Electric Delivery Company LLC (Applicant or Oncor) is applying for an incidental take 
permit under section 10(a)(1)(B) of the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (ESA), as amended, to authorize 
incidental take of, or impacts to, 11 threatened or endangered species (covered species).  In support of the 
incidental take permit application, the Applicant has prepared a habitat conservation plan (HCP) 
requesting a permit covering a 30-year period from the date of issuance.  This environmental impact 
statement (EIS) has been prepared to evaluate and disclose environmental and socioeconomic impacts of 
the HCP and alternatives.  

The area to be covered by the HCP consists of Oncor’s Service Area (101 counties), with the exception of 
Travis and Williamson counties, which are covered by separate HCPs.  In addition to the remaining 99 
counties, 1 county that is not currently located in Oncor’s Service Area has been incorporated because it 
is currently included in various transmission and distribution facility routing studies and permitting 
efforts.  These 100 counties are referred to as the proposed Permit Area. 

The requested permit would authorize incidental take of, or impacts to, the 11 covered species resulting 
from a variety of activities associated with the maintenance and construction of Oncor’s electric 
transmission and distribution facilities (covered activities).  Mitigation for the impacts of authorized take 
would be provided by the conservation program described in the HCP. 
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The HCP proposes use of a variety of avoidance and minimization efforts for construction of new 
facilities and for operation and maintenance activities on existing facilities.  Specific avoidance and 
minimization measures would be established for each of the covered species, and mitigation measures 
would be designated as appropriate.  For all but one species (whooping crane [Grus americana]), 
mitigation funds would be provided by the Applicant if incidental take or impacts cannot be avoided.  The 
preferred mitigation would be to purchase conservation credits from a U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
(Service)-approved conservation bank.  If a conservation bank is not available the Applicant will utilize 
other options, which are detailed in the HCP.  Generally stated, the first option would be for the Applicant 
to coordinate directly with a conservation organization, such as The Nature Conservancy of Texas, The 
Conservation Fund, and Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center, for purchase of conservation lands or 
other species-specific mitigation options approved by the Service.  The second option entails the 
formation of species-specific committee staffed, at a minimum, by representatives of the Applicant, the 
Service, Texas Parks and Wildlife Department, and a species specialist.  The committee will first explore 
the use of funding to purchase land that will be conserved and managed in perpetuity.  If this is not an 
option then the committee will determine another path for the best use of funds for species-specific 
mitigation.  The agreement with the third parties will include a Service-approved time limit for spending 
the mitigation funds.  Whichever option is utilized, it will be submitted for approval by the Service and in 
place before the commencement of disturbance activities.  For the whooping crane, measures would be 
implemented to minimize the potential for collision with electric transmission and distribution facilities.  
Mitigation for construction of new electric transmission and distribution facilities in areas with high 
potential for whooping crane presence would include marking existing lines in areas likely to be used by 
whooping cranes.  Existing lines in high potential areas would be marked when lines are out of service for 
other activities, such as maintenance and repair. 

The Applicant has the financial capability to ensure proper planning, management, and completion of the 
mitigation proposal as described in this EIS and in the HCP.  Thus, the Applicant would fund the 
proposed avoidance, minimization, and conservation measures, and habitat mitigation costs.   The 
Applicant would complete negotiations, finalize all necessary agreements, and provide the mitigation 
costs prior to any significant clearing or construction activities in identified known or potential habitat 
with assumed presence.   

The natural resources and socioeconomic impacts associated with implementing the HCP have been 
described in this EIS.  In addition to the No-Action Alternative, the two action alternatives considered are 
the Project-based Alternative and the HCP Alternative. 
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Executive Summary  

INTRODUCTION, AUTHORITY, AND PROPOSED ACTION 

This Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) describes the potential impacts of the proposed action, which 
is the issuance of an incidental take permit under section 10(a)(1)(B) of the Endangered Species Act of 
1973, as amended (ESA), by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service), to Oncor Electric Delivery 
Company LLC (Oncor or Applicant).  The intent of the permit is to authorize incidental take of, or 
impacts to, 11 federally listed species (covered species) within a 100-county Permit Area.  Take of listed 
plant species is not defined in the ESA, although the ESA does identify several prohibitions.  However, 
because Covered Species in this EIS include both plants and animals, throughout the document we use the 
term “incidental take” when discussing impacts to covered plants, as well as, actual incidental take of 
covered animals.  

The Service is the lead Federal agency responsible for issuing the requested incidental take permit and 
Record of Decision for this EIS.  The affected area evaluated in this EIS is the Applicant’s proposed 100-
county Permit Area. 

PURPOSE AND NEED 

The purpose of the proposed action is to respond to Oncor’s application for a Federal incidental take 
permit under section 10(a)(1)(B) of the ESA, and all relevant implementing regulations and policies, for 
11 wildlife and plant species that are federally listed as threatened or endangered, collectively referred to 
as the covered species.  In the absence of a permit—and the conservation planning entailed by the permit 
review process—take would violate the ESA.  Thus, the proposed action is needed to ensure that Oncor’s 
projects with the potential to impact covered species are in compliance with the ESA and that compliance 
can be streamlined.  The EIS and associated HCP specify what steps the Applicant will take to avoid, 
minimize, and mitigate the potential impacts to the 11 covered species.  Under provisions in the HCP and 
requested permit, the Applicant will establish and implement long-term protection of federally listed 
endangered and threatened species and their habitat within the proposed Permit Area, while continuing to 
build and/or operate various facilities (e.g., transmission and distribution of electricity) and to perform 
subsequent facility integrity maintenance as well as emergency response work.   

The proposed permit and HCP are needed to allow the Applicant to continue to provide safe and reliable 
electricity while maintaining the efficiency of its projects and operations and complying with the ESA. 

SCOPING AND PUBLIC PARTICIPATION 

Formal scoping for this EIS began on September 22, 2009, with the publication of a Notice of Intent in 
the Federal Register to prepare the EIS (Appendix A-1).  The Notice of Intent also announced that a 
series of public scoping meetings were to be held between September 28, 2009 and October 28, 2009, at 
various locations throughout the proposed Permit Area.  In addition to the Federal Register notice, the 
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public scoping meetings were advertised on the Service’s website with a link to a news release and 
meeting announcement, and through newspaper advertisements in various local and regional newspapers 
(copies of the notices and advertisements can be found in Appendix A-1).  Notification of the public 
scoping meetings and the opening of the public comment period were also sent to local, State, and Federal 
elected and public officials and agencies in the proposed Permit Area. 

Nine public meetings were held during the weeks of October 12, 19, and 26, 2009.  Thirteen members of 
the public attended the public scoping meetings.  No written or oral comments were received during the 
public scoping meetings, and no other comments were received during the scoping comment period.  The 
official scoping comment period for the EIS extended from September 22, 2009 to December 1, 2009. 

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED 

This EIS considers for detailed study the environmental consequences of “no action,” or project-based 
coordination (i.e., the Service does not issue the Applicant the requested comprehensive incidental take 
permit for proposed covered activities and the Applicant coordinates with the Service on a project-by-
project basis); Alternative 1: HCP – 30-year Permit Duration (Preferred Alternative); and Alternative 2: 
HCP – 50-year Permit Duration.  The basic characteristics of each alternative are described below. 

No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination – Under the No-Action Alternative, the Applicant 
would not apply for and the Service would not issue an incidental take permit covering all of their 
otherwise lawful activities under the ESA.  Because construction of new facilities and maintenance of 
existing facilities are vital in providing services to accommodate population growth, the Applicant would 
continue to conduct activities proposed to be covered under the permit.  The Applicant would seek an 
individual section 10(a)(1)(B) incidental take permit or coverage under a section 7 consultation in the 
case of a Federal nexus (authorized by a Federal agency [e.g., section 404 permit under the Clean Water 
Act]) on a project-by-project basis if activities might result in incidental take of, or impacts to, a federally 
listed species within the Service Area.  Thus, under this scenario, numerous individual section 10(a)(1)(B) 
permit applications would likely be required over the 30-year period causing high resource expenditure 
and potential project delays for the Applicant and extensive resource commitment by the Service.  The 
project-by-project approach to ESA compliance and endangered/threatened species issue resolution under 
the No-Action Alternative would be less efficient and more time-consuming, only to result in isolated, 
independent mitigation efforts that lack integration and would be smaller in scale.  Such isolated 
mitigation would not be as productive or beneficial for the covered species as those under the HCP 
alternative (Alternative 1, described below).  Furthermore, cumulative impacts on individual projects may 
be more difficult to evaluate compared to Alternative 1. 

Alternative 1: HCP – 30-year Permit Duration (Preferred Alternative) – Under this alternative, the 
Applicant would be issued a section 10(a)(1)(B) incidental take permit to authorize impacts to the covered 
species addressed in this EIS and associated HCP during the construction, operation, and/or maintenance 
of the Applicant’s electric transmission and distribution facilities within the proposed Permit Area for a 
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period of 30 years.  The HCP contains specific steps for the covered activities proposed by the Applicant 
to be taken as part of the Preferred Alternative to avoid, minimize, and mitigate for impacts to the 11 
covered species in the requested permit.  The Applicant has identified and developed numerous 
conservation measures, including best management practices and species-specific measures, that are 
intended to protect covered species during these covered activities.  It is expected that the aforementioned 
measures could also minimize impacts to vegetation and wildlife, and protect sensitive areas such as 
wetlands, surface waters, groundwater resources, riparian areas, and other species of special interest.  The 
HCP outlines specific avoidance and minimization measures for each of the covered species in addition to 
the general avoidance and minimization measures associated with new construction and maintenance of 
existing facilities.  Covered activities authorized under the requested permit would include activities 
associated with new construction, operation and maintenance, and general activities, such as emergency 
response and restoration (e.g., electric facility outage), stormwater discharges from construction sites, 
equipment access, and surveying.  The covered activities are expected to result primarily in incidental 
take resulting from impacts to habitat for the federally listed species covered under the HCP except for 
the whooping crane, which would be an incidental take of an individual.  Although it is possible that 
individual plants, American burying beetles, or Houston toads could be taken during some of the covered 
activities, it is not feasible to accurately quantify these predicted losses.  Instead, the Applicant has 
proposed to account for potential loss of individuals by mitigating for impacts in unavoidable potential 
habitat for such species on an acreage basis.  Therefore, incidental take for the covered species, except for 
the whooping crane, is expressed in terms of the area of potential habitat directly or indirectly impacted 
by the covered activities.  Incidental take of the whooping crane is expressed in terms of the number of 
individuals.  These estimates reflect the maximum allowable take under the requested permit and the 
maximum values include a growth reserve to account for unidentified new construction of linear and 
nonlinear facilities.  The estimated minimum and maximum take for each covered species are presented in 
the environmental consequences section below.   

Alternative 2: HCP – 50-year Permit Duration – Under this alternative, the HCP and requested 
incidental take permit would be the same as described for Alternative 1, except that the duration of the 
permit and HCP would be over a 50-year period rather than a 30-year period.  Covered activities would 
be the same, the proposed Permit Area would be the same, and the same species would be covered.  The 
avoidance, minimization, and mitigation discussed in the HCP would be the same, but would be 
implemented over a 50-year period.  The only differences between alternatives 1 and 2 would be the 
duration over which incidental take would be permitted and an increased amount of requested take, which 
would account for the added permit duration and resultant construction, maintenance, and operation 
activities.  Because the duration of the requested incidental take permit would be longer, the potential to 
conduct activities resulting in take would be higher, thus the anticipated take under Alternative 2 would 
be higher than under Alternative 1.  Conversely, a greater degree of positive benefits may also result from 
this alternative due to the Applicant’s ability to work and plan for covered activities within the entire 
Permit Area for 50 years instead of 30 years. 
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Because the covered activities would occur whether the proposed incidental take permit is issued or not, 
impacts associated with those activities are considered essentially equal among the three alternatives.  
Therefore, Table ES-1 focuses on differences associated with expected take and project-by-project 
mitigation versus a comprehensive mitigation approach/strategy. 

Table ES-1.  Comparison of the Alternatives Considered for Detailed Analysis  

No-Action Alternative: Project-Based 
Coordination Alternative 1: HCP – 30-year Duration Alternative 2: HCP – 50-year Duration 

Vegetation 
Potential for isolated protected 
vegetational areas on project-by-project 
basis providing benefit  

Potential for contiguous tracts of 
protected vegetational areas and 
management of habitat providing 
increased benefit 

Same as Alternative 1 with increase 
in duration allowing greater potential 
size and/or number of protected 
vegetational areas and management 
of habitat, providing increased benefit, 
but increase in uncertainty and risk 

General Wildlife 
Slight benefit from smaller, isolated 
patches of preserved habitat 

Increased benefit potential from larger, 
contiguous preserved habitat patches 
and indirect effects from management 
of protected habitat for covered species 

Same as Alternative 1 with increase 
in duration allowing greater potential 
size and/or number of preserved 
habitat patches and indirect effects, 
providing increased benefit, but 
increase in uncertainty and risk 

Covered Species 
Benefits from piecemeal mitigation on a 
project-by-project basis from individual 
coordination for incidental take over 30 
years 

Increased benefit potential from 
conservation banking and species-
specific funding allocation committees 
determining most beneficial use of 
mitigation funds for incidental take over 
30-year duration 

Same as Alternative 1 with increased 
incidental take expected due to 
longer, 50-year duration but greater 
potential benefit through mitigation, 
but increase in uncertainty and risk 

Species of Special Interest 
Potential for benefits directly or 
indirectly from mitigation resulting from 
individual coordination 

Same as No-Action Alternative with 
increased benefit potential from 
preservation and management of 
habitat for covered species over 30-
year duration 

Same as Alternative 1 with increase 
in duration allowing greater benefit 
potential from preservation and 
management of more habitat for 
covered species over extended, 50-
year duration, but an increase in 
uncertainty and risk 

Effects on the Applicant 
Piecemeal, project-by-project 
coordination for compliance with ESA 
resulting in high expenditure of 
resources and potential project delays 

Higher initial cost resulting in 
streamlined process for ESA 
compliance and reduced potential for 
project delays over 30-year duration 

Same as Alternative 1 with benefit 
from reduced potential for project 
delays over extended, 50-year 
duration, but increased likelihood of 
need to modify or amend the permit 
introducing inefficiencies and limiting 
HCP effectiveness at meeting the 
Applicant’s purpose and need 

Effects on the Service 
High level of resource commitment to 
complete ESA processes on a project-
by-project basis 

Higher level of effort for processing of 
initial incidental take permit request 
resulting in reduced effort for each 
project and higher potential to aid in 
recovery of species through 
participation in conservation banking 
and funding allocation committees over 
30-year duration 

Same as Alternative 1 with increased 
benefit potential from reduced effort 
for each project and higher potential 
to aid in recovery of species over 
extended, 50-year duration, but 
increased likelihood of need to modify 
or amend the permit introducing 
inefficiencies and limiting the HCP 
effectiveness at meeting the Service’s 
requirement for ESA compliance     
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As can be seen in Table ES-1, the action alternatives (alternatives 1 and 2) provide an opportunity to 
benefit the Applicant and the Service by streamlining the ESA compliance process and also ensure 
stakeholder input by providing a mechanism by which the covered species may benefit from an 
organized, comprehensive approach to mitigation for unavoidable impacts.  Additionally, other resources, 
such as vegetation, general wildlife, and species of special interest (but not covered), would indirectly 
benefit.  However, the increased duration of the HCP and requested take permit under Alternative 2 
would result in an increased risk of take and higher level of uncertainty. 

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT 

The description of the affected environment establishes the current environmental conditions considered 
by the Service to be potentially affected by the alternatives.  The evaluated resources or components of 
the human environment that are likely to be affected or could potentially be affected beyond a negligible 
level by the authorized take, proposed mitigation, covered activities, or funding and administration of the 
Preferred Alternative (Alternative 1) are listed below.   

• Vegetation: The proposed Permit Area contains at least a portion of 8 of the 10 vegetational areas 
within Texas, as described by Gould and Hatch et al.  These are the Pineywoods, Post Oak 
Savannah, Blackland Prairies, Cross Timbers and Prairies, Edwards Plateau, Rolling Plains, High 
Plains, and Trans-Pecos vegetational areas.  Thus, the proposed Permit Area contains a variety of 
vegetation types and supports diverse vegetation communities corresponding with the 
topographic, geologic, and climatic conditions of a specific area. 

• Wildlife: The proposed Permit Area includes portions of at least six of the seven Biotic Provinces 
of Texas, as described by Blair.  These are the Austroriparian, Texas, Kansan, Balconian, 
Chihuahuan, and Navahonian provinces.  The fauna present in each province corresponds to 
distinctive vegetational, climatic, and topographical variations that characterize the regions. 

• Covered Species: Eleven species are covered in this EIS.  These species are listed as either 
federally threatened or endangered, and include four plants (large-fruited sand verbena, Texas 
poppy-mallow, Navasota ladies’-tresses, and Pecos sunflower), one invertebrate (American 
burying beetle), one amphibian (Houston toad), four birds (whooping crane, golden-cheeked 
warbler, black-capped vireo, and red-cockaded woodpecker), and one mammal (Louisiana black 
bear). 

• Other Species of Special Interest: Other species of special interest include 12 federally listed 
and 1 species proposed for listing, as well as 19 candidate species, which occur in the proposed 
Permit Area but did not meet other criteria for being included as covered species, and for which 
no incidental take authorization is being requested, primarily because these species are unlikely to 
be affected by the covered activities.  The 12 federally listed species consist of 2 plants, the 
endangered Texas prairie dawn-flower and Geocarpon minimum, a threatened plant with no 
common name; 2 endangered invertebrates, the Pecos assiminea snail and the Bee Creek Cave 
harvestman; 3 endangered fish, the Leon Springs pupfish, Comanche Springs pupfish, and Pecos 
gambusia; and 5 birds, the endangered northern aplomado falcon, interior least tern, and 
southwestern willow flycatcher, and the threatened piping plover and Mexican spotted owl.  The 
dunes sagebrush lizard has recently been proposed to be federally listed as endangered.  The 19 
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candidate species discussed briefly below consist of 3 plants, the Guadalupe fescue, Neches River 
rose-mallow, and Texas golden gladecress; 9 aquatic invertebrates, the Phantom Lake Cave snail, 
Diamond Y Spring snail, Phantom Spring snail, Gonzales Spring snail, Texas fatmucket, smooth 
pimpleback, Texas pimpleback, Texas fawnsfoot, and diminutive amphipod; 2 fish, the smalleye 
shiner and sharpnose shiner; 1 amphibian, the Salado salamander; 1 reptile, the Louisiana 
pinesnake; and 3 birds, the lesser prairie-chicken, yellow-billed cuckoo, and Sprague’s pipit.  

Additional resources evaluated include geology, physiography, soils (including prime and unique 
farmland), water resources and water quality, air quality, wetlands, land use, aesthetics, socioeconomics 
and environmental justice, and cultural resources.  Each of these resources is described in Section 3. 

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES 

National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) regulations require the analysis of “no action” as the 
benchmark that enables decision makers to assess the magnitude of the environmental effects of the 
action alternatives.  Under the No-Action Alternative, the Applicant would coordinate with the Service on 
a project-by-project basis to evaluate impacts to covered species, request take under an individual section 
10(a)(1)(B) incidental take permit, and determine suitable compensation or mitigation.  The covered 
actions are need-based and would occur under both the no-action and action alternatives.  The No-Action 
Alternative was identified by the Service as the appropriate no-action because it serves as the standard 
method for evaluating and requesting take of, or impacts to, covered species.  Furthermore, the No-Action 
Alternative provides a standard procedure upon which the action alternatives can be compared to evaluate 
the greater time and cost efficiency provided by a more streamlined permitting process and added benefits 
provided to covered species and other significant resources through a comprehensive planning process.  
The environmental consequences associated with the No-Action Alternative would be similar to the 
action alternatives; however, the ability to proactively implement long-term regional planning for 
construction, operation, and maintenance activities under the action alternatives would provide more 
contiguous and higher quality habitat preservation, conservation, and mitigation.  It is reasonable to 
assume that the difference in environmental consequence between Alternative 1 and Alternative 2 would 
be minimal since comprehensive coordination through the requested incidental take permit and HCP is 
sought on both alternatives.  It is also reasonable to assume that both alternatives would have only minor 
impacts on the extent, timing, and placement of maintenance activities and new construction.  However, 
the permit duration under Alternative 2 is extended from 30 years to 50 years.  As a result, a greater 
degree of impacts to covered species may occur under Alternative 2 due to the increased period in which 
construction and maintenance-related impacts could occur under the authorization of the incidental take 
permit.   

The EIS contains a resource-by-resource analysis of direct and indirect impacts from covered activities 
for each of the affected resources, and analyses of cumulative impacts, unavoidable adverse impacts, 
irreversible and irretrievable commitments of resources, short-term use of the environment versus long-
term productivity, and energy and depletable resource requirements and conservation potential.  A brief 
summary of impacts to resources most affected by the proposed action follows. 



Executive Summary 

100005805/100190 xvii 

• Vegetation: The primary impact to vegetation would originate from the covered activities, and 
could include minor fragmentation of the existing ecological communities as a result of new 
construction.  Construction, operation, and maintenance would cause a certain amount of 
disturbance to ecosystems.  However, there would be an increased potential for contiguous tracts 
of protected habitat and management of habitat, which would benefit vegetation communities 
within the HCP Permit Area. 

• Wildlife: Potential impacts to wildlife would be associated with covered activities, and would 
include short-term impacts during construction and long-term impacts stemming from habitat 
fragmentation and modification.  Although not all species in a given area would benefit directly 
overall from covered activities, most wildlife species are likely to benefit indirectly from the 
increased ESA compliance, and long-term regional ecological planning, expected under 
alternatives 1 and 2.  These overall benefits would be related to increased protection of native 
vegetation from development, reduced fragmentation, and other management practices.  Issuance 
of the incidental take permit would increase the potential for the preservation of contiguous 
habitat patches and benefits from protected habitat management.  

• Covered Species: For the covered species, covered activities could potentially result in habitat 
destruction, modification, and/or fragmentation, and removal and/or loss of species.  The 
estimated amount of take during the 30- and 50-year permit duration for covered species is shown 
in Table ES-2.  Mitigation for unavoidable impacts (take) would, in most cases, involve 
calculating mitigation funding based on the acreage of habitat impacted and using funds to either 
purchase credits in a Service-approved conservation bank, coordinate with a conservation 
organization or other Service-approved entity regarding mitigation options, or provide funding to 
be allocated by a species-specific committee.  Mitigation funds could be used to purchase 
preserve/conservation land, or for other applicable uses, as identified by a species-specific 
committee and approved by the Service.  Mitigation for potential impacts to whooping crane 
would involve marking existing transmission lines within the migration corridor.  Covered 
species are likely to ultimately benefit from the comprehensive approach to mitigation. 

• Other Species of Special Interest: For species of special interest, activities covered by the HCP 
could potentially result in impacts associated with habitat changes, introduction of nonnative 
species, and other alterations to the natural balance of terrestrial and aquatic species.  However, 
these species are likely to benefit collaterally from preservation and management of habitat for 
covered species.  While some species may benefit directly from mitigation activities, others may 
experience less beneficial or even negative effects.  If these negative effects are to noncovered 
listed species, it would be considered unauthorized take.  Overall, species should benefit from 
protection from development and increases in native vegetation. 

SPECIES-SPECIFIC MEASURES AND MITIGATION 

In the event that incidental take cannot be avoided, mitigation funds will be provided by the Applicant.  
Ideally, these mitigation funds will be used to purchase conservation credits from a Service-approved 
conservation bank.  If a conservation bank is not available, the Applicant will utilize other options that are 
detailed in the HCP.  Generally stated, the first alternative would be for the Applicant to coordinate 
directly with a conservation organization, such as The Nature Conservancy of Texas, The Conservation 
Fund, and Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center, for purchase of conservation lands or other species-
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specific mitigation options approved by the Service.  The second alternative entails the formation of 
species-specific committee staffed, at a minimum, by representatives of the Applicant, the Service, Texas 
Parks and Wildlife Department, and a species specialist.  The committee will first explore the use of 
funding to purchase land that will be conserved and managed in perpetuity.  If this is not an option then 
the committee will determine another path for the best use of funds for species-specific mitigation.  
Whichever option is utilized, it will be submitted for approval by the Service and in place before the 
commencement of disturbance activities.  The HCP outlines species-specific uses of these mitigation 
funds. 

Table ES-2.  Acres (Hectares) of Potential Impact for Covered Species 

  Service 
Status2 

Authorized Incidental Take Requested3 

Common Name1 Scientific Name1 30-year Duration 50-year Duration 
PLANTS4     
Large-fruited sand verbena Abronia macrocarpa E  5.5 (2.2)  5.5 (2.2) 
Texas poppy-mallow Callirhoe scabriuscula E  64 (26)  64 (26) 
Navasota ladies'-tresses Spiranthes parksii E  943 (382)  1,010 (409) 
Pecos sunflower Helianthus paradoxus T  9 (3.6)  9 (3.6) 
INVERTEBRATES     
American burying beetle Nicrophorus americanus E  3,972 (1,608)  4,587 (1,857) 
AMPHIBIANS     
Houston toad5 Bufo houstonensis E  100 (40)  167 (68) 
BIRDS     
Whooping crane6 Grus americana E 1 2 
Golden-cheeked warbler Dendroica chrysoparia E  2,997  (1,213)  4,459 (1,804) 
Black-capped vireo Vireo atricapilla E  5,714 (2,313)  8,631 (3,493) 
Red-cockaded woodpecker Picoides borealis E  514 (208)  690 (279) 
MAMMALS     
Louisiana black bear Ursus americanus luteolus T  194 (79)  322 (131) 
1Nomenclature follows the Service (2010). 
2Service – U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 
3Estimated impact in acres (hectares) of suitable and/or occupied habitat during the 30- and 50-year life of the requested  permit for 
covered projects. 
4 Take of listed plant species is not defined in the ESA, although the ESA does identify several prohibitions. However, because 
Covered Species in this EIS include both plants and animals, throughout the document we use the term “incidental take” when 
discussing impacts to covered plants, as well as, actual incidental take of covered animals. 

5The Applicant’s original estimated impact was 635 acres (257 hectares) under Alternative 1 and 783 acres (316 hectares) under 
Alternative 2.  However, due to recent concern expressed by the Service regarding the existing Houston toad population, the 
Applicant has reduced the requested estimated impact to 100 acres (40 hectares) under Alternative 1 and 167 acres (68 hectares) 
under Alternative 2. 
6Potential effects not calculated on acreage basis.  Estimated take of 1 individual over 30-year project life and 2 individuals over 50-
year project life. 
E – Endangered; T – Threatened. 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION, PURPOSE, AND NEED 

1.1 INTRODUCTION 

Oncor Electric Delivery Company LLC (Applicant or Oncor) is a regulated electric distribution and 
transmission business providing electricity delivery to consumers.  Oncor operates the largest distribution 
and transmission system in Texas, providing power to 3 million electric delivery points over more than 
102,000 miles (164,153 kilometers) of distribution and 14,000 miles (22,531 kilometers) of transmission 
lines.  The Oncor Service Area within Texas currently consists of 101 counties.  Throughout this 
document, the term Service Area refers to Oncor’s interest within the State of Texas only.  Oncor’s ability 
to provide its services depends on the efficient installation, operation, and maintenance of numerous 
facilities within its Service Area.  Currently, Oncor’s electric system includes transmission lines, 
substations, switching stations, and a distribution network.  The location and type of new facilities to be 
constructed by Oncor is dependent upon the service demands of its customers’ requirements for energy 
and other related services. 

Several federally listed endangered and threatened species are known or are likely to occur within the 
Service Area.  Oncor is applying for an incidental take permit from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
(Service) pursuant to section 10(a)(1)(B) of the Endangered Species Act (ESA) of 1973, as amended, for 
11 of these species.  The permit would authorize the incidental take of, or impacts to, listed species in all 
but two of the counties within the Applicant’s Service Area.  Pursuant to section 10(a)(1)(B), the 
Applicant has provided funding for this Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).  This document provides 
the required National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) documentation for a Federal action (section 
10(a)(1)(B) permit issuance), providing baseline information and estimates of the amount of incidental 
take or impacts that may occur as a result of proposed activities during the permit term.   

The proposed area to be covered by the permit (proposed Permit Area) is the Applicant’s entire Service 
Area within Texas, currently consisting of 101 counties, except for Travis and Williamson counties.  
Species impacts by Oncor’s activities within these two counties will be covered under the Balcones 
Canyonlands Conservation Plan and the Williamson County Regional HCP.  These HCPs and their 
associated NEPA documents are incorporated herein by reference.  In addition to the remaining 99 
counties, the Applicant intends to include Runnels County, a county for which Oncor currently does not 
provide service but that is included in current transmission line routing and permitting efforts.  The 
Applicant is including Runnels County in their proposed Permit Area so that if the proposed future 
projects that include this county are approved, they would be covered under the incidental take permit for 
maintenance and, if this effort is completed in time and approved, for construction.  Throughout this 
document, these 100 counties are referred to as the proposed Permit Area (Figure 1-1).  Should the 
Applicant’s Service Area expand, either due to new construction or acquisition of existing facilities, the 
appropriate species and the newly expanded Service Area not addressed within this EIS will be added to 
the HCP as necessary through the amendment process. 
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The duration of the requested section 10(a)(1)(B) permit is for 30 years from the date of issuance.  This 
allows the Applicant or its successors to “take” the federally listed species covered in this document 
within the geographical boundaries identified in this EIS and the HCP (i.e., the proposed Permit Area) 
over the 30-year period.  After the expiration of the permit, any “take” within the proposed Permit Area 
will require reauthorization. 

The 11 species to be included in the proposed permit are referred to as “covered species” and the 
proposed activities as “covered projects” or “covered activities” throughout this EIS.  The covered species 
are shown in Table 1-1.  They are as follows: large-fruited sand verbena (Abronia macrocarpa), Texas 
poppy-mallow (Callirhoe scabriuscula), Navasota ladies’-tresses (Spiranthes parksii), Pecos sunflower 
(Helianthus paradoxus), American burying beetle (Nicrophorus americanus), Houston toad (Bufo 
houstonensis), whooping crane (Grus americana), golden-cheeked warbler (Dendroica chrysoparia), 
black-capped vireo (Vireo atricapilla), red-cockaded woodpecker (Picoides borealis), and Louisiana 
black bear (Ursus americanus luteolus). 

Table 1-1.  Covered Species in the Applicant’s Proposed Permit Area1  

Common Name2 Scientific Name2 Service Status3 
Large-fruited sand verbena Abronia macrocarpa E 
Texas poppy-mallow Callirhoe scabriuscula E 
Navasota ladies'-tresses Spiranthes parksii E 
Pecos sunflower Helianthus paradoxus T 
INVERTEBRATES   
American burying beetle Nicrophorus americanus E 
AMPHIBIANS   
Houston toad Bufo houstonensis E 
BIRDS   
Whooping crane Grus americana E 
Golden-cheeked warbler Dendroica chrysoparia E 
Black-capped vireo Vireo atricapilla E 
Red-cockaded woodpecker Picoides borealis E 
MAMMALS   
Louisiana black bear Ursus americanus luteolus T 

1According to the Service (2010). 
2Nomenclature follows the Service (2010). 
3Service – U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service; E – Endangered; T – Threatened. 

The activities proposed to be authorized under the requested permit (covered activities) would include 
actions associated with new construction, operation and maintenance, and activities such as emergency 
response and restoration (e.g., electric facility outage), stormwater discharges from construction sites 
(may need Clean Water Act, section 404 permits (33 USC 1344), equipment access, and surveying.  New 
construction activities would include installing new overhead transmission and distribution lines, 
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constructing new support facilities such as substations and switching stations, adding a second circuit on 
an existing double-circuit structure, and installing new underground electric transmission and distribution 
lines.  Typical maintenance activities would include vegetation management such as mowing and tree 
trimming/removal, expansion of existing support facilities, line upgrade-reconductoring, line upgrade-
rebuilds, insulator replacement, and maintenance of underground electric facilities.  These activities are 
described in more detail in Section 2.1.2. 

As part of the Preferred Alternative, an HCP has been developed that specifies what steps the Applicant 
will take to avoid, minimize, and mitigate impacts to the 11 covered species in the requested permit.  
Because of the logistics of this particular permit request (large Permit Area, precise actions covered, 
unknowns associated with future need-based projects), the evaluation of this HCP is unique and cannot be 
easily compared with recent HCPs in Texas.  However, mitigation agreed upon by the Applicant and 
described in the Oncor HCP is comparable to mitigation in those other recent HCPs. 

1.1.1 Project History 

In June 2001, the Applicant met with Service representatives in Austin to discuss streamlining the ESA 
permitting process for activities within their Service Area.  Due to the size of the Applicant’s Service 
Area, the Service determined that the best way to authorize future projects with the potential for 
incidental take would be to obtain an ESA section 10(a)(1)(B) incidental take permit for the entire Service 
Area.  At this time, the Service advised the Applicant to proceed with preparing an Environmental 
Assessment (EA) to meet NEPA requirements because impacts that result from linear projects were 
considered minor in nature and not significant; therefore, an EIS would not be necessary. 

A Preliminary Draft EA/HCP was submitted to the Service in September 2003.  The Service submitted 
their comments in May 2004.  Comments were addressed and the revised document was submitted to the 
Service in November 2005.  Another round of comments was received from the Service in April 2006, 
those comments were addressed, and the revised document submitted to the Service in December 2006.  
In April and May 2007, additional comments were received from the Service, including a decision made 
by the Service’s Regional Office and supported by the Washington D.C. office that the project could not 
proceed with an EA and that an EIS would be necessary.  In the last quarter of 2007, the Applicant made 
the decision not to pursue the project and efforts associated with preparing the EIS/HCP were halted.  
Approximately 1 year later, on October 8, 2008, the Applicant met with Service representatives in their 
Austin office to discuss reinitiating the ESA incidental take permitting process and resurrecting the 
EIS/HCP.  Following their discussion, the Applicant initiated efforts to update and revise the NEPA 
document and began the NEPA process for an EIS.  A draft EIS/HCP was submitted to the Service in 
December 2009.  Comments on the draft EIS/HCP were received from the Service in April 2010.  One of 
the comments was to prepare separate EIS and HCP documents rather than a combined EIS/HCP.  The 
document was divided into two separate documents (an EIS and an HCP), and additional comments were 
addressed.  The revised documents were submitted to the Service in November 2010, and the revised 
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document submitted to the Service in March 2011.  Comments on the EIS were received in February 
2011.  Comments from the Service’s Regional Office were received in June 2011.   

The draft EIS (DEIS) was submitted to the Service and made available to the public in July 2011.  During 
August, September, and October 2011, Oncor and Atkins, formerly PBS&J coordinated with the Service 
(both the Austin field office and the Regional Office in Albuquerque) to discuss the Service’s comments 
on the draft EIS.  Coordination occurred via email, teleconference, and in person at the Austin field 
office.  Comments received on the DEIS were also reviewed and incorporated into the revised document 
(see Appendix C).  The DEIS was revised and the resulting preliminary final EIS (PFEIS) was submitted 
to the Service in November 2011. 

1.2 PURPOSE AND NEED 

This EIS has been prepared to support an application by Oncor for an incidental take permit from the 
Service.  The associated HCP will specify what steps the Applicant will take to avoid, minimize, and 
mitigate the potential impacts to the 11 covered species, thereby contributing to the species’ long-term 
survival.  Under provisions in the HCP and requested permit, the Applicant will establish and implement 
long-term protection of federally listed endangered and threatened species and their habitat within the 
proposed Permit Area, while continuing to build and/or operate various facilities (e.g., transmission and 
distribution of electricity) and to perform subsequent facility integrity maintenance as well as emergency 
response work.  In addition, this EIS evaluates the environmental impacts of the No-Action Alternative, 
Alternative 1: Project-based Coordination, and Alternative 2: HCP. 

The purpose of the proposed incidental take permit is to provide a means by which the Applicant can 
streamline the ESA compliance process for projects with the potential to impact protected species.  
Expediting the process would allow Oncor to meet the energy needs within its Service Area, while 
allowing for ensured compliance with the ESA.   

The Applicant’s need for the requested incidental take permit occurs when likelihood exists that 
endangered and threatened species could be affected by a maintenance or construction project.  During 
such occurrences, project schedules and budgets are often impacted by lengthy field surveys, compliance 
coordination, and identification of appropriate mitigation.  In coordination with the Service, it was 
determined that a permit allowing incidental take, granted in conjunction with this EIS and the HCP, 
would help the Applicant continue to provide safe and reliable electricity while maintaining the efficiency 
of its projects and operations as well as compliance with the ESA.  The implementing regulations for 
section 10(a)(1)(B) of the ESA, as provided by 50 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 17.22, specify the 
criteria by which a permit allowing the incidental take of listed species pursuant to otherwise lawful 
activities may be obtained. 
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1.3 REGULATORY FRAMEWORK 

1.3.1 Endangered Species Act 

The ESA was passed by Congress in 1973.  The purpose of the ESA is to protect and provide for the 
recovery of imperiled species and the ecosystems upon which they depend.  The ESA is administered by 
the Service and the Commerce Department’s National Marine Fisheries Service.  Terrestrial and 
freshwater organisms are the primary responsibility of the Service, while marine wildlife such as whales 
and anadromous fish such as salmon are the responsibility of National Marine Fisheries Service. 

Section 9 of the ESA prohibits the “take” of federally listed species of fish or wildlife unless authorized 
under the provisions of section 7 or section 10(a) of the ESA (16 United States Code [USC] §1538(a)).  
Take, as defined by the ESA, means “to harass, harm, pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap, capture, or 
collect, or attempt to engage in any such conduct.”  Harass is defined as “an intentional or negligent act or 
omission which creates the likelihood of injury to wildlife by annoying it to such an extent as to 
significantly disrupt normal behavioral patterns which include, but are not limited to breeding, feeding, or 
sheltering.”  Harm is defined as “an act which actually kills or injures wildlife” and “may include 
significant habitat modification or degradation where it actually kills or injures wildlife by significantly 
impairing essential behavioral patterns, including breeding, feeding, or sheltering” (50 CFR §17.3).  
Incidental take is defined as take that is “incidental to, and not the purpose of, the carrying out of an 
otherwise lawful activity.”  A section 10(a)(1)(B) permit would authorize the incidental taking of fish or 
wildlife otherwise prohibited by section 9. 

Take of listed plant species is not defined in the ESA, although the ESA does identify several 
prohibitions.  However, because Covered Species in this EIS include both plants and animals, throughout 
the document we use the term “incidental take” when discussing impacts to covered plants, as well as, 
actual incidental take of covered animals.  Although section 9 of the ESA does not prohibit incidental take 
of federally listed plant species except under very specific conditions, the section 7(a)(2) prohibition 
against jeopardy does apply to plants.  Since a section 10(a) permit is a Federal action, it is subject to the 
provisions under section 7(a)(2).  Thus, plant species are included in this EIS/HCP. 

If it is not feasible or practicable for a nonfederal entity to carry out an otherwise lawful land use activity 
so as to avoid take of, or impacts to, a listed species, section 10(a)(1)(B) of the ESA (16 USC 
§1539(a)(1)(B)), authorizes the Service to issue an incidental take permit for nonfederal projects or 
activities that are not funded, authorized, or carried out by a Federal agency.  The purpose of this 
incidental take permit is to authorize incidental take of, or impacts to, a listed species, not to authorize the 
activities that result in take.  The permit also provides the Applicant long-term assurances that its actions 
will be in compliance with the ESA and allows for impacts to the covered species, provided certain 
conditions are satisfied.  One of these conditions is the preparation of a conservation plan (ESA 
§(10)(a)(2)(A)).  An HCP is the planning document required as part of the application for an incidental 
take permit that describes the anticipated effects of the proposed taking; how those impacts will be 
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avoided, minimized, or mitigated; and how the HCP is to be funded.  HCPs can apply to both listed and 
nonlisted species, including those that are candidates or have been proposed for listing.  The purpose of 
the HCP process associated with the permit is to ensure there is adequate minimization and mitigation of 
the effects of the authorized incidental take.  Ultimately, the HCP provides for partnerships with 
nonfederal parties to conserve the ecosystems upon which listed species depend.   

Section 7(a)(2) of the ESA requires all Federal agencies, in consultation with the Service, to ensure that 
any action “authorized, funded, or carried out” by that agency is “not likely to jeopardize the continued 
existence of any endangered or threatened species or result in the destruction or adverse modification” of 
critical habitat.  Thus, a section 7 consultation occurs when an action proposed by another Federal agency 
could result in incidental take of, or impacts to, a species protected under the ESA.  The results of the 
section 7 consultation are documented in a Biological Opinion prepared by the Service, including the 
conclusions regarding the likelihood of the proposed action to jeopardize the continued existence of, or 
result in destruction or adverse modification of designated critical habitat, for any listed species.  The 
Service’s issuance of an incidental take permit is an action subject to the provisions of section 7 of the 
ESA.  Therefore, to determine whether issuance of the proposed incidental take permit will jeopardize the 
continued existence of the listed species to be taken or result in the adverse modification of those species’ 
critical habitats, the Service must conduct an intra-Service section 7 consultation.  Prior to the issuance of 
the incidental take permit, the consultation must be concluded. 

1.3.2 National Environmental Policy Act 

Issuance of a section 10(a)(1)(B) incidental take permit is considered a major Federal action and is, 
therefore, subject to NEPA (42 USC 4321 et seq.).  The primary purpose of a NEPA document is public 
disclosure and to serve as a decision-making tool to ensure that the policies and goals defined in NEPA 
are incorporated into the ongoing programs and actions of the Federal government.  A NEPA document 
provides full and fair discussion of potential project-related environmental impacts to the ecological and 
human environment.  In addition, it will inform decision makers and the public of the reasonable and 
feasible alternatives that were considered in an effort to avoid or minimize adverse impacts, or enhance 
the quality of the human environment.  It will be used by Federal officials in conjunction with other 
relevant material to plan actions and make decisions.  The Service has determined that the proposed 
issuance of an incidental take permit to Oncor should include preparation of an EIS to meet NEPA 
requirements. 

The Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) was established by NEPA to formulate and recommend 
national policies that ensure the programs of the Federal government promote improvement of the quality 
of the environment.  In doing so, the CEQ established regulations (40 CFR 1500–1508) to assist Federal 
agencies in implementing NEPA.  These CEQ regulations will be used in conjunction with applicable 
Department of Interior and Service NEPA guidance documents to ensure that the environmental impacts 
of the proposed action are fully considered. 
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1.3.3 The Public Utility Commission of Texas 

The Public Utility Commission (PUC) of Texas regulates the construction of electric transmission lines in 
the State of Texas under Texas Administrative Code, Title 16, Part II, Chapter 25, which establishes 
substantive rule requirements for electric service providers.  Specifically, transmission line routing must 
be conducted in accordance with PUC §25.101, and factors outlined in the Public Utility Regulatory Act, 
which indicate that electric lines should be routed to the extent reasonable to moderate the impact on the 
affected community and landowners unless grid reliability and security dictate otherwise.  Specific 
routing factors considered under the PUC Substantive Rules, Public Utility Regulatory Act §37.056(c), 
and the PUC’s interpretation of those statutory provisions and rules are: 

• whether the routes utilize existing compatible rights-of-way, including the use of vacant positions 
on existing multiple-circuit transmission lines; 

• whether the routes parallel existing compatible rights-of-way; 

• whether the routes parallel property lines or other natural or cultural features; 

• whether the routes conform with the policy of prudent avoidance; 

• the presence of habitable structures in proximity to the line; 

• the engineering constraints on constructing the line; and 

• the cost to construct the line. 

A utility wishing to build a transmission line must apply to the PUC for a certificate of convenience and 
necessity.  Typically, the utility prepares an environmental assessment and routing analysis.  This 
document provides a description of the project (scope of the project, purpose and need, proposed design 
and construction, and maintenance activities); existing environment (physiography, geology, soils, 
mineral and energy resources, water resources, vegetation, fish and wildlife, threatened and endangered 
species, socioeconomics, land use, transportation facilities, parks and recreation areas, aviation, 
agriculture, aesthetics, and cultural resources); environmental and land use constraints; development and 
evaluation of alternative routes; environmental impact; and selection of the route that best satisfies PUC 
environmental criteria specified in Section 37.056(c)(4) of the Texas Utilities Code. 

The utility develops a preliminary route network between two end points.  Community values, existing 
and proposed land use, and areas of environmental concern, including endangered species habitat, are 
taken into consideration during route development.  These routes are presented to the public at open-
house meetings to garner public input, after which numerous end-to-end primary routes are selected for an 
indepth environmental and cost analysis.  The environmental analysis is based upon data collected for 
approximately 40 separate environmental criteria.  The utility selects the route that best satisfies PUC 
environmental criteria and presents this and numerous alternate routes, as well as supporting documents, 
in its application package, to PUC staff who analyze the data and recommend a route.  A public hearing is 
held, presided over by three PUC commissioners.  The public provide input on the utility’s and staff’s 
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routes, as well as on other suggested routes.  The three commissioners make the final decision on the 
route to be built.  

This route may not be, and usually is not, the route selected by the utility in its application package.  Once 
the final route is chosen by the commissioners, the utility must construct the line along that route, with, 
under a highly restrictive set of guidelines, only minor deviations. 

1.4 PUBLIC AND AGENCY INVOLVEMENT 

1.4.1 Scoping Process 

The “scoping” process is a crucial step in the early stages of planning a NEPA document.  The purpose of 
the scoping process is to determine the range of actions, alternatives, and impacts to be considered in an 
EIS and to assist in identifying significant issues related to the proposed action (40 CFR 1501.7 and 
1508.25).  Scoping is a public participation process that begins when the lead agency publishes a Notice 
of Intent to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register. 

Formal scoping for the proposed Oncor EIS/HCP began following publication of the Notice of Intent in 
the Federal Register and the Service’s news release on September 22, 2009.  Nine public scoping 
meetings were held at various locations throughout the Applicant’s Service Area.  These meetings were 
advertised on a website that was linked to the Service website and news release, and through newspaper 
advertisements in various local and regional newspapers (copies of the notices and advertisements can be 
found in Appendix A-1).  Meetings were held over a 3-week period in the cities of Wichita Falls, Paris, 
Arlington, Brownwood, Sweetwater, Midland, Pecos, Tyler, and Waco, Texas, from 6:30 P.M. to 8:30 
P.M.  Details regarding the dates and location of each meeting and the associated advertising efforts can 
be found in Table 1-2. 

All meetings were staffed by representatives from Atkins, Oncor, and the Service.  At the meetings, there 
were materials available to attendees to explain the proposed project and to give attendees opportunities 
to comment on the proposed project.  Display boards were exhibited offering a more detailed explanation 
of different aspects of the proposed project (handouts and display boards are presented in Appendix A-2).  
Also present at each meeting was a court reporter to record verbal comments, and an interpreter to 
facilitate any Spanish-speaking attendees. 

Over the course of the nine meetings, 13 members of the public attended.  None of the attendees chose to 
make a verbal comment or complete a written comment form.  However, discussions with attendees from 
Texas Parks and Wildlife Department and the Service led to the consideration of the inclusion of the 
whooping crane on the list of species evaluated for the project, and the reevaluation of cumulative 
impacts. 

The comment period, as noted in the Federal Register and in the Service’s news release, ended 
December 1, 2009.  No comments were received. 
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Table 1-2.  Scoping Meeting Details 

Date Location Venue Newspapers and Dates Advertised 
Week One 
Tuesday, October 13, 
2009 

Wichita Falls, 
TX 

Howard Johnson Plaza 
Hotel 
401 Broad Street 

-Wichita Falls Times Record News – 
10/4 and 10/7 
-Fort Worth Star Telegram – 10/4 and 
10/7 
-Dallas Morning News – 10/4 
-Paris News – 10/7 and 10/11 

Wednesday, October 
14, 2009 

Paris, TX Love Civic Center, South 
Hall 
2025 South Collegiate Drive 

Thursday, October 15, 
2009 

Arlington, TX La Quinta Inn & Suites 
Ballroom 
825 North Watson Road 

Week Two 
Monday, October 19, 
2009 

Brownwood, 
TX 

Depot Civic and Cultural 
Center 
600 East Depot Street 

-Sweetwater Reporter – 10/11 and 
10/14 
-Abilene Reporter News – 10/11 and 
10/14 
-Brownwood Bulletin – 10/11 and 
10/14 
-Pecos Enterprise – 10/11 and 10/13 
-Midland Reporter-Telegram – 10/11 
and 10/14 
-Brownfield News – 10/11 and 10/14 
-Lubbock Avalanche Journal – 10/11 
and 10/14 
-San Angelo Standard Times – 10/11 
and 10/14 
-Austin American-Statesman – 10/11 
and 10/14 

Tuesday, October 20, 
2009 

Sweetwater, 
TX 

Nolan County Coliseum 
Annex 
1699 Cypress Street 

Wednesday, October 
21, 2009 

Midland, TX Lee High School Cafeteria 
3500 Neely Avenue 

Thursday, October 22, 
2009 

Pecos, TX Pecos High School 
Cafeteria 
1201 South Park Street 

Week Three 
Monday, October 26, 
2009 

Tyler, TX Ramada Hotel and 
Conference Center 
3310 Troup Highway 

-Waco Tribune Herald – 10/18 and 
10/21 
-Tyler Morning Telegraph – 10/18 and 
10/21 
-Austin American-Statesman – 10/18 
and 10/21 
-Bastrop Advertiser – 10/17 and 10/22 
-Lufkin Daily News – 10/18 and 10/21 
-Palestine Herald Press – 10/18 and 
10/21 

Tuesday, October 27, 
2009 

Waco, TX Bellmead Civic Center 
3900 Parrish Street 

1.4.2 Public Review of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

Following publication of the Notice of Availability in the Federal Register on July 15, 2011 (76 Federal 
Register 41808–41810), and the Service’s news release, the Draft EIS and HCP were available for agency 
and public review and comment.  A public hearing, with invitation to comment, was held on the afternoon 
of August 23 in Grand Prairie, Texas, August 24 in Sweetwater, Texas, and August 25 in Waco, Texas 
(Table 1-3) (appendices A-3 and A-4).  All public hearings were staffed with representatives from Atkins, 
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Oncor, and the Service, and a transcriber and Spanish interpreter were present.  Opportunity was provided 
for interested parties to request additional hearings.  No requests were received.  At the close of the 90-
day comment period, agency and public comments were compiled, reviewed, addressed, and incorporated 
into the Preliminary Final EIS and HCP, as appropriate (see Appendix C).  Responses to comments on the 
Final EIS will be included in the Record of Decision, which will be noticed in the Federal Register and 
the Service’s news release, completing the NEPA process. 

Table 1-3.  Public Hearing Details 

Date Location Venue Newspapers and Dates Advertised 

Tuesday, August 
23, 2011 

Grand Prairie, 
TX 

Ruthe Jackson Center 
3113 S. Carrier Pkwy. 

-Wichita Falls Times Record News – 
8/10 and 8/21 
-Fort Worth Star Telegram – 8/10 and 
8/21 
-Dallas Morning News – 8/10 and 8/21 
-Paris News – 8/10 and 8/21 

Wednesday, 
August 24, 2011 

Sweetwater, 
TX 

Texas State Technical 
College 
Center Seminar Room 
300 Homer K. Taylor Drive 

-Sweetwater Reporter – 8/10 and 8/21 
-Abilene Reporter News – 8/10 and 
8/21 
-Brownwood Bulletin – 8/10 and 8/21 
-Pecos Enterprise – 8/9 and 8/19 
-Brownfield News – 8/10 and 8/21 
-San Angelo Standard Times – 8/10 
and 8/21 
-Austin American-Statesman – 8/10 and 
8/21 

Thursday, 
August 25, 2011 Waco, TX 

Bellmead Civic Center 
Senior Room 
3900 Parrish 

-Waco Tribune Herald – 8/10 and 8/24 
-Tyler Morning Telegraph – 8/10 and 
8/21 
-Austin American-Statesman – 8/10 and 
8/21 
-Bastrop Advertiser – 8/11 and 8/20 
-Palestine Herald Press – 8/10 and 8/20 

 

1.4.3 Agency Coordination 

Personnel from Oncor and PBS&J met with the Service at the Service office in Austin, Texas, on June 6, 
2001, to discuss an ESA section 10(a)(1)(B) programmatic permit to allow for incidental take of, or 
impacts to, endangered/threatened species occurring in Oncor’s proposed Permit Area. 

A preliminary draft EA/HCP dated September 2003 was submitted to the Service.  Personnel from Oncor 
and PBS&J met again with the Service at the Service office in Austin in May 2004 to discuss the 
EA/HCP.  The Service provided written comments on the first draft in a letter dated May 25, 2004, and 
the document was revised.  The revised EA/HCP was submitted to the Service in November 2005.  The 
Service provided comments on the November 2005 draft via email on April 17, 2006.  The third draft of 
the EA/HCP was submitted to the Service December 2006.  In spring of 2007, additional comments were 
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received from the Service.  The comments included a decision made by the Service’s Washington D.C. 
office that the project could not proceed with an EA and that an EIS would be necessary.  In the last 
quarter of 2007, the Applicant made the decision not to pursue the ESA incidental take permit and efforts 
associated with preparing the associated documents were halted.  Approximately 1 year later, in October 
2008, the Applicant met with Service representatives in their Austin office to discuss reinitiating the ESA 
incidental take permit process.  Following their discussion, the Applicant initiated efforts to update and 
revise the NEPA document and began the NEPA process for an EIS. 

On May 20, 2009, personnel from Oncor and PBS&J met with the Service at the Service office in Austin, 
Texas, to discuss options for moving forward with the incidental take permitting process and development 
of the EIS/HCP.  A letter dated June 1, 2009, was submitted to the Service by the Applicant to announce 
their intent to move forward with the EIS/HCP process to apply for an incidental take permit.  The letter 
provided information regarding the proposed covered activities, species, and counties included in the 
EIS/HCP, and a proposed timeline for major milestones throughout the permitting process. 

A draft EIS/HCP was submitted to the Service in December 2009.  Comments on the draft EIS/HCP were 
received from the Service in April 2010.  One of the comments was to prepare separate EIS and HCP 
documents rather than a combined EIS/HCP.  The EIS was assigned to a new consultant solely responsive 
to the Service.  

Throughout preparation of the HCP and EIS, including during the scoping period, Oncor, PBS&J, and the 
Service coordinated with one another regarding details of the proposed alternative and the process.  
Coordination occurred via email, teleconference, and in person at the Service’s Austin field office 
(March, September, and October 2010).  Additionally, species leads at the Service were contacted 
regarding determination of impacts, avoidance measures, mitigation options, and defining the No-Action 
Alternative. 

Because of the timeline associated with this effort, no formal coordination occurred with State and 
Federal regulatory agencies regarding the HCP and requested incidental take permit.  Due to the nature of 
this particular project, there is not a known impact area other than regular maintenance activities that 
occur within existing rights-of-way, which have already been permitted through appropriate channels.  
Therefore, there was no particular issue associated with this effort that required concurrence from another 
regulatory authority.  The exception is Texas Parks and Wildlife Department.  Representatives from 
Texas Parks and Wildlife Department attended a scoping meeting in 2010 in Waco, Texas.  At the 
meeting, staff from the Service, Oncor, and the third-party consultant discussed cumulative effects, 
whooping crane, and various other covered species.  The subject matter of these discussions was taken 
into consideration during development of this EIS, resulting in inclusion of the whooping crane as a 
covered species in the HCP.  

Formal coordination with State and Federal agencies was initiated with submittal of the DEIS for review.  
Publication of the Notice of Availability in the Federal Register (76 Federal Register 41808–41810, 
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July 15, 2011) initiated a 90-day comment period.  Comments were received from the Environmental 
Protection Agency, the Federal Aviation Administration, and the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department.  
Comments on the DEIS and HCP received from State and Federal agencies have been considered and 
responses either incorporated into the PFEIS or HCP, as appropriate (see Appendix C). 
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2.0 ALTERNATIVES 

2.1 DEVELOPMENT OF ALTERNATIVES 

Federal regulations require that all reasonable alternatives to the Applicant’s proposed action, including 
the No-Action Alternative, that meet the defined purpose and need for the project be examined (40 CFR 
1502.14).  Reasonable alternatives include those that are practical or feasible from a technical and 
economic perspective.  Although it does not meet Oncor’s purpose and need, analysis of the No-Action 
Alternative is necessary to provide a benchmark against which potential effects of the action alternatives 
can be measured. 

The development of action alternatives to meet the defined purpose and need for the project consisted of 
identification of five main components: counties covered, activities covered, species covered, mitigation 
options, and duration of the HCP and requested permit.  The process began by identifying which counties 
the Applicant would include in the HCP.  Following identification of the appropriate counties to include, 
the Applicant determined which activities would be covered in the HCP.  Once the counties and activities 
were identified, the Applicant had to determine which species would be included in the HCP for the 
incidental take permit.  After identifying the species to be covered in the HCP, the Applicant reviewed 
potential mitigation options for each species, taking into consideration the potential effects associated 
with each of the covered activities.  The final step in the development of alternatives was for the 
Applicant to determine an appropriate duration for the HCP and requested incidental take permit.  This 
alternatives development process is described in the following sections.  

2.1.1 Evaluation of Counties 

The purpose and need for the project, as defined in Section 1.2, is to obtain an incidental take permit from 
the Service so that the Applicant can maintain a timely and effective construction, operating, and 
maintenance schedule for its current and future electric transmission and distribution facility projects, 
while maintaining compliance with the ESA.  Thus, the Applicant first considered including every county 
that had an existing electric transmission or distribution facility within its Texas boundaries (i.e., their 
entire Service Area), which currently consists of 101 counties.  Using all counties within their Service 
Area, a review was conducted to identify existing or proposed conservation plans that would cover 
activities within specific regions or counties.  Additional information for major conservation plans 
identified in the review is provided below. 

The Balcones Canyonlands Conservation Plan covers the golden-cheeked warbler, black-capped vireo, 
Barton Springs salamander (Eurycea sosorum), and six karst invertebrate species in Travis County.  This 
plan is managed by the City of Austin and Travis County.  Should covered activities occur in this county, 
the Applicant has elected to comply with the habitat conservation measures and mitigation described in 
the plan.  Thus, Travis County was removed from the list of counties to be covered by the proposed 
incidental take permit. 
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During early stages of the proposed effort, the Williamson County Regional HCP (RHCP) was still in 
draft form.  However, the Applicant was informed by the Service that the RHCP would cover the Bone 
Cave harvestman (Texella reyesi), the Coffin Cave mold beetle (Batrisodes texanus), the golden-cheeked 
warbler, and the black-capped vireo.  In August of 2008, the EIS/Regional HCP for Williamson County 
was finalized, and the permit was issued later in the year.  Should covered activities occur in this county, 
the Applicant has elected to comply with habitat conservation measures and mitigation described in the 
RHCP.  The Tooth Cave ground beetle (Rhadine persephone) is an endangered karst invertebrate 
occurring in both Williamson and Travis counties.  In Williamson County, this species is restricted to the 
Cedar Park area, which has little open space left for development.  The Williamson County RHCP does 
not anticipate the need for allowing take of this ground beetle and, thus, it was not included as a covered 
species under the Williamson County RHCP.  Since the Williamson County permit would not authorize 
take of the Tooth Cave ground beetle, any actions that would impact this species would need to be 
authorized separately by the Service.  The Applicant has decided to follow the same course of action as 
Williamson County.  Therefore, any covered activities undertaken by the Applicant that would impact the 
Tooth Cave ground beetle would need to be authorized separately by the Service.  As a result, Williamson 
County was removed from the list of counties to be covered by the proposed incidental take permit.  The 
Applicant will seek coverage for take of, or impacts to, any species in Williamson County through the 
Williamson County RHCP. 

Although several HCPs were identified in Bastrop County, none of them covered the entire county.  
Therefore, the Applicant elected to keep Bastrop County within the proposed Permit Area.  Various other 
HCPs were identified for protected species within the Service Area, but like Bastrop County, none of 
them were countywide (some were for specific activities such as subdivision development).  Therefore, 
the Applicant elected not to eliminate any other counties from the proposed Permit Area. 

In 2008, when the Applicant reinitiated the incidental take permitting process, they had become aware of 
the potential for construction of new electric transmission lines in Runnels County, a county not currently 
in their Service Area.  Although the routing analyses for these potential future lines had not been 
completed and the projects were not finalized or approved, the Applicant elected to include this county in 
the proposed Permit Area.  The primary reason for adding Runnels County was so that if the projects are 
approved, maintenance activities would be covered by the proposed incidental take permit.  Additionally, 
if this effort is completed prior to construction of these facilities, construction-related activities would be 
covered by the proposed permit. 

At the end of this evaluation process, the Applicant’s proposed Permit Area includes 100 counties (Figure 
1-1), consisting of 99 counties from their Service Area and 1 county potentially containing future 
transmission and distribution facilities.  The Applicant intends for the 100-county Permit Area to be 
included in the EIS and HCP.  Thus, species protected by the ESA that are present within the proposed 
Permit Area counties would be considered for inclusion in the proposed incidental take permit and HCP. 
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2.1.2 Evaluation of Activities Covered 

In order to evaluate potential take for each species that would be covered by the proposed incidental take 
permit, the Applicant had to identify possible impacts associated with maintenance and construction 
activities typically associated with their transmission and distribution facility projects.  The activities to 
be covered by the proposed incidental take permit were identified so that possible adverse effects to 
protected species or their habitat could be evaluated.  Activities that involved alteration of habitat, 
disturbance of soils, or use of potentially toxic materials are included because these activities are most 
likely to result in adverse impacts.  Additionally, the Applicant needed to ensure that, if approved, the 
proposed incidental take permit would cover activities associated with common general, maintenance, and 
construction actions.  Therefore, the Applicant considered all general activities associated with emergency 
response and restoration, stormwater discharges from construction sites, equipment access, and surveying, 
as well as typical activities associated with new construction and maintenance.  These are the types of 
activities common to maintaining and constructing their electric transmission and distribution facilities. 

The second step was to determine which types of facilities the Applicant wanted to include in the 
proposed permit.  Oncor determined that it was appropriate to include all of their electric transmission, 
distribution, and support facilities.  This includes overhead and underground transmission and distribution 
lines and support facilities.  Support facilities are defined as substations and switching stations. 

Typical activities for all of the Applicant’s electric transmission, distribution, and support facilities 
include the following: 

• Emergency response and restoration – Typically weather related to address storm damage to 
existing facilities. 

• Stormwater discharges from construction sites – Stormwater discharges from maintenance and 
construction activities. 

• Equipment access – Typically involves driving equipment within rights-of-way.  However, 
clearing, grading, or placement of material above-grade, such as the installation of temporary 
culverts and fill at creek crossings may be necessary.  Staging areas for equipment either occur 
within the rights-of-way or are rented spaces typically used for such practices.  Culverts and fill 
may also require U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) permits.  

• Surveying – Includes rights-of-way centerline and support facility surveys prior to construction.  
Typically involves hand clearing of vegetation and placement of stakes along site boundaries. 

Activities associated with maintenance of facilities include the following: 

• Vegetation management – Includes maintaining rights-of-way via tree trimming/topping or 
removal and/or mowing and weed control around the perimeter of substations and switching 
stations. 
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• Expansion of existing support facilities – Typically occurs at substations and switching sites to 
facilitate load increases.  Involves installation of additional electrical equipment and may result in 
expansion of the substation site boundaries (clearing and placement of base material). 

• Line upgrade-reconductoring – Typically involves replacing old wires with new wires on 
existing transmission/distribution structures, which requires equipment access within the rights-
of-way. 

• Line upgrade-rebuilds – Typically involves removal of old transmission/distribution structures 
and replacement with new structures and new wire.  Includes rights-of-way vegetation clearing, 
excavating, and pouring structure foundations, assembling and setting support structures, 
installing hardware on support structures, installing new lines, and final cleanup. 

• Insulator replacement – Involves removal of existing insulators on transmission/ distribution 
line structures and new insulator installation.  Requires equipment access within the rights-of-
way. 

• Maintenance of underground electric transmission and distribution facilities – Typically 
includes replacement of electrical equipment, including wire or cable installed on the ground or 
subsurface.  Maintenance includes rights-of-way vegetation clearing and excavation to access 
electrical equipment. 

Activities associated with new construction include the following: 

• Construction of new overhead transmission and distribution lines – Typically includes rights-
of-way clearing, excavating, and pouring structure foundations, assembling and setting support 
structures, installing hardware on support structures, installing new lines, and final cleanup.  
Equipment staging areas occur within cleared rights-of-way or are rented spaces that are typically 
used as parking areas. 

• Installation of new underground electric transmission and distribution lines – Typically 
installed in metropolitan areas, residential subdivisions, airports, and commercial developments.  
Activities include removal of vegetation from rights-of-way, trenching and/or boring/directional 
drilling, installing pipe, installing cable/conductors, splicing cable, terminating cable, filling with 
dielectric fluid, installing cathodic protection, and energizing. 

• Construction of new support facilities – Involves vegetation clearing (if necessary), site 
grading, spreading, and compaction of base material, drilling of foundations, and installation of 
electrical equipment. 

• Upgrade facilities within existing rights-of-way – Typically involves installation of new wire 
on one side of existing double-circuit structures.  Activities include equipment access within 
rights-of-way and clearing rights-of-way on side where new wire is installed, if not already 
cleared. 

The Applicant intends that all of the above-described activities would be covered under the proposed 
incidental take permit.  Throughout this document, these activities are referred to as covered projects or 
covered activities.  Details regarding each of the covered activities are presented in Table 2-1.   



General Activities
Survey ROW centerline and support facility surveys prior to 

construction.  Activity may involve hand clearing of 
vegetation when necessary and placement of 
stakes along site boundaries.

NA NA NA

Foot traffic, four-wheelers, 1/2 ton pickup trucks, and  
machetes.

ROW:  2 to 3 miles per day
Fixed facilities (i.e., substations/switching stations):  1 
to  2 days

Ongoing Activity

Access Equipment access may involve driving equipment 
up and down ROW only.  However, clearing, 
grading or placement of material above grade such 
as the installation of temporary culverts and fill at 
creek crossings may be necessary and may require 
USACE permits.

Access roads will be the minimum width necessary 
(typically 20 feet) and kept at preconstruction contours 
except at creek crossings (20 feet wide x width of creek) 
where culverts and fill are necessary or construction site 
entrances (12 feet wide x 50 feet long) which require the 
spreading of gravel to prevent tracking of sediment onto 
roads. 

NA NA

Bulldozers and track loaders, hydroaxes, tractors w/ 
brush hogs, backhoes, chipper trucks and brush 
chippers, lift trucks, trucks of various sizes, dump 
trucks, and tractors.  

Creek Crossings:  3 hours to 1 day per crossing 
depending 
on width and depth of creek.
ROW Establishment (i.e., vegetation clearing):  1 mile 
every 2 days depending on type of vegetation to be 
cleared, width of ROW, terrain, etc. 
Construction Site Entrances:  one installed per day

Ongoing Activity

Emergency Response and Restoration 
(electric facility outage, etc.)

Activities associated with emergency response work 
are typically weather-related and address storm 
damage to transmission/distribution lines, as well as 
substations/switching stations.

Access and structure/pole replacement disturbances will 
be roughly the same as the dimensions for access 
above and new transmission line and distribution line 
construction below.

Same as dimensions below. Same as dimensions below.

Bulldozers, cranes, lift trucks, pickups, four-wheelers, 
wire carts, and tensioners.

Length of time to conduct emergency response work will 
be similar to the activities listed below; however, more 
equipment and crews will be on-site to address 
emergencies in order to reduce outage time, etc.  This will 
result in a decrease in the time it takes to conduct said 
activities  

Frequency is dependent on inclement weather.

Stormwater Discharges from Construction 
Sites

Stormwater discharges from maintenance and 
construction activities permitted by the Texas 
Commission on Environmental Quality.

NA NA NA NA

Varies depending on magnitude of storm event. Stormwater discharges may occur throughout 
active project construction until final stabilization 
has been reached.  Areas will be considered 
finally stabilized when a uniformly distributed 
perennial vegetative cover equal to 70% of the 
native background vegetative cover for the area 
has been established or equivalent measures 
have been employed   

New Construction Activities
New Overhead Transmission Line                        
Construction

Activities include clearing of ROW, excavating for 
and pouring structure foundations, assembling and 
setting support structures, installing hardware on 
support structures, installing new power lines, and 
final cleanup.

345-kV Line: Laydown space for lattice steel structure 
including structure footprint = 150 x 75 feet. 
Width of ROW to be cleared = 160 feet.
138-kV Line: Laydown space for single concrete/steel 
pole including pole footprint = 50 x 100 feet.
Width of ROW to be cleared = 70 to 100 feet.
Disturbances from access roads will be the minimum 
width necessary (typically 20 feet).

345-kV lattice steel structure:  120 feet.
138-kV single concrete/steel pole:  80 to 90 feet.                                                

345-kV lattice steel structure: Approx. 5 structures per mile 
with 
4 piers/3 ft diameter ea./15 feet deep.
138-kV single concrete/steel pole:  Approx. 10 poles per mile 
10 feet diameter/15 to 30 feet deep.                                 

Bulldozers, cranes, lift trucks, pickups, dump trucks, 
tractors, four-wheelers, wire carts, and tensioners.

345-kV/138-kV: 6 miles per month (i.e., structure 
assembly, pole/structure installation, and pulling wire). 

For the past 5 years, approximately 150 miles of 
new overhead transmission lines have been 
constructed annually.   For the next 5 years, it is 
projected that an average of about 85 miles of 
new transmission lines will be constructed 
annually.

New Overhead Distribution Line 
Construction

Activities include clearing of ROW, excavating for 
structure installations, assembling and setting 
support structures, installing hardware on support 
structures, installing new power lines, and final 
cleanup.

12/25-kV single concrete/wood poles:  Approx. 28 
square feet of disturbance per pole.  Width of ROW to 
be cleared = 12 feet. 
Disturbances from access roads will be the minimum 
width necessary (typically 20 feet)              

12/25-kV single concrete/wood poles:  30 to 100 feet. 12/25-kV single concrete/wood poles: Approx. 26 poles per 
mile, 14 inches to 3 feet diameter/5 to 13 feet deep.

Trucks of various sizes, rubber-tired hole diggers, 
pole cats with trailers, and bucket trucks.

12/25-kV: 1 mile every 5 days. Net average annual additions of overhead 
distribution lines are approximately 250 miles.

New Support Facility Construction Switching station and substation construction 
involving vegetation clearing (if necessary), site 
grading, spreading of base material (6 inches 
compacted to 4 inches), addition of 1.5 inches 
topping rock, drilling of foundations, and installation 
of electrical equipment.

Switching station footprint:  4 to 10 acres.
Substation footprint:  1 to 1.5 acres.  Disturbances 
from access roads will be the minimum width necessary 
(typically 20 feet).                                                                         

The tallest piece of equipment within support facilities is 
the deadend structure where transmission lines 
terminate. 
345-kV Deadend:  85 feet in height.
138-kV Deadend:  50 feet in height.

Same as transmission above

Bulldozers, cranes, lift trucks, pickup trucks, dump 
trucks, tractors, and motor graders.

Switching Station:  9 to 12 months.
Substation:  3 to 6 months.

For the past 5 years approximately 2 substations 
and less than 1 switching station have been 
constructed annually.  Over the next 5 years, 
about 4 substations and 1 switching station will be 
constructed annually.

Adding a Second Circuit on Existing Double-
Circuit Structures

Activities include installing new wire on the empty 
side of existing double-circuit structures.

The only potential disturbance for this activity is 
equipment access up and down ROW and clearing of 
ROW on the empty side of the double-circuit structure. 
In some instances, ROW is not maintained on the empty 
side of the structure and approx. half of the ROW will 
need to be cleared resulting in 80 feet for 345-kV lines 
and 35 to 50 ft for 138-kV lines

NA NA

Bulldozers, cranes, lift trucks, pickup trucks, trucks of 
various sizes, dump trucks, tractors, four-wheelers, 
wire carts, and tensioners.

6 to 8 miles per week. For the past 5 years approximately 18 miles of 
second circuits have been added to existing lines 
annually.  Over the next 5 years, an average of 42 
miles of added second circuits is projected.   

Underground Electric Installation Underground electric lines are typically installed in 
metropolitan areas within residential subdivisions, 
commercial developments and airports.  Activities 
include clearing of ROW, trenching and/or 
boring/directional drilling, pipe installation, pipe 
pressure testing, installation of cable/conductor, 
splicing of cable, terminating cable, filling with 
dielectric fluid, cathodic protection installation, and 
energizing

Underground Transmission:  Trench is approximately 
2.5 feet wide x 4 to 5 feet deep.
Width of ROW to be cleared is approx. 50 feet. 
Underground Distribution:  Trench is 4 inches to 1.5 
feet wide x 40 inches deep. 
Width of ROW to be cleared is approx. 2 feet.

NA NA

Backhoes, trucks, dump trucks, cranes, boring 
equipment, directional drilling equipment, and cable-
pulling wenches on rubber-tires or track.

Underground Transmission:  1 mile per month.
Underground Distribution:  10 miles per month.

Underground Transmission: Less than 2 miles 
of new underground electric lines are installed 
each year.
Underground Distribution:  Net average annual 
additions of underground distribution lines are 
1,000 miles.

1Excavation and area of disturbance can vary due to site-specific conditions such as weather (wet vs. dry conditions), soil type, terrain, and urban vs. rural locations.
*Please Note:  Staging areas are not included as potential disturbances.  Generally, equipment and supplies are stored within existing substation yards or an existing yard will be rented for the duration of the project.
2Height of structure dependent on clearances needed for traffic, terrain and/or waterbody crossings.
3Structure/pole depth is dependent on height of the structure/pole itself and soil conditions.  Depths given here are based on average soil conditions.  In addition, the number of poles/structures per mile is dependent on type of structure/pole used, soil conditions and terrain.
4Numerous factors are considered to determine when an entire overhead distribution circuit needs vegetation clearing or trimming such as safety concerns, inspections, outages, storm damage, circuit performance, and reliability.  Distribution feeder performance data (e.g., outage restoration data), reliability indices and visual information are gathered,
 monitored and analyzed on an ongoing basis to assess impact of vegetation and determine appropriate amount, location, and timing of vegetation management for each feeder.

Table 2-1. Covered Activities Within the Proposed Permit Area

Activity DescriptionConstruction/Maintenance Activities Excavation/Disturbance1 Length of Time to Conduct Activity Frequency of Activities4EquipmentHeight of New Electric Lines2 Area and Depth of Disturbance per pole/structure3
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Table 2-1. Covered Activities Within the Proposed Permit Area

Activity DescriptionConstruction/Maintenance Activities Excavation/Disturbance1 Length of Time to Conduct Activity Frequency of Activities4EquipmentHeight of New Electric Lines2 Area and Depth of Disturbance per pole/structure3

Maintenance Activities
Vegetation Management Activities include maintaining ROW via tree 

trimming/topping, tree removal and/or mowing 
throughout proposed permit area, as well as weed 
control around perimeter of substations and 
switching stations. Reseeding with native species.

In most instances vegetation management activities will 
be conducted without disturbance using appropriate 
specific herbicides such as low-volume basal and foliar 
applications and/or handclearing via methods such as 
chainsaws, trimming or mowing and mechanical 
aboveground clearing such as hydroaxing.  In some 
cases, bulldozers and/or backhoes are used to maintain 
ROW.

NA NA

Chainsaws, hydroaxes, specific herbicides such as 
low-volume basal or foliar applications, mowers, 
brown tree-cutters, bulldozers, and backhoes.

Length of time to conduct activity is dependent on length 
and width of ROW to be maintained, type of vegetation, 
terrain, 
etc.

Transmission: grass mowing is approximately 8 
times per year, ROW maintenance is on an 18-
month to 6-year cycle, substation and switching 
station weed-control cycle is on a  weekly to 
monthly basis.
Distribution:  Vegetation work is not performed on 
distribution feeders on a regularly scheduled basis 
because the company has determined that a 
specific cycle is not the most cost-effective 
method of vegetation management for its system.  
See also Footnote 4 below.

Existing Support Facility Expansion In order to address load increases, additional 
electrical equipment may have to be installed within 
substations and at switching sites and will result in 
an expansion of the substation site boundaries. 

Substation expansions are typically 60 x 60 feet.

NA NA

Bulldozers, cranes, lift trucks, pickup trucks, dump 
trucks, tractors, and motor graders.

Substation expansions @ 60 x 60 feet take approx. 1 to 3 
months to complete.

Approx. 5 substations throughout the proposed 
Permit Area are expanded each year.

 Line Upgrade-Reconductoring This activity involves replacing old conductor (wire) 
with new conductor on existing structures.  The 
voltage stays the same; however, there is more 
aluminum for an increase of current.

The only potential disturbance for this activity is 
equipment access up and down ROW. 

NA NA

Bulldozers, cranes, lift trucks, pickups, trucks of 
various sizes, dump trucks, tractors, four-wheelers, 
wire carts, and tensioners.

6 to 8 miles per week. For the past 5 years, approximately 70 miles of 
lines have been reconductored on an annual 
basis.  Over the next 5 years it is projected that an 
average of about 165 miles will be reconductored 
annually.  

Line Upgrade/Rebuilds Rebuilds of existing electric line involve removing 
old structures/poles and replacing with new 
conductor.

Excavation/disturbance is the same as new overhead 
transmission/distribution line construction above.

Height is the same as for distribution/transmission lines 
above. 

Area and depth are the same as for distribution/transmission 
lines above.

Bulldozers, cranes, lift trucks, pickups, trucks of 
various sizes, dump trucks, tractors, four-wheelers, 
wire carts, and tensioners.

6 miles per month. For the past 5 years, approximately 70 miles of 
lines have been rebuilt on an annual basis.  Over 
the next 5 years it is projected that an average of 
about 165 miles will be rebuilt annually.

Insulator Replacement Activity involves taking existing electric line out of 
service, removing old insulators (long cylindrical, 
nonconductive device made of porcelain that 
separates the energized conductor) from structures 
and installing new insulators, installation of safety 
grounds, and putting line back in service.

The only potential disturbance for this activity is 
equipment access up and down ROW. 

NA NA

Pickup trucks, lift trucks, and boom trucks. 345-kV Transmission Line:  1 day per insulator.
138-kV Transmission Line:  1/2 day per insulator.
Distribution:  1 insulator per 10 minutes energized and  3 
insulators per 10 minutes de-energized.                                                                                                                                                    

Insulator replacements are a very rare occurrence.  
Typically, insulators are designed to last 50 to 60 
years.  Replacements are due to degradation of 
the insulator over time, lightning strike, or wildlife 
damage.

Underground Electric Maintenance Typically includes replacement of electrical 
equipment including wire or cable installed on the 
ground or subsurface.

ROW vegetation clearing and excavation to access 
electrical equipment.

NA NA

Backhoes, shovels, pickup trucks, etc. Dependent on many factors including how many leaks 
and/or faults occur are on a particular line, where they are 
located (open land vs. underneath roads, etc.).

Transmission: Over the last 11 years only 9 leak 
repairs and/or fault locates took place on 
underground transmission lines.
Distribution: Systemwide approx. 150 buried 
cable fault locates occur per month

1Excavation and area of disturbance can vary due to site-specific conditions such as weather (wet vs. dry conditions), soil type, terrain, and urban vs. rural locations.
*Please Note:  Staging areas are not included as potential disturbances.  Generally, equipment and supplies are stored within existing substation yards or an existing yard will be rented for the duration of the project.
2Height of structure dependent on clearances needed for traffic, terrain and/or waterbody crossings.
3Structure/pole depth is dependent on height of the structure/pole itself and soil conditions.  Depths given here are based on average soil conditions.  In addition, the number of poles/structures per mile is dependent on type of structure/pole used, soil conditions and terrain.
4Numerous factors are considered to determine when an entire overhead distribution circuit needs vegetation clearing or trimming such as safety concerns, inspections, outages, storm damage, circuit performance, and reliability.  Distribution feeder performance data (e.g., outage restoration data), reliability indices and visual information are gathered,
 monitored and analyzed on an ongoing basis to assess impact of vegetation and determine appropriate amount, location, and timing of vegetation management for each feeder.
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Over the 30-year permit duration, industry technology and approaches related to the construction and 
maintenance of electric transmission and distribution facilities will inevitably change, albeit to an 
unknown degree.  Any new technology or approach will be evaluated by qualified biologists to determine 
additional potential impacts to the covered species beyond those incurred using present technology or 
approaches.  If it is determined that the new process will be potentially more impactive to the covered 
species than the current process then the Applicant will work with the Service to determine the 
appropriate action(s).  Otherwise, where no additional impacts or a reduction of impacts would occur, 
such process(es) will be included under the covered actions of the requested section 10(a)(1)(B) permit. 

2.1.3 Evaluation of Species Covered 

Two categories of federally protected species are addressed in this EIS: covered species and other species 
of special interest.  Covered species are those for which incidental take authorization is being sought, 
while no take authorization is being sought for the other species of special interest.  The following 
describes the process through which the Applicant identified species to be covered by the proposed 
incidental take permit and those that would not be covered. 

Although the Applicant recognizes the importance of candidate species, it is not practical to try to include 
all of these species that occur within the 100-county Permit Area in the proposed incidental take permit.  
Candidate species are those species for which enough information about their vulnerability and threat(s) is 
available to propose them for listing as endangered or threatened.  However, they are typically precluded 
from listing by higher priority listing activities.  Therefore, the Applicant elected to include only those 
species listed by the Service as threatened or endangered under the ESA.  However, candidate species that 
occur within the proposed Permit Area are considered in this EIS as other species of special interest and 
are addressed in sections 3.10.2 and 4.10.2. 

Criteria were defined by the Applicant to determine which species would be covered by the proposed 
permit.  Those criteria are as follows: 

• Species listed by the Service as either Threatened or Endangered; 

• Species identified by the Service as potentially occurring within the proposed Permit Area 
counties; 

• Species not considered extremely rare (located within isolated, specialized habitats or occurring 
in extremely small numbers, thus reducing the chance to encounter individuals or habitats) or 
extirpated within a Permit Area county; and 

• Species potentially affected by covered activities.  
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Based on evaluation using the above criteria, the Applicant has decided to include 11 covered species in 
this EIS and on its requested section 10(a)(1)(B) incidental take permit (Table 2-2).  As noted earlier, 
these 11 species are referred to as covered species and the proposed activities as covered projects or 
covered activities.  Species that were excluded from the requested permit are either not likely to be 
affected by covered projects or occur in portions of counties where the Applicant does not have facilities.  
These species are addressed in Section 3.10.2 as other species of special interest.  Reasons for not 
including these species in the requested section 10(a)(1)(B) permit are discussed in sections 3.10.2 and 
4.10.2. 

Other species of special interest include 12 federally listed species, 1 species proposed for Federal listing, 
as well as 19 candidate species that occur in the proposed Permit Area but did not meet other criteria for 
being included as covered species (see Table 2-2 and Table 2-3).  These include the federally endangered 
Texas prairie dawn-flower (Hymenoxys texana), Pecos assiminea snail (Assiminea pecos), Bee Creek 
Cave harvestman (Texella reddelli), Leon Springs pupfish (Cyprinodon bovinus), Comanche Springs 
pupfish (Cyprinodon elegans), Pecos gambusia (Gambusia nobilis), northern aplomado falcon (Falco 
femoralis septentrionalis), interior least tern (Sterna antillarum), and southwestern willow flycatcher 
(Empidonax traillii extimus); the federally threatened plant Geocarpon minimum, piping plover 
(Charadrius melodus), and Mexican spotted owl (Strix occidentalis lucida); the federally proposed 
endangered dunes sagebrush lizard (Sceloporus arenicolus); and 19 Federal candidate species (see Table 
2-3). 

Impacts to many of the species categorized as other species of special interest can be avoided through 
conservation measures (see Section 4.10.2).  Additionally, many of these species have limited distribution 
in the proposed Permit Area or are only transients within the proposed Permit Area and the likelihood of 
affecting these species during normal maintenance or construction activities is extremely low.  
Furthermore, conservation measures taken under the HCP for the covered species may collaterally benefit 
these other species of special interest.  Therefore, the Applicant is not currently seeking incidental take 
authorization for any of these other species of special interest, and take of, or impacts to, these species 
would not be authorized by issuance of the requested permit.  The Applicant is only requesting take or 
impact authorization for the 11 federally listed species included herein.  State-listed species are not 
included in this document and are not authorized for taking as a condition of this effort.  The issuance of 
the Incidental Take Permit (section 10(a)(1)(B) of the ESA) requires compliance with all other state and 
Federal laws not addressed in this document.  The Applicant will coordinate with the appropriate 
agencies, including Texas Parks and Wildlife Department, for each project that may involve state-listed 
species.  

2.1.4 Mitigation Options 

The fourth step in the process of developing proposed action alternatives was consideration of mitigation 
options.  Avoidance, minimization, and conservation measures will be implemented as described in 
Appendix B.  Mitigation would be necessary for unavoidable impacts resulting in incidental take.  If the  
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Table 2-2.  All Species Listed Under the ESA as Threatened or Endangered and that Occur  

Within the Proposed Permit Area with Display of Evaluation Criteria for Covered Species 

Common Name Scientific Name 

Criteria 

Included 
as 

Covered 
Species 

Federally 
Listed 
T/E 

Occurs 
in 

Permit 
Area 

Potential to 
Encounter 

Within 
Permit 
Area 

Potentially 
Affected 

by 
Covered 
Activities 

Potential 
for Take 

Cannot be 
Eliminated 
with BMPs 

Plants               
(No common name) Geocarpon minimum ✔ ✔    N 
Large-fruited sand verbena Abronia macrocarpa ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ Y 
Navasota ladies'-tresses Spiranthes parksii ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ Y 
Pecos sunflower Helianthus paradoxus ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ Y 
Texas poppy-mallow Callirhoe scabriuscula ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ Y 
Texas prairie dawn-flower Hymenoxys texana ✔ ✔    N 
Invertebrates         
Bee Creek Cave harvestman Texella reddelli ✔ ✔    N 
American burying beetle Nicrophorus americanus ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ Y 
Pecos assiminea snail Assiminea pecos ✔ ✔    N 
Amphibians/Reptiles         
Houston toad Bufo houstonensis ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ Y 
Fishes         
Comanche Springs pupfish Cyprinodon elegans ✔ ✔    N 
Leon Springs pupfish Cyprinodon bovinus ✔ ✔    N 
Pecos gambusia Gambusia nobilis ✔ ✔    N 

T = Listed under ESA as Threatened; E = Listed under ESA as Endangered; BMP = best management practices; Y = Yes; N = No. 
  



Table 2-2 (Cont’d) 
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Common Name Scientific Name 

Criteria 

Included 
as 

Covered 
Species 

Federally 
Listed 
T/E 

Occurs 
in 

Permit 
Area 

Potential to 
Encounter 

Within 
Permit 
Area 

Potentially 
Affected 

by 
Covered 
Activities 

Potential 
for Take 

Cannot be 
Eliminated 
with BMPs 

Birds         
Black-capped Vireo Vireo atricapilla ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ Y 
Golden-cheeked warbler Dendroica chrysoparia ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ Y 
Interior least tern Sterna antillarum ✔ ✔    N 
Mexican spotted owl Strix occidentalis lucida ✔ ✔    N 
Northern aplomado falcon Falco femoralis 

septentrionalis 
✔ ✔    N 

Piping plover Charadrius melodus ✔ ✔    N 
Red-cockaded woodpecker Picoides borealis ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ Y 
Southwestern willow flycatcher Empidonax traillii extimus ✔ ✔    N 
Whooping crane Grus americana ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ Y 
Mammals         
Louisiana Black bear Ursus americanus luteolus ✔ ✔ ✔  ✔ Y 

T = Listed under ESA as Threatened; E = Listed under ESA as Endangered; BMP = best management practices; Y = Yes; N = No. 
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Table 2-3.  Other Species of Special Interest 

Common Name Scientific Name 
Counties of Occurrence Within  

Proposed Permit Area 

Federal 
Listing 
Status 

THREATENED OR ENDANGERED SPECIES     
Plants    
Texas prairie dawn-flower Hymenoxys texana Lamar, Trinity E 
(No common name) Geocarpon minimum Anderson  T 
Invertebrates    
Pecos assiminea snail Assiminea pecos Pecos, Reeves E 
Bee Creek Cave harvestman Texella reddelli Burnet E 
Fish    
Leon Springs pupfish Cyprinodon bovinus Pecos  E 
Comanche Springs pupfish Cyprinodon elegans Reeves E 
Pecos gambusia Gambusia nobilis Pecos, Reeves E 
Birds    
Northern aplomado falcon Falco femoralis septentrionalis Reeves E 
Interior least tern Sterna antillarum Bowie, Clay, Cooke, Dallas, Delta, Denton, Fannin, 

Freestone, Grayson, Hopkins, Kaufman, Lamar, Leon, 
Limestone, Milam, Montague, Rains, Red River, 
Tarrant, Throckmorton, Tom Green, Wichita, Wilbarger, 
Wood 

E 

Southwestern willow flycatcher Empidonax traillii extimus Culberson E 
Piping plover Charadrius melodus Dallas, Delta, Denton, Grayson, Throckmorton T 
Mexican spotted owl Strix occidentalis lucida Culberson T 
PROPOSED FOR LISTING    
Dunes sagebrush lizard Sceloporus arenicolus Andrews, Crane, Gaines, Ward, Winkler PE 
Plants    
Guadalupe fescue Festuca ligulata Culberson C 
Neches River rose-mallow Hibiscus dasycalyx Cherokee, Houston, Trinity C 
Texas golden gladecress Leavenworthia texana Nacogdoches C 

E – Endangered; T – Threatened; PE – Proposed for Listing as Endangered; C – Candidate for Federal listing. 
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Common Name Scientific Name 
Counties of Occurrence Within  

Proposed Permit Area 

Federal 
Listing 
Status 

CANDIDATE SPECIES       
Invertebrates    
Phantom Lake cave snail Cochliopa texana Reeves C 
Diamond Y Spring snail Pseudotryonia (=Tryonia) adamantina Pecos  C 
Phantom springsnail (=Tryonia) Tryonia cheatumi Reeves C 
Gonzales springsnail Tryonia circumstriata (=stocktonensis) Pecos  C 
Diminutive amphipod Gammarus hyalleloides Reeves C 
Texas fatmucket Lampsilis bracteata Coleman, Runnels, and Tom Green C 
Smooth pimpleback Quadrula houstonensis Bastrop, Bell, Bosque, Brown, Burnet, Coleman, 

Comanche, Coryell, Falls, Hill, Lampasas, Lee, Leon, 
Limestone, McLennan, Milam, Mills, Robertson, 
Runnels, Shackleford 

C 

Texas pimpleback Quadrula petrina Bastrop, Brown, Burnet, Coleman, Lampasas, Mills, 
Runnels, Sterling, Tom Green 

C 

Texas fawnsfoot Truncilla macrodon Bastrop, Bell, Bosque, Brown, Burnet, Coleman, 
Coryell, Erath, Falls, Haskell, Hill, Hood, Johnson, 
Jones, Lampasas, Lee, Limestone, McLennan, Milam, 
Mills, Palo Pinto, Parker, Robertson, Runnels, 
Shackleford, Somervell, Stevens, Throckmorton, Tom 
Green, Young 

C 

Fish    
Smalleye shiner Notropis buccula Baylor, Bell, Bosque, Fisher, Haskell, Hill, Kent, Palo 

Pinto, Throckmorton, Young 
C 

Sharpnose shiner Notropis oxyrhynchus Baylor, Bosque, Fisher, Haskell, Hill, Kent, Milam, Palo 
Pinto, Robertson, Somervell, Throckmorton, Young 

C 

Amphibians    
Salado salamander Eurycea chisholmensis Bell  C 
Reptiles    
Louisiana pinesnake Pituophis ruthveni Angelina, Cherokee, Nacogdoches, Wood C 
Birds    
Lesser prairie-chicken Tympanuchus pallidicinctus Andrews, Gaines, Terry C 
Yellow-billed cuckoo Coccyzus americanus Culberson C 
Sprague's Pipit Anthus spragueii Statewide1 C 
1The Service’s website (http://www.fws.gov/endangered/) currently lists this species as occurring statewide since it is still going through the review process.  This 
species is also not listed on the Service's Southwest Region website (http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/EndangeredSpecies/lists/), July 2011. 
E – Endangered; T – Threatened; PE – Proposed for Listing as Endangered; C – Candidate for Federal listing. 
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requested incidental take permit were not issued, the Applicant would continue to work with the Service 
to address potential impacts to protected species on a project-by-project basis (No-Action Alternative, see 
Section 2.2).   

The No-Action Alternative would ensure mitigation for unavoidable impacts through individual 
coordination with the Service, as needed; however, it does not allow for a comprehensive mitigation 
strategy or approach for potentially affected species because coordination for each project is considered 
individually with no predetermined options for mitigation, often resulting in a potentially reduced benefit 
to most species compared to a comprehensive approach.  The intent, therefore, is to develop a mitigation 
approach that allows the Applicant to expedite the ESA compliance process, while allowing for 
comprehensive consideration for each covered species.  Because potential impacts to covered species 
associated with the covered activities are primarily to habitat rather than individuals (with few 
exceptions), the most logical approach to determine mitigation is to compensate for habitat loss with 
protection of existing habitat, except for the whooping crane.  Inherently, this concept requires funding 
for land purchase and management.  Therefore, with one exception (whooping crane), the focus for 
mitigation options turned to land acquisition for preservation of habitat and monetary funding.  In each 
case, mitigation would be calculated as a credit/monetary amount based on acreage of habitat impacts, as 
described in the HCP.  The following options were considered: 

1. Purchase of preserve land 

2. Monetary compensation to a species-specific interest group 

3. Development of species-specific committees to allocate monetary compensation as 
appropriate 

4. Purchase of conservation credits from a Service-approved conservation bank 

The first option considered was for the Applicant to purchase a large land preserve based on estimated 
impacts (see Section 4.10.1 for a discussion of estimated acreage impacts for each covered species).  This 
alternative would require identification of appropriate habitat in large enough acreage to be beneficial for 
multiple covered species with a willing seller, as well as a large amount of funding up front.  Because the 
proposed incidental take permit would cover 11 species with a variety of habitat requirements, the 
possibility of finding property meeting all requirements is remote.  Therefore, the Applicant would need 
to identify a minimum of 11 preserve areas, each meeting habitat requirements for a particular covered 
species.  The likelihood of identifying large enough tracts with appropriate habitat and willing sellers is 
remote, but there is the possibility of purchasing areas adjacent to existing tracts of lands that are 
currently being maintained for specific species.  Examples include state forest or parks or large 
conservation areas owned by private or nonprofit entities.  The Applicant would coordinate directly with a 
conservation organization to identify potentially available and species-appropriate land.  After purchase, 
these lands would be turned over to the entity with the agreement that the land would be conserved and 
maintained in perpetuity in the interest of the specified species.  This option will only be utilized if a 
species-specific conservation bank is unavailable for credit purchase.  This mitigation option was carried 
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forward and is expanded upon in the HCP.  The second mitigation option considered was monetary 
compensation to a species-specific interest group based on actual impacts.  Under this scenario, each time 
a covered action resulted in unavoidable impacts to a covered species, the Applicant would determine a 
monetary amount based on acreage of habitat impacts to pay to an interest group specific to the covered 
species being potentially impacted.  However, an interest group could not be identified for each species.  
Additionally, it was determined that this scenario did not provide opportunity for a comprehensive 
mitigation approach.  For these reasons, this mitigation option was not given additional consideration. 

The third mitigation option considered was development of species-specific committees to determine the 
best use of funding based on the dollar amount for a particular action, species-specific needs, and current 
ongoing recovery efforts.  This approach would require that methodology be identified to determine an 
appropriate means to calculate compensatory funding for each species.  The use of species-specific 
committees allows for an organized, holistic approach to mitigation.  Each species-specific committee 
would include a representative of the Applicant, the Service, and at least one other Service-approved 
member, with the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department always having the option for representation.  By 
including individuals/entities specializing in a particular species, this approach ensures that the 
compensatory funding would be used appropriately and in the best interest of the species.  Allocation of 
compensatory funding would be at the discretion of the committee, with all decisions requiring Service 
approval.  The Applicant would be responsible for recording impacts and mitigation to each covered 
species and reporting the information to the Service on an annual basis to allow for consideration of 
cumulative effects to the species, both negative and beneficial.  This approach would identify a means to 
compensate for unavoidable impacts to each species, thus streamlining the compliance process; provide 
for a more comprehensive, knowledge-based mitigation approach for each species, thus potentially 
providing more benefit to each species; and allow flexibility for project-specific scenarios.  Therefore, 
this mitigation option was carried forward and further developed as part of the HCP. 

The fourth mitigation option considered was the purchase of conservation credits from a Service-
approved conservation bank.  Conservation banks function to offset adverse impacts to endangered, 
threatened, and candidate species, or for species-at-risk.  A conservation bank is a parcel of land 
containing natural resource values that are conserved and managed in perpetuity through a conservation 
easement.  The entity holding the conservation easement is responsible for enforcing the terms of the 
easement, usually for specified listed species.  The bank is managed and protected by the banker or 
designee for specific natural resource values, which are translated into quantified “credits.”  Natural 
resource credits within the bank can be secured by a project proponent to offset unavoidable impacts to 
those same values offsite.  Typically, the credit price includes funding for the long-term natural resource 
management and protection of those values.  Project proponents are, therefore, able to complete their 
conservation requirements through a one-time purchase of credits from the conservation bank.  This 
allows “one-stop-shopping” for the project proponent, providing conservation and management for listed 
species in one simplified transaction (Service 2003a).  The offset offered by conservation banks provides 
opportunity for Service staff to clearly and effectively balance the needs of all constituents.  The 
advantages to this option are as follows: 
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• Reduced cost and schedule impact through identification of preapproved conservation areas and 
“willing sellers,” increased flexibility, and simplified regulatory compliance process and 
paperwork; 

• Reduced uncertainty regarding the success of the compensatory mitigation offsetting project 
impacts through third-party implementation and Service approval;  

• Reduced use of resources and liability in regards to purchase and management of the mitigation 
site by the Applicant; and  

• Efficient use of agency resources in the review and compliance monitoring of mitigation through 
use of Service-approved conservation banks. 

Under this scenario the value of the unavoidable potential habitat would be determined in a manner 
consistent with the conservation bank proposed for use and the appropriate number of conservation 
credits would be purchased at an existing Service-approved conservation bank.  Although conservation 
banks do not exist for each of the 11 covered species, this option is valid for those that do, including the 
golden-cheeked warbler, black-capped vireo, and Houston toad.  Therefore, this mitigation option was 
carried forward and further developed as part of the HCP.  This is the preferred form of mitigation. 

Oncor has the financial capability to ensure proper planning, management, and completion of the 
mitigation proposal as described in this EIS and in the HCP.  Thus, the Applicant would fund the 
proposed avoidance, minimization, and conservation measures and habitat mitigation costs.  The 
Applicant would complete negotiations, finalize all necessary agreements, and provide the mitigation 
costs prior to any clearing or construction activities in identified known or potential habitat with assumed 
presence.  Regardless of which mitigation option is ultimately chosen, it will be in place before initiation 
of construction or maintenance activities that could potentially result in take. 

2.1.5 Evaluation of HCP/Permit Duration 

The final step in development of proposed action alternatives was consideration of the duration of the 
HCP and requested incidental take permit by the Applicant.  One of the primary benefits of the HCP and 
permit is a reduced level of effort for both the Service and the Applicant associated with the development 
of HCPs and correlated documents so that the Applicant can maintain compliance with the ESA.  In order 
for the benefits of the requested action to be realized, the duration of the requested permit must be long 
enough to make up for the increased level of coordination up front for the development of the HCP and 
EIS as part of the permit review process, and short enough that the level of uncertainty regarding the 
proposed action is not too high.  Additional factors considered include, but are not limited to the 
following: 

• Potential effects to listed species; 

• Potential effects that may result from premature expiration of the HCP or permit; 

• The length of time necessary to implement and achieve the benefits of the proposed conservation 
program; 
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• The extent to which the proposed program incorporates adaptive management; and 

• The nature and scope of proposed covered activities and the HCP. 

Over the past 10 years the Applicant has constructed approximately 320 miles of new electric 
transmission facilities within their Service Area, and approximately 1,200 miles were constructed over a 
20-year period.  Avoidance of potential habitat for federally protected species and minimization measures 
used to minimize impacts often resulted in no need for coordination with the Service for ESA compliance.  
As a result, over the past 10 years, the Applicant has worked through a formal process with the Service 
two times and sought technical assistance on numerous occasions.  Based on this information, it is 
reasonable to conclude that a short duration, such as 5 to 15 years would not be of long-enough duration 
to compensate for the up-front effort associated with the permit review process.  Thus, a duration of less 
than 20 years was not considered further.  

In contrast, an extremely lengthy duration, such as 65 to 75 years, results in a high level of uncertainty for 
several variables.  For example the status of species is likely to change significantly over a long duration, 
the current trends in demand for electric distribution could change significantly, standard practices for 
covered activities could change, and numerous other known and unknown variables change over a long 
duration, especially uncertainties created by climate change.  Eventually, the cumulative cost to the 
Applicant and the Service of addressing such uncertainties through mechanisms integrated in the HCP 
(i.e., adaptive management, changed circumstances, and permit amendment procedures) will introduce 
unacceptable inefficiencies and limit the effectiveness of the HCP.  Thus, a duration of greater than 
60 years was not considered further.  

The remaining duration, between 20 and 60 years, leaves a 40-year time period open for consideration.  
To avoid evaluation of an unreasonable number of alternatives (such as 5-year increments) and to avoid 
evaluation of extremes (20 and 60 years), the decision was made to evaluate two alternative durations for 
the HCP and requested incidental take permit: a 30-year permit term and a 50-year permit term. 

2.1.6 Evaluation of No Take 

The Service usually analyzes the Applicant’s alternatives against a no-action alternative where no permit 
is requested or issued.  However, Oncor is required by company policy and State law (PUC rules) to be in 
compliance with all local, State, and Federal laws.  Therefore, to satisfy the requirements they must 
operate under, a no-take scenario was analyzed, under which all activities undertaken by the Applicant 
would ultimately result in no take of, or impacts to, federally listed threatened or endangered species.  The 
following presents an evaluation of a no-take scenario. 

Under a no-take scenario, the Applicant would not receive an incidental take permit covering their 
otherwise lawful activities under the ESA.  The applicant would continue to perform those activities 
within the proposed Permit Area that would not, or would not be expected to, result in violation of the 
ESA (take of, or impacts to, a species federally listed as threatened or endangered).  However, it is likely 
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that some activities required to fulfill their obligations to provide utility services could not be performed 
without undesirable risk and possible violation of the ESA.  Therefore, not all needed and desired 
activities would be performed, resulting in an overall decrease in quality of utility service and increase in 
cost associated with service provided by the Applicant within the proposed Permit Area. 

To avoid all risk of take, the Applicant would not perform maintenance activities on existing lines within 
habitat for federally listed threatened or endangered species.  Eliminating maintenance of existing lines 
that cross habitat would result in eventual degradation of service to those users, ultimately resulting in 
decommissioning of the line.  Growth of vegetation within the rights-of-way can result in loss of service 
during inclement weather and eventually compromise the safety of the line.  This could result in reduced 
reliability of the electric transmission and distribution system affecting the quality of service provided to 
users, as well as potential impacts to public health and safety. 

To avoid impact during construction of new lines, the Applicant would be forced to route new lines to 
avoid areas containing habitat for federally listed threatened or endangered species or not provide service 
to certain areas.  Routing new lines to avoid all habitat would likely result in increased length of the line 
and increased cost, which would be passed on to the users.  Not constructing lines that are unable to be 
routed around habitat would result in a decreased level of service to those users.  Additionally, longer line 
lengths can reduce liability resulting in outages, and inability to serve new developments effectively could 
result in system overloads, contributing to potential for decreased reliability of the entire electrical grid 
system within the Applicant’s Service Area.   

It should be noted that it is not possible for the Applicant to avoid all take of whooping cranes.  Existing 
and new lines could be fitted with avoidance devices and additional conservation measures could be 
implemented to reduce but  not eliminate all risk of a line collision.  Therefore, a no-take scenario would 
not be valid and the Applicant would be at risk without incidental take authorization for whooping cranes. 

Because it is mandatory for the Applicant to provide service to all current and future users in its Service 
Area and because this cannot be accomplished without risk of take, the no-take scenario is not consistent 
with the Applicant’s mission to provide reliable, cost-effective electricity to its users and, thus, does not 
present a viable alternative.  Therefore, the no-take scenario was dropped from further consideration in 
this EIS.  

2.2 NO-ACTION ALTERNATIVE: PROJECT-BASED COORDINATION 

Under the No-Action Alternative, the Applicant would not apply for and the Service would not issue an 
incidental take permit covering all of their otherwise lawful activities under the ESA.   Because 
construction of new facilities and maintenance activities of existing facilities are vital in providing 
services to accommodate population growth, the Applicant would continue to conduct activities proposed 
to be covered under the permit. Thus, the No-Action Alternative describes the future conditions that can 
be expected if the Applicant were to continue to coordinate with the Service on an as-needed, project-
specific basis.  Through the normal construction, operation, and maintenance processes, the Applicant 
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would continue to avoid impacting protected species habitat and, where this would not be possible, to 
minimize the potential impacts.  Under this alternative, the Applicant would seek an individual section 
10(a)(1)(B) incidental take permit or coverage under a section 7 consultation in the case of a Federal 
nexus (authorized by a Federal agency [e.g., section 404 permit under the Clean Water Act]) on a project-
by-project basis over the next 30-year period if activities might result in incidental take of, or impacts to, 
a federally listed species within the proposed Permit Area.  Activities described in Section 2.1.2 would 
occur based on the need for maintenance of existing facilities and the need for construction of new 
facilities.  Not all activities, however, would result in the necessity of an incidental take permit or even 
coordination with the Service.  Thus, under this scenario, numerous individual section 10(a)(1)(B) permit 
applications would likely be required over the 30-year period.  This would be burdensome to both the 
Applicant and the Service, with time and effort being spent in obtaining/issuing numerous individual 
permits.  Delays in construction of projects could jeopardize the Applicant’s ability to provide efficient, 
safe, and reliable services to its customers, resulting in additional costs to consumers.  The project-by-
project approach regarding endangered/ threatened species issues under the No-Action Alternative would 
be more time-consuming, less efficient, and would result in isolated independent areas of mitigation.  
Such isolated mitigation would not be as productive or beneficial for the covered species as under the 
HCP alternative (Alternative 1, described below).  Furthermore, cumulative impacts on individual 
projects may be more difficult to evaluate compared to Alternative 1. 

2.3 ALTERNATIVE 1: HCP WITH 30-YEAR DURATION 

Alternative 1 is the issuance of a section 10(a)(1)(B) incidental take permit to authorize impacts to the 
covered species addressed in the HCP during the construction, operation, and/or maintenance of the 
Applicant’s electric transmission and distribution facilities within the proposed Permit Area for a 30-year 
period.  This alternative was selected and submitted by the Applicant as the preferred alternative because 
it would allow development, operation, and maintenance of their facilities, thus allowing the Applicant to 
continue to provide reliable and affordable services to consumers, while minimizing potential impacts to 
the covered species, providing conservation/mitigation measures for these species, and maintaining 
compliance with the ESA. 

Components of the electric system include transmission lines, substations, switching stations, and an 
electric distribution network.  Access roads, both temporary and permanent, would be associated with 
these facilities.  Mostly, overhead facilities are utilized in the transmission and distribution of electricity; 
however, some of these facilities are buried underground.  The overhead wires are supported by wood, 
steel, or concrete poles.  Substations connect the transmission lines to the distribution lines and function 
to reduce the electrical voltage to the distribution system. 

The covered activities authorized under the requested permit would include general activities associated 
with new construction, maintenance, and activities such as emergency response and restoration (e.g., 
electric facility outage), stormwater discharges from construction sites (which may also require Clean 
Water Act, Section 404 permits [33 USC 1344]), equipment access, and surveying.  New construction 
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activities would include construction of new overhead transmission and distribution lines and new support 
facilities such as substations and switching stations, addition of a second circuit on an existing double-
circuit structure, and installation of underground electric lines.  Typical maintenance activities would 
include vegetation management such as mowing and tree trimming/removal within rights-of-way, 
expansion of existing support facilities, line upgrade-reconductoring, line upgrade-rebuilds, insulator 
replacement, and maintenance of underground electric transmission and distribution facilities.  A 
summary of these activities is provided in Table 2-1.  These activities are required to provide adequate, 
reliable, and safe service to existing customers and to meet the demands of new growth. 

Construction of new facilities would occur as a result of increased demand for services due to population 
growth within the proposed Permit Area.  While the number of new facilities can be estimated based on 
historical data and anticipated growth, the exact locations of these facilities cannot be accurately 
determined at this time, since their need is market driven.  Similarly, it is not possible to accurately 
determine where or when repairs to existing or future facilities would occur.  It should be noted that under 
this alternative, the Applicant would continue to meet Electric Reliability Council of Texas (ERCOT) and 
PUC requirements for certification of facilities.  Thus, each new facility would undergo a routing and 
constraints analysis to determine potential effects associated with the new facility and to effectively avoid 
and minimize negative impacts through the routing process.  

An HCP has been developed as part of the Preferred Alternative.  This HCP specifies what steps the 
Applicant would take to avoid, minimize, and mitigate the potential impacts to the 11 covered species.  
The following subsections describe avoidance and minimization measures for each covered species and 
identify mitigation options for unavoidable impacts.  The general mitigation process is described in the 
following paragraphs.  

Despite best efforts to avoid and minimize impacts, some activities could lead to incidental take resulting 
from impacts to habitat utilized by a covered species.  Should a take occur, the preferred mitigation would 
be to purchase conservation credits from a Service-approved conservation bank.  In the event that take of, 
or impacts to, a covered species is unavoidable, and purchase of credits through a conservation bank is 
not an available option, the Applicant will implement a mitigation process, as described below for Option 
A or Option B, with Option A having a higher priority than Option B. 

Option A:  Direct Coordination with Conservation Organization 

The Applicant may coordinate directly with a conservation organization and the Service to discuss 
potential mitigation availability.  Priority would be given to purchase of conservation lands.  The third 
party will be responsible for managing land in perpetuity and as appropriate for the specified species, as 
approved by the Service; management costs will be included in the purchase agreement.  When a viable 
option has been identified it would be officially submitted to the Service for approval.  Upon Service 
approval, the appropriate amount of funding would then be transferred from the Applicant to the 
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conservation organization to implement mitigation.  Mitigation will be in place prior to occurrence of the 
take (i.e., construction through habitat). 

If purchase of land is not a viable mitigation option (i.e., mitigation funds are not sufficient for purchase 
of a reasonable amount of land to support the conservation of the species), additional options will be 
explored to determine the best use of the funds (e.g., enhancement of an existing management area that 
was not put in place as mitigation for previous impact).  Potential options for use of funding will be 
species specific and final determination must be approved by the Service.  Mitigation will be in place 
prior to occurrence of the take (i.e., construction through habitat). 

Option B:  Formation of Committee 

Should purchase of conservation credits from a Service-approved conservation bank or an arrangement as 
described in Option A not be available for mitigation of unavoidable impacts, the Applicant may 
implement services of a species-specific committee to determine appropriate mitigation.  In such cases, 
the following process would be followed: 

Step 1:  Formation of a species-specific committee to include representatives from the Applicant, the 
Service, and Texas Parks and Wildlife Department, as well as a private- or academic-based species 
specialist, if necessary.  The final committee must be approved by the Service. 

Step 2: The committee will first explore the use of funding for purchase of land through a third-party, 
with Service approval.  The third-party will be responsible for managing the land in perpetuity and as 
appropriate for the specified species, as approved by the Service.  In this case, with Service approval of 
the proposed land purchase, arrangements will be made for funding to be paid to a third-party for 
purchase of land to be placed in conservation easement held in perpetuity.  Management of conservation 
easement in perpetuity will be included in the purchase agreement.  Mitigation will be in place prior to 
occurrence of the take (i.e., construction through habitat).  

Step 3: If purchase of land is not a viable mitigation option (i.e., mitigation funds are not a sufficient for 
purchase of a reasonable amount of land to support the conservation of the species), the Service-approved 
committee referenced above will determine the best use of the funds (e.g., enhancement of an existing 
management area that was not put in place as mitigation for previous impact).  Although not considered a 
standard option for mitigation, use of mitigation funding for management activities on previously 
established conservation lands is considered as a changed circumstance.  Over the duration of the permit, 
an opportunity may arise for use of mitigation funding that does not include long-term management in 
perpetuity.  An example might be conservation land owned and managed by the Texas Parks and Wildlife 
Department or a nonprofit conservation organization that is in need of clearing, prescribed burning, or 
other habitat management to support a covered species, but a mechanism is not in place to fund 
implementation of the activity.  In such a case, if the Applicant had identified potential impacts to that 
species and a conservation bank was not a feasible option, mitigation funding may be used to implement 
the needed activity, without a commitment to continued management into perpetuity. 
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Should such an opportunity be presented, the Applicant would present it to the Service for review and 
approval.  Mitigation would be commensurate with the take and would not be implemented without 
Service approval.  Such a scenario is described in the HCP under Changed Circumstances in Section 
11.1.10.  Potential options for use of funding will be species specific and final determination must be 
approved by the Service.  Mitigation will be in place prior to occurrence of the take (i.e., construction 
through habitat).  

2.4 ALTERNATIVE 2: HCP WITH 50-YEAR DURATION 

Alternative 2 is the issuance of a section 10(a)(1)(B) incidental take permit to authorize impacts to the 
covered species addressed in the HCP during the construction, operation, and/or maintenance of the 
Applicant’s electric transmission and distribution facilities within the proposed Permit Area for a 50-year 
period.  Under this alternative, the duration of the permit and HCP would be over a 50-year period rather 
than a 30-year period; otherwise, the HCP and requested incidental take permit would be the same as 
described for Alternative 1: covered activities would be the same; the proposed Permit Area would be the 
same; and the same species would be covered.  The avoidance, minimization, and mitigation discussed in 
the HCP would be the same, but would be implemented over a 50-year period.  The only difference 
between alternatives 1 and 2 is the amount of take that would be requested and the duration over which 
such incidental take would be permitted (see Section 4.10.1).  Because the duration of the requested 
incidental take permit would be longer, the potential to conduct activities resulting in take would be 
higher, thus the anticipated take under Alternative 2 would be higher than under Alternative 1. 

2.5 COMPARISON OF ALTERNATIVES 

Three alternatives are being considered (1) the No-Action Alternative under which compliance with the 
ESA would continue with issuance of section 10(a)(1)(B) incidental take permits, or section 7 
consultation (where a Federal nexus exists), as necessary and appropriate, on a project-by-project basis; 
(2) Alternative 1, the issuance of a section 10(a)(1)(B) incidental take permit to authorize incidental take 
of, or impacts to, the covered species during the Applicant’s normal maintenance and construction 
activities (covered activities) within the proposed Permit Area for a 30-year duration; and (3) Alternative 
2, the issuance of a section 10(a)(1)(B) incidental take permit to authorize incidental take of, or impacts 
to, the covered species during the Applicant’s normal maintenance and construction activities (covered 
activities) within the proposed Permit Area for a 50-year duration.  The environmental impacts of these 
three alternatives are addressed in Section 4 of this EIS.  A summary of impacts to resources potentially 
affected by the proposed action is provided in Table 2-4.  Because the covered activities would occur 
whether the proposed incidental take permit is issued or not, impacts associated with those activities are 
considered essentially equal among the three alternatives.  Instead, Table 2-4 focuses on differences 
associated with expected take and project-by-project mitigation versus a comprehensive mitigation 
approach/strategy. 
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Table 2-4.  Comparison of Alternatives on Potentially Affected Resources 

No-Action Alternative: Project-Based 
Coordination Alternative 1: HCP – 30-year Duration Alternative 2: HCP – 50-year Duration 

Vegetation 
Potential for isolated protected 
vegetational areas on project-by-project 
basis providing benefit  

Potential for contiguous tracts of 
protected vegetational areas and 
management of habitat providing 
increased benefit 

Same as Alternative 1 with increase in 
duration allowing greater potential size 
and/or number of protected 
vegetational areas and management of 
habitat, providing increased benefit, 
but increase in uncertainty and risk 

General Wildlife 
Slight benefit from smaller, isolated 
patches of preserved habitat 

Increased benefit potential from larger, 
contiguous preserved habitat patches 
and indirect effects from management 
of protected habitat for covered species 

Same as Alternative 1 with increase in 
duration allowing greater potential size 
and/or number of preserved habitat 
patches and indirect effects, providing 
increased benefit, but increase in 
uncertainty and risk 

Covered Species 
Benefits from piecemeal mitigation on a 
project-by-project basis from individual 
coordination for incidental take over 30 
years 

Increased benefit potential from 
conservation banking and species-
specific funding allocation committees 
determining most beneficial use of 
mitigation funds for incidental take over 
30-year duration 

Same as Alternative 1 with increased 
incidental take expected due to longer, 
50-year duration but greater potential 
benefit through mitigation, but increase 
in uncertainty and risk 

Species of Special Interest 
Potential for benefits directly or 
indirectly from mitigation resulting from 
individual coordination  

Same as No-Action Alternative with 
increased benefit potential from 
preservation and management of 
habitat for covered species over 30-
year duration 

Same as Alternative 1 with increase in 
duration allowing greater benefit 
potential from preservation and 
management of more habitat for 
covered species over extended, 50-
year duration, but an increase in 
uncertainty and risk 

Effects on the Applicant 
Piecemeal, project-by-project 
coordination for compliance with ESA 
resulting in high expenditure of 
resources and potential project delays 

Higher initial cost resulting in 
streamlined process for ESA 
compliance and reduced potential for 
project delays over 30-year duration 

Same as Alternative 1 with benefit from 
reduced potential for project delays 
over extended, 50-year duration, but 
increased likelihood of need to modify 
or amend the permit introducing 
inefficiencies and limiting HCP 
effectiveness at meeting the 
Applicant’s purpose and need 

Effects on the Service 
High level of resource commitment to 
complete ESA processes on a project-
by-project basis 

Higher level of effort for processing of 
initial incidental take permit request 
resulting in reduced effort for each 
project and higher potential to aid in 
recovery of species through 
participation in conservation banking 
and funding allocation committees over 
30-year duration 

Same as Alternative 1 with increased 
benefit potential from reduced effort for 
each project and higher potential to aid 
in recovery of species over extended, 
50-year duration, but increased 
likelihood of need to modify or amend 
the permit introducing inefficiencies 
and limiting the HCP effectiveness at 
meeting the Service’s requirement for 
ESA compliance     
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As can be seen in Table 2-4, the action alternatives (alternatives 1 and 2) provide an opportunity to 
benefit the Applicant and the Service by streamlining the ESA compliance process and also ensure 
stakeholder input by providing a mechanism by which the covered species may benefit from an 
organized, comprehensive approach to mitigation for unavoidable impacts.  Additionally, other resources, 
such as vegetation and other wildlife, would directly and indirectly benefit from the comprehensive 
approach.   

While the increased duration of the HCP and requested take permit under Alternative 2 would result in an 
increased potential for benefits associated with a comprehensive mitigation approach, it would also result 
in an increased risk of take, an increased likelihood of need to modify or amend the permit, and an 
increase in uncertainty regarding species status under the ESA.  Together, these factors would limit the 
effectiveness of Alternative 2 at meeting the Applicant’s purpose and need and the Service’s legal 
requirement for ESA compliance.  It is reasonable to expect that over the additional 20 years of the 
permit, the risk of take of, or impacts to, a covered species would increase proportionally to the increase 
in covered activities.  The increased duration and added uncertainty make it less likely that changed 
circumstances can be reasonably anticipated and planned for in the HCP.  For example, the likelihood of a 
change in status of a covered species, or the listing of additional species potentially impacted by covered 
activities would increase.  Additional uncertainty would exist regarding potential mitigation options that 
might not have been included in the HCP, and there is an increased risk that unforeseen circumstances 
(such as a push for development of renewable energy sources) would result in a need to construct a 
significantly higher number of miles of electric transmission or distribution facilities than anticipated, 
thus increasing the potential take from what has been forecasted.  This increase in uncertainty and risk 
makes it more likely that the permit would need to be amended, thus increasing the level of effort 
associated with ESA compliance for both the Applicant and the Service. For these reasons, Alternative 2 
was not selected as the preferred alternative. 
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3.0 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT 

The proposed Permit Area is a 100-county area covering 8 of the 9 physiographic regions of Texas, 10 
major river basins, most of Texas’ major aquifers, 8 of the 10 vegetational regions of Texas, 6 of the 7 
Biotic Provinces of Texas, and every type of land use ranging from undeveloped land to agricultural land 
to urban development.  Numerous state parks and other preserved lands are also located within the 
proposed Permit Area.  The population in the proposed Permit Area is approximately 11,325,299 persons 
(U.S. Census Bureau 2000), and the largest cities in the proposed Permit Area are Dallas, Fort Worth, 
Lubbock, Abilene, and Wichita Falls. 

Because of its vast size, the proposed Permit Area displays significant diversity in habitat, resources, and 
degrees of urban development.  Not all of the resources located within the proposed Permit Area would 
potentially be affected by the covered activities.  Thus, this EIS briefly describes the existing resources 
within the proposed Permit Area, focusing primarily on those with the potential to be affected by the 
Preferred Alternative. 

3.1 GEOLOGY 

The following description of the State’s geological formations is from the Bureau of Economic Geology 
(1992).  Texas is underlain by Precambrian rock dating back more than 600 million years.  The deformed 
ancient volcanic and intrusive igneous and sedimentary rocks, formed early in the earth’s history, are now 
exposed in the Llano Uplift and in a few small areas of the Trans-Pecos.  During the early Paleozoic, 
broad inland seas covered the western region of Texas, depositing widespread limestones and shales.  
Lower Paleozoic rocks are now exposed around the Llano Uplift and in the mountains of the Trans-Pecos. 

The Lower Cretaceous series produced such groups as the Fredericksburg Group.  Edwards Limestone, a 
sub-unit of this group, consists of limestone, dolomite, and chert.  The limestone ranges from aphinic to 
fine grained, massive to thin bedded, hard, brittle and, in part, rudistid biostromes.  The dolomite of this 
unit is fine to very fine grained, porous, and medium gray to grayish brown.  The chert in this unit is 
mostly white to light gray and has commonly occurring nodules and plates.  The amount of chert varies 
from bed to bed, and in some instances, these beds are free of chert.  In the weathering zone it is 
considerably recrystallized, or honeycombed, and cavernous forming an aquifer.  It forms flat areas and 
plateaus bordered by scarps, with the thickness ranging from 60 to 350 feet (18 to 107 meters), thinning 
northward.  This unit provides habitat for several federally listed species, including karst invertebrates and 
salamanders.  More details of the habitat requirements for these and covered species is provided in 
sections 3.9 and 3.10.1. 

Sand-forming groups were developed during the Eocene.  Several of these formations, including the 
Yegua, Cook Mountain, Stone City, Sparta, Weches, Queen City, and Reklaw formations, host 
endangered species such as the Houston toad and the large-fruited sand verbena.  Blowout sands of the 
large-fruited sand verbena habitat occur in these formations.  These formations are typically fine-grained 
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quartz and sand, interbedded with silt and clay, and locally carbonaceous.  Glauconitic quartz is common.  
Thickness ranges from 80 to 400 feet (24 to 122 meters), while the color of these formations is commonly 
brown, red, and gray.  More details of the habitat requirements for these two species and other covered 
species is provided in Section 3.10. 

3.2 PHYSIOGRAPHY 

At least a portion of the proposed Permit Area extends into eight of the nine physiographic regions in 
Texas: the High Plains, the North-Central Plains, Grand Prairie, Blackland Prairies, Interior Coastal 
Plains, Edwards Plateau, Central Texas Uplift, and Trans-Pecos Basin and Range (Bureau of Economic 
Geology 1996).  Only the Gulf Coastal Prairies are completely outside the proposed Permit Area.  Figure 
3-1 shows the physiographic regions of Texas in relation to the proposed Permit Area.  The following 
descriptions of the physiographic regions are largely derived from Chambers (1948) and Wermund 
(1996).   

Most of the Texas Panhandle is known as the High Plains (I) and is a high level region that slopes gently 
southeastward with an average elevation of approximately 3,000 feet (914 meters).  The headwaters of the 
Red, Brazos, and Colorado rivers have cut canyons in its eastern margin.  Although the High Plains are 
generally flat, its surface is pitted with small basins into which surface water drains, forming shallow 
lakes called playas.  Most of these lakes are kept fresh by subterranean drainage and they shrink, and even 
disappear, during droughts.  

The North-Central Plains Physiographic Region (II) is a series of Permian formations with level to gently 
rolling land, ideal for livestock and farming.  Flat-topped uplands and high rolling ranges rise above the 
general level, and in some sections the severely dissected Permian redbeds of this region have badland 
topography.  Where shale bedrock prevails, meandering rivers traverse stretches of local prairie.  In areas 
of harder bedrock, hills and rolling plains dominate.   

The Grand Prairie (III) and the Edwards Plateau (VII) are surface expressions of resistant limestone 
formations of the Lower Cretaceous Age.  Because their bedrocks are hard and have been uplifted, these 
regions are notably higher than the lowlands to the east and southeast.  Hence, surface water flows away 
rapidly, cutting deep valleys and canyons into the uplands.  Erosion is so severe that thin stony soils are 
widespread and rocky outcrops are numerous.  The east-west trending southern portion of this section is 
the Edwards Plateau, an extensive area of gently rolling to almost level highland.  With a sunny climate, 
and natural vegetation of grasses, weeds, brush, and small trees, the Edwards Plateau supports a very 
progressive and prosperous ranching industry.   

The eastern edge of the Edwards Plateau is characterized by plateaus, hills, and rolling plains highly 
dissected by numerous, steep-walled, spring-fed streams and rivers.  The Edwards Plateau consists of an 
extensive limestone plateau bounded by the Balcones Escarpment on the eastern and southern edges.  
This eastern edge is marked with fractures, sinkholes, and honeycombed (karstic) rock formations and is  
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underlain with caves and underground streams and aquifers.  The Balcones Fault Zone consists of 
generally northeast-trending dip-slip normal faults that are typically downthrown to the east.  Total 
displacement across the fault zone is approximately 1,200 feet (366 meters).  The Balcones Fault Zone 
was active during the Miocene epoch, but shows no present-day tectonic or seismic activity.  This zone 
serves as habitat for several federally listed species, including karst invertebrates, salamanders, and the 
golden-cheeked warbler.  More details on the habitat requirements for these and other covered species are 
provided in sections 3.9 and 3.10.1. 

The large northeastern extension of the limestone upland is known as the Grand Prairie.  While it is lower 
and better watered than the Edwards Plateau and has a relatively heavy mantle of black clay soil, 
limestone outcrops and gray stony slopes are characteristic throughout.  The acreage of pasture is three 
times that of cultivated crops in the Grand Prairie and, with much rolling to nearly level land, cattle are 
the principal livestock raised.   

The Central Texas Uplift (VIII) is located in the eastern region of the Edwards Plateau province and is 
bounded to the north by the North-Central Plains.  The Central Texas Uplift consists of a knobby plain 
ranging from 800 to 2,000 ft in elevation (Bureau of Economic Geology 1996).  Topographically, this 
province is a basin where the floor has undergone subsurface upheaval leaving many rounded, nearly 
barren, granite hills up to 600 ft high.  Surrounding the rim of this basin are hard, resistant ridges called 
questas. 

The Blackland Prairies (IV) is the innermost of the three Gulf Coastal Plains subprovinces (the Interior 
Coastal Plains and the Coastal Prairies are the other two).  It is the most inhabited of the physiographic 
regions in Texas, containing a row of interior cities including Dallas-Fort Worth, Waco, Austin, and San 
Antonio.  It has a geological base made up of chalks, marls, and calcareous shales.  The terrain is level to 
gently rolling; rainfall is moderately abundant; and the fertile black clay soils of the region support 
prosperous agricultural land uses.  The Blackland Prairies also support excellent pastureland, while cattle 
are the primary livestock raised in the region.   

The Interior Coastal Plains (V) consists of alternating belts of resistant, incremented sands among weaker 
shales that erode into long, sandy ridges.  The terrain is level to gently rolling.  Its abundant rainfall, 
sandy soils, and long growing seasons stimulate the growth of timber, a leading industry.  Large tracts of 
the region are designated as national and state forestlands. 

The Lost Pines, a disjunct segment of the pine forests of east Texas, is also located in the Interior Coastal 
Plains (V).  The Lost Pines are separated from the extensive forests to the east.  The underlying geology 
of the area, primarily the Carrizo Sands formation, provides the deep, moist, acidic, and sandy soils 
necessary for the loblolly pines to persist (Maxwell 1970, van Buijtenen et al. 1976).  The Lost Pines 
provides habitat for the federally listed Houston toad. 

The Trans-Pecos Basin and Range (IX) is wedged between the Rio Grande and the southern boundary of 
New Mexico.  The highest peaks rise above the 8,000-foot (2,438-meter) contour and each mountain area 
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slopes down to surrounding plateaus and basins that separate it from other highland masses.  Several swift 
streams occur that flow through deep gorges and canyons in the plateaus, mesas, buttes, desert basins, salt 
lakes, pastures, and fertile irrigated areas.  Big Bend National Park is in the southernmost part of this 
region.   

3.3 SOILS, INCLUDING PRIME AND UNIQUE FARMLAND 

Soil descriptions provided for the proposed Permit Area are based on regional soil types for Texas.  A 
more detailed description of soil outcrops can be found in the soil surveys for individual counties of 
Texas, published by the U.S. Department of Agriculture Natural Resources Conservation Service, 
formerly the Soil Conservation Service.  Regional soil descriptions provided below are based on 
information published by the Bureau of Economic Geology (Kier et al. 1977). 

The general soil types of the proposed Permit Area closely relate to the physiographic regions (see Figure 
3-1) and outcropping geological formations.  As noted above, the western portion of the proposed Permit 
Area is located within the Trans-Pecos Basin and Range Physiographic Region (IX) of Texas.  Soils in 
this area typically consist of light reddish brown to brown sands.  Clays and clay loams (mostly 
calcareous and some saline) can be found within this region, along with rough stony lands.   

Moving east into the High Plains (I), the common soil type generally consists of dark brown to reddish 
brown neutral sands.  Sandy loams and clay loams occur throughout the region, along with some very 
shallow calcareous clay loams.  Soils within the North-Central Plains (II) typically consist of dark brown 
to reddish brown clay loams, clays, and neutral to slightly calcareous sandy loams.  Moving south into the 
Edwards Plateau Physiographic Region (VII), the soils consist mostly of dark, calcareous stony clays and 
clay loams.   

Moving north into the Grand Prairie Physiographic Region (III), dark-colored, deep to shallow clays and 
clay loams occur, along with stony calcareous clays over limestone.  Also located in this region are 
reddish brown to grayish brown, neutral to slightly acidic sandy loams and clay loams, along with some 
stony soils.  Intermixed within the prairies of this physiographic region are woodland tracts known as the 
Cross Timbers, where the common soils are lightly colored, acidic loamy sands and sandy loams.   

Moving eastward into the Blackland Prairies Physiographic Region (IV), three soil types occur within the 
proposed Permit Area.  The major soil type consists of dark-colored calcareous clays.  Some grayish 
brown acidic sandy loams and clay loams can be found along the eastern edge of the major prairies and 
interspersed in the minor prairies.  In the northeastern portion of the Blackland Prairies region, light 
brown to dark gray acidic sandy loams, clay loams, and clays can be found.  Light brown to reddish 
brown acidic sandy loams occur in the far northeastern tip of the region and in sparse areas throughout the 
central portion of the region along with acidic and calcareous clay loams and clays.   

The Interior Coastal Plains region (V), located within the northeastern portion of the proposed Permit 
Area, consists of two general soils types.  The majority of this region consists of light-colored, acidic 
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sandy loams, clay loams and sands, along with some red soils and clays.  Farther south, light brown to 
reddish brown acidic sandy loams occur along with acidic and calcareous clay loams and clays.   

Soils can be an important habitat requirement for covered species.  For example, the Houston toad 
inhabits deep, sandy soil types that are mainly of the Patilo-Demona-Silstid map units.  These soils have 
fine sands or loamy fine sands to a depth of 52 inches (132 centimeters) for Patilo or 28 inches 
(71 centimeters) for Demona and Silstid, tend to be loose at the surface, and are moist and slightly acidic 
with a permeability of moderate to moderately slow (Natural Resources Conservation Service 2004).  All 
populations of the large-fruited sand verbena occur on deep, Eocene-age sands such as the Padina and 
Arenosa series.  These soils are commonly known as sugar sands or blowout sands because of their 
susceptibility to wind erosion and dune formation.  More details of the habitat requirements for these two 
species and other covered species are provided in Section 3.10.1. 

Prime farmland is defined by the Secretary of Agriculture in 7 CFR 657 as land that has the best 
combination of physical and chemical characteristics for producing food, feed, fiber, or oilseed and is also 
available for these uses.  It has the soil quality, growing season, and moisture supply needed to 
economically sustain high yields of crops when treated and managed properly (Soil Conservation Service 
1978).  Some soils are considered prime farmland in their native state, while others are considered 
potential prime farmland, or prime farmland if they are drained or irrigated in order to grow the main 
crops in the area.  Approximately 22.7 percent of the total land area of Texas is considered to be prime 
farmland (Soil Conservation Service 1981). 

3.4 WATER RESOURCES 

Texas is the home of 15 major rivers with nearly 191,000 linear miles (307,319 kilometers) of river and 
stream length coursing throughout the State.  A total of 212 reservoirs occur in Texas, primarily 
concentrated in the northeast portion of the state, with numerous artificial and natural ponds found 
throughout.  Historically, 281 springs flowed within Texas.  However, of the 31 largest springs, only 17 
still flow, and it is estimated that nearly half of all Texas springs are now dry due to anthropogenic causes 
(McKinney n.d.). 

The proposed Permit Area includes portions of the following basins: Red River, Sulphur River, Cypress 
Creek, Sabine River, Neches River, Trinity River, Brazos River, Colorado River, Guadalupe River, and 
Rio Grande (Texas Water Development Board 1997).   

The proposed Permit Area occurs over parts of most major aquifers in Texas, including the Ogallala, Gulf 
Coast, Edwards, Carrizo-Wilcox, Trinity, Edwards-Trinity, Seymour, and Cenozoic Pecos Alluvium 
aquifers (Texas Water Development Board 1997).   



 

100005805/100190 3-7 

3.5 WATER QUALITY 

Surface water quality throughout the proposed Permit Area is estimated to be good.  The quality of water 
from the High Plains (Ogallala Aquifer) is good, although fluoride concentrations exceed U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Interim Primary Drinking Water Standards.  The Ogallala is 
also experiencing significant depletions in many areas.  Saline water has intruded into the freshwater 
zones and decreased water quality of the Gulf Coast Aquifer as well as the river basins over those areas.  
Saline water encroachment has also occurred in other aquifers throughout the State due to decreased 
water levels of the associated river basins (Texas Water Commission 1992).   

3.6 AIR QUALITY 

The Clean Air Act identifies six common air pollutants found all over the U.S.  These pollutants can 
injure health, harm the environment, and cause property damage.  EPA calls these pollutants criteria air 
pollutants and has developed scientifically based health criteria as the basis for setting permissible levels.  
National ambient air quality standards exist for each of the criteria pollutants and these standards apply to 
the concentration of a pollutant in outdoor air.  If the air quality in a geographic area meets or does better 
than the national standard, it is called an attainment area and areas that do not meet the national standard 
are called nonattainment areas.  With the exception of nine counties, the proposed Permit Area is 
currently in attainment for all air quality criteria pollutants.  The nine counties are Collin, Dallas, Denton, 
Ellis, Johnson, Kaufman, Parker, Rockwall, and Tarrant, which are in nonattainment for the 8-hour ozone 
standard (Texas Commission on Environmental Quality 2009).  These counties are shown on Figure 3-2.  
Future changes in attainment standards, however, could affect these counties’ attainment status.   

3.7 VEGETATION 

Ten vegetational areas in Texas have been described by Gould (1975) and Hatch et al. (1990): the 
Pineywoods, Gulf Prairies and Marshes, Post Oak Savannah, Blackland Prairies, Cross Timbers and 
Prairies, South Texas Plains, Edwards Plateau, Rolling Plains, High Plains, and Trans-Pecos vegetational 
areas.  At least a portion of 8 of the 10 vegetational areas occurs within the proposed Permit Area, only 
the Gulf Prairies and Marshes and the South Texas Plains vegetational areas are absent (Figure 3-3).  The 
flora represented in each of the vegetational areas corresponds to distinctive edaphic, climatic, and 
topographic elements that characterize the vegetational regions of Texas.   

The Pineywoods Vegetational Area (1) is a nearly flat to gently rolling region dominated by pine and 
mixed pine-hardwood forests with numerous wetlands throughout (Gould 1975, Hatch et al. 1990).  This 
highly productive region receives from 35 to 50 inches (89 to 127 centimeters) of rainfall per year (Gould 
1975, Tharp 1939).  Although pines, including longleaf pine (Pinus palustris), shortleaf pine (Pinus 
echinata), and loblolly pine (Pinus taeda) are the dominant tree species in the Pineywoods, hardwoods 
such as oaks (Quercus spp.) and sweetgum (Liquidambar styraciflua) are scattered throughout the region 
as well.  In areas where logging has occurred, the landscape is interspersed with cropland, pastureland, 
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prairie, and cutover/regenerative areas.  Other common plants occurring in the Pineywoods Vegetational 
Area include redbud (Cercis canadensis); shrubs such as southern wax myrtle (Myrica cerifera) and 
American beautyberry (Callicarpa americana); vines such as poison ivy (Toxicodendron radicans); and 
herbaceous species such as Canada wildrye (Elymus canadensis), purpletop (Tridens flavus), 
rosettegrasses (Dicanthelium spp.), and goldenrods (Solidago spp.) (Hatch et al. 1990). 

The Post Oak Savannah Vegetational Area (3) occurs on gently rolling to hilly terrain and receives an 
average of 35 to 45 inches (89 to 114 centimeters) per year of rain (Gould 1975).  Originally, the two 
dominant tree species, post oak (Quercus stellata) and blackjack oak (Quercus marilandica), were 
scattered throughout tallgrass prairies.  The suppression of natural fires and other anthropogenic 
disturbances, however, has contributed to the development of oak and hickory (Carya spp.) thickets, 
which are now dispersed among improved or native pastures, similar to the Cross Timbers and Prairies 
Vegetational Area.  Although the region was used extensively for cropland until the 1940s, many areas 
have returned to native vegetation or have been developed into managed pastures for livestock operations.  
Common understory vegetation of the Post Oak Savannah area includes eastern red cedar (Juniperus 
virginiana), yaupon (Ilex vomitoria), greenbriars (Smilax spp.), crotons (Croton spp.), coralberry 
(Symphoricarpos orbiculatus), and grasses such as Texas wintergrass (Stipa leucotricha) and weeping 
lovegrass (Eragrostis curvula) (Hatch et al. 1990). 

The Lost Pines is located within the Post Oak Savannah Vegetational Area.  The Lost Pines is a disjunct 
segment of the pine forests of east Texas and is separated from these extensive forests by approximately 
100 miles (161 kilometers).  The Lost Pines vegetation consists primarily of loblolly pine and post oak in 
the upper canopy, with commonly associated plants consisting of black hickory (Carya texana), blackjack 
oak, eastern red cedar, cedar elm (Ulmus crassifolia), hackberry (Celtis spp.), greenbriars, yaupon, 
elbowbush (Forestiera angustifolia), purpletop, sand lovegrass (Eragrostis trichodes), broomsedge 
bluestem (Andropogon virginicus), little bluestem (Schizachyrium scoparium), brownseed paspalum 
(Paspalum plicatulum), bushclover (Lespedeza spp.), tickclover (Desmodium spp.), gayfeather (Liatris 
spp.), yellow neptunia (Neptunia lutea), bitter sneezeweed (Helenium amarum), and velvet bundleflower 
(Desmanthus veluntinus). 

The Blackland Prairies Vegetational Area (4) is interspersed with the Post Oak Savannah region on the 
southeast portion of its range.  The rolling landscape of the Blackland Prairies composes the southern 
extent of what was once a true tallgrass prairie ranging from Canada into Texas.  The dark upland soils of 
the Blackland Prairies Vegetational Area and average annual precipitation of 30 to 40 inches (76 to 
102 centimeters) make this land extremely fertile.  The Blackland Prairies has largely been converted to 
cropland or tame pasture since the late nineteenth century, although remnants of native tallgrass 
communities can be found and are often used as rangeland.  Common tallgrass species include big 
bluestem (Andropogon gerardii), little bluestem, Indiangrass (Sorghastrum nutans), switchgrass 
(Panicum virgatum), and sideoats grama (Bouteloua curtipendula).  Blackland Prairie vegetation also 
includes pecan (Carya illinoensis), honey mesquite (Prosopis glandulosa), prairie bluet (Hedyotis 
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nigricans var. nigricans), snoutbeans (Rhyncosia spp.), asters (Aster spp.), and grasses such as hairy 
grama (Bouteloua hirsuta) and Texas wintergrass (Gould 1975, Hatch et al. 1990).   

The Cross Timbers and Prairies Vegetational Area (5) is a highly contrasting region of closely associated 
woodlands and adjacent prairies in north-central Texas.  Average precipitation for this region is 25 to 
40 inches (102 centimeters) per year, and the topography is rolling to hilly.  Approximately 75 percent of 
this area is used as range and pasture, often rotated with crops (Hatch et al. 1990).  As a result, grazing 
pressure is causing a shift in the dominant vegetation from tallgrasses to midgrasses and shortgrasses and 
from post oak and blackjack oak to scrub live oak (Quercus turbinella), junipers (Juniperus spp.), and 
honey mesquite.  Climax vegetation of the Cross Timbers and Prairies Vegetational Area includes 
fragrant sumac (Rhus aromatica), bumelia (Bumelia lanuginosa), greenbriars, poison ivy, western 
ragweed (Ambrosia psilostachya), and grasses such as big bluestem, little bluestem, switchgrass, sideoats 
grama, and Canada wildrye (Diggs et al. 1999, Hatch et al. 1990). 

The Edwards Plateau Vegetational Area (7) outlines what is known as the Texas Hill Country.  An 
average of 15 to 33 inches (38 to 84 centimeters) of rain falls on the Edwards Plateau per year (Gould 
1975).  Historically, the vegetation in this area was composed of tallgrass grassland or open savanna-type 
plains with junipers, plateau live oak (Quercus fusiformis), post oak, and honey mesquite located on 
rocky slopes and stream bottoms.  Although much of the area is now vegetated with shortgrasses and 
midgrasses, pockets of tallgrass prairie vegetation still occur and woody species are increasing.  The vast 
majority of the Edwards Plateau Vegetational Area is used for rangeland to support mixed livestock and 
wildlife production.  Common vegetation of the Edwards Plateau includes post oak, honey mesquite, shin 
oak (Quercus sinuata var. breviloba), Ashe juniper (Juniperus ashei), tasajillo (Opuntia leptocaulis), and 
herbaceous species such as Engelmann daisy (Engelmannia pinnatifida), western ragweed, bitterweed 
(Hymenoxys odorata), prairie coneflower (Ratibida columnifera), cane bluestem (Bothriochloa 
barbinodis var. barbinodis), big bluestem, little bluestem, hairy grama, and sideoats grama (Hatch et al. 
1990). 

The Live Oak-Ashe Juniper Woods occur predominantly on shallow limestone soils on hillsides and 
escarpments of the Edwards Plateau.  Common overstory species occurring on mesic canyon slopes in the 
rocky upland areas include escarpment black cherry (Prunus serotina var. eximia), black walnut (Juglans 
nigra), Texas oak (Quercus texana), shin oak, and Texas redbud, along with plateau live oak, Ashe 
juniper, and cedar elm.  The shrub stratum includes Mexican buckeye (Ungnadia speciosa), Lindheimer 
silktassel (Garrya ovata var. lindheimeri), fragrant sumac, evergreen sumac (Rhus virens), Carolina 
buckthorn (Rhamnus caroliniana), and mountain laurel (Sophora secundiflora). 

The Rolling Plains Vegetational Area (8) historically supported a midgrass to tallgrass prairie ecosystem 
that, due to fire suppression and grazing, has shifted into a shortgrass-shrub community.  The landscape is 
gently rolling to rough and receives about 22 to 30 inches (56 to 76 centimeters) of rainfall annually.  This 
region is now predominantly rangeland, with approximately 25 percent of the area dedicated for dryland 
and irrigated crops.  Vegetation common in the Rolling Plains Vegetational Area includes honey 
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mesquite, redberry juniper (Juniperus pinchotii), lotebush (Zizyphus obtusifolia), sand sagebrush 
(Artemisia filifolia), pricklypears, tasajillo, broadleaf milkweed (Asclepias latifolia), western yarrow 
(Achillea millefolium), western ragweed, and grasses such as little bluestem, big bluestem, and sideoats 
grama (Gould 1975, Hatch et al. 1990). 

The High Plains Vegetational Area (9), together with the Rolling Plains Vegetational Area, is part of the 
Southern Great Plains and separated by the Llano Estacado Escarpment.  The High Plains Vegetational 
Area is a vast, diverse prairie ecosystem with mixed prairies, shortgrass prairies, and remnants of tallgrass 
prairies.  Rainfall in the High Plains is approximately 15 to 21 inches (38 to 53 centimeters) per year.  The 
area is located on a broad, level plateau with numerous playa lakes, or shallow depressions that fill with 
rainwater, providing habitat for migrating waterfowl.  Today, the High Plains is approximately 60 percent 
cropland, largely requiring irrigation and approximately 40 percent of the region is utilized as rangeland, 
although some land is rotated between cropland and rangeland.  Plants typically occurring in this 
vegetation area include western honey mesquite (Prosopis glandulosa var. torreyana), yuccas (Yucca 
spp.), galleta (Hilaria jamesii), sand sagebrush, prairie coneflower, woolly loco (Astragalus mollissimus 
var. mollissimus), plains beebalm (Monarda pectinata), little bluestem, and sideoats grama (Hatch et al. 
1990). 

The Trans-Pecos Vegetational Area (10) is the most topographically diverse region of Texas, with 
elevations ranging from approximately 2,500 feet (762 meters) to over 8,500 feet (2,591 meters).  Rainfall 
in the region is mostly scant, on average 12 inches annually, but can be locally heavy at higher elevations 
(Gould 1975).  Historically, the Trans-Pecos was vegetated with desert grasslands and desert shrublands 
at lower elevations, transitioning toward pinyon pine (Pinus edulis), juniper, and Mexican pinyon (Pinus 
cembroides) at mid-elevations, and the ponderosa pine (Pinus ponderosa) forests at the highest 
elevations.  Due to overgrazing, native grasses are being replaced by expanses of creosotebush (Larrea 
tridentata), tarbush (Fluorensia cernua), and nonnative grasses.  Other vegetation commonly occurring in 
the Trans-Pecos includes catclaw acacia (Acacia greggii), catclaw mimosa (Mimosa biuncifera), 
whitethorn (Acacia constricta), yuccas, ocotillo (Fouquieria splendens), lechuguilla (Agave lecheguilla), 
Arizona fescue (Festuca arizonica), mountain muhly (Muhlenbergia montana), fluffgrass (Dasyochloa 
pulchella), and little bluestem (Hatch et al. 1990).   

3.8 WETLANDS/WATERS OF THE U.S. 

Section 10 (33 USC 403) of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1890 (superseded) and 1899 (33 USC 401, et 
seq.) established permit requirements for certain activities affecting navigable waters of the U.S.  
Navigable waters of the U.S. are defined (33 CFR Part 329) as “those waters that are subject to the ebb 
and flow of the tide and/or are presently used, or have been used in the past, or may be susceptible to use 
to transport interstate or foreign commerce.” Furthermore, Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (33 USC 
1344) provided regulatory authority to the USACE for activities involving the discharge of dredged or fill 
material into waters of the U.S., including wetlands.  Some of the wetland habitats described below may 
be subject to regulation by the USACE.   



 

100005805/100190 3-13 

The USACE (Federal Register 1982) describes wetlands as “those areas that are inundated or saturated 
by surface or ground water at a frequency and duration sufficient to support, and that under normal 
circumstances, do support, a prevalence of vegetation typically adapted for life in saturated soil 
conditions.  Wetlands generally include swamps, marshes, bogs, and similar areas.” The USACE provides 
guidelines for the determination of the areas under Section 404 jurisdiction (USACE 1987).  These 
guidelines require that at least one positive indicator for each of three criteria (hydrophytic vegetation, 
hydric soils, and wetland hydrology) exist in order to designate an area as a wetland.  The numerous and 
varied indicators for each of the criteria are described in detail in the guidelines.   

If these areas meet the criteria necessary (USACE 1987) to define them as jurisdictional wetlands 
pursuant to Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, certain activities (e.g., placement of fill) within these 
areas would be subject to USACE regulation.  The proposed Permit Area encompasses parts of three 
USACE districts: the Tulsa District, Fort Worth District, and Albuquerque District.  An application to the 
USACE for a section 10/404 permit for dredge and fill activities also initiates the permitting process for 
Clean Water Act Section 401 Water Quality Certification by the Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality and a Texas Coastal Management Program Consistency Determination. 

In general, coastal wetlands are classified as marine and estuarine and consist of beaches, tidal flats, low 
and high salt marshes, brackish marshes, and mangrove swamps.  Further inland, freshwater wetlands are 
classified as riverine (rivers, streams, and creeks), lacustrine (lakes and reservoirs), and palustrine 
(forested, scrub-shrub, and emergent wetlands and ponds) (Cowardin et al. 1979).  The majority of 
wetland habitats in the proposed Permit Area occur in the eastern third of the State due to the region’s 
abundant rainfall, appropriate soil conditions, and, near the coast, low and level topography.  Numerous 
reservoirs are located throughout the northern, central, and eastern parts of the State.  The Texas 
Panhandle is the site of playa lakes: broad, shallow-ponded areas that fill with rainwater, periodically 
drying out.  Moving farther west, fewer wetlands exist and are concentrated along riverine systems and at 
natural springs and seeps that are often impounded by ranchers to provide a persistent source of water for 
livestock.   

The eastern portion of the proposed Permit Area has bottomland hardwood forested wetlands primarily as 
its dominant wetland type.  These forests are dominated primarily by elm, ash, oak, and other species 
such as the bald cypress that typically inhabit creek and river floodplains.  Bottomland hardwood forests 
can contain a variety of species of trees, shrubs, and vines.  Common herbaceous species include sedges 
(Carex spp.), arrowheads (Sagittaria spp.), smartweeds (Polygonum spp.), and bladderworts (Utricularia 
spp.).  Vegetation assemblages depend on soil type, water depth, water velocity, and flood duration.  
Wildlife occurring in these wetlands includes waterfowl, swamp rabbit, eastern wild turkey, gray and fox 
squirrels, and furbearers (Texas Parks and Wildlife Department 1995). 

Bogs are a type of wetland sometimes found in association with bottomland hardwood forests.  Bogs are 
peat-accumulating wetlands that have no significant inflows or outflows and support mosses, such as 
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sphagnum, that grow in acidic conditions (Texas Parks and Wildlife Department 1995).  The eastern 
portion of the proposed Permit Area contains such wetlands. 

Playa lakes occur in the north and northwestern portion of the proposed Permit Area.  Playa lakes are 
ephemeral wetlands and are similar to potholes, but have a different geologic origin, characterized by 
Randall or Ness clays (Texas Parks and Wildlife Department 1995).  In the Rolling Plains, a few playas 
have connections to groundwater.  Playas are the wintering and breeding grounds for millions of 
migrating ducks, geese, and other migratory birds.  Playas are fed by rainwater and may be dry for 
extended periods of time (Texas Parks and Wildlife Department 1995).  The most common vegetation 
found in playas include spikerush (Eleocharis sp.), curled dock (Rumex crispus), bulrush (Bolboschoenus 
sp.), cattail (Typha latifolia), pondweed (Potamogeton sp.), and barnyard grass (Echinochloa sp.) (Texas 
Parks and Wildlife Department 1995). 

3.9 GENERAL WILDLIFE 

The proposed Permit Area contains at least a portion of six of the seven biotic provinces in Texas that 
were described by Blair in 1950.  The seven biotic provinces within Texas are the Austroriparian, Texan, 
Kansan, Balconian, Tamaulipan, Chihuahuan, and Navahonian biotic provinces; only the Tamaulipan 
Biotic Province is completely outside of the proposed Permit Area (Figure 3-4).  The fauna represented in 
each of these areas corresponds to distinctive vegetational, climatic, and elevational variations that 
characterize the regions of Texas.  Unless otherwise noted, the following information is largely derived 
from Blair (1950). 

3.9.1 Austroriparian Biotic Province 

The Austroriparian Biotic Province is composed of a highly diverse assemblage of trees, shrubs, and 
vines that spans the eastern fifth of Texas east of a line that stretches roughly from Red River County to 
Harris County along the Gulf coastal plain to the Atlantic Ocean.  Deep, sandy soils and extensive rainfall 
provide ideal conditions for dense hardwood and pine forest growth.  This province contains forest-
adapted species characteristic of similar forest habitats found throughout the southeastern U.S.  At least 
12 species of amphibians occurring in Texas are restricted or largely restricted to the Austroriparian 
Biotic Province: the Gulf Coast waterdog (Necturus beyeri), three-toed amphiuma (Amphiuma 
tridactylum), spotted salamander (Ambystoma maculatum), mole salamander (Ambystoma talpoideum), 
marbled salamander (Ambystoma opacum), southern dusky salamander (Desmognathus auriculatus), 
dwarf salamander (Eurycea quadridigitata), coastal cricket frog (Acris crepitans paludicola), spring 
peeper (Pseudacris crucifer), pig frog (Lithobates grylio), pickerel frog (Lithobates palustris), and dwarf 
American toad (Anaxyrus americanus charlesmithi).  All of these except the pig frog and coastal cricket 
frog occur within the proposed Permit Area.  Other amphibians within the Texas portion of the 
Austroriparian Biotic Province are more widespread and occur within at least one of the other biotic 
provinces within the proposed Permit Area.  Such species include the western lesser siren (Siren  
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intermedia nettingi), small-mouthed salamander (Ambystoma texanum), eastern cricket frog (Acris 
crepitans crepitans), Strecker’s chorus frog (Pseudacris streckeri), Cope’s gray treefrog (Hyla 
chrysoscelis), gray treefrog (Hyla versicolor), green treefrog (Hyla cinerea), American bullfrog 
(Lithobates catesbeianus), Gulf Coast toad (Ollotis nebulifer), and Great Plains narrow-mouthed toad 
(Gastrophryne olivacea) (Bartlett and Bartlett 1999, Conant and Collins 1998, Crother 2008, Dixon 
2000). 

Several reptile species are also restricted, or largely restricted, to the Austroriparian Biotic Province.  
These include the Sabine map turtle (Graptemys ouachitensis sabinensis), southern coal skink (Plestiodon 
anthracinus pluvialis), western wormsnake (Carphophis vermis), Louisiana pinesnake (Pituophis 
ruthveni), and Florida red-bellied snake (Storeria occipitomaculata obscura).  All occur within the 
proposed Permit Area.  Other, more-widespread reptiles in this province include the ornate box turtle 
(Terrapene ornata ornata), eastern snapping turtle (Chelydra serpentina serpentina), yellow mud turtle 
(Kinosternon flavescens), red-eared slider (Trachemys scripta elegans), little brown skink (Scincella 
lateralis), eastern six-lined racerunner (Aspidoscelis sexlineata sexlineata), western slender glass lizard 
(Ophisaurus attenuatus attenuatus), Texas ratsnake (Pantherophis obsoletus), eastern hog-nosed snake 
(Heterodon platirhinos), diamond-backed watersnake (Nerodia rhombifer), rough greensnake (Opheodrys 
aestivus), flat-headed snake (Tantilla gracilis), rough earthsnake (Virginia striatula), Texas coralsnake 
(Micrurus tener), and western cottonmouth (Agkistrodson piscivorus leucostoma) (Bartlett and Bartlett 
1999, Conant and Collins 1998, Crother 2008, Dixon 2000, Werler and Dixon 2000). 

Avian species whose normal ranges are largely restricted to the Austroriparian Biotic Province include 
year-round residents such as the pileated woodpecker (Dryocopus pileatus), fish crow (Corvus 
ossifragus), and brown-headed nuthatch (Sitta pusilla); summer residents such as the swallow-tailed kite 
(Elanoides forficatus), prairie warbler (Dendroica discolor), prothonotary warbler (Protonotaria citrea), 
worm-eating warbler (Helmitheros vermivorum), Swainson’s warbler (Limnothlypis swainsonii), 
Kentucky warbler (Oporornis formosus), hooded warbler (Wilsonia citrina), and Bachman’s sparrow 
(Aimophila aestivalis); and winter residents such as Henslow’s sparrow (Ammodramus henslowii) and 
purple finch (Carpodacus purpureus).  Many avian species within the Austroriparian Biotic Province are 
more widespread and occur within at least one of the other biotic provinces within the proposed Permit 
Area.  Such species include year-round residents such as the red-shouldered hawk (Buteo lineatus), red-
bellied woodpecker (Melanerpes carolinus), tufted titmouse (Baeolophus bicolor), Carolina wren 
(Thryothorus ludovicianus), and northern cardinal (Cardinalis cardinalis), as well as summer residents 
such as the ruby-throated hummingbird (Archilochus colubris), eastern wood-pewee (Contopus virens), 
Acadian flycatcher (Empidonax virescens), eastern kingbird (Tyrannus tyrannus), red-eyed vireo (Vireo 
olivaceus), summer tanager (Piranga rubra), painted bunting (Passerina ciris), and indigo bunting 
(Passerina cyanea) (Lockwood and Freeman 2004, Oberholser 1974, White 2002, Wolf et al. 2001). 

Mammal species whose normal ranges are largely restricted to the Austroriparian Biotic Province include 
the southern short-tailed shrew (Blarina carolinensis), southeastern myotis (Myotis austroriparius), 
Seminole bat (Lasiurus seminolus), Rafinesque’s big-eared bat (Corynorhinus rafinesquii), swamp rabbit 
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(Sylvilagus aquaticus), southern flying squirrel (Glaucomys volans), Baird’s pocket gopher (Geomys 
breviceps), marsh rice rat (Oryzomys palustris), eastern harvest mouse (Reithrodontomys humulis), cotton 
mouse (Peromyscus gossypinus), golden mouse (Ochrotomys nuttalli), and northern river otter (Lontra 
canadensis).  Other common mammal species within the Austroriparian Biotic Province include the 
Virginia opossum (Didelphis virginiana), least shrew (Cryptotis parva), eastern mole (Scalopus 
aquaticus), eastern red bat (Lasiurus borealis), American perimyotis (Perimyotis subflavus), nine-banded 
armadillo (Dasypus novemcinctus), eastern cottontail (Sylvilagus floridanus), eastern gray squirrel 
(Sciurus carolinensis), eastern fox squirrel (Sciurus niger), American beaver (Castor canadensis), fulvous 
harvest mouse (Reithrodontomys fulvescens), white-footed mouse (Peromyscus leucopus), deer mouse 
(Peromyscus maniculatus), hispid cotton rat (Sigmodon hispidus), eastern woodrat (Neotoma floridana), 
nutria (Myocastor coypus), coyote (Canis latrans), common gray fox (Urocyon cinereoargenteus), 
northern raccoon (Procyon lotor), American mink (Mustela vison), eastern spotted skunk (Spilogale 
putorius), striped skunk (Mephitis mephitis), bobcat (Lynx rufus), and white-tailed deer (Odocoileus 
virginianus) (Manning et al. 2008, Peppers et al. 1998, Schmidly 1983, 2004). 

3.9.2 Texan Biotic Province 

Located west of the Austroriparian Biotic Province, the Texan Biotic Province consists of open woodland 
and savannah vegetational types as the landscape transitions from the wetter forests in the east toward the 
slightly drier grassland provinces in the west.  The faunal composition of this ecotonal region intermixes 
species typical of both the Austroriparian forestlands and the grasslands of the Kansan Biotic Province in 
the Texas Panhandle.  No vertebrate species are endemic to the Texan Biotic Province (Blair 1950).  
Common herpetofauna species include the western lesser siren, small-mouthed salamander, eastern 
cricket frog, spotted chorus frog (Pseudacris clarkii), Cope’s gray treefrog, gray treefrog, American 
bullfrog, cliff chirping frog (Eleutherodactylus marnockii), Gulf Coast toad, eastern green toad (Anaxyrus 
debilis debilis), Couch’s spadefoot (Scaphiopus couchii), Great Plains narrow-mouthed toad, Texas toad 
(Anaxyrus speciosus), ornate box turtle, three-toed box turtle (Terrapene carolina triunguis), eastern 
snapping turtle, yellow mud turtle, red-eared slider, pallid shiny softshell (Apalone spinifera pallida), 
green anole (Anolis carolinensis), little brown skink, eastern six-lined racerunner, western slender glass 
lizard, Texas spiny lizard (Sceloporus olivaceus), Texas horned lizard (Phrynosoma cornutum), Texas 
ratsnake, eastern hog-nosed snake, northern diamond-backed watersnake, rough greensnake, flat-headed 
snake, rough earthsnake, Texas coralsnake, and western cottonmouth (Bartlett and Bartlett 1999, Conant 
and Collins 1998, Crother 2008, Dixon 2000, Werler and Dixon 2000). 

The Texan Biotic Province is a region of transition, and therefore, avian species within this biotic 
province are generally widespread species that would be expected to occur within at least one of the other 
biotic provinces within the proposed Permit Area.  The mosaic of woodlands and grasslands supports a 
wide variety of species, including year-round residents such as the wood duck (Aix sponsa), northern 
bobwhite (Colinus virginianus), black vulture (Coragyps atratus), red-shouldered hawk, crested caracara 
(Caracara cheriway), mourning dove (Zenaida macroura), eastern screech-owl (Megascops asio), barred 
owl (Strix varia), red-bellied woodpecker, downy woodpecker (Picoides pubescens), eastern phoebe 
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(Sayornis phoebe), blue jay (Cyanocitta cristata), American crow (Corvus brachyrhynchos), tufted 
titmouse, Carolina wren, eastern bluebird (Sialia sialis), brown thrasher (Toxostoma rufum), and eastern 
meadowlark (Sturnella magna).  Summer residents include the green heron (Butorides virescens), chuck-
will’s-widow (Caprimulgus carolinensis), ruby-throated hummingbird, eastern wood-pewee, Acadian 
flycatcher, eastern kingbird, scissor-tailed flycatcher (Tyrannus forficatus), red-eyed vireo, northern 
parula (Parula americana), summer tanager, indigo bunting, and Baltimore oriole (Icterus galbula).  
Winter residents include the mallard (Anas platyrhynchos), northern harrier (Circus cyaneus), short-eared 
owl (Asio flammeus), winter wren (Troglodytes troglodytes), eastern towhee (Pipilo erythrophthalmus), 
and Harris’s sparrow (Zonotrichia querula) (Freeman 2003, Lockwood and Freeman 2004, Oberholser 
1974). 

Similar to the herpetofauna and birds, because the Texan Biotic Province is a region of transition, 
mammal species within this biotic province are generally widespread species that would be expected to 
occur within at least one of the other biotic provinces within the proposed Permit Area.  These include the 
Virginia opossum, least shrew, eastern mole, eastern red bat, American perimyotis, nine-banded 
armadillo, eastern cottontail, black-tailed jackrabbit (Lepus californicus), thirteen-lined ground squirrel 
(Spermophilus tridecemlineatus), eastern fox squirrel, American beaver, fulvous harvest mouse, white-
footed mouse, deer mouse, hispid cotton rat, eastern woodrat, nutria, coyote, common gray fox, northern 
raccoon, eastern spotted skunk, striped skunk, bobcat, and white-tailed deer (Manning et al. 2008, Peppers 
et al. 1998, Schmidly 1983, 2004). 

3.9.3 Kansan Biotic Province 

The Kansan Biotic Province is located at the southernmost extension of the prairies that once covered the 
central plains of the U.S.  While wildlife species common in the Kansan region are generally adapted to 
open grasslands, they include numerous species from the Austroriparian and Texan biotic provinces in the 
wooded areas lining the province’s drainages and where mesquite is encroaching into the landscape 
(Werler and Dixon 2000).  The Kansan Biotic Province closely coincides with the Rolling Plains and 
High Plains vegetational areas as described by Hatch et al. (1990).  Apart from the dunes sagebrush lizard 
(Sceloporus arenicolus), no amphibians or reptiles in Texas are restricted to the Kansan Biotic Province.  
Representative species include the barred tiger salamander (Ambystoma mavortium mavortium), eastern 
cricket frog, cliff chirping frog, spotted chorus frog, plains leopard frog (Lithobates blairi), American 
bullfrog, Couch’s spadefoot, Chihuahuan desert spadefoot (Spea multiplicata stagnalis), eastern green 
toad, red-spotted toad (Anaxyrus punctatus), Texas toad, ornate box turtle, eastern snapping turtle, yellow 
mud turtle, red-eared slider, Texas greater earless lizard (Cophosaurus texanus texanus), eastern collared 
lizard (Crotaphytus collaris), round-tailed horned lizard (Phrynosoma modestum), Texas spiny lizard, 
prairie lizard (Sceloporus consobrinus), eastern side-blotched lizard (Uta stansburiana stejnegeri), Great 
Plains skink (Plestiodon obsoletus), Texas spotted whiptail (Aspidoscelis gularis gularis), Kansas glossy 
snake (Arizona elegans elegans), Great Plains ratsnake (Pantherophis emoryi), Texas nightsnake 
(Hypsiglena jani texana), western coachwhip (Coluber flagellum testaceus), blotched watersnake 
(Nerodia erythrogaster transversa), bullsnake (Pituophis catenifer sayi), checkered gartersnake 
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(Thamnophis marcianus), western diamond-backed rattlesnake (Crotalus atrox), and prairie rattlesnake 
(Crotalus viridis) (Bartlett and Barlett 1999, Conant and Collins 1998, Crother 2008, Dixon 2000, Werler 
and Dixon 2000). 

Several avian species are largely restricted to the Kansan Biotic Province, including the tundra swan 
(Cygnus columbianus), ring-necked pheasant (Phasianus colchicus), lesser prairie-chicken (Tympanuchus 
pallidicinctus), northern shrike (Lanius excubitor), and American tree sparrow (Spizella arborea).  Many 
avian species within the Kansan Biotic Province are more widespread and occur within at least one of the 
other biotic provinces within the proposed Permit Area.  The year-round resident species include the red-
tailed hawk (Buteo jamaicensis), killdeer (Charadrius melodus), mourning dove, ladder-backed 
woodpecker (Picoides scalaris), northern flicker (Colaptes auratus), horned lark (Eremophila alpestris), 
black-crested titmouse (Baeolophus atricristatus), American robin (Turdus migratorius), canyon towhee 
(Pipilo fuscus), red-winged blackbird (Agelaius phoeniceus), eastern meadowlark, and western 
meadowlark (Sturnella neglecta).  Common summer residents within the Kansan Biotic Province include 
the turkey vulture (Cathartes aura), Mississippi kite (Ictinia mississippiensis), Swainson’s hawk (Buteo 
swainsoni), western kingbird (Tyrannus verticalis), scissor-tailed flycatcher, cliff swallow (Petrochelidon 
pyrrhonota), Cassin’s sparrow (Aimophila cassinii), and lark sparrow (Chondestes grammacus).  
Common winter residents include a number of waterfowl species such as the snow goose (Chen 
caerulescens), Ross’s goose (Chen rossii), Canada goose (Branta canadensis), northern shoveler, 
northern pintail (Anas acuta), and green-winged teal (Anas crecca), as well as prairie species such as the 
northern harrier, American kestrel (Falco sparverius), sandhill crane (Grus canadensis), white-crowned 
sparrow (Zonotrichia leucophrys), dark-eyed junco (Junco hyemalis), McCown’s longspur (Calcarius 
mccownii), and Lapland longspur (Calcarius lapponicus) (Lockwood and Freeman 2004, Oberholser 
1974, Pulich 1988, Seyffert 2001a, 2001b).   

Mammal species whose normal ranges are largely restricted to the Kansan Biotic Province include the 
Jones’ pocket gopher (Geomys knoxjonesi), plains pocket mouse (Perognathus flavescens), Texas 
kangaroo rat (Dipodomys elator), and prairie vole (Microtus ochrogaster).  Many mammal species within 
the Kansan Biotic Province are more widespread and occur within at least one of the other biotic 
provinces within the proposed Permit Area.  Such species include the desert shrew (Notiosorex 
crawfordi), western parastrelle (Parastrellus hesperus), nine-banded armadillo, desert cottontail 
(Sylvilagus audubonii), eastern cottontail, black-tailed jackrabbit, Mexican ground squirrel (Spermophilus 
mexicanus), spotted ground squirrel (Spermophilus spilosoma), thirteen-lined ground squirrel, black-
tailed prairie dog (Cynomys ludovicianus), plains pocket gopher (Geomys bursarius), yellow-faced pocket 
gopher (Cratogeomys castanops), silky pocket mouse (Perognathus flavus), hispid pocket mouse 
(Chaetodipus hispidus), Ord’s kangaroo rat (Dipodomys ordii), western harvest mouse (Reithrodontomys 
megalotis), plains harvest mouse (Reithrodontomys montanus), northern pygmy mouse (Baiomys taylori), 
hispid cotton rat, coyote, swift fox (Vulpes velox), common gray fox, northern raccoon, American badger 
(Taxidea taxus), eastern spotted skunk, striped skunk, bobcat, mule deer (Odocoileus hemionus), white-
tailed deer, and pronghorn (Antilocapra americana) (Manning et al. 2008, Peppers et al. 1998, Schmidly 
2004). 



 

100005805/100190 3-20 

3.9.4 Balconian Biotic Province 

South of the Kansan Biotic Province lies the Balconian Biotic Province, a transitional zone between the 
moister woodland and forest regions to the east and the desertic regions to the west and south.  This 
province is bounded on the south and east by the Balcones Escarpment and encompasses the Edwards 
Plateau, Lampasas Cut Plain and the Central Mineral Region described by Johnson (1931) and Hatch et 
al. (1990).  Due to an abundance of groundwater sources, this region is home to many endemic urodele 
(salamander and newt) species, far more than any of the other Texas biotic provinces (Blair 1950, Werler 
and Dixon 2000).  Representative amphibians and reptiles of the Balconian Biotic Province include the 
barred tiger salamander, western slimy salamander (Plethodon albagula), Couch’s spadefoot, Balcones 
barking frog (Craugaster augusti latrans), cliff chirping frog, eastern cricket frog, Cope’s gray treefrog, 
gray treefrog, spotted chorus frog, Strecker’s chorus frog, eastern green toad, red-spotted toad, Texas 
toad, Gulf Coast toad, Rio Grande leopard frog (Lithobates berlandieri), American bullfrog, Great Plains 
narrow-mouthed toad, ornate box turtle, eastern snapping turtle, yellow mud turtle, eastern musk turtle 
(Sternothorus odoratus), Texas map turtle (Graptemys versa), Texas cooter (Pseudemys texana), red-
eared slider, Midland smooth softshell (Apalone mutica mutica), Texas greater earless lizard, eastern 
collared lizard, Texas spiny lizard, Texas crevice spiny lizard (Sceloporus poinsettii axtelli), prairie lizard, 
Texas tree lizard (Urosaurus ornatus ornatus), Great Plains skink, little brown skink, eastern six-lined 
racerunner, Texas alligator lizard (Gerrhonotus infernalis), prairie ring-necked snake (Diadophis 
punctatus arnyi), Texas ratsnake, eastern hog-nosed snake, Texas nightsnake, western coachwhip, central 
Texas whipsnake (Coluber taeniatus girardi), blotched watersnake, bullsnake, rough greensnake, long-
nosed snake (Rhinocheilus lecontei), Texas brownsnake (Storeria dekayi texana), eastern black-necked 
gartersnake (Thamnophis cyrtopsis ocellatus), rough earthsnake, broad-banded copperhead (Agkistrodon 
contortrix laticinctus), western cottonmouth, and western diamond-backed rattlesnake (Bartlett and 
Bartlett 1999, Conant and Collins 1998, Crother 2008, Dixon 2000, Werler and Dixon 2000). 

Avian species within the Balconian Biotic Province are generally also widespread species that would be 
expected to occur within at least one of the other biotic provinces within the proposed Permit Area.  The 
varied habitats within the province support a wide variety of species including year-round residents such 
as the black vulture, red-shouldered hawk, red-tailed hawk, wild turkey (Meleagris gallopavo), white-
winged dove (Zenaida asiatica), greater roadrunner (Geococcyx californianus), eastern screech-owl, 
golden-fronted woodpecker (Melanerpes aurifrons), ladder-backed woodpecker, western scrub-jay 
(Aphelocoma californica), common raven (Corvus corax), Carolina chickadee (Poecile carolinesis), 
black-crested titmouse, rock wren (Salpinctes obsoletus), canyon wren (Catherpes mexicanus), Bewick’s 
wren (Thryomanes bewickii), northern mockingbird (Mimus polyglottos), rufous-crowned sparrow 
(Aimophila ruficeps), field sparrow (Spizella pusilla), northern cardinal, brown-headed cowbird 
(Molothrus ater), house finch (Carpodacus mexicanus), and lesser goldfinch (Carduelis psaltria).  
Common summer residents include the turkey vulture, common nighthawk (Chordeiles minor), chimney 
swift (Chaetura pelagica), black-chinned hummingbird (Archilochus alexandri), vermilion flycatcher 
(Pyrocephalus rubinus), ash-throated flycatcher (Myiarchus cinerascens), white-eyed vireo (Vireo 
griseus), cliff swallow, black-and-white warbler (Mniotilta varia), summer tanager, lark sparrow, painted 
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bunting, and Scott’s oriole (Icterus parisorum).  Common winter residents include the American kestrel, 
northern flicker, eastern phoebe, loggerhead shrike (Lanius ludovicianus), ruby-crowned kinglet (Regulus 
calendula), American pipit (Anthus rubescens), cedar waxwing (Bombycilla cedrorum), orange-crowned 
warbler (Vermivora celata), spotted towhee (Pipilo maculatus), savannah sparrow (Passerculus 
sandwichensis), and white-throated sparrow (Zonotrichia albicollis) (Lockwood 2001a, 2001b, 
Lockwood and Freeman 2004, Oberholser 1974).   

Similar to the avian species, mammal species within the Balconian Biotic Province are also generally 
widespread species that would be expected to occur within at least one of the other biotic provinces 
within the proposed Permit Area.  Common mammal species within the Balconian Biotic Province 
include the Virginia opossum, cave myotis (Myotis velifer), Brazilian free-tailed bat (Tadarida 
brasiliensis), nine-banded armadillo, eastern cottontail, black-tailed jackrabbit, Mexican ground squirrel, 
rock squirrel (Spermophilus variegatus), eastern fox squirrel, Botta’s pocket gopher (Thomomys bottae), 
hispid pocket mouse, Texas mouse (Peromyscus attwateri), deer mouse, white-ankled mouse 
(Peromyscus pectoralis), southern plains woodrat (Neotoma micropus), North American porcupine 
(Erethizon dorsatum), nutria, coyote, common gray fox, ringtail (Bassariscus astutus), northern raccoon, 
striped skunk, white-backed hog-nosed skunk (Conepatus leuconotus), mountain lion (Puma concolor), 
bobcat, and white-tailed deer.  The Llano pocket gopher (Geomys texensis) is the only mammal species 
whose range is restricted to the Balconian Biotic Province (Manning et al. 2008, Peppers et al. 1998, 
Schmidly 2004). 

3.9.5 Chihuahuan Biotic Province 

The westernmost faunal region within Texas is the Chihuahuan Biotic Province.  This diversified region 
is the most varied of the Texas biotic provinces, as it is a mosaic of arid grasslands, alpine forests, and 
desert scrublands.  It is composed of species adapted to arid conditions and wide elevational differences.  
The typical fauna of this region is widely dispersed throughout the American Southwest.  Several species 
of amphibians and reptiles in Texas are restricted to the Chihuahuan Biotic Province.  These include the 
northern leopard frog (Lithobates pipiens), spotted chirping frog (Eleutherodactylus guttilatus), Mexican 
plateau mud turtle (Kinosternum hirtipes murrayi), reticulate banded gecko (Coleonyx reticulatus), 
Presidio canyon lizard (Sceloporus merriami longipunctatus), Big Bend canyon lizard (Sceloporus 
merriami annulatus), gray checkered whiptail (Aspidoscelis dixoni), desert grassland whiptail 
(Aspidoscelis uniparens), painted desert glossy snake (Arizona elegans philipi), New Mexico milksnake 
(Lamropeltis triangulum celaenops), Trans-Pecos black-headed snake (Tantilla cucullata), and New 
Mexico gartersnake (Thamnophis sirtalis dorsalis).  Of these 13 species, only the spotted chirping frog 
and Trans-Pecos black-headed snake have been recorded from counties within the proposed Permit Area 
(Bartlett and Bartlett 1999, Conant and Collins 1998, Crother 2008, Dixon 2000, Werler and Dixon 
2000). 

Several other herpetological species in Texas are restricted to the Chihuahuan and Navahonian biotic 
provinces.  These include the canyon treefrog (Hyla arenicolor), Big Bend slider (Trachemys gaigeae 
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gaigeae), western painted turtle (Chrysemis picta bellii), desert box turtle (Terrapene ornata luteola), 
Texas earless lizard, speckled earless lizard (Holbrookia maculata approximans), greater short-horned 
lizard (Phrynosoma hernandesi), Big Bend tree lizard (Urosaurus ornatus schmidti), variable skink 
(Plestiodon multivirgatus epipleurotus), Chihuahuan spotted whiptail (Aspidoscelis exsanguis), New 
Mexico whiptail (Aspidoscelis neomexicana), Sonoran gopher snake (Pituophis catenifer affinis), Big 
Bend patch-nosed snake (Salvadora hexalepis deserticola), Texas lyresnake (Trimorphodon vilkinsonii), 
northern Mohave rattlesnake (Crotalus scutulatus scutulatus), mountain patch-nosed snake (Salvadora 
grahamiae grahamiae), western black-necked gartersnake (Thamnophis cyrtopsis cyrtopsis), and banded 
rock rattlesnake (Crotalus lepidus klauberi).  Of these species, only the Big Bend slider and banded rock 
rattlesnake have not been recorded from counties within the proposed Permit Area (Bartlett and Bartlett 
1999, Conant and Collins 1998, Crother 2008, Dixon 2000, Werler and Dixon 2000). 

Other herpetological species occurring in the Chihuahuan Biotic Province are more widespread, also 
occurring in other biotic provinces.  Representative species include the barred tiger salamander, Couch’s 
spadefoot, cliff chirping frog, eastern cricket frog, red-spotted toad, Texas toad, Rio Grande leopard frog, 
American bullfrog, Great Plains narrow-mouthed toad, yellow mud turtle, red-eared slider, Texas spiny 
softshell (Apalone spinifera emoryi), Texas banded gecko (Coleonyx brevis), Mediterranean house gecko 
(Hemidactylus turcicus), eastern collared lizard, Texas horned lizard, northern crevice spiny lizard, prairie 
lizard, Great Plains skink, Texas spotted whiptail, Kansas glossy snake, regal ring-necked snake 
(Diadophis punctatus regalis), Chihuahuan hook-nosed snake (Gyalopion canum), Mexican hog-nosed 
snake (Heterodon kennerlyi), Texas nightsnake, desert kingsnake (Lampropeltis getula splendida), 
western coachwhip, central Texas whipsnake, blotched watersnake, variable groundsnake (Sonora 
semiannulata semiannulata), plains black-headed snake (Tantilla nigriceps), checkered gartersnake, 
western diamond-backed rattlesnake, prairie rattlesnake, and desert massasauga (Sistrurus catenatus 
edwardsii) (Bartlett and Bartlett 1999, Conant and Collins 1998, Crother 2008, Dixon 2000, Werler and 
Dixon 2000). 

The Chihuahuan region of Texas is home to a number of avian species found nowhere else in the State.  
Avian species that are generally restricted to the Chihuahuan Biotic Province include year-round residents 
such as the Montezuma quail (Cyrtonyx montezumae), white-throated swift (Aeronautes saxatalis), acorn 
woodpecker (Melanerpes formicivorus), Hutton’s vireo (Vireo huttoni), Steller’s jay (Cyannocitta 
stelleri), Mexican jay, mountain chickadee (Poecile gambeli), crissal thrasher (Toxostoma crissale), 
phainopepla (Phainopepla nitens), and black-chinned sparrow (Spizella atrogularis); summer residents 
such as the band-tailed pigeon (Patagioenas fasciata), flammulated owl (Otus flammeolus), blue-throated 
hummingbird (Lampornis clemenciae), Cordilleran flycatcher (Empidonax occidentalis), Cassin’s 
kingbird (Tyrannus vociferans), gray vireo (Vireo vicinor), violet-green swallow (Tachycineta 
thalassina), Virginia’s warbler (Vermivora virginiae), Colima warbler (Vermivora crissalis), and hepatic 
tanager (Piranga flava).  Winter residents include the Brewer’s sparrow (Spizella breweri) and sage 
sparrow (Amphispiza belli).  All of these except the Montezuma quail, Mexican jay, and Colima warbler 
would be expected to occur within the proposed Permit Area. 
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Many avian species within the Chihuahuan Biotic Province are more widespread and occur within at least 
one of the other biotic provinces within the proposed Permit Area.  Such species include year-round 
residents such as the scaled quail (Callipepla squamata), ladder-backed woodpecker, Say’s phoebe 
(Sayornis saya), western scrub-jay, common raven, verdin (Auriparus flaviceps), cactus wren 
(Campylorhynchus brunneicapillus), curve-billed thrasher (Toxostoma curvirostre), canyon towhee, 
black-throated sparrow (Amphispiza bilineata), pyrrhuloxia (Cardinalis sinuatus), and western 
meadowlark.  Summer residents include the turkey vulture, cave swallow, Bell’s vireo (Vireo bellii), and 
black-headed grosbeak (Pheucticus melanocephalus), while winter residents include the ruby-crowned 
kinglet, yellow-rumped warbler (Dendroica coronata), spotted towhee, lark bunting (Calamospiza 
melanocorys), and Brewer’s blackbird (Euphagus cyanocephalus) (Bryan 2002, Lockwood and Freeman 
2004, Oberholser 1974, Peterson and Zimmer 1998).   

Mammal species whose normal ranges are largely restricted to the Chihuahuan Biotic Province include 
the Mexican long-nosed bat (Leptonycteris nivalis), California myotis (Myotis californicus), fringed 
myotis (Myotis thysanodes), long-legged myotis (Myotis volans), Yuma myotis (Myotis yumanensis), 
western red bat (Lasiurus blossevillii), spotted bat (Euderma maculatum), pocketed free-tailed bat 
(Nyctinomops femorosaccus), western mastiff bat (Eumops perotis), Texas antelope squirrel 
(Ammospermophilus interpres), desert pocket gopher (Geomys arenarius), rock pocket mouse 
(Chaetodipus intermedius), Nelson’s pocket mouse (Chaetodipus nelsoni), Chihuahuan Desert pocket 
mouse (Chaetodipus eremicus), Merriam’s kangaroo rat (Dipodomys merriami), banner-tailed kangaroo 
rat (Dipodomys spectabilis), cactus mouse (Peromyscus eremicus), northern rock mouse (Peromyscus 
nasutus), Mearns’ grasshopper mouse (Onychomys arenicola), tawny-bellied cotton rat (Sigmodon 
fulviventer), yellow-nosed cotton rat (Sigmodon ochrognathus), Mexican woodrat (Neotoma mexicana), 
and hooded skunk (Mephitis macroura).  Other mammal species occurring within the Chihuahuan Biotic 
Province, whose range occurs in at least one of the other provinces, include the desert shrew, cave myotis, 
western parastrelle, Brazilian free-tailed bat, desert cottontail, black-tailed jackrabbit, Texas antelope 
squirrel, Mexican ground squirrel, rock squirrel, hispid pocket mouse, fulvous harvest mouse, white-
footed mouse, hispid cotton rat, North American porcupine, coyote, swift fox, American black bear 
(Ursus americanus), ringtail, mountain lion, collared peccary (Pecari tajacu), mule deer, white-tailed 
deer, and pronghorn.  Elk (Cervus elaphus) and mountain sheep (Ovis canadensis) were extirpated from 
the region, but have been reintroduced into some areas (Manning et al. 2008, Peppers et al. 1998, 
Schmidly 1977, 2004).   

3.9.6 Navahonian Biotic Province 

The smallest biotic province represented in Texas is the Navahonian Biotic Province, which encompasses 
the Guadalupe Mountains in west Texas and stretches into New Mexico.  Although some species are 
restricted to the very high elevations in this region, most of the herpetofauna (reptiles and amphibians) in 
this region are common throughout the Chihuahuan Biotic Province, leading some scientists to disqualify 
the Navahonian as a valid Texas Biotic Province (Werler and Dixon 2000).   
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The avian fauna within the Navahonian Biotic Province is generally similar to that found in the 
Chihuahuan Biotic Province and includes more widespread species such as the turkey vulture, red-tailed 
hawk, American kestrel, ladder-backed woodpecker, Say’s phoebe, western scrub-jay, verdin, bushtit, 
cactus wren, canyon towhee, Brewer’s sparrow, black-throated sparrow, sage sparrow, pyrrhuloxia, and 
eastern and western meadowlarks.  However, the ranges of some avian species are largely restricted to the 
Navahonian Biotic Province, including a number of montane species that are characteristic of the Rocky 
Mountain biota of New Mexico.  These include year-round residents such as the spotted owl (Strix 
occidentalis), juniper titmouse (Baeolophus ridgwayi), and pygmy nuthatch (Sitta pygmaea); summer 
residents such as the northern saw-whet owl (Aegolius acadicus); winter residents such as the 
Williamson’s sapsucker (Sphyrapicus thryoideus); and irruptive species including the pinyon jay 
(Gymnorhinus cyanocephalus) and Clark’s nutcracker (Nucifraga columbiana) (Bryan 2002, Carlsbad 
Caverns Guadalupe Mountains Association 1997, Lockwood and Freeman 2004, Oberholser 1974, 
Peterson and Zimmer 1998). 

The mammalian fauna within the Navahonian Biotic Province is generally similar to that found in the 
Chihuahuan Biotic Province and includes more widespread species such as the desert shrew, cave myotis, 
western parastrelle, Brazilian free-tailed bat, desert cottontail, black-tailed jackrabbit, Texas antelope 
squirrel, Mexican ground squirrel, rock squirrel, hispid pocket mouse, fulvous harvest mouse, white-
footed mouse, hispid cotton rat, North American porcupine, coyote, swift fox, American black bear, 
ringtail, mountain lion, collared peccary, elk, mule deer, white-tailed deer, pronghorn, and mountain 
sheep.  The gray-footed chipmunk (Neotamias canipes) and Mogollon vole (Microtus mogollonensis) are 
the only mammal species whose ranges are restricted to the Navahonian Biotic Province (Peppers et al. 
1998, Manning et al. 2008, Schmidly 1977, 2004). 

3.10 THREATENED AND ENDANGERED SPECIES 

The sections below discuss the 11 covered species in the Applicant’s proposed Permit Area as well as the 
12 federally listed species of special interest, 1 federally proposed threatened species, and the 19 
candidate species of special interest, which are listed in Table 3-1. 

3.10.1 Covered Species 

The Applicant has decided to include 11 species in the HCP and its requested section 10(a)(1)(B) 
incidental take permit.  As noted earlier, these 11 species are referred to as covered species and the 
proposed activities as covered projects or covered activities.  Species that were excluded from the 
requested permit are either not likely to be affected by the covered activities or occur in portions of 
counties where the Applicant does not have facilities.  These species and their reasons for not being 
included in the requested section 10(a)(1)(B) permit are addressed in Section 3.10.2.  The following 
sections provide a description of each covered species. 
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Table 3-1.  Threatened and Endangered Species in Oncor’s Proposed Permit Area1 

  
Status 

Common Name2 Scientific Name2 Federal3 State4 
PLANTS 

 
Covered Species 

  
Large-fruited sand verbena Abronia macrocarpa E E 

  
Texas poppy-mallow Callirhoe scabriuscula E E 

  
Navasota ladies'-tresses Spiranthes parksii E E 

  
Pecos sunflower Helianthus paradoxus T T 

 
Other Federally Listed Species 

  
Texas prairie dawn-flower Hymenoxys texana E E 

  
(No common name) Geocarpon minimum T T 

  
Guadalupe fescue Festuca ligulata C 

 
  

Neches River rose-mallow Hibiscus dasycalyx C 
 

  
Texas golden gladecress Leavenworthia texana C 

 INVERTEBRATES 

 
Covered Species 

  
American burying beetle Nicrophorus americanus E 

 
 

Other Federally Listed Species 

  
Bee Creek Cave Harvestman Texella reddelli E 

 
  

Pecos assiminea snail Assiminea pecos E E 

  
Phantom Lake cave snail Cochliopa texana C 

 
  

Phantom springsnail (=Tryonia) Tryonia cheatumi C 
 

  
Diminutive amphipod Gammarus hyalleloides C 

 
  

Diamond Y Spring snail Pseudotryonia (=Tryonia) adamantina C 
 

  
Gonzales springsnail Tryonia circumstriata (=stocktonensis) C 

 
  

Texas fatmucket Lampsilis bracteata C 
 

  
Smooth pimpleback Quadrula houstonensis C 

 
  

Texas pimpleback Quadrula petrina C 
 

  
Texas fawnsfoot Truncilla macrodon C 

 FISHES 

 
Other Federally Listed Species 

  
Leon Springs pupfish Cyprinodon bovinus E E 

  
Comanche Springs pupfish Cyprinodon elegans E E 

  
Pecos gambusia Gambusia nobilis E E 

  
Smalleye shiner Notropis buccula C 

 
  

Sharpnose shiner Notropis oxyrhynchus C 
 E – Endangered; T – Threatened; C – Candidate; PE – Proposed Endangered 
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Table 3-1, concluded 

  
Status 

Common Name2 Scientific Name2 Federal3 State4 
AMPHIBIANS/REPTILES 

 
Covered Species 

  
Houston toad Bufo houstonensis E E 

 
Other Federally Listed Species 

      
  

Salado salamander Eurycea chisholmensis C 
 

  
Louisiana pinesnake Pituophis ruthveni C T 

  
Dunes sagebrush lizard Sceloporus arenicolus PE 

 BIRDS 

 
Covered Species 

  
Whooping crane Grus americana E E 

  
Golden-cheeked warbler Dendroica chrysoparia E E 

  
Black-capped vireo Vireo atricapilla E E 

  
Red-cockaded woodpecker Picoides borealis E E 

 
Other Federally Listed Species 

  
Least tern (interior subspecies) Sterna antillarum E E 

  
Northern aplomado falcon Falco femoralis septentrionalis E E 

  
Southwestern willow flycatcher Empidonax traillii extimus E E 

  
Mexican spotted owl Strix occidentalis lucida T T 

  
Piping plover Charadrius melodus T T 

  
Yellow-billed cuckoo Coccyzus americanus C 

 
  

Lesser prairie-chicken Tympanuchus pallidicinctus C 
 

  
Sprague's pipit Anthus spragueii C 

 MAMMALS 

 
Covered Species 

    Louisiana black bear Ursus americanus luteolus T T 
1According to the Service (2010). 
2Nomenclature follows the Service (2010). 
3Service – U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.   
4Texas Parks & Wildlife Department.  
E – Endangered; T – Threatened; C – Candidate; PE – Proposed Endangered 
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3.10.1.1 Large-Fruited Sand Verbena (Abronia macrocarpa)  

Status: Endangered (53 Federal Register 37975, 28 September 1988) without critical habitat. 

Description: A member of the four-o’clock family (Nyctaginaceae), the large-fruited sand verbena is an 
herbaceous, taprooted perennial that blooms from March through June, opening its flowers in the 
afternoon and closing them by early morning.  The flowers of the large-fruited sand verbena are trumpet-
shaped with five indented lobes, pink to purple in color, and up to 1.25 inches (3.2 centimeters) long.  Its 
fruits have five papery-thin wings, somewhat resembling a turbine, each holding a single, small, brownish 
black seed, distinguishing this species from other similar members of the Abronia genus.  The plants 
typically die back after flowering in June, until a basal rosette appears in October, which remains until 
early spring when the plant matures (Poole and Riskind 1987, Texas Parks and Wildlife Department 
1996a). 

Habitat: All populations of the large-fruited sand verbena occur on deep, Eocene-Age sands, such as the 
Padina and Arenosa series.  As noted earlier, these soils are commonly known as sugar sands or blowout 
sands because of their susceptibility to wind erosion and dune formation.  The large-fruited sand verbena 
is restricted to sparsely vegetated openings, including active blowouts, in the post oak 
woodland/grassland mosaic found in the Post Oak Savannah Vegetational Area (Hatch et al. 1990, Texas 
Organization for Endangered Species 1993, Texas Parks and Wildlife Department 1996a).  Yaupon, 
milkweed (Asclepias sp.), and grape (Vitis sp.) are considered important components of its habitat since 
they are known food sources for the larvae of moths in the families Sphingidae and Noctuidae believed to 
pollinate the large-fruited sand verbena (Williamson et al. 1994).   

Range: The distribution of the large-fruited sand verbena is limited to nine populations within three 
Texas counties: Freestone, Leon, and Robertson.  The number of individual plants within each population 
ranges from approximately 750 at one site in Robertson County to 30,000 at a site in Leon County 
(Center for Plant Conservation [CPC] 2009, Poole et al. 2004, Service 1992a, 2010, Texas Parks and 
Wildlife Department 1996a).   

Distribution in the Proposed Permit Area: All known populations of the large-fruited sand verbena 
occur within counties included in Oncor’s proposed Permit Area (Figure 3-5). 

Reason for Decline: Residential, resort, and oil well construction exhibit the greatest threat to the large-
fruited sand verbena, since they have resulted in the permanent elimination of much of its habitat.  
Conversion of large-fruited sand verbena habitat to pasture grasses, such as bermudagrass (Cynodon 
dactylon), lovegrass (Eragrostis sp.), and winter annuals, is another cause of habitat loss or modification 
as it leads to increased ground cover and, ultimately, soil stabilization.  Additionally, the suppression of 
natural fires has caused woody species to encroach upon the open, sandy areas occupied by this species 
(53 Federal Register 37976, Texas Parks and Wildlife Department 1996a).   
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Figure 3-5
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3.10.1.2 Texas Poppy-Mallow  (Callirhoe scabriuscula) 

Status: Endangered (46 Federal Register 3184, 13 January 1981) without critical habitat. 

Description: The Texas poppy-mallow is a showy wildflower that branches basally, if at all, and stands 
erect, reaching a height of 10 to 50 inches (25 to 127 centimeters).  Its chalice-like flowers are reddish 
purple, deepening to dark red or maroon toward the base of its five petals and each petal is fringed along 
its top edge.  The Texas poppy-mallow’s flowers bloom in late April to mid-June and are open each day 
from a few hours after sunrise to sunset for up to eight days or until they are fertilized by bees or other 
flying insects.  This perennial dies back during winter existing as a small, basal rosette with 3 to 8 leaves 
(Poole and Riskind 1987, Texas Parks and Wildlife Department 1996b). 

Habitat: The Texas poppy-mallow occurs within the grasslands or open oak or mesquite woodlands of 
the Rolling Plains Vegetational Area of Texas described by Hatch et al. (1990).  Its distribution is limited 
to former and current terraces of the upper Colorado River underlain by the deep, loose sands of the 
Tivoli soil series created and deposited by water and wind erosion (Poole and Riskind 1987, Texas 
Organization for Endangered Species 1993).  The sandy substrate inhabited by the Texas poppy-mallow 
is unusual for this region and supports a diversity of unique sand-adapted species. 

Range: Texas poppy-mallow has 10 known populations, all of which occur in Coke, Mitchell, and 
Runnels counties (Poole et al. 2004, Service 2010, Texas Parks and Wildlife Department 1996b).  
Runnels County is home to the largest historical population, located several miles southwest of Ballinger, 
which is believed to have once covered about 395 acres of deep sands.  Today, disturbance and 
encroachment have eliminated much of the historical population leaving small, segregated remnants in the 
area (Service 1985a).  As of 1987, all known locations occurred on private land and on Texas Department 
of Transportation (TxDOT) and public transportation rights-of-way (Poole and Riskind 1987). 

Distribution in the Proposed Permit Area: All known populations of the Texas poppy-mallow occur 
within the proposed Permit Area (Figure 3-6). 

Reason for Decline: Since the distribution of the Texas poppy-mallow is endemic to a single soil series, 
this species is extremely vulnerable to extinction due to habitat loss.  In the past, habitat destruction has 
been caused by crop and pasture planting, residential development, road and railway construction, and 
sand mining.  The showy bloom of the Texas poppy-mallow also exposes this plant to risk of collection 
by gardeners and rare plant enthusiasts (46 Federal Register 3184–3186, Texas Parks and Wildlife 
Department 1996b).   

3.10.1.3 Navasota Ladies’-Tresses  (Spiranthes parksii) 

Status: Endangered (47 Federal Register 19539, 6 May 1982) without critical habitat. 
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Figure 3-6
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Description: A diminutive member of the orchid family (Orchidaceae), the Navasota ladies’-tresses 
reaches a mere 8 to 15 inches (20 to 38 centimeters) tall and has a single row of small blooms each about 
0.25 inch (0.6 centimeter) in diameter wound loosely around the top third of the slender inflorescence.  
These perennial orchids flower in mid-October to mid-November, and fruits form until the first frost, 
usually in late November.  Each fruit contains thousands of tiny seeds (Poole and Riskind 1987, Service 
1984a, 1995a, Wilson n.d.).   

Habitat: The Navasota ladies’-tresses are found in the Post Oak Savannah interspersed between the 
Pineywoods and Blackland Prairies vegetational areas described by Hatch et al. (1990).  It generally 
occupies upland areas (about 250 feet [76 meters] above mean sea level) between the upper margins and 
adjacent lands of minor, intermittent tributaries of the Brazos and Navasota rivers and the uppermost 
reaches of their floodplains.  The soils of its habitat are often well-drained sandy, loamy soils with an 
underlying claypan, allowing for sufficient subsurface hydrology.  This species tolerates minimal natural 
disturbances that maintain the canopy breaks in its open habitat (Poole and Riskind 1987, Texas Parks 
and Wildlife Department 1997). 

Range: Since its listing in 1982, discoveries of Navasota ladies’-tresses populations have expanded from 
just two sites in Brazos County to about 100 sites with nearly 10,000 individual plants in 13 counties.  
Populations are known from Bastrop, Brazos, Burleson, Fayette, Freestone, Grimes, Jasper, Leon, 
Limestone, Madison, Milam, Robertson, and Washington counties (Poole et al. 2004, Service 2010, 
Turner et al. 2003, D. Scott, Natural Diversity Database, pers. comm. to D. Green, PBS&J 2006).   

Distribution in the Proposed Permit Area: Navasota ladies’-tresses occurs in six counties within the 
proposed Permit Area: Bastrop, Freestone, Leon, Limestone, Milam, and Robertson (Figure 3-7). 

Reason for Decline: The most significant threat to this species’ survival is habitat destruction due 
primarily to strip mining; residential, commercial, and roadway construction; and oil and gas 
development.  Other causes for concern include this species’ limited range as well as possible browsing 
by deer (Service 1984a, 1995a, Texas Parks and Wildlife Department 1997, NatureServe 2009).   

3.10.1.4 Pecos Sunflower  (Helianthus paradoxus) 

Status: Threatened (64 Federal Register 56590, 20 October 1999) with critical habitat (73 Federal 
Register 17761, 1 April 2008).  

Description: The Pecos sunflower is a halophytic, annual composite, similar in appearance to the 
common sunflower (Helianthus annuus).  Its flowers are yellow with centers composed of dark purple 
disk flowers.  Its three-veined lanceolate leaves are arranged opposite on the lower part of the stem and 
become alternate toward the top.  It grows to approximately 4 to 7 feet (1 to 2 meters) in height and 
blooms from September through November.  Aside from subtle physical differences, the most apparent 
characteristics distinguishing the Pecos sunflower from the common sunflower are its strictly autumn  
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Figure 3-7
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bloom time, as opposed to spring through fall blooming of the common sunflower, and its restricted 
habitat (Poole and Riskind 1987, 64 Federal Register 56582–56590, 20 October 1999). 

Habitat: The Pecos sunflower is dependent on deep, saturated, loamy soils found in spring-fed desert 
wetlands, called cienegas, in addition to stream, lake and pond margins.  Lake and pond habitat for the 
species is generally created from impounded natural springs.  This species is highly tolerant of the saline 
conditions typical of these habitats.  The Pecos sunflower occupies a specific niche in this community, 
growing most frequently alongside sea-lavender, limewater brookweed, clasping flaveria, and saltgrass in 
a zone of intermediate saturation (Poole and Diamond 1992). 

Since cienegas are rare ecosystems, they often support numerous sensitive species.  Desert wetlands in the 
Diamond Y Spring Nature Preserve in Pecos County support a large population of Pecos sunflower as 
well as the endangered Leon Springs pupfish (Cyprinodon bovinus), Pecos gambusia (Gambusia nobilis), 
and three rare aquatic snails (Seiler et al. 1981, The Nature Conservancy of Texas n.d.).  Desert wetlands 
in East Sandia Springs Nature Preserve also support two endangered fish, the Comanche Springs pupfish 
(Cyprinodon elegans) and Pecos gambusia, rare snails, and the Pecos sunflower (The Nature Conservancy 
of Texas n.d.).  Cienegas in New Mexico’s Bitter Lake National Wildlife Refuge support four aquatic 
invertebrates recently proposed for listing by the Service (67 Federal Register 3805–38060, 31 May 
2002) and three sensitive plant species in addition to the Pecos sunflower (NatureServe 2009). 

Critical Habitat:  In 2008, the Service designated a total of 1,305 acres (528 hectares) of land as critical 
habitat for the Pecos sunflower.  The critical habitat for the Pecos sunflower is divided into 5 units: units 
1–4 occur in New Mexico and unit 5 is in Texas.  Unit 5 is mostly located within the 3,962 acre Diamond 
Y Spring Preserve in Pecos County which is owned and operated by the Nature Conservancy of Texas.  A 
portion of the critical habitat in Unit 5 is located on a parcel of private land adjacent to the Diamond Y 
Spring Preserve.  Unit 5 is defined as 240 acres (97 hectares) and is located approximately 12 miles 
(20 kilometers) north-northwest of Fort Stockton, Texas.  Unit 5 is estimated to contain several hundred 
thousand to one million plants.  At the time of designation, unit 5 was occupied and contained all of the 
primary constituent elements that are essential to conserve the Pecos sunflower (73 Federal Register 
17761, 1 April 2008).  

Range: The Pecos sunflower is currently found in Pecos and Reeves counties in Texas and from New 
Mexico within the Pecos River system (64 Federal Register 56582–56590, 20 October 1999, Poole et al. 
2004, Service 2004a).  The location in Pecos County is near Fort Stockton and consists of a large 
population of several hundred thousand plants at Diamond Y Spring (with a smaller group of plants on 
nearby highway rights-of-way).  A second Texas population is located at Sandia Spring in the Balmorhea 
area of Reeves County.  Both of the Texas populations occur on land owned and managed by The Nature 
Conservancy of Texas.  The Diamond Y Spring Preserve and the East Sandia Springs Preserve are 
currently actively managed to remove saltcedar and common sunflower.  The Diamond Y Spring Preserve 
also restricts grazing from August through November and has formed an agreement with the TxDOT to 
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avoid mowing and the use of herbicides within the TxDOT rights-of-way along Diamond Y Creek to 
protect this species (NatureServe 2009, Service 2004a). 

Distribution in the Proposed Permit Area: All Texas sites occur in Pecos and Reeves counties and are 
within the proposed Permit Area (Figure 3-8).   

Reasons for Decline: Loss of spring flow appears to be the greatest threat to Pecos sunflower populations 
in Texas.  As groundwater is withdrawn for irrigation, municipal and other purposes, consumed by 
saltcedar, or desiccated during periods of drought, the water table is lowered and the springs become dry, 
sometimes permanently.  Other notable causes of decline include alteration of wetlands; competition and 
displacement by nonnative species, particularly saltcedar; mowing; overgrazing by livestock; and 
collection (Poole and Diamond 1992, 64 Federal Register 56582–56590, 20 October 1999).   

Research has indicated that this species can benefit from active land management.  Removal of saltcedar 
and the Russian olive (Elaeagnus angustifolia), which compete with both the Pecos sunflower and 
common sunflower, has proved beneficial (NatureServe 2009).  The two sunflower species can hybridize.  
Studies on the effects of livestock have shown that grazing can remove competitors, allowing for more 
vigorous growth, although uncontrolled grazing can reduce reproductive success and biomass (Bush and 
Van Auken 1997). 

3.10.1.5 American Burying Beetle  (Nicrophorus americanus) 

Status: Endangered (54 Federal Register 29652, 13 July 1989) without critical habitat.   

Description: The American burying beetle is the largest member of the genus Nicrophorus in North 
America.  It ranges from 1 to 1.5 inches (2.5 to 4.5 centimeters) in length and has a shiny black 
appearance.  Like most other burying beetles, the American Burying beetle has four red-orange spots on 
the wing covers.  It can be distinguished from other North American burying beetles by its larger size and 
its orange-red pronotum and frons.  This beetle, which feeds largely on carrion, was formerly known as 
the giant carrion beetle.  It is largely nocturnal and lives for only 1 year (Service 2005). 

Habitat: While the American burying beetle is thought to be a habitat generalist, its habitat requirements, 
particularly for reproduction, are not fully understood at present.  It has been encountered in various types 
of habitat including oak-pine woodland, oak-hickory forest, pine forest, bottomland/riparian woodland, 
open grassland, open agricultural land, and edge habitat.  Habitat requirements would include soils 
suitable for the burial of carcasses (Service 1991a, 2005).  Although it feeds mainly on a wide variety of 
carrion, this species may also capture and consume live insects (Scott and Traniello 1989). 

Range: The historical distribution of the American burying beetle includes the eastern half of North 
America from southern Ontario, Canada and the northern peninsula of Michigan to the southern Atlantic 
coastal plain, including the eastern half of Oklahoma and east Texas.  At the time of listing in 1989, only  
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three areas of occurrence were known.  Two of these were in Oklahoma and the other was in Rhode 
Island.  The current distribution covers eight states: Rhode Island (Block Island), Massachusetts 
(Nantucket Island and Penikese Island), South Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas, Arkansas, Oklahoma, and 
Texas.  The westernmost known occurrence is a 1988 record from Dawes County, Nebraska.  This 
species has disappeared from over 90 percent of its historic range and has been in decline for over a 
century (Service 1991a, 2005). 

In Oklahoma, the beetle is known to occur in 22 counties, with two additional Oklahoma counties having 
unconfirmed sightings.  In addition, nine counties are considered likely to support this species due to the 
presence of suitable habitat and to their proximity to counties with current American burying beetle 
occurrences.  However, no current surveys have been conducted in these counties.  Ohio has reintroduced 
American burying beetles over a 3-year period.  To date, the status of this reintroduced population is poor.  
Additional research is needed to properly understand the requirements of the American burying beetle and 
achieve successful reintroduction efforts (Service 2005).   

Distribution in the Proposed Permit Area: In Texas, this beetle is only found in two counties: Lamar 
and Red River, both of which occur within the proposed Permit Area (Figure 3-9).  The occurrence in Red 
River County is a recent record (O. Bocanegra, the Service, pers. comm. to D. Green, PBS&J 2004).  The 
Lamar County population in Texas is on a military base, Camp Maxey (Texas National Guard), while the 
Red River County population is on a preserve, Lennox Woods, owned by The Nature Conservancy of 
Texas (NatureServe 2009, O. Bocanegra, the Service, pers. comm. to D. Green, PBS&J 2006). 

Reasons for Decline: While the cause for the decline of this species is not clearly understood, it could be 
a result of habitat fragmentation, habitat loss, carcass limitation (i.e., reduced availability of optimum-
sized carrion), pesticides, disease, light pollution, interspecific competition for carcasses, or a 
combination of these factors.  The primary cause, however, has been attributed to habitat loss and 
fragmentation (Service 1991a, 2005). 

3.10.1.6 Houston Toad  (Bufo houstonensis) 

Status: Endangered (35 Federal Register 16047, 13 October 1970) with critical habitat (43 Federal 
Register 4022, 31 January 1978). 

Description: Individual Houston toad coloration can vary considerably.  While the toads are generally 
brown and speckled, they can appear light brown to almost black and can have a slightly reddish, 
yellowish or grayish hue.  Two dark bands extend from each eye down to the mouth and their legs are 
banded with darker pigment.  A variable white stripe lines the sides of the toad’s body.  Their undersides 
are usually pale with small, dark spots.  Males have a dark throat that appears bluish when distended.  
Adult Houston toads are between 2 to 3.5 inches (5 to 9 centimeters) long and, like all toads, are covered 
with raised skin patches that contain chemicals that make the toad distasteful and sometimes poisonous to 
predators (Service 1984b).   
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Habitat: The Houston toad occurs on rolling uplands characterized by pine and/or oak woodlands 
(loblolly pine, post oak, blackjack oak, and bluejack oak [Quercus incana]) underlain by pockets of deep, 
sandy soils (Campbell 2003, Service 1995a).  Because their skin is semipermeable to water, Houston 
toads become dormant to escape harsh weather conditions, such as winter cold (hibernation) and drought 
(aestivation).  They seek protection during this time by burrowing into sand or hiding under rocks, leaf 
litter, logs, or in abandoned animal burrows (Service 1995a).  Although Houston toads are typically 
associated with woodland habitat, they also breed in and migrate across sparsely wooded and cleared 
areas near woodlands.  They may also breed in and traverse areas that do not support deep sands, 
including clay and gravel substrates, provided these areas are near woodlands underlain by pockets of 
deep, sandy soils (Hillis et al. 1984).   

Houston toads breed from January to June with a peak in February and March.  Male Houston toads have 
been observed traveling up to 0.3 mile (500 meters) between ponds and up to 0.9 mile (1,375 meters) 
within a 24-hour period (Price 1992).  Although this species has been known to breed along the edges of 
flooded fields and permanent ponds (Service 1984b), it appears to prefer shallow ephemeral rain pools for 
breeding (Price 1990).  In wet years, breeding may occur wherever sufficient standing water is present.  
For successful breeding, water must persist for at least 60 days to allow egg hatching, tadpole maturation, 
and emergence of toadlets (Hillis et al. 1984, Service 1984b).  Algae and pollen found in permanent or 
ephemeral waterbodies comprise the primary food source for tadpoles (Hillis et al. 1984).  Mortality of 
young is high due to predation and drying of breeding sites, with less than 1 percent of the eggs laid 
believed to survive to adulthood (Service 1984b, 1994, 1995a).  Adult toads are indiscriminate feeders 
and eat a wide variety of insects and other invertebrates (Service 1984b).   

Range: The Houston toad is endemic to Texas.  It was first discovered in the Houston area and was 
formally recognized as a new species in 1953.  By the 1970s, toad populations disappeared across three 
Houston-area counties, Harris, Fort Bend, and Liberty, due to urban expansion (Service 1984b).  Since 
1989, Houston toad populations have been documented in nine counties: Austin, Bastrop, Burleson, 
Colorado, Lavaca, Lee, Leon, Milam, and Robertson (Service 2010, Yantis 1989, 1990, 1991, Yantis and 
Price 1993).  Several of these populations, however, have never been relocated.  The Lost Pines area of 
Bastrop County continues to support the largest known population of Houston toads throughout their 
range (Forstner 2003).  Bastrop State Park is the only public land that supports a large number of Houston 
toads; however, this population is not sufficient enough to ensure the long-term survival of the species.  
While habitat analysis suggests that the Houston toad may also exist in Caldwell and Washington 
counties, no populations have been confirmed.  According to Dixon (2000), the Houston toad has been 
recorded in Washington County, although the Service (2010) and Texas Parks and Wildlife Department 
records (Birnbaum 2001) do not reflect this assertion.  In their annual report to the Texas Parks and 
Wildlife Department and the Service, Forstner et al. (2008) consider the Houston toad likely to be 
extirpated in Lavaca County, unlikely to occur in Lee County, and at very low numbers in Austin, 
Colorado, and Leon counties.  However, more recently, a current population in Lee County has been 
confirmed at very low numbers and current populations in Austin County have been found to have 
increased numbers (P. Najvar, the Service, pers. comm. to G. Newgord, PBS&J 2010). 
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Distribution in the Proposed Permit Area: This species has been recorded from five counties within the 
proposed Permit Area, as shown on Figure 3-10.  These are Bastrop, Leon, Robertson, Milam, and Lee 
counties.   

Reasons for Decline: Population viability analyses indicate that Houston toads are vulnerable to 
extinction from impacts that reduce migration, adult survivorship, and reproductive success.  Activities 
leading to the continued gradual and sustained reduction of available habitat have been identified as 
increasing the risk of population extinction.  Population survival is enhanced by maintaining populations, 
with subpopulations of relatively large and equal sizes, with a migration rate among them of 2 percent per 
year or greater (Service 1994).   

Primary threats to the Houston toad include the destruction, conversion and fragmentation of habitat 
throughout its range as a result of urbanization, logging and agricultural production (Service 1995a).  
Each of these impacts can lead to the direct loss of woodland habitat and ephemeral breeding ponds, 
increasing the Houston toad’s vulnerability to predators and competitors.  Other inhospitable 
introductions to the landscape include roads and exotic turfgrasses (Knutson et al. 1999).  Because it is 
often permanent, habitat conversion poses the most serious threat to the Houston toad.  These factors 
work synergistically with the detrimental effects of habitat fragmentation, thus decreasing the numbers 
and distribution of toad populations (Denton et al. 1997, Knutson et al. 1999).  Forstner (2003), however, 
noted that Houston toads were persisting within rural acreage-lot subdivisions during 2002 monitoring 
surveys. 

Some forestry practices, specifically clearcutting, result in the temporary destruction of woodland habitat, 
unless converted to another habitat type, in which case the destruction would be permanent.  Depending 
on the extent and location of the clearing, however, an area that has been logged could eventually provide 
a habitat benefit to the toad as the woodland becomes reestablished, particularly if it is surrounded by 
other woodlands inhabited by the toad. 

Agricultural production contributes to the loss of habitat through the conversion of woodlands to pasture 
or cropland, as well as through the alteration or destruction of watershed drainages and wetlands 
important for toad breeding and reproduction (Knutson et al. 1999).  Conversion of habitat to other cover 
types may introduce competition by providing habitat for other species of toads, including Woodhouse’s 
toad (Anaxyrus woodhousii) and the Gulf Coast toad and the establishment and proliferation of red 
imported fire ants, which prefer open, sunny areas where soils have been disturbed from the clearing of 
woody vegetation. 

Increased fragmentation isolates habitat and increases the Houston toad’s vulnerability to adverse impacts 
including predation, interspecific competition, and reduced food availability (Denton et al. 1997).  Habitat 
fragmentation contributes to genetic isolation of populations leading to reduced genetic variation and 
viability.  As both the number of populations and the number of individuals within populations decline,  
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the species also becomes vulnerable to reduced reproduction and survival due to catastrophic events.  
Droughts may reduce small populations to such low numbers that they are unable to recover. 

Natural predators of adult Houston toads include birds, mammals, snakes, and turtles.  In addition, fire 
ants tend to benefit from the presence of humans and are known to prey on toadlets, as well as on the 
invertebrate community that makes up the adult toad’s food base.  Where fire ant infestations occur, they 
undoubtedly impact the Houston toad both directly and indirectly through predation and competition 
(Service 1984b, 1994, 1995a, Texas Parks and Wildlife Department 1993). 

It is currently unknown what impact the extreme drought conditions during 2011 and the recent fires 
(September 2011) in the Bastrop area have had on the Houston toad.  The Service has expressed concern 
about the status of the species, especially since the drought could continue into 2012 (C. Williams, the 
Service, pers. comm. to D. Green, Atkins October 2011).  Impacts of these concurrent events on the 
Houston toad could include mortality, habitat loss, and a reduction in prey availability. 

3.10.1.7 Whooping Crane  (Grus americana) 

Status: Endangered (35 Federal Register 8491, June 1970).  Critical habitat for the species was 
designated in May 1978 (43 Federal Register 20938) in four states (Nebraska, Kansas, Oklahoma, and 
Texas) and includes wintering range in the Aransas National Wildlife Refuge and vicinity on the Texas 
Gulf Coast. 

Description: The whooping crane is a large wading bird that in the last 50 years has returned from the 
brink of extinction.  It is the tallest North American bird and males, which are larger than females, may 
reach nearly 5 feet (1.5 meters).  Adults are snowy white except for black primary feathers on their wings 
and a bare red face and crown.  Their bill is a dark olive-gray, which becomes lighter during the breeding 
season.  Their eyes are yellow and their legs and feet are gray-black.  Immatures are a reddish cinnamon 
color that results in a mottled appearance as the white feather base extends.  The juvenile plumage is 
gradually replaced through the winter months and becomes predominantly white by the following spring 
as the dark red crown and face become apparent.  Yearlings achieve the typical adult appearance by late 
in their second summer or fall.  The life span in the wild is estimated to be 22 to 24 years (Campbell 
2003, Canadian Wildlife Service [CWS] and the Service 2007, Lewis 1995).   

Habitat: Nesting habitat in northern Canada is a poorly drained region of freshwater marshes and wet 
prairies interspersed with numerous potholes and narrow wooded ridges (Campbell 2003, CWS and the 
Service 2007, Lewis 1995).  Whooping cranes are known to utilize a variety of habitat types during 
migration, including freshwater marshes, wet prairies, inland lakes, small farm ponds, upland grain fields, 
and riverine systems.  Shallow flooded palustrine wetlands are used for roosting, while croplands and 
emergent wetlands are used for feeding.  Riverine habitats, such as submerged sandbars, are often used 
for roosting as well.  Most wetlands used for roosting are within 0.62 mile (1 kilometer) of a suitable 
feeding area (Armbruster 1990, Campbell 2003, CWS and the Service 2007, Howe 1987, 1989, Lewis 
1995, Lingle et al. 1991). 
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The whooping crane’s principal wintering habitat consists of approximately 22,500 acres (9,109 hectares) 
of brackish bays, marshes, and salt flats of the Aransas National Wildlife Refuge and adjacent publicly 
and privately owned wetlands in Texas.  Whooping cranes also forage on the interior upland portions of 
the refuge (Campbell 2003, CWS and the Service 2007, Lewis 1995). 

Whooping cranes are omnivorous and forage by probing and gleaning foods from soil, water, and 
vegetation.  Summer foods include dragonflies, damselflies, other aquatic insects, crayfish, clams, snails, 
aquatic tuber, grasshoppers, crickets, frogs, mice, voles, small flightless birds, minnows, reptiles, and 
berries.  During the winter in Texas they eat a wide variety of plant and animal foods.  Blue crabs 
(Callinectes sapidus), clams, and berries of Carolina wolfberry (Lycium carolinianum) are predominant in 
their diet.  Whooping cranes also forage for acorns, snails, crayfish, and insects in upland areas.  Waste 
grains, such as barley and wheat, are an important part of their diet during the spring and fall migrations 
(Campbell 2003, CWS and the Service 2007, Lewis 1995). 

Range: Whooping cranes were originally found throughout most of North America.  The historic range 
for the whooping crane once extended from the Arctic coast south to central Mexico, and from Utah east 
to New Jersey, and down into South Carolina, Georgia, and Florida.  The historic breeding range once 
extended across north-central United States and in the Canadian provinces of Manitoba, Saskatchewan, 
and Alberta.  In the nineteenth century, the main breeding area was from the Northwest Territories to the 
prairie provinces in Canada and from the northern prairie states to Illinois.  Only three wild populations of 
whooping cranes exist, the largest of which is the Aransas-Wood Buffalo population, which breeds in 
isolated marshy areas of Wood Buffalo National Park in Canada's Northwest Territories.  Each fall, the 
entire population of whooping cranes from this national park in northern Canada migrates some 
2,600 miles (4,183 kilometers) primarily to the Aransas National Wildlife Refuge and adjacent areas of 
the central Texas coast in Aransas, Calhoun, and Refugio counties where it overwinters in oak savannahs, 
salt marshes, and bays.  Fall migration occurs in the mid September–mid November time frame, while the 
spring migration occurs largely in April, with spring migration being the more rapid by 2 to 4 weeks 
(Campbell 2003, CWS and the Service 2007, Lewis 1995, Service 1995a, 2009a).  As of September 30, 
2010, the three populations of whooping cranes in the wild totaled 407 birds; 263 in the Aransas-Wood 
Buffalo flock, 25 in the nonmigratory population in central Florida, and 119 in the eastern population that 
migrates between Wisconsin and Florida (Whooping Crane Eastern Partnership 2010).   

Whooping cranes make frequent stops to feed and rest during migration.  While they will utilize a variety 
of habitats for foraging and roosting during these stops, they seem to prefer isolated sites away from 
human activities.  These birds have an unpredictable pattern of stopover habitat use and may not use the 
same stopover sites annually.  Whooping cranes are diurnal migrants and often stop wherever they happen 
to be late in the day when they find conditions no longer suitable for migration.  Some areas, however, are 
used on a regular basis and would be considered traditional stopover sites and some of these sites have 
been designated as critical habitat.  The normal migration corridor for the whooping crane stretches from 
the panhandle eastward to the east-central portion of the State (Service 1995a).  Because of weather 
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conditions, including strong winds that may blow the birds off course to the east or west, the whooping 
crane migration corridor may be more than 200 miles wide (Service 2009a).   

Distribution in the Proposed Permit Area: The Service (2010) lists the whooping crane for 52 counties 
within the proposed Permit Area, as shown on Figure 3-11.  Oberholser (1974) documented spring/fall 
migration records for six counties within the proposed Permit Area: Cooke, Dallas, Lampasas, 
McLennan, Navarro, and Young.  Pulich (1988) added Baylor, Clay, Ellis, Jack, Johnson, Parker, Tarrant, 
and Wilbarger counties, while Howe (1989), in a migration study of radio-marked whooping cranes, 
recorded whooping cranes at stopover areas in five Texas counties, adding Montague and Wichita 
counties.  Austin and Richert (2001), in a comprehensive review of whooping crane sightings between 
1943 and 1999, added seven more counties within the proposed Permit Area:  Bell, Bosque, Comanche, 
Coryell, Denton, Lynn, and Milam.  Confirmed whooping crane sightings to fall 2010 from the 
Cooperative Whooping Crane Sighting Project adds 12 counties in the proposed Permit Area:  Archer, 
Bastrop, Burnet, Dawson, Grayson, Hill, Lee, Lynn, Martin, Palo Pinto, Terry, and Wise.  The remaining 
counties are documented by the Service (2010). 

Reasons for Decline: The whooping crane population, estimated at 500 to 700 individuals in 1870, had 
declined to only 16 individuals (14 adults [including 3 or 4 females] and 2 young) in the migratory 
population by 1941.  The main factors in the decline of the whooping crane were the conversion of the 
primary wetland nesting habitat to hay, pastureland, and grain production, human disturbance of nesting 
areas, shooting, specimen and egg collection, collisions with powerlines, fences and other structures, loss 
and degradation of migration stopover habitat, disease such as avian cholera, predation, lead poisoning, 
and loss of genetic diversity.  Drought during the breeding season presents serious hazards to this species.  
Exposure to disease is a special problem when large numbers of birds are concentrated in limited areas, as 
often happens during times of drought.  Biological factors, such as delayed sexual maturity (3 to 4 years) 
and small clutch size (two eggs, with only one chick typically fledging), prevent rapid population 
recovery.  Whooping cranes also have limited genetic diversity within the population and it is estimated 
that 66 percent of the original genetic material for the species has been lost (Campbell 2003, CWS and the 
Service 2007, Lewis 1995, Service 2009a). 

One of the biggest current threats to whooping cranes in the wild is the potential of a hurricane or a 
contaminant spill destroying their wintering habitat on the Texas coast, particularly along the Gulf 
Intracoastal Waterway, which passes through the center of their winter range.  A spill from commercial 
vessels carrying toxic chemicals along this waterway could contaminate the cranes’ food supply or poison 
the cranes themselves.  Another current threat is the increase in the number of wind farms.  Wind energy 
is currently the fastest growing form of energy development in the United States.  The increased potential 
of mortality of whooping cranes through collisions with the wind turbines and associated transmission 
lines during migration is of concern to the Service.  Finally, the threat of global climate change may 
adversely affect the water regime, thereby adversely affecting the whooping crane population at both their 
nesting areas and their wintering grounds (Campbell 2003, CWS and the Service 2007, Service 2009a). 
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3.10.1.8 Golden-Cheeked Warbler  (Dendroica chrysoparia) 

Status: Endangered (55 Federal Register 18844, 4 May 1990, emergency rule; 55 Federal Register 
53153–53160, 27 December 1990, final rule) without critical habitat. 

Description: The golden-cheeked warbler is a small (about 5 inches [13 centimeters] in length) 
insectivorous bird.  Adult males have black on the crown, nape, back, throat, and upper breast.  The wings 
are black with two white wing bars.  The cheeks are a bright golden-yellow with a black eye line.  The 
underparts are white, streaked with black on the flanks.  Adult females are similar but duller in color; the 
crown and back are olive-green, with some black streaking (Farrand 1983, Oberholser 1974). 

Habitat: From March to mid-summer, the golden-cheeked warbler inhabits juniper-oak woodlands in the 
Edwards Plateau, Lampasas Cut-Plain, and Llano Uplift regions of Texas.  Ashe juniper and various oaks 
are the dominant tree species required in this migratory songbird’s breeding habitat.  The bark of mature 
Ashe junipers is essential for nest building, while deciduous trees, particularly oaks, are important for 
foraging.  Texas red oak, plateau live oak, shin oak, cedar elm, walnut (Juglans spp.), hackberry, and 
Texas ash are common hardwoods where golden-cheeked warblers are found, particularly in the central 
part of its range.  This habitat type is typically found in areas of steep slopes, canyon heads, draws, and 
adjacent ridgetops.  Prime habitat occurs in patches of at least 250 acres, although smaller habitat patches 
are also used.  Minimum patch size for successful reproduction ranges from 37 to 57 acres (15 to 
23 hectares) (Arnold et al. 1996, Butcher 2008, Ladd 1985, Ladd and Gass 1999, Pulich 1976, Service 
1992b, Wahl et al. 1990).   

The golden-cheeked warbler migrates between its wintering grounds in southern Mexico and Central 
America to its breeding grounds in central Texas.  The species arrives in early to mid-March and begins 
migrating south in June or July.  Nesting is typically completed by the end of July, and most golden-
cheeked warblers have left central Texas by early to mid-August (Ladd and Gass 1999, Wahl et al. 1990).  
For the purpose of this EIS, the breeding season for the golden-cheeked warbler is defined as March 1 
through August 31. 

The territory size of a breeding pair of golden-cheeked warblers ranges from as little as 4 acres 
(1.6 hectares) to as much as 43 acres (17.4 hectares), with most falling in the range of 5 to 20 acres (2 to 
8 hectares).  The size is influenced by the habitat quality and territories are defended by the males.  Nests, 
composed of shreds of mature Ashe juniper bark bound with spider webs, are typically well camouflaged 
and located high in the nest tree, making them difficult to find.  The female is thought to select the nesting 
site and build the nest.  One clutch of three to four eggs is generally produced in April of each year.  
Additional nesting attempts are rare and occur only if the first clutch is lost to predation or parasitism.  
Incubation is typically 10 to 12 days.  The young fledge after 9 to 12 days and are fed by both parents for 
another month after leaving the nest.  The golden-cheeked warbler feeds on insects, spiders and other 
arthropods (Campbell 2003, City of Austin 2007, Holimon and Craft 2000, Jette et al. 1998, Ladd and 
Gass 1999, Peak 2007, Pulich 1976, Service 1992b, Travis County 2007, Wahl et al. 1990). 



 

100005805/100190 3-46 

Range: Of all the bird species known to occur in Texas, only the golden-cheeked warbler nests 
exclusively within the State’s boundaries (Ladd and Gass 1999).  The golden-cheeked warbler historically 
nested in 41 of Texas’ 254 counties (Pulich 1976, Service 1996).  Current confirmed breeding records 
exist from 28 Texas counties: Bandera, Bell, Bexar, Blanco, Bosque, Burnet, Comal, Coryell, Dallas, 
Edwards, Erath, Gillespie, Hays, Jack, Johnson, Kendall, Kerr, Kimble, Lampasas, Llano, Medina, Palo 
Pinto, Real, San Saba, Somervell, Travis, Uvalde, and Williamson (Ladd and Gass 1999, Lasley et al. 
1997, Lockwood and Freeman 2004, Service 1996, Omar Bocanegra, the Service, pers. comm. to 
D. Green, PBS&J 2010).  The golden-cheeked warbler was recently discovered in southeast Young 
County (Lasley et al. 1997) and was rediscovered in Dallas County in 2001 after a 35-year absence 
(Lockwood and Freeman 2004).  The Dallas County sighting was of a lone individual on April 7, 2001, 
and represents the first county record since 1964 (North-Central Texas Birds 2009).  Dallas County also 
had a sighting within the last 5 years in Dogwood Canyon, owned mostly by Audubon (Christina 
Williams, the Service, pers. comm. to G. Newgord, PBS&J 2010).  However, the golden-cheeked warbler 
is not currently considered to breed in Young County.  This species has also been encountered recently in 
Edwards County (Service 2008) and Erath County (Whitenton Group 2004a).  Both of these counties had 
prior historical records.  Historical records also exist for Eastland, Hamilton, Hill, Hood, Kinney, 
McLennan, and Stephens counties (Oberholser 1974, Pulich 1976, 1988).  However, suitable habitat 
within these counties was probably never extensive and has likely become more restricted because of 
recent habitat loss and further studies are needed to determine the breeding status within these counties 
(Service 1996).  Additional studies are also needed to determine the breeding status within Comanche, 
Ellis, Mason, Menard, and Mills counties.  It is likely that small areas of potential habitat exist within 
these five counties, however, no recent or historical records exist from these counties (Ladd and Gass 
1999).  Figure 3-12 shows the known county records in Texas for this species.  Additional records exist 
from Aransas, Bastrop, Brewster, Cameron, Galveston, Fayette, Hidalgo, and Karnes counties.  However, 
these records represent migrating birds and no breeding records exist from any of these counties 
(Lockwood and Freeman 2004, Oberholser 1974, Peterson and Zimmer 1998).  During the winter, the 
species occurs in woodlands of mountainous areas of southern Mexico (Braun et al. 1986) and east-
central Guatemala through Honduras, Nicaragua, and possibly Belize (Pulich 1976, Service 1990). 

SWCA is currently reviewing the status of the golden-cheeked warbler and the Service is currently in the 
process of undertaking a 5-year status review of the species.  According to SWCA’s preliminary 
population estimates, approximately 20,000 to 25,000 breeding pairs of golden-cheeked warblers may 
occur (Service 2008).  More recently, however, Morrison et al. (2010) estimated between 175,000 and 
265,000 (mean = 220,000) adult singing male golden-cheeked warblers in Texas during the 2009 
breeding season. 
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Distribution in the Proposed Permit Area: The golden-cheeked warbler has been documented from the 
following 18 counties within the proposed Permit Area: Bell, Bosque, Burnet, Coryell, Dallas, Eastland, 
Erath, Hood, Hill, Jack, Johnson, Lampasas, McLennan, Palo Pinto, Somervell, Stephens, Tom Green, 
and Young (Groce et al. 2010, Ladd and Gass 1999, Lasley et al. 1997, Lockwood and Freeman 2004, 
Oberholser 1974, Pulich 1976, 1988, Service 1996, Whitenton Group 2004a, C. Williams, the Service, 
pers. comm. to D. Green, Atkins October 2011).  Breeding golden-cheeked warblers were recently 
encountered in Erath County (Whitenton Group 2004a).  Four counties with reliable historical records 
also occur within the proposed Permit Area: Stephens, Eastland, Hood, and McLennan (Oberholser 1974, 
Pulich 1976, 1988).  Comanche, Mills, and Ellis are three counties within the proposed Permit Area with 
no recent or historical records, but possibly containing small areas of potential habitat (Ladd and Gass 
1999).  Figure 3-12 shows the known county records for this species in the proposed Permit Area.   

Reasons for Decline: Most recent researchers have indicated that the population decline of the golden-
cheeked warbler is a result of various factors related to destruction and fragmentation of quality habitat in 
the species’ breeding and wintering ranges (Ladd and Gass 1999, Service 1992b, 1995a, Wahl et al. 
1990).  Among the major causes for the decline in the amount of contiguous, suitable habitat are land 
clearing for agricultural use, land development (urban encroachment), and highway and reservoir 
construction (Oberholser 1974).  Reduction in habitat quality can be traced to the suppression of natural 
fires in the Hill Country and overgrazing, which result in a reduction of hardwoods present in juniper-oak 
communities (Campbell 2003). 

Habitat loss and fragmentation have also indirectly contributed to reduced survival in the species by 
increasing edge habitat, resulting in greater vulnerability to nest parasitism and predation.  The brown-
headed cowbird, which is an edge species, will lay its eggs in golden-cheeked warbler nests, often after 
removing golden-cheeked warbler eggs from the nest.  Golden-cheeked warblers will then either abandon 
the nest, sometimes to renest elsewhere, or will continue to brood and fledge cowbird young, thus 
reducing survival of their own offspring (Campbell 2003).  Ratsnakes (Pantherophis spp.), feral cats and 
dogs, opossums, raccoons, and other bird species are common predators of golden-cheeked warbler eggs.  
Other factors include loss of deciduous oaks, used for foraging, to oak wilt, and predation and completion 
by the blue jay and other urban avian species (Service 1992b). 

3.10.1.9 Black-Capped Vireo  (Vireo atricapilla) 

Status: Endangered (52 Federal Register 37420–37423, 6 October 1987) without critical habitat.  The 
Service completed a status review of this species on June 19, 2007, and recommended that the black-
capped vireo be downlisted from endangered to threatened status (Service 2007).   

Description: The black-capped vireo is a small (about 4.5 inches or 11.4 centimeters from head to tail) 
insectivorous bird.  Characteristic features of the male include a black crown, nape, and face, and white 
“spectacles” formed by white eye-rings with a white band connecting the eye-rings.  The back of the bird 
is olive green; the wings and tail are blackish with yellow-green edges; the breast and belly are white with 
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greenish yellow flanks; and the wings have two pale-yellow wing bars.  Females of the species are 
similar, but duller in color, and have a slate gray cap (Farrand 1983, Oberholser 1974).   

Habitat: The black-capped vireo occupies heterogeneous shrubland habitat that is characterized by a 
patchy distribution of shrub clumps and thickets, with at least 35 percent woody cover allowing light to 
reach ground level.  The shrub stratum in this species’ habitat is usually 4 to 10 feet (1 to 3 meters) high, 
with abundant deciduous foliage to ground level.  Vegetation structure at this level is necessary because 
black-capped vireos place their nests at an average height of only 3 feet (0.9 meter) from the ground.  
Typical plant species in black-capped vireo breeding habitat include plateau live oak, shin oak, blackjack 
oak, Texas red oak, and various sumacs (Rhus spp.).  Less-common species include Texas mountain 
laurel, Texas persimmon (Diospyros texana), and agarito.  Black-capped vireos appear to exhibit a 
preference for deciduous species as nesting trees, although Ashe juniper may be codominant with the oaks 
in this habitat.  The minimum size for a patch of suitable habitat is 10 to 12 acres (4 to 5 hectares) (Graber 
1957, 1961, Grzybowski 1995, Service 1991b). 

The low-shrub habitat favored by this vireo is characteristic of mid-successional growth.  Abundant 
growth in the lower to mid-stories is maintained by frequent disturbance, such as periodic fire and 
logging, where the native, woody, and deciduous species are allowed to naturally regenerate.  Some areas 
of black-capped vireo habitat are actively managed using bulldozing or hand-cutting to maintain 
appropriate species composition and form.  Low-shrub habitat is also characteristic of areas where 
edaphic conditions, often thin soil layers over bedrock, inhibit growth of upperstory vegetation as in the 
Edward’s Plateau region (Grzybowski 1995).  Black-capped vireos may inhabit the same area as golden-
cheeked warblers, with the black-capped vireos using the deciduous shrub foliage at the edge of the 
golden-cheeked warbler habitat (Grzybowski et al. 1994). 

The black-capped vireo is migratory and present in Texas during the breeding season, arriving at the 
breeding grounds from late March to mid-April.  The adult males arrive before the females and first-year 
males and leave after the females have already migrated south.  Although the females are known to lay 
more than one clutch in a season, black-capped vireos start to leave the breeding grounds in August, 
continuing through September and early October (Grzybowski 1995).  For the purpose of this EIS the 
breeding season for the black-capped vireo is defined as March 15 through August 31. 

Territory size is generally between 2.5 and 25 acres (1 and 10 hectares), with most being between 2 and 
4 acres (0.8 and 1.6 hectares).  Males defend the territory through song and sometimes through aggressive 
behavior.  Normally 3 to 4 eggs are laid per clutch, with up to six nesting attempts in a season, with egg-
laying occurring from early April through late July.  A new nest is built for each clutch.  Incubation is 
typically 14 to 19 days.  The young fledge after 9 to 12 days and are fed by one or both parents for 
another 30 to 45 days after leaving the nest.  Nest building, brooding, and feeding the young are 
undertaken by both the male and the female.  The black-capped vireo feeds on insects, spiders, larvae, and 
other food items from foliage, usually within the upper strata of the canopy (Graber 1957, Grzybowski 
1995, Service 1991b, Tazik and Cornelius 1989, Wilkins et al 2006). 
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Range: The black-capped vireo formerly bred from Kansas through Oklahoma and Texas to central 
Coahuila, Mexico, with a colony in Nuevo Leon, Mexico.  There are summer records of accidentals in 
Nebraska, New Mexico, Louisiana, and the base of Cerro Potosi in southern Nuevo Leon (Marshall et al. 
1985).  The present known breeding range extends from central Oklahoma through Dallas, the Edwards 
Plateau, Concho Valley, Callahan Divide, and Big Bend National Park in Texas, to the Mexican states of 
Coahuila, Nuevo Leon, and Tamaulipas (Wilkins et al. 2006).  The species winters entirely in Mexico 
along the Pacific slopes of the Sierra Madre Occidental Mountains from southern Sonora, Sinaloa, and 
Durango south to Guerrero and Oaxaca (American Ornithologists’ Union 1998, Wilkins et al. 2006). 

Given that black-capped vireo habitat is difficult to identify from aerial photography or satellite imagery, 
and because much of the private land with potential black-capped vireo remains unsurveyed, the total 
black-capped vireo population is unknown.  Nevertheless, recent data indicate that number of black-
capped vireos is increasing.  Marshall et al. (1985) estimated the population to be between 250 and 525 
pairs.  In 1991, the number of male black-capped vireos in the U.S. was approximately 1,000 (Service 
1991b).  By 2005, this number had increased to 5,996 males in the U.S., with a total of 6,269 males if 
Mexico is included (Wilkins et al. 2006).  Although some of this increase can be attributed to increased 
survey efforts, the increase in population size is real, as several long-term monitoring studies have 
demonstrated (Service 2007).   

Distribution in the Proposed Permit Area: The black-capped vireo has been recorded from 43 counties 
within the proposed Permit Area, from Montague and Grayson counties in the Red River Valley south to 
Bastrop County and west to Pecos County (Grzybowski 1995, Lockwood and Freeman 2004, Pulich 
1988, Service 1995a, 2004b, 2010, Sexton et al. 1989, Wilkins et al. 2006) (Figure 3-13).  It currently 
breeds in 35 counties within the proposed Permit Area: Bell, Bosque, Brown, Burnet, Coke, Coleman, 
Comanche, Cooke, Coryell, Dallas, Eastland, Erath, Hill, Hood, Jack, Johnson, Lampasas, McLennan, 
Mills, Midland, Montague, Nolan, Palo Pinto, Parker, Pecos, Reagan, Runnels, Shackelford, Somervell, 
Stephens, Sterling, Taylor, Tom Green, Upton, and Wise (O. Bocanegra, the Service, pers. comm. to 
D. Green, PBS&J 2010, Wilkins et al. 2006, D. Green and G. Newgord, PBS&J pers. observations).  
D. Green and G. Newgord (PBS&J) heard several singing male black-capped vireos throughout the 
breeding season in Brown (in 2008) and Comanche (in 2008) counties and have assumed that breeding 
was occurring (Green and Newgord, pers. observations).  A population of the black-capped vireo was 
recently discovered in Cooke County in 2007 (O. Bocanegra, the Service, pers. comm. to D. Green, 
PBS&J 2010), and another small population was previously discovered in Montague County (Lockwood 
and Freeman 2004).  In two counties (Mills and Stephens), the black-capped vireo has not been recorded 
since 1995 (Service unpublished records, Wilkins et al. 2006). 

Reasons for Decline: The Recovery Plan for the black-capped vireo (Service 1991b) identified several 
threats and reasons for listing, including population decline, low reproductive success, low recruitment of 
breeding age birds in colonies, nest parasitism by brown-headed cowbirds (see golden-cheeked warbler 
section above), direct habitat destruction, habitat loss or deterioration through control of natural  
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BLACK-CAPPED VIREO
(Vireo atricapilla)

Engineering 
Environmental Consulting 

Surveying 

Source:  Pulich (1988); Sexton et al. (1989); Service (1995a, 2004c, 
              2010); Grzybowski (1995); Lockwood and Freeman (2004);
              Wilkins et al. (2006)

Known County Records 

The Applicant’s
Proposed Permit Area

3-51
l:\projects\hc1\oncor\100005805\eis figures_2010\figure3-13.ai



 

100005805/100190 3-52 

processes, and indirect effects of land use.  The recent 5-year status review of the black-capped vireo by 
the Service states that habitat loss, grazing and browsing, brood parasitism, imported red fire ants, and 
vegetational succession remain the primary threats to the species, although the relative importance of each 
of these threats may have changed since 1987 when the species was listed (Service 2007). 

According to the status review, habitat loss and fragmentation due to the conversion of rangeland to other 
uses has likely decreased the amount of habitat for the black-capped vireo in Texas, particularly on the 
Edwards Plateau.  The status review also found that while fewer domestic livestock, particularly goats, 
may have decreased the overall threat from grazing and browsing, grazing and browsing still remain a 
threat, particularly since populations of browsing ungulates such as the white-tailed and exotics have 
increased.  The threat of brood parasitism by the brown-headed cowbird has decreased.  Apart from the 
reduced cowbird populations, cowbird trapping and removal efforts have likely reduced parasitism rates 
on many of the managed preserves.  Finally, vegetational succession, such as the invasion of Ashe juniper 
into formerly open rangeland, has impacted habitat for the black-capped vireo.  The status review 
attributes this threat of vegetational succession to fire suppression, overgrazing, and drought, among other 
factors (Service 2007). 

3.10.1.10 Red-Cockaded Woodpecker  (Picoides borealis) 

Status: Endangered (35 Federal Register 8495, 2 June 1970) without critical habitat. 

Description: The red-cockaded woodpecker is a small (8.5 inches or 21.6 centimeters) black-and-white 
woodpecker with a barred back and wings (called a ladderback), black tail, black mustache, and 
prominent white cheeks that distinguishes this species from other woodpeckers within its range.  While 
the males have a small patch of red “cockade” feathers on the side of the nape behind the eye near the ear, 
these feathers are not obvious unless the bird is in the hand, thus rendering the sexes virtually 
indistinguishable in the field apart from some behavioral traits (e.g., foraging strata).  The immatures are 
browner and may have red on the center of the crown (Farrand 1983).  Breeding for this species begins as 
early as late February with the peak nesting period from April through May. 

Habitat: The red-cockaded woodpecker inhabits open, park-like stands of pine forests in the southeastern 
U.S., with a known preference for older (>60 years) pines.  Historically, these open stands were 
maintained by frequent, natural fires that reduced the density of the understory and midstory of the 
community and maintained a desirable basal area of pines.  The red-cockaded woodpecker frequently 
selects longleaf pine, slash pine, loblolly pine, shortleaf pine, pitch pine (Pinus rigida), and pond pine 
(Pinus serotina) for nest and roost sites (Jackson 1994, Thompson and Baker 1971).   

The species excavates cavities for nesting and roosting almost exclusively in old living pine trees with a 
diameter at breast height of around 10 inches (25 centimeters) and usually infected with red heart fungus 
(Phellinus pini).  Older trees are more frequently infected with this fungus, which softens the tough 
heartwood, and will more often have a heartwood diameter (at least 5.5 to 6.3 inches [14 to 
16 centimeters]) sufficient for cavity excavation.  This may explain the red-cockaded woodpecker’s 
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marked preference for old-growth trees (Conner et al. 2001, Service 1985b).  Cavities are generally 
constructed at a height from 20 to 80 feet (6 to 24 meters), taking up to 16 or more years to complete.  
Certain cavity trees may be used by the same group for several generations (Campbell 2003, Conner et al. 
2001).  Cavity tree clusters utilized by single-family units are ideally at least 10 acres (4 hectares) of solid 
pine forest with few midstory species reaching no more than 15 feet (4.6 meters) in height (Campbell 
2003).  Encroachment of hardwoods in the midstory around cavity trees can lead to the abandonment of 
the cavity.  However, it is important that a sparse midstory of pines is maintained as a source of future 
cavity trees.  Territories, including the cavity tree cluster and adjacent foraging habitat and can be from 
100 to 250 acres (40 to 101 hectares) (Hooper et al. 1980). 

Preferable foraging substrates within the red-cockaded woodpecker’s home range are pine trees more than 
30 years of age in pine or mixed pine-hardwood stands composed of at least 50 percent pine.  Red-
cockaded woodpecker diets consist primarily of insects (85 percent), supplemented by fruits and seeds 
(15 percent) (Campbell 2003, Service 1995a). 

The red-cockaded woodpecker has a unique social structure, unlike other woodpeckers where the social 
unit typically consists solely of the breeding pair.  The red-cockaded woodpecker’s social unit is 
composed of anywhere from two to nine birds (Hooper et al. 1980), including the breeding male and 
female and one or more offspring, usually males, from previous broods.  Typically, members of the 
group, or clan, occupy cavities singly.  A group may use between 1 and 30 living pines as cavity trees, 
which are usually clustered relatively close together (Campbell 2003).  An active cluster, sometimes 
called a colony, is one that is occupied by at least one red-cockaded woodpecker.   

Range: The historical range of the red-cockaded woodpecker extended from Texas, primarily east of the 
Trinity River, to the Atlantic seaboard and as far north as Maryland (Hooper et al. 1980).  Today, the red-
cockaded woodpecker occurs in the southeastern U.S. from Virginia south to Florida and west to 
Oklahoma and Texas (Jackson 1994).   

Distribution in Texas: The red-cockaded woodpecker was once found in 34 Texas counties (Service 
1995a); currently, it occurs in 17 of these counties: Angelina, Cherokee, Hardin, Houston, Jasper, Liberty, 
Montgomery, Nacogdoches, Newton, Polk, Sabine, San Augustine, San Jacinto, Shelby, Trinity, Tyler, 
and Walker counties (Lockwood and Freeman 2004, Service 2010).  In Texas, the clusters are found on 
State and Federal lands (88 percent), usually national forests, with a small percentage known to occupy 
private lands.  Currently, approximately 374 active clusters occur in Texas, an increase of approximately 
8 percent in 4 years (O. Bocanegra, the Service, pers. comm. to D. Green, PBS&J 2010). 

Distribution in the Proposed Permit Area: As shown on Figure 3-14, the red-cockaded woodpecker 
currently is known in Angelina, Cherokee, Houston, Nacogdoches, and Trinity counties in the eastern part 
of the proposed Permit Area (Lockwood and Freeman 2004, Service 2010).   
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Reasons for Decline: The loss of contiguous stands of quality old-growth pine forest for nesting, as well 
as foraging habitat, caused by short-term rotation timber management on Federal, State, and private lands 
has had the greatest impact on the red-cockaded woodpecker (Service 1995a, Campbell 2003).  Loss of 
mature pines to pine beetle infestation has also contributed to the loss of quality cavity trees, particularly 
during epidemics (Campbell 2003).   

Another major factor in this species’ decline is the suppression of fire in the forest ecosystem.  Fire has 
naturally inhibited the overgrowth of the understory and midstory, particularly hardwoods, in red-
cockaded woodpecker cavity tree clusters (Conner et al. 2001).   

3.10.1.11 Louisiana Black Bear  (Ursus americanus luteolus) 

Status: Threatened (57 Federal Register 588, 7 January 1992) with critical habitat (74 Federal Register 
10349, 10 March 2009).  Other free-living black bears of the species Ursus americanus (American black 
bear) occurring in east Texas and other areas within the historic range of the Louisiana black bear are 
designated as threatened due to similarity of appearance under the authority of the Act (57 Federal 
Register 588, 7 January 1992).  A special rule allows for normal forest management activities to occur 
within the bear’s range, aside from those that may cause damage to or loss of den trees, den sites, or 
candidate den trees in occupied Louisiana black bear habitat (64 Federal Register 41903–41905, 
2 August 1999). 

Description: One of 16 recognized subspecies of the American black bear (Service 1995b), the Louisiana 
black bear, is a medium-sized bear, weighing up to 400 pounds (880 kilograms), usually with black hair.  
Individuals may have a white patch on the lower throat and chest.  Their face is typically blunt, with a 
broad yellowish brown muzzle, and each foot has short, curved claws.  This subspecies was separated 
from other black bears on the basis of morphological differences showing the Louisiana black bear to 
have a relatively longer, narrower, flatter skull, with proportionately larger molar teeth (Service 1995b).   

Habitat: The Louisiana black bear is a habitat generalist and can range over wide areas in a variety of 
habitats.  Mobile and opportunistic, these largely herbivorous omnivores exploit a variety of foods.  Their 
movements are chiefly determined by the availability of seasonal foods, particularly mast (nuts that 
typically collect on the forest floor).  The size of an area used by an individual bear is related to the 
diversity of vegetative cover and habitat diversity.  Important habitat elements include the availability of 
hard and soft mast, escape cover, denning sites, corridor habitats, and some freedom from disturbance by 
man (Service 1992c).  Black bears are strongly associated with bottomland hardwood habitat and 
floodplain forests, although upland hardwood forests, mixed pine-hardwood forests, wetlands, and 
agricultural fields may also be used (Black Bear Conservation Committee 2005, Service 1995b).   

An important spatial feature of black bear habitat is remoteness, which is largely determined by the 
absence of roads, although bears can tolerate close proximity to humans if sufficient areas of refuge are 
available.  As forests become smaller, more fragmented, and more heavily impacted by humans, the 
presence of high quality cover for bedding, denning, and escape becomes increasingly important.  The 
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conversion of large acreages to commercial pine plantations, improved pasture, residential/commercial 
development, and other large homogenous land use have decreased the potential bear density in both 
bottomland and upland forest habitat by reducing availability of refuge areas (Service 1995b).  However, 
intensive pine management that incorporates the inclusion of riparian habitats (e.g., streamside 
management zones) and forest best management practices can still maintain healthy black bear 
populations. 

Critical Habitat:  In 2009, the Service designated 1,195,821 acres (483,932 hectares) of critical habitat 
for the Louisiana black bear.  The Service divided the almost 1.2 million acres of critical habitat into 3 
units: Tensas River Basin, Upper Atchafalaya River Basin, and Lower Atchafalaya River Basin.  All 3 
units occur within the State of Louisiana (74 Federal Register 10349, 10 March 2009). 

Range: The historical distribution of the Louisiana black bear in Texas included all counties east of and 
including Cass, Marion, Harrison, Upshur, Rusk, Cherokee, Anderson, Leon, Robertson, Burleson, 
Washington, Lavaca, Victoria, Refugio, and Aransas, through Louisiana and southern Mississippi.  Some 
authorities include southern Arkansas within the historic range, but no scientific specimens exist to 
confirm this.  Eight of the historical counties in Texas lie within the proposed Permit Area: Rusk, 
Anderson, Cherokee, Nacogdoches, Angelina, Houston, Leon, and Robertson (Service 1995b).  Currently, 
only three breeding populations of the Louisiana black bear are known to occur: one in the Tensas River 
Basin and two in the Atchafalaya River Basin in Louisiana.  All three breeding populations are considered 
demographically isolated (Texas Parks and Wildlife Department 2005).  Although sightings have been 
reported outside of these two river basins, it is not known if they represent breeding populations or 
transient individuals.  Additional areas may be occupied in Louisiana and Mississippi (Service 1995b). 

Distribution in the Proposed Permit Area:  According to the Service (2010), the Louisiana black bear 
has been recorded from 10 counties within the proposed Permit Area.  They are as follows: Anderson, 
Angelina, Cherokee, Delta, Fannin, Hopkins, Lamar, Nacogdoches, Rusk, and Smith (Figure 3-15).  As 
noted above, the current breeding range is limited to two river basins in Louisiana (Texas Parks and 
Wildlife Department 2005).  Occasional sightings of black bears within the eastern portions of the 
proposed Permit Area probably result from released captives or transients from other states (Barker et al. 
2004, Taylor 1999, 2000).  In 1998 and 1999, black bears were reported from Angelina, Hopkins, and 
Lamar counties within the proposed Permit Area.  It is unknown whether these bears were the Louisiana 
black bear or the American black bear.  In 1999 one of at least two black bears reported in Hopkins 
County was killed on Interstate Highway 30 (I-30) near the Hopkins-Franklin county line (Taylor 1999).  
While it is unknown whether the scattered reports of black bears from east Texas were of the Louisiana 
black bear or the American black bear, all black bears occupying the historical range of the Louisiana 
black bear are protected as threatened due to similarity of appearance (57 Federal Register 588, 7 January 
1992).   
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Reasons for Decline: Although Louisiana black bears were eliminated from much of their former range 
by hunting (Schmidly 1983), the primary threat to the Louisiana black bear today is habitat destruction or 
modification.  In addition to a reduction in the amount of available habitat, remaining forested areas are 
becoming increasingly fragmented and are often less productive as black bear habitat due to habitat 
conversion.  Further habitat losses could reduce bear populations below the minimum requirements for 
long-term viability (Service 1995a).  The Louisiana black bear is not an old-growth forest species, nor can 
it survive in open cropland conditions.  Normal silviculture practices, such as timber harvest, can actually 
result in improved bear habitat.  The dense regrowth that usually follows timber clearing can provide 
abundant food and shelter for bears.  It is, therefore, believed that the principal threat to this bear is not 
from normal forest management, but from conversion of timbered tracts to agricultural use (57 Federal 
Register 588, 7 January 1992). 

As the population of Louisiana black bears approaches the minimum viable threshold, any loss of that 
population becomes more significant.  Natural mortality factors include disease, cannibalism, drowning, 
improper maternal care, and climbing accidents.  Direct mortality from human causes includes hunting; 
trapping; poaching; collisions with vehicles, trains, and farm equipment; electrocution; depredation/ 
nuisance kills; disturbance (causing den abandonment); and accidents related to research.  In Mississippi 
and Louisiana, the greatest mortality factors are poaching and road kills.  During times of low food 
availability, black bears tend to wander and are, thus, more likely to come into conflict with humans and 
their crops, livestock, and vehicles (57 Federal Register 588, 7 January 1992). 

3.10.2 Other Federally Listed Species 

Several other federally listed species, as well as several candidate species, occur in the proposed Permit 
Area.  These species are briefly discussed below.  By using the avoidance, minimization, and 
conservation measures described in the HCP, and because of the limited distribution or transient nature of 
some of these species within the proposed Permit Area, impacts to these species can be avoided.  
Discussion of how the Applicant intends to avoid impacts to these species can be found in Section 4.10.2.  
Furthermore, conservation measures in place for the 11 covered species may collaterally benefit some of 
these other species of special interest.  For example, Cienegas are rare ecosystems that often support 
numerous sensitive species.  Desert wetlands in the Diamond Y Springs Nature Preserve in Pecos County 
support a large population of Pecos sunflower as well as the endangered Leon Springs pupfish and Pecos 
gambusia (see below), and three rare aquatic snails (Seiler et al. 1981, The Nature Conservancy of Texas 
n.d.).  Desert wetlands in East Sandia Springs Nature Preserve also support two endangered fish, the 
Comanche Springs pupfish and Pecos gambusia, rare snails, and the Pecos sunflower (The Nature 
Conservancy of Texas n.d.).  No incidental take authorization is being requested for these other species of 
special interest.  Though unexpected, where covered activities could affect federally listed species not 
covered under the requested permit, the Applicant will coordinate with the Service and initiate processes 
described in Section 11.1.7 under Changed Circumstances in the HCP. 
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The 12 federally listed species and one species proposed for Federal listing are discussed briefly in Table 
3-2 below.  The 12 federally listed species consist of two plants, the endangered Texas prairie dawn-
flower (Hymenoxys texana) and a threatened plant with no common name (Geocarpon minimum); 2 
endangered invertebrates, the Pecos assiminea snail (Assiminea pecos) and the Bee Creek Cave 
harvestman (Texella reddelli); 3 endangered fish, the Leon Springs pupfish (Cyprinodon bovinus), 
Comanche Springs pupfish (Cyprinodon elegans), and Pecos gambusia (Gambusia nobilis); and 5 birds, 
the endangered northern aplomado falcon (Falco femoralis septentrionalis), interior least tern (Sterna 
antillarum), and southwestern willow flycatcher (Empidonax traillii extimus), the threatened piping 
plover (Charadrius melodus) and Mexican spotted owl (Strix occidentalis lucida).  The dunes sagebrush 
lizard (Sceloporus arenicolus) has recently been proposed to be federally listed as endangered (75 
Federal Register 77801–77817, 14 December 2010).  Though unexpected, if covered activities could 
affect federally listed species not covered under the requested permit, the Applicant will coordinate with 
the Service and initiate processes described in the Changed Circumstances section of the HCP. 

Candidate species are those species for which enough information about their vulnerability and threat(s) is 
available to propose them for listing as endangered or threatened.  However, listing of these species is 
typically precluded by higher priority listing activities.  The 19 candidate species consist of 3 plants, the 
Guadalupe fescue, Neches River rose-mallow, and Texas golden gladecress; 9 aquatic invertebrates, the 
Phantom Lake Cave snail, Diamond Y Spring snail, Phantom Spring snail, Gonzales Spring snail, Texas 
fatmucket, smooth pimpleback, Texas pimpleback, Texas fawnsfoot, and diminutive amphipod; 2 fish, 
the smalleye shiner and sharpnose shiner; 1 amphibian, the Salado salamander; 1 reptile, the Louisiana 
pinesnake; and 3 birds, the lesser prairie-chicken, yellow-billed cuckoo, and Sprague’s pipit. 

3.11 LAND USE 

Texas is divided into 24 State Planning Regions, which are voluntary associations of local governments 
that address the problems and planning needs that cross the boundaries of individual local governments or 
that require regional attention (Texas Association of Regional Councils 2009).  The proposed Permit Area 
occurs in all or portions of 15 of these 24 State Planning Regions, as depicted on Figure 3-16.  Table 3-3 
lists the counties and major urban areas, airports, and parks/recreational areas within each of the 15 State 
Planning Regions contained in the proposed Permit Area.   

In addition to the many Federal and State recreational areas listed under each planning region in Table 
3-3, multiple conservation easements and properties owned by the Texas Land Conservancy are located 
within the proposed Permit Area (Texas Land Conservancy 2008).  Also, many city and county parks and 
recreational areas are located within the proposed Permit Area. 



 

1 According to the Service Southwest Region (2010) (http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/EndangeredSpecies/lists/). 
2 Nomenclature follows the Service Southwest Region (2010) (http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/EndangeredSpecies/lists/). 
3 Status obtained from the Service (2010). 
4 Range and distribution within the proposed Permit Area obtained from the Service Southwest Region (2010) (http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/EndangeredSpecies/lists/) unless otherwise noted. 
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Table 3-2.  Other Federally Listed Species Within the Proposed Permit Area1 

Common Name2 Scientific Name2 Status3 Critical Habitat3 Description/Habitat Range4 
Distribution in the 

Proposed Permit Area4 
Plants             
Texas prairie dawn-
flower  

Hymenoxys texana Endangered (51 
Federal Register 8681, 
13 March 1986) 

No The Texas prairie dawn-flower, a member of the sunflower family (Asteraceae), 
is a small (up to 15 centimeters [6 inches]), single-stemmed or branching 
wildflower that blooms from mid-March through mid-April.  It is endemic to the 
Gulf Prairies and Marshes Vegetational Area of Texas described by Hatch et al. 
(1990).  It occupies a specific niche within the open grasslands of these 
vegetational regions, occurring on the lower slopes and adjacent bare 
depressions and swales of mima (or pimple) mounds or where the mima 
mounds have been leveled, often for agricultural purposes, and the areas have 
long since been allowed to naturally revegetate (Poole and Riskind 1987, 
Service 1989, Texas Parks and Wildlife Department 1996a).  The most serious 
threat to the Texas prairie dawn-flower is the permanent loss of habitat due to 
the rapid expansion of the Houston metropolitan area.  Many populations have 
already been lost due to residential and highway construction (Service 1989).   

The Texas prairie dawn-flower is known 
only to occur in Texas in the following 4 
counties: Fort Bend, Harris, Lamar, and 
Trinity.  

The species is known to only occur in 
Lamar and Trinity counties within the 
proposed Permit Area.   

(No common name) Geocarpon minimum  Threatened (52 
Federal Register 
22930, 16 June 1987) 

No Geocarpon minimum (no common name) is a small (0.4–1.6 inches [1–4 
centimeters] tall), ephemeral, succulent winter annual that is usually easily 
visible for only 3 to 6 weeks during the spring from late February to early June, 
while in its flowering and fruiting period.  This species is comprised of three 
populations, all in northeast Texas, which were first confirmed in early 2004 in 
Anderson County, and occur in a saline barren complex at the vegetative 
(microflora) edge of saline slicks (barren spots), just above the floodplain of the 
Neches River (Texas Parks and Wildlife Department 2009a).   

The Geocarpon minimum is known to 
occur in Arkansas, Louisiana, Missouri, 
and Texas.  Within Texas it is known to 
occur in Anderson, Harrison and Panola 
counties. 

This species only occurs in Anderson 
County within the proposed Permit Area.  

Guadalupe fescue  Festuca ligulata Candidate, Listing 
Priority: 11, 
Magnitude: Moderate 
to Low, Immediacy: 
Non-imminent 

No Guadalupe fescue is a loosely tufted perennial grass growing up to 32 inches 
(81 centimeters) in height.  The only known population is in the Chisos 
Mountains in the Big Bend National Park in Brewster County, Texas, where it 
inhabits pine-oak-juniper woodlands on mesic slopes and in creek bottoms 
above 5,900 feet (1,800 meters).  Two historical sites in Culberson County, 
which is within the proposed Permit Area, have been extirpated.  Threats to the 
population in Big Bend National Park include changes in the wildfire cycle and 
vegetation structure, trampling from humans and pack animals, grazing, trail 
runoff, invasive plants and animals, and fungal infection of seeds (Poole et al. 
2007, Service et al. 2008).   

This species is known to only occur in 
Texas in 2 counties: Brewster and 
Culberson. 

Within the proposed permit area, this 
species is only known to occur in 
Culberson County. 

Neches River rose-
mallow  

Hibiscus dasycalyx Candidate, Listing 
Priority: 5, Magnitude: 
High, Immediacy: Non-
imminent 

No The Neches River rose-mallow is a perennial herb found in wetlands with areas 
of open sun.  Populations are generally located within the floodplain of a 
permanent stream, river or other body of water that is flooded at least once a 
year.  The plant bases are normally standing in water in these lowland terrains, 
with the water level dropping but the soil remaining wet until very late in the 
season.  The known populations are located within the floodplains of the 
Angelina, Neches, and Trinity rivers and most occur on private land or highway 
rights-of-way.  Each population is less than 10 acres or 4 hectares (Creech et al. 
2004, Warnock 1995).     

This species is only known to occur in 
Texas in 3 counties: Cherokee, Trinity 
and Houston. 

All 3 counties are within the proposed 
Permit Area. 

Texas golden 
gladecress  

Leavenworthia texana Candidate, Listing 
Priority: 2, Magnitude: 
High, Immediacy: 
Imminent 

No It occurs in the wild on shallow calcium-containing soils on ironstone outcrops of 
unusual geological regions called the Weches Formation and has a flowering 
and fruiting period from late February to April or May (CPC 2005).  This glabrous 
winter annual, which is less than 4 inches (10 centimeters) tall, is threatened 
due to pasture improvement, encroachment of woody exotics, road construction 
and maintenance, herbicide use, residential development, and open-pit mining 
of Weches glauconite (Poole et al. 2007).   

This species is only known to occur in 
Texas in 3 counties: Nacogdoches 
(experimental population), San 
Augustine and Sabine. 

The experimentally introduced 
population occurs in Nacogdoches 
County, which is within the proposed 
Permit Area.   



Table 3-2 (Cont’d) 
 

1 According to the Service Southwest Region (2010) (http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/EndangeredSpecies/lists/). 
2 Nomenclature follows the Service Southwest Region (2010) (http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/EndangeredSpecies/lists/). 
3 Status obtained from the Service (2010). 
4 Range and distribution within the proposed Permit Area obtained from the Service Southwest Region (2010) (http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/EndangeredSpecies/lists/) unless otherwise noted. 
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Common Name2 Scientific Name2 Status3 Critical Habitat3 Description/Habitat Range4 
Distribution in the 

Proposed Permit Area4 
Invertebrates             
Bee Creek Cave 
harvestman  

Texella reddelli Endangered (53 
Federal Register 
36029, 16 September 
1988) 

No The Bee Creek Cave harvestman is a cave inhabitant with well-developed, 
conical eyes.  Its body is 1.9 to 3 millimeters (0.07 to 0.12 inch) in length and its 
legs can be from 4.9 to 7.6 millimeters (0.2 to 0.3 inch) long.  Adult Bee Creek 
Cave harvestman can be observed walking in a slow, deliberate fashion over 
damp rocks or silt on the cave floor, while juveniles tend to be found beneath the 
rocks.  Although little is known of this species, it is thought to prey upon 
collembolans or other microarthropods, similar to the better-known harvestman 
species in the same family (Service 1994b).   

This species is only known to occur in 
Texas in 2 counties: Travis and Burnet  

Burnet is the only county within the 
proposed Permit Area.  However, the 
records of the Bee Creek Cave 
harvestman from Burnet County may be 
dubious (D. Scott, pers. comm. to G. 
Newgord, PBS&J, November 2009). 

Pecos assiminea 
snail  

Assiminea pecos Endangered (70 
Federal Register 
46303, 9 August 2005) 

Yes (70 Federal 
Register 46303, 9 
August 2005) and 
proposed critical 
habitat revisions (75 
Federal Register 
35375, 22 June 2010) 

The Pecos assiminea snail is an amphibious gastropod that occupies four 
widely separated portions of the Rio Grande region in the southwestern United 
States (Pecos River basin) and northeastern Mexico (Cuatro Cienegas basin).  
Two critical habitat units have been established for this species in Texas: one 
unit in Pecos, County Texas at The Nature Conservancy of Texas’ Diamond Y 
Spring Complex, and one unit in East Sandia Springs in Reeves County, Texas 
(Service 2005b).  The Diamond Y Spring Critical Habitat Unit comprises a major 
population of Pecos assiminea (Service 2005b).  This unit includes Diamond Y 
Spring and approximately 4.2 miles (6.8 kilometers) of its outflow ending 
approximately 0.5 mile (0.8 kilometer) downstream of the SH 18 bridge crossing 
and approximately 0.5 mile (0.8 kilometer) of Leon Creek upstream of the 
confluence with Diamond Y Draw (Service 2005b).  The East Sandia Springs 
unit includes the springhead itself, surrounding seeps, and all submergent 
vegetation and moist soil habitat found at the margins of these areas (Service 
2005b).  This designation is approximately 16.5 acres (6.7 hectares) of aquatic 
and neighboring upland habitat.  The site is private land managed as a nature 
preserve by The Nature Conservancy of Texas.   

This species is only known to occur in 
New Mexico and Texas.  Within Texas it 
is known to occur in 2 counties: Pecos 
and Reeves. 

Both Pecos and Reeves counties are 
within the proposed Permit Area.   

Phantom Lake cave 
snail and Phantom 
springsnail   

Cochliopa texana and 
Tryonia cheatumi  

For Both: Candidate, 
Listing Priority: 2, 
Magnitude: High, 
Immediacy: Imminent 

No The Phantom Lake Cave snail and the Phantom Spring snail are aquatic snails 
occurring in only three spring systems and associated outflows (Phantom Lake, 
San Solomon, and East Sandia springs) in the Toyah Basin of Jeff Davis County 
and Reeves County, Texas.  They are found on both soft and firm substrates on 
the margins of spring outflows and are most abundant in the first few hundred 
meters downstream of spring outlets.  The most significant threat to these 
species is the degradation and eventual loss of spring habitat (flowing water) 
due to the decline of groundwater levels supporting the aquifer (Taylor 1987).   

These species are only known to occur 
in Texas in 2 counties: Jeff Davis and 
Reeves. 

Only the Reeves County is within the 
proposed Permit Area. 

Diminutive amphipod  Gammarus hyalleloides Candidate, Listing 
Priority: 2, Magnitude: 
High, Immediacy: 
Imminent 

No The endemic diminutive amphipod is active mostly at night and spends the 
daylight hours hiding under vegetation and other cover (Texas Parks and 
Wildlife Department 2009d).  This species is currently known to occur in only 
four springs in Jeff Davis and Reeves Counties, west Texas, all within about 8 
miles (13 kilometers) of each other.  The most significant threat to this species is 
habitat destruction by humans (groundwater pumping for agriculture), and loss 
of spring habitat (flowing water) due to decline of groundwater levels of the 
supporting aquifer (NatureServe 2009).   

This species is only known to occur in 
Texas in 2 counties: Jeff Davis and 
Reeves. 

Only Reeves County is within the 
proposed Permit Area. 

Diamond Y Spring 
snail and Gonzales 
springsnail  

Pseudotryonia 
(=Tryonia) adamantina 
and Tryonia 
circumstriata 

For Both: Candidate, 
Listing Priority: 2, 
Magnitude: High, 
Immediacy: Imminent 

No The Diamond Y Spring snail and Gonzales Spring snail are endemic, aquatic 
snails only known from a spring system and associated outflows in Pecos 
County.  These species prefer mud substrates on the margins of small springs 
and seeps and marshes in flowing water associated with sedges and cattails.  
They are presumed to be fine-particle feeders of detritus and periphyton within 
the substrate (Texas Parks and Wildlife Department 2009c).   

These species are only known to occur 
in Texas in Pecos County. 

Pecos County is within the proposed 
Permit Area. 



Table 3-2 (Cont’d) 
 

1 According to the Service Southwest Region (2010) (http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/EndangeredSpecies/lists/). 
2 Nomenclature follows the Service Southwest Region (2010) (http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/EndangeredSpecies/lists/). 
3 Status obtained from the Service (2010). 
4 Range and distribution within the proposed Permit Area obtained from the Service Southwest Region (2010) (http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/EndangeredSpecies/lists/) unless otherwise noted. 
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Common Name2 Scientific Name2 Status3 Critical Habitat3 Description/Habitat Range4 
Distribution in the 

Proposed Permit Area4 
Texas fatmucket Lampsilis bracteata 

Quadrula houstonensis, 
Quadrula petrina, and 
Truncilla macrodon 

Candidate, Listing 
Priority n/a, Magnitude 
n/a, Immediacy n/a  

No The Texas fatmucket is a freshwater mussel that occurs in streams and rivers 
on sand, mud, and gravel in the San Antonio, Guadalupe, and Colorado river 
systems, with the Colorado River populations occurring at least as far west as 
Concho River tributaries in Tom Green County (Howells et al. 1996).  In the past 
30 years, natural and human-induced stressors have led to the dramatic decline 
of this species, and remaining populations are at risk from scouring floods, 
dewatering, and poor land management (Texas Parks and Wildlife Department 
2009e). 

According to Texas Parks and Wildlife 
Department (2011), this species has 
potential or known presence within 
Texas in the following 23 counties: 
Bexar, Blanco, Caldwell, Coleman, 
Comal, Concho, Gillespie, Gonzales, 
Guadalupe, Hays, Irion, Jackson, 
Kendall, Kerr, Kimble, Llano, Mason, 
McCulloch, Menard, Runnels, San Saba, 
Tom Green, and Travis. 

According to Texas Parks and Wildlife 
Department (2011), this species has 
potential or known presence in the 
following three counties within the 
proposed Permit Area: Coleman, 
Runnels, and Tom Green. 

Smooth pimpleback Quadrula houstonensis Candidate, Listing 
Priority n/a, Magnitude 
n/a, Immediacy n/a  

No The smooth pimpleback, a freshwater mussel, has a habitat that is largely 
unknown with the species occurring in mixed mud, sand, and fine gravel in the 
Little Brazos River, Robertson County, Texas (Howells et al. 1996).  This 
endemic mussel is restricted to the Colorado and Brazos River drainages, and 
surveys conducted from 1980 to 2006 have noted steep declines in the number 
of extant populations in both river systems (Texas Parks and Wildlife 
Department 2009e). 

According to Texas Parks and Wildlife 
Department (2011), this species has 
potential or known presence within 
Texas in the following 43 counties: 
Austin, Bastrop, Bell, Blanco, Bosque, 
Brazoria, Brazos, Brown, Burleson, 
Burnet, Coleman, Colorado, Comanche, 
Concho, Coryell, Falls, Fayette, Fort 
Bend, Grimes, Hamilton, Hill, Lampasas, 
Lee, Leon, Limestone, Llano, Madison, 
Mason, Matagorda, McCulloch, 
McLennan, Menard, Milam, Mills, 
Robertson, Runnels, San Saba, 
Shackelford, Travis, Waller, Washington, 
Wharton, and Williamson. 

According to Texas Parks and Wildlife 
Department (2011), this species has 
potential or known presence in the 
following 20 counties within the proposed 
Permit Area: Bastrop, Bell, Bosque, 
Brown, Burnet, Coleman, Comanche, 
Coryell, Falls, Hill, Lampasas, Lee, Leon, 
Limestone, McLennan, Milam, Mills, 
Robertson, Runnels, and Shackelford. 

Texas pimpleback, Quadrula petrina Candidate, Listing 
Priority n/a, Magnitude 
n/a, Immediacy n/a  

No The Texas pimpleback is a freshwater mussel that occurs in the Guadalupe and 
Colorado river systems, including reports from the Llano, San Saba, and 
Pedernales rivers, and is found in mud and gravel, at slow flow rates (Howells et 
al. 1996).  The only confirmed significant population in the Concho River 
persists, but has been badly reduced by dewatering (Texas Parks and Wildlife 
Department 2009e). 

According to Texas Parks and Wildlife 
Department (2011), this species has 
potential or known presence within 
Texas in the following 36 counties: 
Bandera, Bastrop, Bexar, Blanco, Brown, 
Burnet, Caldwell, Coleman, Colorado, 
Concho, De Witt, Fayette, Gillespie, 
Goliad, Gonzales, Guadalupe, Hays, 
Karnes, Kendall, Kerr, Kimble, 
Lampasas, Llano, Mason, McCulloch, 
Medina, Menard, Mills, Runnels, San 
Saba, Sterling, Tom Green, Travis, 
Victoria, Wharton, and Wilson. 

According to Texas Parks and Wildlife 
Department (2011), this species has 
potential or known presence in the 
following nine counties within the 
proposed Permit Area: Bastrop, Brown, 
Burnet, Coleman, Lampasas, Mills, 
Runnels, Sterling, and Tom Green. 
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Texas fawnsfoot Truncilla macrodon Candidate, Listing 

Priority n/a, Magnitude 
n/a, Immediacy n/a  

No The Texas fawnsfoot, a freshwater mussel, historically inhabited the Colorado, 
Trinity, and Brazos drainages.  Little is known about its habitat, with the species 
possibly preferring rivers and larger streams, and being intolerant of 
impoundments.  A recently discovered population in the Brazos River between 
Possum Kingdom and the mouth of the Navasota River represents the only 
known surviving population (Texas Parks and Wildlife Department 2009e). 

According to Texas Parks and Wildlife 
Department (2011), this species has 
potential or known presence within 
Texas in the following 53 counties: 
Austin, Bastrop, Bell, Blanco, Bosque, 
Brazoria, Brazos, Brown, Burleson, 
Burnet, Coleman, Colorado, Concho, 
Coryell, Erath, Falls, Fayette, Fort Bend, 
Grimes, Hamilton, Haskell, Hill, Hood, 
Johnson, Jones, Kimble, Lampasas, 
Lee, Limestone, Llano, Mason, 
Matagorda, McCulloch, McLennan, 
Menard, Milam, Mills, Palo Pinto, Parker, 
Robertson, Runnels, San Saba, 
Shackelford, Somervell, Stevens, 
Throckmorton, Tom Green, Travis, 
Waller, Washington, Wharton, 
Williamson, and Young. 

According to Texas Parks and Wildlife 
Department (2011), this species has 
potential or known presence in the 
following 30 counties within the proposed 
Permit Area: Bastrop, Bell, Bosque, 
Brown, Burnet, Coleman, Coryell, Erath, 
Falls, Haskell, Hill, Hood, Johnson, 
Jones, Lampasas, Lee, Limestone, 
McLennan, Milam, Mills, Palo Pinto, 
Parker, Robertson, Runnels, 
Shackelford, Somervell, Stevens, 
Throckmorton, Tom Green, and Young. 

Fish            
Leon Springs 
Pupfish  

Cyprinodon bovinus Endangered (45 
Federal Register 
54678, 15 August 
1980) 

Yes (45 Federal 
Register 54678, 15 
August 1980) 

The Leon Springs pupfish occurs only in Leon Creek, a flood tributary of the 
Pecos River in Pecos County.  This pupfish grows up to 56 millimeters (about 
2.2 inches) in total length and is mostly gray brown with rectangular blotches on 
the lower side of females.  The preferred habitat includes springs, outlet 
marshes, and marshes.  The species inhabits quiet water near edges of shallow 
pools with minimal vegetation.  Spring waters usually consist of high levels of 
silica, sulphates, and chlorides, with a salinity range of 10 to 15 ppt.  The Leon 
Spring pupfish was once found in Leon Springs, but the species was extirpated 
when the spring was impounded and pumped dry.  The species was once 
considered extinct until the species was rediscovered in Diamond Y Springs.  
The estimated population within Diamond Y Draw is less than 10,000 adults 
(Thomas et al. 2007).  In 1980, the Service designated critical habitat for the 
Leon Springs pupfish in Diamond Y Spring and its outflow stream, Leon Creek.  
This is the only known wild population of this species (Service 1980). 

This species is only known to occur in 
Texas in Pecos County. 

Pecos County is within the proposed 
Permit Area. 

Comanche Springs 
Pupfish  

Cyprinodon elegans Endangered (32 
Federal Register 4001, 
11 March 1967) 
without critical habitat. 

No The Comanche Springs pupfish occurs in only a small series of springs, their 
outflows, and manmade irrigation canals near Balmorhea, Texas.  Specific 
locations include Phantom Springs in Jeff Davis County, and San Solomon 
Springs, Griffin Springs, and Toyah Creek in Reeves County.  The Comanche 
Springs pupfish grows up to 62 millimeters (about 2.5 inches) in total length and 
is gray-green in color.  Preferred habitat includes modified springs and irrigation 
canals with swift currents and with a temperature range of 20 to 30°C.  Actions 
taken to increase the population include the construction of a small refugium 
canal in Balmorhea State Park in 1974, the construction of a refugium canal at 
Phantom Lake Spring in 1993, and the construction of San Solomon Cienega in 
1996.  In addition, a genetic stock is maintained by the Service at the Dexter 
National Fish Hatchery (Thomas et al. 2007). 

This species is known to only in occur in 
Texas in 3 counties: Jeff Davis, Reeves, 
and Uvalde. 

Only Reeves County is within the 
proposed Permit Area. 
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Pecos Gambusia  Gambusia nobilis Endangered (35 

Federal Register 
16047, 13 October 
1970)  

No The Pecos gambusia fish occurs in western Texas, including the headwaters of 
Phantom Lake in Jeff Davis County; San Solomon Springs, Griffin Springs, and 
East Sandia Springs in Reeves County; and Diamond Y Draw and Diamond Y 
Springs in Pecos County.  The Pecos gambusia grows up to 48 millimeters in 
total length and is olive in color along the dorsal region with blue-yellow tones 
along the lateral region.  Preferred habitat includes shallow vegetated margins 
of clear springs high in calcium carbonate.  The population of Pecos gambusia 
has been in decline since the destruction of Leon Springs and Comanche 
Springs.  Decline in population can also be attributed to reduction in habitat, 
impacts of nonindigenous organisms, hybridization, competition, and predation 
(Thomas et al. 2007).  

This species is known to occur in New 
Mexico and Texas.  Within Texas it only 
occurs in 3 counties: Jeff Davis, Pecos, 
and Reeves. 

Only Pecos and Reeves counties are 
within the proposed Permit Area.   

Smalleye Shiner and 
Sharpnose Shiner  

Notropis buccula and 
Notropis oxyrhynchus 

For Both: Candidate, 
Listing Priority: 5, 
Magnitude: High, 
Immediacy: Non-
imminent 

No The smalleye shiner and sharpnose shiner are small freshwater fishes, endemic 
to the Brazos River drainage basin.  However, small introduced populations of 
both species have occurred in the Colorado River, near Austin (Hubbs et al. 
2008, Lee et al. 1980).  The smalleye shiner has been recorded in 11 counties 
within the proposed Permit Area.  The sharpnose shiner, which has been 
recorded in 12 of the proposed Permit Area counties, is decreasing in 
abundance because of increased turbidity downstream of reservoirs in the 
Brazos River basin (Hubbs et al. 2008).  Both species can be found in stable 
populations upstream of Possum Kingdom Reservoir on the Brazos River in 
Palo Pinto and Young Counties.  Downstream of the Reservoir, the smalleye is 
extirpated and the sharpnose may only exist in relict areas (O. Bocanegra, the 
Service, pers. comm. to D. Green, PBS&J 2010). 

Smalleye Shiner: This species is only 
known to occur in Texas in the following 
16 counties: Baylor, Bell, Bosque, 
Brazos, Burleson, Fisher, Garza, 
Haskell, Hill, Kent, King, Knox, Palo 
Pinto, Stonewall, Throckmorton, and 
Young.  

Smalleye Shiner: Only the following 10 
counties are within the proposed Permit 
Area for this species: Baylor, Bell, 
Bosque, Fisher, Haskell, Hill, Kent, Palo 
Pinto, Throckmorton, and Young. 

Sharpnose Shiner: This species is only 
known to occur in Texas in the following 
23 counties: Austin, Baylor, Bosque, 
Brazos, Burleson, Fisher, Fort Bend, 
Garza, Grimes, Haskell, Hill, Kent, King, 
Knox, Milam, Palo Pinto, Robertson, 
Somervell, Stonewall, Throckmorton, 
Waller, Washington, and Young 

Sharpnose Shiner: Only the following 
12 counties are within the proposed 
Permit Area for this species: Baylor, 
Bosque, Fisher, Haskell, Hill, Kent, 
Milam, Palo Pinto, Robertson, Somervell, 
Throckmorton, and Young 

Reptiles and Amphibians            
Salado Salamander  Eurycea chisholmensis Candidate, Listing 

Priority: 2, Magnitude: 
High, Immediacy: 
Imminent 

No The Salado salamander is an aquatic neotonic species of salamander 
approximately 2 inches (5 centimeters) in length.  The species is known to occur 
in two spring sites fed by the Edwards Aquifer near Salado in Bell County, 
Texas (Chippindale et al. 2000, Service 2002b).  Although this species is difficult 
to find and its status is not well known, primary threats appear to be degradation 
of water quality and quantity due to urbanization (NatureServe 2009).   

This species is currently known to only 
occur in Texas in Bell County. 

Bell County is within in the proposed 
Permit Area. 

Louisiana Pinesnake Pituophis ruthveni Candidate, Listing 
Priority: 5, Magnitude: 
High, Immediacy: Non-
imminent 

No The Louisiana pinesnake is an inhabitant of forests of east Texas and Louisiana.  
This species is restricted mainly to open longleaf pine-oak sandhills interspersed 
with moist bottomlands.  It may also occur in adjacent blackjack oak woodlands 
and in sandy areas of shortleaf pine-post oak forest (Werler and Dixon 2000).  
The primary prey of this species is the pocket gopher (Geomys spp.).  The 
distribution of pocket gopher populations may directly affect that of the Louisiana 
pinesnake (Tennant 1998).   

This species is found in both Louisiana 
and Texas.  Within Texas it is found 
within the following 10 counties: 
Angelina, Cherokee, Grimes, Jasper, 
Nacogdoches, Newton, Sabine, Shelby, 
Tyler, and Wood. 

Only the following counties are found 
within the proposed Permit Area: 
Angelina, Cherokee, Nacogdoches, and 
Wood. 

Dunes Sagebrush 
Lizard  

Sceloporus arenicolus Proposed Endangered 
(75 Federal Register 
77801–77817, 14 
December 2010)  

No The sand dune lizard (formerly known as the dunes sagebrush lizard) has a 
limited and often spotty distribution in southeastern New Mexico and adjacent 
west Texas (New Mexico Game and Fish 2004).  The sand dune lizard appears 
to be confined to areas of active sand dunes vegetated by shinnery oak, 
although adjacent open habitats may be used in some places (Degenhardt and 
Jones 1972, Degenhardt and Sena 1976, Sena 1985).  Dunes that become 
completely stabilized by vegetation are apparently unsuitable for this species.  
Good habitat for this species contains sand hummocks vegetated with shinnery 
oak and intervening open blowouts (Dixon 2000). 

This species is known to occur in New 
Mexico and Texas.  Within Texas it 
occurs in the following 7 counties: 
Andrews, Cochran, Crane, Gaines, 
Ward, Winkler, and Yoakum. 

The following 5 counties occur within the 
proposed Permit Area: Andrews, Crane, 
Gaines, Ward, and Winkler. 
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Birds             
Least Tern (interior 
subspecies)  

Sterna antillarum Endangered (50 
Federal Register 
21784, 28 May 1985)  

No While the American Ornithologists’ Union (1998) recognizes three subspecies of 
the least tern in the U.S., because of taxonomic uncertainties and the fact that, 
in Texas, the interior and coastal least terns are sympatric and not easily 
distinguished, the Service listed the interior population of the least tern as S. 
antillarum, defining it, in Texas, as least terns occurring more than 50 miles 
(80 kilometers) inland.  The interior population nests on salt flats; sand and 
gravel bars within wide, unobstructed river channels; the shorelines of rivers; 
sandbars or islands as well as shorelines of reservoirs and lakes; sand or gravel 
pits; dike fields; ash disposal areas of power plants; and active mine sites 
(Service 1990b). The interior least tern is migratory and occurs as remnant 
colonies within its historic range.  It has been recorded from numerous counties 
within the proposed Permit Area, particularly along the Red River.  Other 
records are mostly of birds during migration.  In reality, interior least terns would 
likely pass through most of the proposed Permit Area while migrating south to 
Central and South America in the spring and north to the breeding grounds in 
the fall. 

The interior least tern is known to occur 
in AR, CO, IL, IN, IA, KS, KY, LA, MS, 
MO, MT, NE, NM, ND, OK, SD, TN, and 
TX.  Within Texas it is found within the 
following 43 counties: Bowie, Briscoe, 
Childress, Clay, Collingsworth, Cooke, 
Dallas, Delta, Denton, Donley, El Paso, 
Fannin, Freestone, Gray, Grayson, 
Gregg, Hall, Hardeman, Hemphill, 
Hopkins, Hutchinson, Jeff Davis, 
Kaufman, Lamar, Leon, Limestone, 
Milam, Montague, Rains, Randall, Red 
River, Roberts, Starr, Tarrant, 
Throckmorton, Tom Green, Val Verde, 
Webb, Wheeler, Wichita, Wilbarger, 
Wood, and Zapata. 

The following 23 counties occur within 
the proposed Permit Area: Clay, Cooke, 
Dallas, Delta, Denton, Fannin, 
Freestone, Grayson, Hopkins, Kaufman, 
Lamar, Leon, Limestone, Milam, 
Montague, Rains, Red River, Tarrant, 
Throckmorton, Tom Green, Wichita, 
Wilbarger, and Wood. 

Northern Aplomado 
Falcon  

Falco femoralis 
septentrionalis 

Endangered (51 
Federal Register 6686, 
25 February 1986)  

No It is a small raptor that inhabits coastal prairies, desert grasslands, and open 
woodlands where it nests on stick platforms constructed on yuccas (Yucca 
spp.), tree branches, and utility poles, often using abandoned raptor or corvid 
nests (Keddy-Hector 2000).  The species ranges from South America north to 
the southwestern United States.  Pesticides, poaching, brush encroachment, 
and agricultural development are considered the main reasons for population 
decline (Service 1990c).  This species is now a rare summer resident in south 
Texas and the Trans-Pecos (Lockwood and Freeman 2004).  Peterson and 
Zimmer (1998) consider this species as an accidental in the Trans-Pecos and 
state that reliable sightings have been reported with increasing frequency in 
southern New Mexico and western Texas (Jeff Davis and Culberson counties) 
since the 1990s.  Reintroductions of captive-reared falcons have been ongoing 
in southern Texas since 1987 and were initiated in western Texas in 2002.   

This species is known to occur in 
Arizona, New Mexico, and Texas.  Within 
Texas it is known to occur within the 
following 16 counties: Aransas, 
Brewster, Brooks, Calhoun, Cameron, El 
Paso, Hidalgo, Hudspeth, Jeff Davis, 
Kenedy, Kleberg, Matagorda, Presidio, 
Reeves, Refugio, and Willacy. 

Only Reeves County is within the 
proposed Permit Area. 

Southwestern Willow 
Flycatcher  

Empidonax traillii 
extimus 

Endangered (60 
Federal Register 
10693, 27 February 
1995) 

Yes (70 Federal 
Register 60885, 19 
October 2005) 

The southwestern willow flycatcher breeds in dense riparian habitats in 
southwestern North America and winters in southern Mexico, Central America, 
and northern South America.  Most breeding habitats are classified as forested 
wetlands or scrub-shrub wetlands, while habitat requirements for wintering are 
not well known.  Current status in Texas is essentially unknown with no recent 
survey data available (Service 2002a).  This species has declined greatly in 
range and abundance in riparian areas of the American southwest, primarily 
because of habitat loss and degradation of Cottonwood-willow and similar 
riparian habitats (NatureServe 2009).   

This species is known to occur in 
Arizona, California, Colorado, Nevada, 
New Mexico, Texas, and Utah.  Within 
Texas it is known to occur within the 
following 6 counties: Brewster, 
Culberson, El Paso, Hudspeth, Jeff 
Davis, and Presidio. 

This species is known to occur in 
Culberson County within the proposed 
Permit Area. 

Mexican Spotted 
Owl  

Strix occidentalis lucida Threatened (58 
Federal Register 
14248, 16 March 
1993) 

Yes (70 Federal 
Register 60885, 19 
October 2005) 

The Mexican spotted owl is a medium-sized owl that, in Texas, occurs in the 
Guadalupe Mountains near the New Mexico border and the Davis Mountains.  It 
inhabits mature, old-growth forests of white pine (Pinus strobiformis), Douglas-fir 
(Pinus pseudotsuga), and ponderosa pine (Pinus ponderosa) characterized by 
steep slopes and canyons with rocky cliffs (Texas Parks and Wildlife 
Department 2009b).  The primary reasons for listing the owl as threatened was 
the historical alteration of its habitat as the result of timber management 
practices, specifically the use of even-aged silviculture, and the danger of 
catastrophic wildfire (Service 2004c).   

This species is known to occur in 
Arizona, Colorado, New Mexico, Texas, 
and Utah.  Within Texas it is known to 
occur within the following 4 counties: 
Culberson, El Paso, Hudspeth, and Jeff 
Davis. 

This species only occurs in Culberson 
County within the proposed Permit Area.   
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Piping Plover  Charadrius melodus Threatened, except 

Great Lakes 
Watershed (50 Federal 
Register 50726, 11 
December 1985)  

Yes, for Texas (74 
Federal Register 
23475, 19 May 2009) 

The piping plover is a statewide migrant that winters along the gulf coast.  Piping 
plover’s winter on coastal beaches and sandflats from the Carolinas to the 
Yucatan and through the Bahamas to the West Indies.  Wintering birds in Texas 
use beaches, sandflats, mudflats, algal mats, and dunes along the coast and 
adjacent offshore islands, including spoil islands along the Gulf Intracoastal 
Waterway.  Approximately 35 percent of the known global population of piping 
plovers winters along the Texas Gulf Coast, where they spend 60 to 70 percent 
of the year.  The piping plover population that winters in Texas breeds on the 
northern Great Plains and around the Great Lakes (American Ornithologist’ 
Union 1998, Campbell 2003, Haig 1992, Haig and Elliott-Smith 2004).  Inland 
records of migrating piping plovers in Texas are scarce (Lockwood and 
Freeman 2004).   

The threatened portion of the species is 
known to occur in AL, CO, CT, DE, FL, 
GA, IN, IA, KS, KY, LA, ME, MD, MA, 
MN, MS, MO, MT, NE, NH, NJ, NM, NY, 
NC, ND, OH, OK, PR, RI, SC, SD, TX, 
VA, WI.  Within Texas it is known to 
occur in the following 19 counties: 
Aransas, Brazoria, Calhoun, Cameron, 
Chambers, Dallas, Delta, Denton, 
Galveston, Grayson, Jefferson, Kenedy, 
Kleberg, Matagorda, Nueces, Refugio, 
San Patricio, Throckmorton, and Willacy. 

The following 5 counties are within the 
proposed Permit Area: Dallas, Delta, 
Denton, Grayson, and Throckmorton. 

Yellow-Billed 
Cuckoo  

Coccyzus americanus Candidate, Listing 
Priority: 3, Magnitude: 
High, Immediacy: 
Imminent 

No The western yellow-billed cuckoo is a riparian habitat specialist and historically 
occupied floodplain riparian forests below 1,500 feet (457 meters).  It may be 
more habitat-specific than the willow flycatcher, which will use nonnative species 
as habitat, although the yellow-billed cuckoo will occupy a variety of marginal 
habitats, particularly at the edges of its range.  Western yellow-billed cuckoos 
are highly associated with relatively expansive stands of mature cottonwood-
willow forests (Laymon and Halterman 1990, Service 1985c).  The cuckoos are 
uncommon and local in the Trans-Pecos region of Texas (Lockwood and 
Freeman 2004), which is the western edge of the cuckoo’s distribution (Hughes 
1999).   

This species is known to occur in 
Arizona, California, Colorado, Idaho, 
Montana, Nevada, New Mexico, Oregon, 
Texas, Utah, Washington, and Wyoming.  
Within Texas it is known to occur in the 
following 6 counties: Brewster, 
Culberson, El Paso, Hudspeth, Jeff 
Davis, and Presidio. 

This species is known to occur in 
Culberson County within the proposed 
Permit Area. 

Lesser Prairie-
Chicken  

Tympanuchus 
pallidicinctus 

Candidate, Listing 
Priority: 2, Magnitude: 
High, Immediacy: 
Imminent 

No The lesser prairie-chicken inhabits arid grassland that generally is interspersed 
with shrubs and small trees (American Ornithologists’ Union 1998, Baicich and 
Harrison 1997).  Once numerous in the sagebrush and short-grass prairies in 
the Texas Panhandle, this species has suffered severe losses in habitat since 
the turn of the century.  Overgrazing, brush control, and farming have reduced 
the habitat of this species to a remnant of the past (Lionberger 2001).  
Historically, the lesser prairie-chicken ranged east to Clay and Tarrant counties, 
and south to Kimble, Crockett, and Pecos counties.  Currently, it is a rare to 
uncommon and local resident in the Panhandle and South Plains.  Two disjunct 
populations occur in Texas.  The population on the western South Plains 
extends from Bailey County south to Gaines and, possibly, Andrews, while the 
population in the eastern Panhandle occurs from Lipscomb County south to 
Collingsworth County (Lockwood and Freeman 2004).   

This species is known to occur in 
Colorado, Kansas, New Mexico, 
Oklahoma, and Texas.  Within Texas it is 
known to occur within the following 24 
counties: Andrews, Bailey, Carson, 
Castro, Cochran, Collingsworth, Deaf 
Smith, Donley, Gaines, Gray, Hemphill, 
Hockley, Lamb, Lipscomb, Moore, 
Ochiltree, Oldham, Parmer, Randall, 
Roberts, Swisher, Terry, Wheeler, and 
Yoakum. 

Andrews, Gaines, and Terry counties 
occur within the proposed Permit Area. 

Sprague's Pipit Anthus spragueii Candidate: Listing 
Priority: 2, Magnitude: 
High, Immediacy: 
Imminent 

No The Sprague’s pipit is a relatively small passerine endemic to the North 
American grasslands.  It has a plain buff colored face with a large eye-ring.  The 
Sprague’s pipit is a ground nester that breeds and winters on open grasslands.  
It is closely tied with native prairie habitat and breeds in the north-central United 
States in Minnesota, Montana, North Dakota and South Dakota as well as 
south-central Canada (Service 2010).  During migration and winter in Texas, as 
elsewhere, Sprague’s pipits may be found hunting insects and seeds in weedy 
fields and the vicinity of airports as well as in a wide variety of grasslands 
(Oberholser 1974).  It is an uncommon migrant, primarily through the center of 
the state.  They are rare to locally uncommon inland to the Post Oak Savannahs 
and Blackland Prairies from Williamson and Brazos Counties, south through 
much of the South Texas Brush Country.  Wintering Sprague’s pipits are rare to 
locally uncommon in agricultural areas of north-central Texas, the Concho 
Valley, and the northwestern Edwards Plateau within the Permit Area, and are 
rare migrants and casual winter residents through the remainder of the state 
(Lockwood and Freeman 2004). 

This species is known to occur in 
Arizona, Colorado, Kansas, Louisiana, 
Minnesota, Montana, Nebraska, New 
Mexico, North Dakota, Oklahoma, South 
Dakota, and Texas.  Within Texas it is 
known to occur Statewide. 

Because the mountain plover is known to 
occur Statewide, all 100 counties within 
the proposed Permit Area will be 
included. 
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% 
CR

% 
RG % PL % UL

% 
FL % W % CP

% 
FD

Lynn 49 35 - - - - 11 - Lubbock Lubbock Preston Smith 
I i l Ai

-
Terry

Archer Montague 22 64 6 - - - - - Wichita Falls State
Baylor Wichita Lake Arrowhead
Clay Wilbarger Fort Richardson
Jack Young
Collin Kaufman 15 36 22 18 - 4 - - Dallas Federal
Dallas Navarro Ft. Worth Lyndon B. Johnson Grasslands
Denton Parker State
Ellis Palo Pinto Possum Kingdom
Erath Rockwall Ray Roberts Lake
Hood Somervell Lake Mineral Wells
Hunt Tarrant Acton
Johnson Wise Cedar Hill

Lake Towakoni
Dinosaur Valley

Cleburne
Delta Lamar 7 - 44 4 33 - - - Texarkana - State
Franklin Red River Lake Bob Sandlin
Hopkins Titus Cooper Lake
Anderson Rusk - - 35 7 49 - - - Tyler State
Cherokee Smith Martin Creek Lake
Henderson Van Zandt Purtis Creek
Rains Wood Tyler
Brown Mitchell 25 63 4 1 - - 4 - Abilene Abilene Regional; State
Coleman Nolan Dyess Air Force Base Lake Colorado City
Comanche Runnels Abilene
Eastland Scurry Fort Griffin
Fisher Shackelford Lake Brownwood
Haskell Stephens
Jones Taylor
Kent Throckmorton

- 90 - 1 - - - 7 El Paso - Federal
Guadalupe Mountains

Andrews Loving 13 79 - 2 - - 3 - Big Spring Midland International State
Borden Martin Odessa Balmorhea
Crane Midland Midland Big Spring
Dawson Pecos Monahans Sandhills
Ector Reeves
Gaines Upton
Glasscock Winkler
Howard
Coke Sterling 6 90 - 1 - - - - San Angelo San Angelo Regional State
Reagan Tom Green San Angelo

Bosque 25 40 23 3 - - - - Waco Waco Regional State
Falls Confederate Reunion Grounds
Freestone Fairfield Lakes
Hill Fort Parker
Limestone Lake Whitney
McLennan Meridian
Bastrop 10 55 20 8 - - - - Austin - State
Burnet Bastrop
Lee Buescher

Inks Lake
Lake Somerville

Longhorn Cavern
Leon 6 39 38 3 - - - - College Station - State
Robertson Bryan Fort Boggy

Angelina - - 18 3 63 5 - 9 Lufkin - Federal
Houston Jasper Davy Crockett Natl. Forest
Nacogdoches Angelina National Forest
Trinity Stephen F. Austin Experimental 

Forest
State

Mission Tejas
Cooke 26 32 26 5 - 4 26 - Sherman - Federal
Fannin Caddo Natl. Grasslands
Grayson Hagerman NWR

State
Bonham

Eisenhower
Eisenhower Birthplace

Bell Milam 17 58 13 3 - - - 5 Killeen Killeen - Ft. Hood Regional State

Coryell Mills Temple Colorado Bend
Lampasas

Averages 15 45 17 4 10 1 3 1
Note: CR = Cropland; RG = Rangeland; PL = Pastureland; UL = Urban Land; W = Water; FL = Forest Land; CP = Conservation Reserve Program Land; FD = Federal Land/Land Use Not Recorded
Sources: TPWD (2007a), USDA (2000, 2008), Service 2009b, U.S. National Park Service (2009).

Major ParksCounties in Permit Area

Primary Land Uses

Region
Major Urban 

Areas Major Airports

North Texas 
Region (3)

South 
Plains 

Region (2)

North 
Central 
Texas 

Region (4)

Dallas-Ft. Worth 
International; Dallas Love 

Field; Naval Air Station Joint 
Reserve Base Ft. Worth

Wichita Falls Municipal 
Airport/Sheppard AFB

Table 3-3. Major Land Uses by State Planning Region
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Region (13)

CulbersonUpper Rio 
Grande 
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Concho 
Valley 

Region (10)

North East 
Texas 

Region (5)

East Texas 
Region (6)

Tyler Pounds Regional

West 
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Texas 

Region (7)
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A Natural Resources Conservation Service report listing the land uses for every county in Texas was used 
to describe the primary land uses for each of the 15 State Planning Regions in the proposed Permit Area 
as listed in Table 3-3.  Minor land uses, especially those that make up less than 1 percent of a region’s 
land use, are excluded for clarity.  As shown in Table 3-3, the State Planning Regions on average consist 
of approximately 15 percent cropland, 45 percent rangeland, 17 percent pastureland, 4 percent urban land, 
10 percent forestland, 1 percent water, 3 percent conservation reserve program land, and 1 percent Federal 
land/land with no recorded use.   

3.11.1 Transportation Facilities 

Surface transportation in the proposed Permit Area is provided by a network of primary, secondary, and 
local roads.  Major U.S. interstates running through the proposed Permit Area include I-10, I-20, I-30, 
I-35, and I-40.  These larger facilities are supplemented by numerous U.S. Highways, State Highways, 
farm-to-market, ranch-to-market, rural county roads, and a network of residential collector streets in 
urban and suburban areas that complete the transportation grid (Texas Department of Transportation 
[TxDOT] 2006).   

TxDOT is currently conducting studies on two interstate and international trade corridor projects in west 
Texas.  The Ports-to-Plains Trade Corridor is a proposed divided highway corridor stretching from 
Laredo through west Texas to Denver, Colorado, and La Entrada al Pacifico Corridor is a proposed 
expanded roadway corridor that would connect Pacific Coast ports in Mexico with Midland-Odessa, 
Texas.  The proposed Ports-to-Plains corridor would run through the western portion of the proposed 
Permit Area along U.S. Highway (US) 87 and US 277, connecting San Angelo, Big Spring, Lamesa, and 
Lubbock.  Within Texas, the proposed corridor would connect Del Rio in the south to Dumas in the north.  
The proposed La Entrada al Pacifico Corridor would run through the western portion of the proposed 
Permit Area along US 67, I-10, US 385, I-20, Farm to Market Road 1788, and State Highway 349, 
connecting Fort Stockton, McCamey, Odessa, Midland, and Lamesa.  Within Texas, the proposed 
corridor would connect Presidio, located south of the proposed Permit Area, with Lamesa.  Additionally, 
TxDOT is proposing improvements to various roads throughout the study area, including resurfacing, 
rebuilding, repairing, upgrading, landscaping, and bridge replacement and repair (TxDOT 2009b). 

Texas contains 25 Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) designed to provide comprehensive 
transportation planning in their respective regions.  The proposed Permit Area contains the following nine 
MPOs: Abilene, Dallas/Fort Worth, Killeen/Temple, Longview, Midland/Odessa, Sherman/Denison, 
Tyler, Waco, and Wichita Falls.  Each of the MPOs’ Metropolitan Transportation Plans, Transportation 
Improvement Programs, and Unified Planning Work Programs have identified multiple proposed 
roadway projects located within the proposed Permit Area, including new construction, maintenance, 
rehabilitation, and enhancement of roadways (Association of Texas Metropolitan Planning Organizations 
2005). 
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An extensive rail network is also located throughout the proposed Permit Area, providing passenger and 
freight service under the operation of multiple rail companies (Federal Railroad Administration 2008). 

3.12 AESTHETICS AND NOISE 

3.12.1 Aesthetics 

The term aesthetics refers to the subjective perception of natural beauty in the landscape and attempts to 
define and measure an area’s scenic qualities.  Potential aesthetic impacts are an issue of increasing 
concern to both the public and governmental bodies dealing with siting and approving new transmission 
facilities.  Consideration of the visual environment includes a determination of aesthetic values where the 
location of a transmission line could potentially affect the scenic enjoyment of an area. 

The Applicant’s aesthetic analysis deals primarily with potential visual impacts to the public, specifically 
the potential impacts on viewsheds or scenic areas visible from roads, highways or publicly owned or 
accessible lands (e.g., parks or privately owned recreation areas open to the public).  Several factors are 
taken into consideration when attempting to define the sensitivity, or potential impact, to a scenic 
resource from the covered projects.  Aesthetic values considered in this analysis, which combine to give 
an area its aesthetic identity, include the following: 

• Uniqueness of the landscape in relation to the region as a whole 

• Whether the scenic area is a foreground, middleground, or background view 

• Focus of the view 

• Scale of elements in the scene 

• Number of potential viewers 

• Duration of the view 

• Amount of previous modification or disturbance to the landscape 

Based on these criteria, the proposed Permit Area as a whole exhibits a moderate degree of aesthetic 
quality because it encompasses a variety of regions and landscapes of Texas.  The topography of the 
proposed Permit Area is varied, ranging from plains to large mountains.  Landscapes with water as a 
major element (rivers, lakes, etc.) are usually considered to represent higher aesthetic values.  The 
proposed Permit Area contains many rivers and lakes, some of which contain areas of well-developed 
riparian vegetation.  Conversely, other water features within the proposed Permit Area can be dry or 
intermittent and areas of riparian vegetation are poorly developed around these features.  In addition, the 
level of human impact within portions of the proposed Permit Area is high due to the extensive ranching, 
agricultural operations, oil and gas operations, and the development of multiple cities and communities. 

The Texas Historical Commission operates the Texas Heritage Trails Program, a Statewide heritage 
tourism program based on 10 scenic driving trails originally created by the TxDOT.  This program 
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operates throughout 10 regions of Texas and enables people to learn about, and be surrounded by, local 
customs, traditions, history, and culture in the different regions.  The proposed Permit Area is partially 
located within 9 of the 10 trail regions, which include the following: Mountain, Plains, Pecos, Forts, 
Lakes, Brazos, Hill Country, Independence, and Forest trail regions.  The proposed Permit Area is not 
located within the Tropical Trail Region (Texas Historical Commission 2009). 

In 1998, TxDOT published a list of some of the best “Scenic Overlooks and Rest Areas” in Texas, each of 
which presented particularly strong aesthetic views or settings.  A review of this list identified multiple 
scenic overlooks/rest areas within the proposed Permit Area (TxDOT 1998).  Also, TxDOT operates 
multiple rest areas within the proposed Permit Area along I-10, I-20, I-30, I-35, I-45, US 62/180, US 287, 
US 69, US 277, US 385, and US 87 (TxDOT 2009d).   

The Texas Parks and Wildlife Department has created the Great Texas Wildlife Trails throughout four 
regions of the State, which are driving trails that highlight the best spots in the State to observe birds and 
other wildlife.  The proposed Permit Area is located within portions of all four regions and contains 
multiple driving loops and sites of interest within these regions (Texas Parks and Wildlife Department 
2007b). 

Many outstanding aesthetic resources, designated scenic views, scenic roadways, and unique visual 
elements are located within the proposed Permit Area in addition to large areas of agricultural, industrial, 
and urban development.  In summary, many parts of the proposed Permit Area are visually pleasing while 
other parts are highly impacted from human activity.  Therefore, the proposed Permit Area possesses a 
variable degree of aesthetic quality from low to high, spread over multiple regions and landscapes of 
Texas. 

3.12.2 Noise 

Noise is defined as unwanted sound that disrupts or interferes with normal activities or that diminishes the 
quality of the environment.  Noise is usually caused by human activity and is added to the natural, or 
ambient, acoustic setting of an area.  Exposure to high levels of noise over an extended period can cause 
health hazards such as hearing loss; however, the most common human response to environmental noise 
is annoyance.  Individuals respond to similar noise events differently based upon various factors that may 
include the existing background level, noise character, level fluctuation, time of day, the perceived 
importance of the noise, the appropriateness of the setting, and the sensitivity of the individual.  

Noise-sensitive receptors are facilities or areas where excessive noise may disrupt normal activity, cause 
annoyance, or loss of business.  Land uses such as residential, religious, educational, recreational, and 
medical facilities are more sensitive to increased noise levels than are commercial and industrial land 
uses.  There are numerous noise-sensitive receptors within the proposed Permit Area.  The majority of 
receptors are located within developed communities.  Due to the large area, it is not reasonable or 
practical to identify all noise receptors adjacent to the Applicant’s existing transmission and distribution 
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lines within the proposed Permit Area.  Nor is it possible to identify those adjacent to new facilities that 
could be constructed because the location of those facilities is largely unknown. 

3.13 SOCIOECONOMICS 

The proposed Permit Area encompasses 100 (39 percent) of the 254 counties in Texas.  The year 2000 
census population and year 2008 estimated population for each of these counties is provided in Table 3-4.  
As noted above, the proposed Permit Area counties are found in 15 of the 24 State Planning Regions in 
Texas.  As shown in Table 3-4, the Texas Workforce Commission (TWC) indicates that the 15 State 
Planning Regions found within the proposed Permit Area grew in population between the year 2000 and 
the year 2008 by an average of approximately 7.7 percent, ranging from a population decline of 
0.7 percent in the Concho Valley State Planning Region (Region 10) to an increase of 26.4 percent in the 
Capital State Planning Region (Region 12).  Data presented in Table 3-5 indicates that all of the State 
Planning Regions are projected to grow in population between 2008 and 2040, and overall the regions 
will grow by an average of 28.1 percent.  The lowest amount of growth is expected to be 1.1 percent in 
North East Texas Region (Region 5), and the highest growth rate of 65.6 percent is expected in the 
Capital State Planning Region (Region 12) (TWC 2009).   

Table 3-4.  Changes in Population by State Planning Region (2000 to 2008) 

Region 
Census 2000 
Population 

Texas State Data Center 2008 
Population Estimate 

Estimated Percent 
Change (2000–2008) 

2 377,871 393,665 4.2 
3 224,366 222,992 –0.6 
4 5,309,277 6,367,422 19.9 
5 270,468 281,302 4.0 
6 745,180 803,804 7.9 
7 324,901 324,170 –0.2 
8 704,318 775,790 10.1 
9 376,672 390,058 3.6 
10 148,212 147,240 –0.7 
11 321,536 339,730 5.7 
12 1,346,833 1,702,636 26.4 
13 267,085 291,641 9.2 
14 355,862 371,663 4.4 
22 178,200 193,467 8.6 
23 374,518 420,822 12.4 

Population Totals 11,325,299 13,026,402  
Average Change 7.7 

Sources: Texas Workforce Commission (2009); U.S. Census Bureau (2000); Texas State Data Center and the 
Office of the State Demographer (2009). 
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Table 3-5.  Projected Changes in Population by State Planning Region (2008 to 2040) 

Region 
Texas State Data Center 
2008 Population Estimate 

Texas State Data Center 
2040 Population Projection 

Estimated 
Percent Change 

(2008–2040) 

2 393,665 460,217 16.9 
3 222,992 249,845 12.0 
4 6,367,422 10,343,280 62.4 
5 281,302 284,358 1.1 
6 803,804 1,015,647 26.4 
7 324,170 354,697 9.4 
8 775,790 1,185,393 52.8 
9 390,058 471,434 20.9 
10 147,240 167,283 13.6 
11 339,730 431,015 26.9 
12 1,702,636 2,819,221 65.6 
13 291,641 380,703 30.5 
14 371,663 466,944 25.6 
22 193,467 219,319 13.4 
23 420,822 606,634 44.2 

Population Totals 13,026,402 19,455,990  
Average Change 28.1 

Source:  Texas Workforce Commission (2009); Texas State Data Center and the Office of the State 
Demographer (2009). 

Socioeconomic information for each of the 15 State Planning Regions that occur within the proposed 
Permit Area is presented in Table 3-6.  The information presented in this table provides a general 
description of the major population centers and employment sectors within the proposed Permit Area.  
The counties, major cities and their population, and the major employment sectors within each State 
Planning Region that are located within the proposed Permit Area are also presented in Table 3-6.  For 
clarity, only those employment sectors that make up substantial percentages of total employment are 
listed. 

3.14 ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE 

This document is in compliance with Executive Order 12898, Federal Action to Address Environmental 
Justice in Minority Populations and Low-Income Populations, which requires the determination of 
whether a proposed project would have adverse impacts on minority or low-income populations.  This 
Executive Order requires Federal agencies to identify and address, as appropriate, disproportionately high 
or adverse human health or environmental effects of their programs on minority and low-income 
populations that may be affected by a particular project.  Those populations that are impacted are required 
by this Executive Order to be involved in the community participation and public involvement process.   



Education 
and Health 
Services

Trade, 
Transportation, 

Utilities
Leisure and 
Hospitality

Professional, 
Business, and 

Other Manufacturing
Financial 
Activities Construction

Natural 
Resources 
and Mining

Public 
Administration 

Sector
Lynn Lubbock 29 21 11 7 - - - - -
Terry 199,564

Archer Montague Wichita Falls 27 20 9 - 11 - - - -
Baylor Wichita 104,197
Clay Wilbarger
Jack Young
Collin Kaufman Dallas 20 22 10 15 10 8 6 - -
Dallas Navarro 1,188,580
Denton Parker Ft. Worth 
Ellis Palo Pinto 534,694
Erath Rockwall
Hood Somervell
Hunt Tarrant
Johnson Wise
Delta Lamar Paris 27 21 - - 16 - - - -
Franklin Red River 25,898
Hopkins Titus
Anderson Rusk Tyler 26 21 9 8 11 - - - -
Cherokee Smith 83,650
Henderson Van Zandt
Rains Wood
Brown Mitchell Abilene 29 20 9 - - - - - -
Coleman Nolan 115,930
Comanche Runnels
Eastland Scurry
Fisher Shackelford
Haskell Stephens
Jones Taylor
Kent Throckmorton

Van Horn 28 22 10 11 - - - - -
2,435

Andrews Loving Midland 21 20 - - - - - 16 -
Borden Martin 94,996
Crane Midland Odessa
Dawson Pecos 90,943
Ector Reeves
Gaines Upton
Glasscock Winkler
Howard
Coke Sterling Big Lake 24 20 10 - - - - - -
Reagan Tom Green 2,885

Bosque Hill Waco 28 19 - - 13 - - - -
Falls Limestone 113,726
Freestone McLennan
Bastrop Bastrop 22 19 11 14 - - - - -
Burnet 5,340
Lee
Leon Hearne 35 16 11 - - - - - -
Robertson 4,690

Angelina Lufkin 31 19 - - 13 - - - -
Houston 32,709
Nacogdoches Nacogdoches
Trinity 29,914

Cooke Sherman 27 22 10 - - - - - -
Fannin 35,082

Grayson

Bell Milam Temple 31 20 10 8 - - - - 8
Coryell Mills 54,514
Lampasas Killeen

86,911
Averages 27 20 7 4 5 1 0 1 1

Sources: U.S. Census Bureau (2000), Texas Workforce Commission (2009).

Counties in Permit Area

Central 
Texas 

Region (23)

Concho 
Valley 

Region (10)

Heart of 
Texas 

Region (11)

Capital 
Region (12)

Brazos 
Valley 

Region (13)

Table 3-6. Socioeconomic Data by State Planning Region

Major Employment Sectors

Texoma 
Region (22)

Deep East 
Texas 

Region (14)

Upper Rio 
Grande 

Region (8)

Culberson

Permian 
Basin 

Region (9)

North East 
Texas 

Region (5)

East Texas 
Region (6)

West 
Central 
Texas 

Region (7)

South Plains 
Region (2)

North Texas 
Region (3)

North 
Central 
Texas 

Region (4)

Region
Largest Cities 

and Pop.
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As shown in Table 3-7, the counties with the greatest percentage of persons identified as white in terms of 
race/ethnicity are Archer and Montague, at 96 percent.  The county with the greatest percentage of ethnic 
minorities is Dallas County at 42 percent. 

The U.S. Department of Health and Human Services defines the poverty guideline for the continental 
U.S. in 2009 for a family of four as $22,050 (U.S. Department of Health and Human Services 2009).  
According to the U.S. Census Bureau, the median household incomes of the proposed Permit Area 
counties in the year 2000 range from $23,306 in Reeves County to $70,835 in Collin County (U.S. 
Census Bureau 2000).  None of the counties within the proposed Permit Area has a median household 
income less than the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services poverty guideline. 

3.15 HUMAN HEALTH AND SAFETY 

Any device which transmits, distributes, or uses electric power produces electric and magnetic fields 
(EMFs).  The electric field from a transmission or distribution line is a function of the voltage of the line.  
Because the voltage of a line is essentially constant over time, the magnitude of the electric field remains 
constant regardless of the amount of the load on the line.  Electric fields are grounded by large objects 
such as trees and buildings. 

The level of the magnetic field produced by an electric transmission line depends on the electrical load, 
the configuration of the conductors (spacing and orientation), the height of the conductors, the distance 
from the line, the electrical load on the line, and the proximity of other electrical lines.  The load on a 
transmission line varies continually on a daily and seasonal basis.  The magnetic fields likewise vary 
throughout the year and during the day. 

3.16 CULTURAL RESOURCES 

The proposed Permit Area encompasses portions of the Plains, Central and Southern, Eastern, and Trans-
Pecos planning regions as set up by the Texas Historical Commission (Mercado-Allinger et al. 1996) and 
illustrated on Figure 3-17.  Each of the four planning regions has been further subdivided into 
archaeological regions or subareas based on unique environmental and archaeological characteristics 
(Mercado-Allinger et al. 1996).   

The prehistoric settlement system in a region usually reflects economic activities that support the 
population of a given area.  In a hunting and gathering economy, the settlement system may consist of 
seasonal encampments, temporary procurement stations, and locations for obtaining special resources.  
An agrarian system, in contrast, might contain trade centers, production villages, and few, if any, 
temporary procurement stations.  Certain considerations regarding the decision to occupy one place or 
another are common to all settlement systems.  Primary among these considerations is access to the 
resources needed to physically sustain life, including potable water, food, and the specialized items  
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Table 3-7.  Ethnicity Characteristics Within 
the Proposed Permit Area by County 

 White Persons Ethnic Minorities 
County Number Percent Number Percent 

Anderson 36,617 66 18,492 34 
Andrews 10,024 77 2,980 23 
Angelina 60,174 75 19,956 25 
Archer 8,459 96 395 4 
Bastrop 46,327 80 11,406 20 
Baylor 3,723 91 370 9 
Bell 150,900 63 87,074 37 
Borden 660 91 69 9 
Bosque 15,613 91 1,591 9 
Brown 32,910 90 3,764 10 
Burnet 30,610 90 3,537 10 
Cherokee 34,685 74 11,974 26 
Clay 10,494 95 512 5 
Coke 3,433 89 431 11 
Coleman 8,176 89 1,059 11 
Collin 400,181 81 91,494 19 
Comanche 12,245 87 1,781 13 
Cooke 32,305 89 4,058 11 
Coryell 48,946 65 26,032 35 
Crane 2,945 74 1,051 26 
Culberson 2,051 69 924 31 
Dallas 1,294,769 58 924,130 42 
Dawson 10,859 73 4,126 27 
Delta 4,684 88 643 12 
Denton 353,855 82 79,121 18 
Eastland 16,656 91 1,641 9 
Ector 89,257 74 31,866 26 
Ellis 89,789 81 21,571 19 
Erath 29,610 90 3,391 10 
Falls 11,424 62 7,152 38 
Fannin 27,043 87 4,199 13 
Fisher 3,638 84 706 16 
Franklin 8,436 89 1,022 11 
Freestone 13,501 76 4,366 24 
Gaines 11,614 80 2,853 20 
Glasscock 1,090 78 316 22 
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Table 3-7 (Cont’d) 

 White Persons Ethnic Minorities 
County Number Percent Number Percent 

Grayson 96,443 87 14,152 13 
Haskell 5,044 83 1,049 17 
Henderson 64,850 89 8,427 11 
Hill 27,200 84 5,121 16 
Hood 38,952 95 2,148 5 
Hopkins 27,200 85 13,760 15 
Houston 15,899 69 7,286 31 
Howard 26,950 80 6,677 20 
Hunt 64,013 84 12,583 16 
Jack 7,771 89 992 11 
Johnson 114,142 90 12,669 10 
Jones 16,378 79 4,407 21 
Kaufman 57,837 81 13,476 19 
Kent 820 95 39 5 
Lamar 39,990 83 8,509 17 
Lampasas 15,409 87 2,353 13 
Lee 11,992 77 3,665 23 
Leon 12,809 84 2,526 16 
Limestone 15,602 71 6,449 29 
Loving 60 90 7 10 
Lynn 4,947 76 1,603 24 
Martin 3,750 79 996 21 
McLennan 154,087 72 59,430 28 
Midland 89,702 77 26,307 23 
Milam 19,121 79 5,117 21 
Mills 4,597 89 554 11 
Mitchell 7,227 75 2,471 25 
Montague 18,343 96 774 4 
Nacogdoches 44,405 75 14,798 25 
Navarro 31,966 71 13,158 29 
Nolan 12,397 79 3,405 21 
Palo Pinto 23,835 88 3,191 12 
Parker 81,955 93 6,540 7 
Pecos 12,749 76 4,060 24 
Rains 8,400 92 739 8 
Reagan 2,150 65 1,176 35 
Red River 11,170 78 3,144 22 
Reeves 10,421 79 2,716 21 
Robertson 10,592 66 5,408 34 
Rockwall 38,414 89 4,666 11 
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Table 3-7 (Concluded) 

 White Persons Ethnic Minorities 
County Number Percent Number Percent 

Runnels 9,361 81 2,34 19 
Rusk 35,477 75 11,895 25 
Scurry 13,296 81 3,065 19 
Shackelford 3,111 94 191 6 
Smith 126,853 73 47,853 27 
Somervell 6,277 92 532 8 
Stephens 8,406 87 1,268 13 
Sterling 1,194 86 199 14 
Tarrant 1,030,208 71 416,011 29 
Taylor 102,016 81 24,539 19 
Terry 9,769 77 2,992 23 
Throckmorton 1,704 92 146 8 
Titus 19,724 70 8,394 30 
Tom Green 82,246 79 21,764 21 
Trinity 11,540 84 2,239 16 
Upton 2,648 78 756 22 
Van Zandt 44,268 92 3,872 8 
Ward 8,704 80 2,205 20 
Wichita 103,705 79 27,959 21 
Wilbarger 11,472 78 3,204 22 
Winkler 5,366 75 1,807 25 
Wise 44,407 91 4,386 9 
Wood 32,749 89 4,003 11 
Young 16,325 91 1,618 9 

Source: U.S. Census Bureau (2000). 
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needed to obtain and process food.  Secondarily, defensibility and protection from the natural elements, 
such as flooding, wind, and rain, would be considered.  Access to trade routes is also important in certain 
systems.   

In the Plains Planning Region, existing data suggest primarily a hunting and gathering economy through 
most of prehistory.  Thus, the basic settlement system for the region was probably decentralized and 
focused on seasonal procurement of specific resources.  The types of sites that might be encountered 
include hunting stations, kill sites, short-term campsites, lithic-procurement sites for lithic material and 
other resources, and isolated burials.  More-permanent village sites, some with associated burials, began 
to develop along the Canadian River basin at the end of the prehistoric period.  Along the escarpments of 
the Llano Estacado, rock art sites and small overhangs and rockshelters were utilized for camps and 
burials. 

In the Central and Southern Planning Region, five distinct archaeological regions are recognized: the 
Central Texas, Lower Pecos, Central Coastal Plains, Southern Coastal Corridor, and the Rio Grande 
Plains.  A variety of site types and temporal affiliations are likely represented in the proposed Permit 
Area.  Sites dating from the Paleoindian to Historic times have been recorded in the Central and Southern 
Planning Region.  Types of sites in this Planning Region range from shell middens in the Southern 
Coastal Corridor to burned-rock middens and rock shelters in the Central Texas and Lower Pecos areas.  
Both surficial and buried sites can be found in the various environmental settings of the Central and 
Southern Planning Region. 

The Eastern Planning Region contains three archaeological regions: Northeast Texas, Prairie Savannah, 
and Southeast Texas (Kenmotsu and Perttula 1993).  Each of these is distinct in topography, vegetation, 
and natural resources.  The early groups in the region appear to have been hunters and gatherers and thus 
exhibit a great degree of similarity in lifestyles.  As time progresses, the similarities diminish and 
diversity in the archaeological record becomes quite pronounced by the Late Prehistoric period (Story et 
al. 1990).  Types of sites in the Eastern Planning Region include camp, village, and mound sites along 
with cemetery sites and shell middens. 

As with the Plains Region, the Trans-Pecos Region data also suggest a primarily hunting and gathering 
economy through most of prehistory.  Indigenous populations were decentralized and focused on seasonal 
procurement of specific resources.  The types of sites that might be encountered include hunting stations, 
kill sites, short-term campsites, lithic-procurement sites for lithic material and other resources, and 
isolated burials. 

Numerous known and unknown cultural resource sites are located within the proposed Permit Area.  The 
known cultural resources include the following (Table 3-8): 

• Nine National Historic Landmarks 

• Over 25,000 archeological sites 
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Table 3-8.  Known Cultural Resources Within the Proposed Permit Area 

 NHL Arch Sites SAL NRHP 
Historical 
Markers RTHL 

Eligible 
Markers Cemeteries HTC 

Anderson  0 186 11 25 114 16 9 101 2 
Andrews 0 65 3 1 17 2 1 2 0 
Angelina 0 204 4 41 69 4 4 101 11 
Archer 0 6 1 1 38 2 1 13 2 
Bastrop  1 843 13 98 118 46 22 107 10 
Baylor 0 14 0 0 14 2 1 9 0 
Bell  0 1,261 3 67 209 43 11 136 15 
Borden 0 24 0 0 4 1 1 4 1 
Bosque 0 297 4 39 52 13 1 36 1 
Brown 0 559 1 6 59 8 2 49 10 
Burnet 0 437 10 7 79 23 3 47 3 
Cherokee 0 437 2 6 164 8 10 129 12 
Clay 0 11 1 2 13 4 2 24 1 
Coke 0 272 0 2 32 4 6 15 1 
Coleman 0 285 0 0 32 10 4 30 3 
Collin 0 207 3 62 163 40 1 91 24 
Comanche 0 104 0 0 62 8 2 49 2 
Cooke 0 194 1 8 54 13 4 56 7 
Coryell 0 1,638 5 3 55 4 3 70 7 
Crane 0 41 0 1 10 1 1 2 0 
Culberson 0 754 10 8 15 3 5 3 1 
Dallas  2 492 34 116 349 63 8 139 21 
Dawson  0 15 0 1 5 2 1 8 2 
Delta 0 269 0 0 29 7 1 31 6 
Denton  0 555 1 14 86 5 4 54 13 
Eastland 0 22 1 2 47 10 3 46 2 
Ector 0 16 1 1 43 10 2 2 0 
Ellis 0 252 4 120 116 31 11 58 11 
Erath 0 44 3 5 72 20 0 74 10 
Falls 0 87 2 2 68 11 5 76 5 
Fannin 1 92 1 8 133 25 1 101 7 
Fisher 0 92 1 1 17 0 1 16 1 
Franklin  0 138 0 2 22 3 2 26 2 
Freestone 0 630 4 1 70 12 3 73 3 
Gaines 0 70 0 0 11 2 3 5 1 
NHL = National Historic Landmarks; Arch Sites = Archeological Sites; SAL = State Archeological Landmarks; NRHP 
= National Register of Historic Places; RTHL = Recorded Texas Historic Landmarks; HTC = Historic Texas 
Cemeteries. 
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Table 3-8 (Cont’d) 

 NHL Arch Sites SAL NRHP 
Historical 
Markers RTHL 

Eligible 
Markers Cemeteries HTC 

Glasscock 0 4 0 0 3 1 0 2 1 
Grayson 0 219 0 8 175 36 4 84 10 
Haskell 0 37 0 0 6 2 1 15 1 
Henderson 0 456 2 1 86 2 1 90 21 
Hill 0 307 2 22 107 21 7 99 10 
Hood 0 91 2 3 75 34 7 42 7 
Hopkins  0 243 1 1 38 2 1 68 4 
Houston  0 261 15 4 232 16 19 199 14 
Howard 0 88 1 1 20 2 2 5 0 
Hunt 0 80 2 8 90 9 2 76 7 
Jack 1 32 1 1 35 7 3 44 5 
Johnson 0 64 5 6 68 13 2 64 9 
Jones 0 108 0 22 29 8 4 28 3 
Kaufman 1 138 4 8 94 16 3 61 7 
Kent 0 164 0 1 5 2 1 5 1 
Lamar 0 359 3 40 66 15 5 96 5 
Lampasas 0 73 2 5 84 24 2 40 3 
Lee 0 327 1 3 50 4 9 82 4 
Leon  0 472 17 1 25 4 8 74 5 
Limestone 0 467 46 4 87 5 13 84 19 
Loving 0 18 1 1 7 0 2 5 1 
Lynn 0 54 2 1 11 2 1 4 1 
Martin 0 44 1 1 12 4 2 25 0 
McLennan 0 296 3 19 212 37 8 8 8 
Midland  0 2 0 3 50 7 2 4 0 
Milam 0 376 1 4 83 9 11 113 16 
Mills 0 112 2 3 29 2 1 33 1 
Mitchell 0 89 3 1 42 10 3 15 1 
Montague 0 73 2 1 55 4 12 60 1 
Nacogdoches 0 328 14 20 111 20 40 138 8 
Navarro 0 701 3 6 149 19 4 125 72 
Nolan 0 229 0 4 21 7 0 13 0 
Palo Pinto 0 372 2 6 51 8 2 41 1 
Parker 0 122 7 4 82 11 6 93 2 
Pecos  0 670 11 3 29 11 4 14 0 
NHL = National Historic Landmarks; Arch Sites = Archeological Sites; SAL = State Archeological Landmarks; NRHP 
= National Register of Historic Places; RTHL = Recorded Texas Historic Landmarks; HTC = Historic Texas 
Cemeteries. 



 

100005805/100190 3-83 

Table 3-8 (Concluded) 

 NHL Arch Sites SAL NRHP 
Historical 
Markers RTHL 

Eligible 
Markers Cemeteries HTC 

Rains 0 89 1 4 11 0 0 45 1 
Reagan 0 81 2 1 13 2 4 3 0 
Red River  0 314 2 6 46 1 6 96 7 
Reeves 0 50 1 0 20 3 3 12 1 
Robertson 0 557 6 5 79 21 3 72 6 
Rockwall 0 22 0 2 19 2 1 18 3 
Runnels 0 242 3 4 72 13 2 21 2 
Rusk 0 595 2 5 92 12 4 147 10 
Scurry 0 38 0 0 62 12 2 9 1 
Shackelford 0 75 5 4 38 7 4 9 0 
Smith 0 417 22 32 93 17 6 125 9 
Somervell 0 171 5 2 21 5 1 25 0 
Stephens 0 306 1 2 19 3 2 45 1 
Sterling  0 167 0 0 13 3 1 6 1 
Tarrant 0 232 10 82 364 72 8 113 8 
Taylor  0 284 4 59 74 8 1 25 1 
Terry 0 112 0 0 24 4 2 8 1 
Throckmorton 0 28 1 1 9 0 4 11 0 
Titus 0 910 12 1 25 5 1 55 6 
Tom Green 1 620 3 68 62 5 6 14 8 
Trinity 0 141 8 4 36 2 2 56 11 
Upton 0 50 0 0 28 7 3 3 1 
Van Zandt 0 131 2 1 107 6 3 77 8 
Ward 0 75 8 0 16 1 1 5 1 
Wichita  0 15 1 8 78 10 1 18 2 
Wilbarger 0 28 0 1 11 1 2 10 1 
Winkler 0 81 1 1 17 4 2 1 1 
Wise 0 93 1 5 83 11 3 55 0 
Wood 0 653 18 8 81 11 2 88 4 
Young 2 525 0 5 50 7 8 37 1 
Total 9 25,432 427 1,181 6,533 1,103 431 5,084 559 
NHL = National Historic Landmarks; Arch Sites = Archeological Sites; SAL = State Archeological Landmarks; NRHP 
= National Register of Historic Places; RTHL = Recorded Texas Historic Landmarks; HTC = Historic Texas 
Cemeteries. 
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• Nearly 400 State Archeological Landmarks 

• Almost 1,200 National Register of Historic Places 

• More than 6,400 historical markers 

• About 1,100 Recorded Texas Historic Landmarks 

• Over 400 eligible markers 

• Almost 5,000 cemeteries 

• About 540 Historic Texas Cemeteries  
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4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES 

The impact analysis in this EIS includes the No-Action Alternative, which provides a baseline condition 
to which Alternative 1 and Alternative 2 can be compared.  The No-Action Alternative describes the 
future conditions that can be expected if the Applicant were to continue to coordinate with the Service on 
an as-needed, project-specific basis.  Under the No-Action Alternative, the covered activities described in 
Section 2.1.2, and compliance with the ESA, would still continue over the next 30 years (the duration of 
the HCP).  

Under Alternative 1, the requested incidental take permit would be issued and the HCP would be 
implemented for the next 30 years.  The HCP in Alternative 1 would not authorize new activities with 
potential impacts to the human environment; rather, it would provide a means of compliance with the 
ESA for the Applicant that would expedite the ESA compliance process.  This means that the Applicant 
would have the ability to complete the covered activities and remain in compliance with the ESA through 
means other than coordinating with the Service on a project-by-project basis (i.e., through ESA section 
10, formal section 7 [with a Federal nexus], or technical assistance).  Under Alternative 2, the requested 
incidental take permit would be issued and the HCP would be implemented over a 50-year time period.  
The HCP and permit would otherwise be the same as described for Alternative 1.  Under the No-Action 
Alternative, ESA compliance would still be completed on a project-by-project basis.  Mitigation would 
also be determined on a project-by-project basis.  Not all activities, however, would result in the necessity 
of a take permit, or even coordination for technical assistance from the Service.   

Issuing the requested incidental take permit is not a prerequisite or a catalyst for the covered activities, as 
the covered activities are driven by the need for reliable power.  Thus, only the most general causal 
relationship can be established between issuance of the permit and potential impacts of the covered 
activities.  Similarly, just as implementing the HCP would not enable the covered activities to be 
completed, failure to implement the HCP would not impede those activities because alternative means of 
ESA compliance are available, and the need for the activities would not change.  Simply put, the covered 
activities (maintenance and construction of electric distribution and transmission facilities) would occur 
whether or not the proposed incidental take permit is approved. 

The CEQ regulations at 40 CFR 1500 require that certain resources be addressed in an EIS.  There are no 
effects to the resources from the Federal action of issuing a 10(a)(1)(B) permit.  However, these resources 
were reviewed during preparation of this EIS to assess the likelihood that they may potentially be affected 
by the implementation of Oncor’s HCP.  Effects from covered activities are identified for each resource 
as being either direct or indirect.  Under these types, the effects could be either beneficial or adverse.  
These terms are defined below and are based on the controlling definitions for terms under CEQ’s NEPA 
regulations (40 CFR 1508):  

• Direct Impact:  An effect that is caused by an action and occurs in the same time and place. 
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• Indirect Impact:  An effect that is caused by an action but is later in time or farther removed in 
distance, but is still reasonably foreseeable. 

• Beneficial Impact:  A positive change in the condition or appearance of the resource or a change 
that moves the resource toward a desired condition. 

• Adverse Impact:  A change that moves the resource away from a desired condition or detracts 
from its appearance or condition. 

Consistent with NEPA guidelines (40 CFR 1508.27), the discussion of potential impacts is preceded by 
defining the context and intensity of significance for that particular resource.  The context is described 
generally and expanded upon in the following discussion of impacts for that resource.  The level of 
intensity of an impact, though not required by NEPA guidance, has been included and is expressed as 
negligible, minor, moderate, or major.   

In order to identify those resources potentially affected, the proposed actions must be clearly understood.  
For this effort, the proposed action is the issuance of a section 10(a)(1)(B) incidental take permit by the 
Service to the Applicant (alternatives 1 and 2).  Issuance of the incidental take permit would allow the 
Applicant to conduct covered activities within the proposed Permit Area that could result in take of, or 
impacts to, a covered species without completing separate coordination with the Service for ESA 
compliance while maintaining reliable service to users at a reasonable cost.  The permit would not 
authorize the covered activities or even promote their occurrence, as they are driven by need for reliable 
electric service.  Additionally, as previously noted, the covered activities could occur whether the 
proposed permit was issued or not through coordination with the Service on individual projects (No-
Action Alternative).   

Between the action and no-action alternatives, many of the covered activities would result in impacts of 
varying degrees to some of the resources and those potential impacts must be considered in order to 
evaluate the potential take of, or impacts to, covered species.  Therefore, resources potentially affected by 
covered activities, but not necessarily by the proposed action, are considered in this EIS in regards to how 
they might be affected by the covered activities.  

Following the resource-by-resource analyses of direct and indirect impacts from covered activities, the 
following sections present analyses of cumulative impacts (Section 5), irreversible and irretrievable 
commitment of resources (Section 6), short-term use of the environment versus long-term productivity 
(Section 7), and energy and depletable resource requirements, and conservation potential (Section 8). 

4.1 GEOLOGY 

Impacts to geology and soils will be limited to the surface or near-surface geology.  The erection of 
structures requires the clearing of vegetation and the removal of small amounts of surface material, 
resulting in the potential for soil erosion.  Soil impacts will be minimized by use of best management 
practices as described in Appendix B and throughout Section 4.10.  Similarly, impacts to surface water 
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crossings and construction/maintenance corridors are expected to be temporary and addressed with best 
management practices.  Additional discussion of potential impacts to soils is provided in Section 4.3. 

In general, because the covered activities are surficial, no direct significant geological impacts are 
anticipated.  No indirect significant impacts to geology, site-specific or offsite, are expected to occur as a 
result of the covered activities.  Any temporary water crossings or access corridors created during 
construction/maintenance will be returned to preconstruction contours.  Overall, impacts are typically 
negligible. 

4.1.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination 

Under the No-Action Alternative, the Applicant will coordinate with the Service, but on a project-by-
project basis.  The impacts under this Alternative for maintenance of any existing facilities and 
construction of new facilities is expected to be similar to that described above because covered activities 
are not expected to result in impacts to geologic resources.   

4.1.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Duration 

Impacts under Alternative 1 are expected to be the same as those described for the No-Action Alternative.  
Covered activities are not expected to result in impacts to geologic resources.   

4.1.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Duration 

Impacts under Alternative 2 are expected to mirror those of Alternative 1; however, the permit duration 
under Alternative 2 is extended from 30 years to 50 years.   Covered activities are not expected to result 
in impacts to geologic resources. 

4.2 PHYSIOGRAPHY 

Covered activities would not have a significant direct effect on physiography.  Any impacts would be 
related to construction and clearing activities associated with new transmission lines, such as the erection 
of structures, and the grading of temporary roads, construction areas, and staging areas.  Only the 
physiography of the specific areas being graded and contoured would be affected by construction.  
However, those impacts would be localized and negligible and thus would not affect the overall 
physiography of the proposed Permit Area. 

4.2.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination 

Under the No-Action Alternative, the Applicant will coordinate with the Service, but on a project-by-
project basis.  The impacts under this Alternative for maintenance of any existing facilities and 
construction of new facilities is expected to be similar to that described above because covered activities 
are not expected to result in impacts to physiographic resources.   
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4.2.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Duration 

Impacts under Alternative 1 are expected to be the same as those described for the No-Action Alternative.  
Covered activities are not expected to result in impacts to physiographic resources.   

4.2.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Duration 

Impacts under Alternative 2 are expected to mirror those of Alternative 1, except that the permit duration 
under Alternative 2 is extended from 30 years to 50 years.   Covered activities are not expected to result 
in impacts to physiographic resources. 

4.3 SOILS, INCLUDING PRIME AND UNIQUE FARMLAND 

In general, effects on soils will include compaction, erosion, clearing of right-of-way plants including 
larger trees, construction of temporary roads and sometimes permanent roads, and the leveling of ground 
contours.  As described in the following paragraphs, overall impacts from covered activities are typically 
minor. 

The potential for soil disturbance is greatest during the initial clearing, where necessary, of the rights-of-
way.  To provide adequate space for construction activities, to minimize corridor maintenance problems, 
and to comply with National Safety Codes, most woody vegetation is generally removed within the 
rights-of-way.  In these areas, only the leaf litter and herbaceous vegetation would remain and both would 
be disturbed by the movement of heavy equipment.  Within cropland and/or pastureland, the rights-of-
way would be temporarily unavailable for cultivation or grazing during construction.   

Maintenance activities typically have less of an impact than new projects.  Rights-of-way maintenance 
involves pruning or mowing the vegetation and so would have less impact on the soils than during the 
original construction.  As noted in Section 2.1.2, other maintenance activities include electric 
transmission/distribution line rebuilds or replacement of wires. 

Direct Impacts from Covered Activities: It can be assumed that the Applicant will perform the 
following measures in their actions, helping to minimize impacts to soils:  

• comply with all applicable local, State, and Federal regulations for erosion and sedimentation 
control during construction of new facilities;  

• use erosion controls such as silt fences, matting, straw bales, and sediment logs or similar best 
management practices to minimize impacts to soils;  

• ensure that problem erosion areas are identified, both during and after construction, through 
inspection by the Applicant’s authorized representatives;  

• minimize vehicular traffic, to the extent practical, to reduce soil compaction;  

• reseed disturbed soils with native species similar to adjacent vegetation immediately following 
construction to reduce potential erosion impacts, promote revegetation, and facilitate natural 
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succession to promote recovery from project disturbances.  The Applicant will use a mix of native 
species unless the landowner objects.  For areas that are cleared during the winter months, winter-
hardy species, such as winter rye will be used to revegetate and stabilize.  These areas will be 
replanted with native species when seasonally appropriate and nonpersistent temporary cover 
with follow-up monitoring and planting, if needed, to ensure native species establishment when 
not seasonally appropriate;  

• minimize the construction of temporary roads, staging areas, and other areas where vegetation is 
removed;  

• restore slopes to their preconstruction conditions and stabilize by reseeding or grading parallel to 
the landscape contours in a manner that conforms to the natural topography to the most 
practicable extent possible;  

• avoid construction activities over sensitive geological features, such as aquifers, whenever 
practical;  

• stabilize construction access roads to be retained as permanent maintenance roads by revegetation 
with grasses, crushed rock, or other equivalent measures to minimize erosion. 

Direct impacts to Prime or Unique Farmland soils are expected to be minor and limited to the physical 
occupation of small areas at the base of support structures, as most agricultural land uses are generally 
compatible with the covered projects.  All of the measures to minimize impacts listed above will be taken 
on these lands as well. 

Indirect Impacts from Covered Activities: It is assumed that due to use of best management practices 
and compliance with applicable laws and regulations, no significant indirect site-specific impacts to soils 
are expected to occur offsite or on-site but later in time as a result of the covered projects.  Any temporary 
water crossings or access corridors created during construction/maintenance will be returned to 
preconstruction contours. 

4.3.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination 

Under the No-Action Alternative, impacts to soils would be the same as those described above.  Direct 
and indirect impacts would be avoided and minimized using the measures described above and through 
implementation of best management practices described in Appendix B and throughout Section 4.10.  

4.3.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration 

Impacts under Alternative 1 are expected to be similar to those described for the No-Action Alternative.   

4.3.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration 

Impacts under Alternative 2 are expected to mirror those of Alternative 1; however, the permit duration 
under Alternative 2 is extended from 30 years to 50 years.  As a result, a greater degree of impacts to soils 
may occur under Alternative 2 due to the increased period in which construction and maintenance-related 
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impacts could occur under the authorization of the incidental take permit.  Conversely, a greater degree of 
positive benefits may also result from this alternative due to the Applicant’s ability to work and plan for 
covered activities within the entire Permit Area for 50 years instead of 30 years. 

4.4 WATER RESOURCES 

While construction would cause short-term disturbances resulting in potential direct impacts to water 
resources, these potential impacts would be minimal and localized as a result of efforts to minimize soil 
erosion and waterway sedimentation.  Vegetation removal would result in increased erosion potential in 
the affected areas, so that slightly higher-than-normal sediment yields would be delivered to area 
waterways during a heavy rainfall.  These short-term effects would be minor, however, as a result of the 
relatively small area to be disturbed at any particular time and the short duration of the construction 
activity.  To maximize the protection of water resources, special care will be exercised when clearing near 
waterways.  Vegetation on the stream banks will be left intact where possible and as appropriate for the 
project and, in areas where vegetation is removed, these areas will be stabilized immediately following 
construction activity.  All activities will comply with Texas Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
requirements and adhere to project-specific Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plans.  Maintenance of the 
rights-of-way, such as mowing or vegetation clearing, is expected to have little impact on water resources.   

If flowing water is present in waterbodies to be spanned, construction machinery and equipment will be 
transported around via existing roads to avoid direct crossings, where practicable.  This would eliminate 
the necessity of constructing temporary waterbody crossings that might otherwise result in erosion, 
siltation, and disturbance of the stream and its biota.  Where it is not practicable, temporary culverts and 
fill and/or low-water crossings would typically be used.  If a stream to be spanned is dry at the time of 
construction, some earth would likely need to be moved to facilitate crossing, but the area would 
ultimately be restored to preconstruction conditions.  Fill material may be brought in from an outside 
commercial source.  Aboveground clearing (i.e., use of chainsaws, hydroaxes, or similar methods) instead 
of bulldozing, if necessary at stream crossings, will be undertaken to minimize erosion problems.  Highly 
erodible areas adjacent to streams (stream banks) will not be cleared unless necessary.  Covered activities 
in waters of the United States will be in compliance with USACE Nationwide Permit requirements, if 
applicable at that time.  Currently, such activities are restricted to those that do not result in the loss of 
greater than 0.5 acre of waters of the United States and are permitted under Nationwide Permit 12, 
Utilizing Line Activities.  

Construction activities would not impact obvious flood channels and thus would not significantly affect 
flooding.  Permanent structures and roads associated with the covered activities within the 100-year 
floodplain will meet standards established by the governing flood-control authority so as not to impede 
the flow of water or create any hazard during flooding.   

The construction, operation, and maintenance of the covered projects are not expected to adversely affect 
groundwater resources in the area.  No water will be withdrawn from aquifers.  The amount of recharge 
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area disturbed by construction will be minor compared to the total amount of recharge area available for 
aquifer systems in the state.  No measurable alteration of aquifer recharge capacity will occur, and the 
likelihood of groundwater contamination is minimal. Additionally, all applicable rules and restrictions 
related to the Edwards Aquifer recharge, contributing, and transition zones would be followed. 

No significant indirect site-specific or offsite impacts to surface and groundwater resources are expected 
as a result of the covered activities.  Erosion and sedimentation controls outlined in a stormwater 
pollution prevention plan as required by state regulations will be complied with during all aspects of 
construction and maintenance activities within the proposed Permit Area.  Overall, impacts to water 
resources are typically negligible to minor. 

4.4.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination 

Under the No-Action Alternative, impacts to water resources would be the same as those described above.  
Adherence to best management practices and stormwater pollution prevention plans (as described in 
Appendix B and throughout Section 4.10) would result in negligible to minor impacts to water resources 
within the proposed Permit Area. 

4.4.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration 

Impacts to water resources under Alternative 1 are expected to be the same as those described for the No-
Action Alternative.  However, under Alternative 1, adherence to enhanced avoidance, minimization, and 
conservation measures (described in Appendix B and throughout Section 4.10) could potentially result in 
decreased risk of impact to water resources during implementation of covered activities.  

4.4.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration 

Impacts under Alternative 2 are expected to mirror those of Alternative 1; however, the permit duration 
under Alternative 2 is extended from 30 years to 50 years.  As a result, a greater degree of impacts to 
water resources may occur under Alternative 2 due to the increased period in which construction and 
maintenance-related impacts could occur under the authorization of the incidental take permit.  
Conversely, a greater degree of positive benefits may also result from this alternative due to the 
Applicant’s ability to work and plan for covered activities within the entire Permit Area for 50 years 
instead of 30 years. 

4.5 WATER QUALITY 

The main potential direct impact from covered activities on surface water resources is siltation resulting 
from erosion and pollution from the accidental spillage of petroleum products (fuel, lubricants, etc.) or 
other chemicals.  Efforts to reduce surface water impacts include discouraging littering in construction 
areas, removing surplus waste materials from the work site and storing/disposing of them properly, and 
implementing a stormwater pollution prevention plan for each covered project.  The effects of the covered 
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activities on groundwater resources will be negligible because structures will be erected aboveground or 
buried at a shallow depth that will range from 15 to 20 feet (4.6 to 6.1 meters).  Efforts will be made 
during construction for proper control and handling of any petroleum or other chemical products through 
implementation of spill prevention and control methods. 

No significant indirect impacts to site-specific or offsite impacts to water quality are expected as a result 
of the covered activities.  Erosion and sedimentation controls outlined in a stormwater pollution 
prevention plan, as required by state regulations, will be complied with during all aspects of development 
and will prevent or minimize such impacts to water quality.  Offsite waterbodies will likely be unaffected 
by construction-related litter, as these materials will be routinely removed from the work area and 
disposed of as required by state law.  Best management practices will be utilized during construction and 
maintenance of the covered projects in order to minimize impacts to local offsite water resources.  
Overall, impacts to water quality are expected to be negligible to minor. 

4.5.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination 

Under the No-Action Alternative, impacts to water quality are expected to be the same as those described 
above.  Adherence to best management practices and stormwater pollution prevention plans (as described 
in Appendix B and throughout Section 4.10) will result in negligible to minor impacts to water quality 
within the proposed Permit Area. 

4.5.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration 

Impacts under Alternative 1 are expected to mirror those of the No-Action Alternative.  However, under 
Alternative 1, adherence to enhanced avoidance, minimization, and conservation measures (described in 
Appendix B and throughout Section 4.10) could potentially result in decreased risk of impact to water 
quality during implementation of covered activities. 

4.5.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit duration 

Impacts under Alternative 2 are expected to mirror those of Alternative 1; however, the permit duration 
under Alternative 2 is extended from 30 years to 50 years.  As a result, a greater degree of impacts to 
water quality may occur under Alternative 2 due to the increased period in which construction and 
maintenance-related impacts could occur under the authorization of the incidental take permit.  
Conversely, a greater degree of positive benefits may also result from this alternative due to the 
Applicant’s ability to work and plan for covered activities within the entire Permit Area for 50 years 
instead of 30 years. 
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4.6 AIR QUALITY 

Apart from the localized temporary effects of fugitive dust and the emissions from heavy equipment 
during construction and maintenance, no long-term impacts to air quality are anticipated from any of the 
covered activities. 

No significant indirect site-specific offsite impacts to air quality are expected as a result of the covered 
projects.  During construction, it is expected that ambient concentrations of fugitive dust and emissions 
will decrease rapidly with increasing distance from the source so that off-property particulate levels will 
rarely exceed current ambient levels.  Increases in ambient concentrations will most likely occur during 
dry, windy conditions.  Such conditions usually last for less than 24 hours, during which time particulate 
emissions resulting from the construction/maintenance activities would be superimposed upon naturally 
occurring emissions of windblown dust, thereby constituting a recurring, short-term minor adverse 
impact.  Overall, impacts to air quality from covered activities are expected to be negligible to minor. 

In counties that are not in attainment for all air quality criteria pollutants (nonattainment areas), covered 
activities could result in violations of the State Implementation Plan.  Such instances would be handled on 
a case-by-case basis, as needed. 

4.6.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination 

Under the No-Action Alternative, impacts to air quality are expected to be limited and insignificant as 
described above.  

4.6.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration 

Impacts under Alternative 1 are expected to mirror those of the No-Action Alternative.   

4.6.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration 

Impacts under Alternative 2 are expected to mirror those of Alternative 1; however, the permit duration 
under Alternative 2 is extended from 30 years to 50 years.  As a result, a greater degree of impacts to air 
quality may occur under Alternative 2 due to the increased period in which construction and maintenance-
related impacts could occur under the authorization of the incidental take permit.  Conversely, a greater 
degree of positive benefits may also result from this alternative due to the Applicant’s ability to work and 
plan for covered activities within the entire Permit Area for 50 years instead of 30 years. 

4.7 VEGETATION 

Vegetation would be affected by covered activities occurring within the proposed Permit Area.  Impacts 
to vegetation resulting from the alternatives could include changes to the existing levels of native 
vegetation, removal of nonnative plants from native vegetation communities (a beneficial impact) or 
replacement of substantial or important components of native vegetation communities with nonnative 
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plants (an adverse impact).  The intensity and significance of potential impacts on vegetation is defined as 
follows: 

• Negligible:  Individual native plants may occasionally be affected (i.e., displaced or out-
competed), but measurable or perceptible changes in plant community size, integrity, or 
continuity would not occur. 

• Minor:  Effects to native plants would be measurable or perceptible, but would be localized 
within a small proportion of the native plant community.  The viability of the plant community 
would not be affected and the community, if left alone, would recover. 

• Moderate:  A change would occur over a relatively large proportion of the native plant 
community that would be readily measurable in terms of species composition, vegetation 
structure, or habitat quality for native wildlife.  Mitigation measures would likely be necessary to 
offset adverse effects and would likely be successful.  Such impacts would be considered 
significant. 

• Major:  Effects to native plant communities would be readily apparent and would substantially 
change native vegetation community types over a large portion of the project area.  Extensive 
mitigation would be needed to offset adverse effects and its success would not be guaranteed.  
Such impacts would be considered significant. 

Direct impacts to vegetation would occur from construction of new facilities and maintenance of existing 
facilities.  The direct effects from construction, operation, and maintenance of the new rights-of-way add 
an element of disturbance to the ecosystem and vegetation communities will be directly impacted by 
construction-related events.  The areal extent affected during construction associated with new projects 
would be primarily dependent on the type of facility and dimensions of the easements.  The primary direct 
impact to vegetation associated with new projects would be the removal of existing woody vegetation 
from the areas required for the rights-of-way and other facilities.  The greatest amount of vegetation 
clearing would be required in wooded areas, while minimal clearing would be necessary in grasslands or 
agricultural lands.  Removal of trees within the rights-of-way is a requirement of the National Electrical 
Safety Code, which sets the ground rules for practical safeguarding of persons during the installation, 
operation, and maintenance of electric lines and associated equipment.  Trees close to the transmission 
line could be blown over in high winds, pulling down the line even as the line remains energized, thus 
creating a dangerous, potentially life-threatening situation in addition to causing power outages.  The 
amount of forested areas lost or fragmented for new transmission line projects, however, would depend 
on the project.  Typically, this impact is minimized in the original routing of transmission and distribution 
facilities by avoiding large tracts of contiguous forest/woodland and by paralleling existing rights-of-way, 
such as transmission line, pipeline, and road rights-of-way, which have already been disturbed.  Within 
cropland and/or pastureland, the rights-of-way would be temporarily unavailable for cultivation or 
grazing during construction.  Once construction is completed, however, herbaceous species will be 
allowed to recolonize within the rights-of-way and the rights-of-way would be used as the landowner 
desires, subject to some restrictions.  Apart from substation sites, the only land lost to cultivation due to 
the covered activities would be beneath the transmission line and distribution line structures.  Once 
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construction has been completed, natural recovery of the herbaceous vegetation within the rights-of-way 
would occur.  In order to minimize erosion, the Applicant will reseed disturbed soils with native species 
similar to adjacent vegetation immediately following construction to reduce potential erosion impacts, 
promote revegetation, and facilitate natural succession to promote recovery from project disturbances.  
The Applicant will use a mix of native species unless the landowner objects.  For areas that are cleared 
during the winter months, winter-hardy species, such as winter rye will be used to immediately revegetate 
and stabilize disturbed areas.  These areas will be replanted with native species when seasonally 
appropriate. 

The construction of some new linear projects will result in fragmentation of the existing ecological 
communities to some degree.  The inevitable fragmentation of contiguous habitat blocks, the severance of 
riparian forest corridors, and the potential modifications of hydrologic and nutrient cycling and transfer 
processes are also likely to have an impact on natural communities.  Wetland and aquatic systems will be 
impacted to a lesser degree since these types of features can typically be spanned by transmission and 
distribution facilities or will be returned to preconstruction contours following placement of buried 
structures.  More discussion on the effects of fragmentation appears in Section 4.9. 

Maintenance of the rights-of-way typically involves mowing or pruning the vegetation, but has much less 
of an impact than the original construction activities.  Mowing typically involves a tractor and bush hog.  
Maintenance activities, such as mowing typically to a height of 2 to 4 inches (5 to 10 centimeters), would 
limit reestablishment of woody species.  However, in some instances, woody vegetation has been allowed 
to reestablish within existing rights-of-way.  In such cases, removal of this vegetation to maintain existing 
facilities is more similar to impacts discussed for construction of new facilities. 

Clearing of vegetation within new rights-of-way during the covered activities, as well as directly affecting 
the vegetation, has the potential to indirectly affect adjacent vegetation outside of the rights-of-way.  Such 
potential indirect impacts to vegetation are of the type that typically occur with any construction activity 
and include accumulation of fugitive dust on vegetation adjacent to the construction site, thereby 
temporarily reducing primary production; sedimentation of downstream plant communities as a result of 
soil erosion; offsite pollution of adjacent plant communities as a result of runoff carrying oil and grease 
from heavy equipment; and increasing the availability of sunlight and wind exposure along the newly 
created edge of the rights-of-way.  The degree of potential impact depends on the vegetation community.  
New rights-of-way across grassland or urban areas would have much less potential impact than new 
rights-of-way across forested areas.  However, impacts would be reduced through use of conservation 
measures (as described in Appendix B).  Sections 4.3, 4.4, and 4.5 provide additional detail on impacts 
associated with runoff and sedimentation.  Composition of adjacent vegetation communities could also be 
potentially impacted by the unintentional spread of exotic species, such as nonnative grass species planted 
in the rights-of-way, into previously undisturbed portions of the proposed Permit Area.  In addition, 
unintentional and/or illegal introductions of exotic plant species could potentially be facilitated by 
increased human access to undisturbed areas, potentially impacting biodiversity. 
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The spread of oak wilt may also be a potential problem in some areas.  Oak wilt is caused by a fungus 
(Ceratocystis fagacearum) that grows in a variety of oak trees and clogs tissues responsible for 
transportation of water.  The fungus spreads naturally in two ways: root-to-root contact and via insect 
vectors, principally sap beetles of the family Nitidulidae.  Spread of the fungus from root contact is 
mainly restricted to live oaks, which tend toward clumped distribution patterns and often maintain a 
common root system.  Once one tree is infected, the fungus spreads through the interconnected roots of 
other trees, producing a patch of dead and dying trees that may expand outward at a rate of 75 feet 
(23 meters) per year.  Following the appearance of initial symptoms, most live oaks defoliate and die 
within 3 to 6 months (Appel et al. 1995).  Long-distance transmission of the fungus is accomplished by 
sap beetles.  Sap beetles normally feed on tree sap flowing from cuts or abrasions that penetrate the tree 
bark.  Sap beetles are also attracted to mats of oak wilt fungus that sometimes develop under the bark of 
red oaks.  While feeding on fungal mats, sap beetles pick up the fungal spores that they subsequently 
deposit on the exposed sap of healthy trees.  In this way, the fungus may spread from red oak to red oak 
or red oak to live oak.  Humans may also spread the fungus when tools used to cut firewood or for 
pruning come into contact with diseased trees and are subsequently used on healthy trees (Appel et al. 
1995). 

New land development associated with population growth in the proposed Permit Area but outside of the 
Applicant’s activities, could result in replacement of native vegetation with impervious cover and 
landscaping that often consists of nonnative vegetation.  While no countywide protection regulations 
generally exist, some cities and communities within the proposed Permit Area have both tree preservation 
and landscape ordinances, which are intended, in part, to preserve native vegetation.  While some 
nonnative or introduced species, such as chinaberry (Melia azedarach) and tree of heaven (Ailanthus 
altissima), as well as native species, may encroach into the rights-of-way after transmission or distribution 
facility  construction, regular mowing and use of selective herbicides would inhibit the establishment of 
these and similar species within the rights-of-way. 

4.7.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination 

Under the No-Action Alternative, the effects would be similar to those mentioned above.  The Applicant 
will continue to build new and maintain existing transmission and distribution facilities within the 
proposed Permit Area. 

If the vegetation to be impacted by covered activities provides habitat for any federally listed species, 
these impacts would be mitigated on a project-by-project basis through individual section 10(a)(1)(B) 
permits and section 7 consultations (where a Federal nexus exists) with the Service.  If such is the case, 
areas containing these vegetation types would be preserved on a project-by-project basis resulting in 
negligible beneficial impact on vegetation in the proposed Permit Area. 

To minimize adverse impacts, construction of transmission and distribution facilities would be expected 
to comply on a project-by-project basis, with the appropriate ordinance.  Overall, the No-Action 
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Alternative could have minor to moderate direct adverse impacts from covered activities on native 
vegetation communities in the proposed Permit Area. 

Indirect impacts will be minimized by implementing best management practices such as proper runoff and 
erosion control measures, fugitive dust suppression, and control and removal of accidental spills of fuel or 
waste oil during construction.  As soon as practical after construction is complete, exposed soils will be 
stabilized.  Indirect impacts as a result of maintenance activities would be similar, but to a much lesser 
degree.  No significant indirect impacts to the vegetation communities within the proposed Permit Area 
are anticipated as a result of the covered activities.  Overall, impacts to vegetation from covered activities 
would be minor to moderate. 

4.7.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration  

Impacts under Alternative 1 are expected to mirror those of the No-Action Alternative.  However, it can 
be expected that some level of positive benefits would result from this alternative due to the Applicant’s 
ability to work and plan for covered activities within the entire Permit Area for 30 years, instead of 
working and planning on a localized level as would occur in the No-Action Alternative. 

Alternative 1 would have minor to moderate adverse impacts on native vegetation.  Similarly, some of the 
native vegetation communities would be protected under existing ordinances.  Under Alternative 1, 
however, additional mitigation for vegetation impacts would be accomplished indirectly through a more 
comprehensive mitigation approach, as detailed in the HCP.  The mitigation measures associated with 
ESA compliance under the No-Action Alternative would be less comprehensive than those under 
Alternative 1 because of the streamlined compliance associated with Alternative 1 and the species-
specific comprehensive mitigation approach under the HCP.  

Indirect impacts for Alternative 1 would be the same as those mentioned for the No-Action Alternative.  
However, the benefits that the covered species would be receiving by being managed through the species 
specific comprehensive mitigation approach in the HCP may also indirectly affect and benefit other native 
and nonnative vegetation. 

4.7.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration 

Impacts under Alternative 2 are expected to mirror those of Alternative 1; however, the permit duration 
under Alternative 2 is extended from 30 years to 50 years.  As a result, a greater degree of impacts to 
vegetation may occur under Alternative 2 due to the increased period in which construction and 
maintenance-related impacts could occur under the authorization of the incidental take permit.  
Conversely, a greater degree of positive benefits may also result from this alternative due to the 
Applicant’s ability to work and plan for covered activities within the entire Permit Area for 50 years 
instead of 30 years. 
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Alternative 2 would have minor to moderate adverse impacts on native vegetation.  Indirect impacts for 
Alternative 2 would be the same as those mentioned in Alternative 1. 

4.8 WETLANDS/WATERS OF THE U.S. 

Wetland communities within the proposed Permit Area, particularly those associated with river systems, 
likely play an important role in flood and erosion control, reduction of water pollution, and wildlife 
habitat.  Impacts to wetlands, however, are expected to be minimal, since most aquatic features can be 
spanned or will be returned to preconstruction contours following placement of buried structures.  Where 
impacts are not minimal, mitigation in accordance with USACE regulations will be implemented. 

The ability of wetlands to perform ecosystem functions is disrupted during construction/maintenance 
activities in or around wetlands.  Covered activities would possibly affect waters of the U.S., including 
wetlands, by: increasing turbidity and sedimentation; modifying water chemistry due to sediments, 
nutrients and pollutants; increasing soil erosion and soil compaction; destroying vegetative cover and 
topsoil; disturbing wildlife; and altering water flow (i.e., channelization and water level changes) and 
circulation patterns (Adamus and Stockwell 1983, Darnell et al. 1976).  The effects of construction 
primarily fall into two categories: (1) the immediate impacts that will occur during the construction phase; 
and (2) the long-term effects or permanent changes caused by the structure itself, or through management 
practices related to the structure (Darnell et al. 1976). 

In particular, the larger undisturbed forested wetland areas are important wildlife habitat because the 
vegetation’s structure and species diversity provide feeding, protection, and nesting areas for a variety of 
wildlife species.  Clearing activities disturb the structure of the forest and the natural water flow through 
the floodplain, as evidenced by drainage ditches and by pooling in ruts and gouges created by clearing 
operations.  As cleared areas revegetate, a different assemblage of vegetation and wildlife species can be 
expected to occur. 

The initial clearing of the land during construction removes the vegetative cover and underlying topsoil 
layer.  These activities, whether taking place in grassland or marsh communities, increase the surface 
runoff and, subsequently, erosion.  Runoff and erosion add soil solids to drainage areas and tributaries and 
eventually into wetland areas, manifested through increased water turbidity and sedimentation.  High 
turbidity is one of the primary construction site impacts (Shuldiner et al. 1979), as it diminishes the 
suitability of water as habitat for supporting aquatic vertebrates, invertebrates, phytoplankton, and rooted 
vegetation (Darnell et al. 1976, Environmental Quality Laboratory 1977).  Impacts from maintenance 
activities are similar to those for construction of new projects, but usually to a much lesser degree. 

Impacts from erosion and sedimentation will be minimized by implementing control measures at the 
beginning of, during, and after construction, with monitoring conducted throughout the construction 
activity.  Various means to limit erosion include the use of berms and revegetation.  Placement of such 
structures will precede the actual construction activities, minimizing erosion impacts from the beginning.  
The Applicant will reseed disturbed soils with native species similar to adjacent vegetation immediately 
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following construction to reduce potential erosion impacts, promote revegetation, and facilitate natural 
succession to promote recovery from project disturbances.  The Applicant will use a mix of native species 
unless expressly objected to by the landowner.  For areas that are cleared during the winter months, 
winter-hardy species, such as winter rye will be used to revegetate and stabilize disturbed areas.  These 
areas will be monitored and replanted with native species when seasonally appropriate.  Conservation 
measures discussed here and elsewhere in the document are presented in Appendix B, throughout Section 
4.10, and in the HCP. 

No significant indirect/offsite impacts to wetlands are expected as a result of the covered activities.  If 
forested wetlands are cleared, the increased sunlight would potentially alter the composition of wetland 
species adjacent to the rights-of-way by reducing the number and/or density of shade-tolerant species, 
while increasing the number and/or density of those species better adapted to full or partial sun.  Erosion 
and sedimentation controls outlined in a stormwater pollution prevention plan as required by state 
regulations, as well as best management practices, will be complied with during all aspects of 
construction and maintenance activities within the proposed Permit Area, thus reducing potential impacts 
to offsite wetlands. 

4.8.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination 

Under the No-Action Alternative, the Applicant will move forward with normal construction and 
maintenance activities using current routing practices.  Therefore, impacts on wetlands from covered 
activities would generally be limited or insignificant. 

4.8.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration 

In general, impacts to wetlands under Alternative 1 would be the same or less than the No-Action 
Alternative.  Under Alternative 1, however, wetland communities are likely to benefit indirectly through a 
more comprehensive mitigation approach, as detailed in the HCP.  The mitigation measures associated 
with ESA compliance under the No-Action Alternative would be less comprehensive than those under 
Alternative 1 because of the streamlined compliance associated with Alternative 1 and the species-
specific comprehensive mitigation approach under the HCP.  

4.8.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration 

Impacts under Alternative 2 are expected to mirror those of Alternative 1; however, the permit duration 
under Alternative 2 is extended from 30 years to 50 years.  As a result, a greater degree of impacts to 
wetlands may occur under Alternative 2 due to the increased period in which construction and 
maintenance-related impacts could occur under the authorization of the incidental take permit.  
Conversely, a greater degree of positive benefits may also result from this alternative due to the 
Applicant’s ability to work and plan for covered activities within the entire Permit Area for 50 years 
instead of 30 years. 
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4.9 GENERAL WILDLIFE 

As a result of covered activities in the proposed Permit Area, the existing levels of self-sustaining native 
wildlife communities could increase (a beneficial impact) or decrease (an adverse impact).  The intensity 
and significance of potential impacts on wildlife is defined as follows: 

• Negligible:  Self-sustaining native wildlife communities would not be affected as the effects 
would be at or below detection level and so slight that they would not be of any measurable or 
perceptible consequence to wildlife populations. 

• Minor:  Effects to self-sustaining native wildlife communities would be measurable or 
perceptible, such as a slight shift in species composition or relative abundance of certain species, 
but would be localized within a small area.  The wildlife community, if left alone, would recover. 

• Moderate:  A change to self-sustaining native wildlife communities would occur over a 
relatively large area that would be readily measurable in terms of species composition, relative 
abundance of certain species, or the distribution of a particular community as a whole.  Mitigation 
measures would likely be necessary to offset adverse effects and would likely be successful.  
Such impacts would be considered significant. 

• Major:  Effects to self-sustaining native wildlife communities would be readily apparent and 
would substantially change wildlife populations over a large area.  Changes would be evident in 
species composition, the relative abundance of certain species, or the distribution of a particular 
community as a whole.  Extensive mitigation would be needed to offset adverse effects and its 
success may not be achieved.  Such impacts would be considered significant. 

General impacts to wildlife from covered activities include the potential to cause negligible to minor 
direct and indirect adverse impacts through habitat changes, introduction of nonnative species, and other 
alterations to the natural balance of wildlife species.  Wildlife in Texas is protected under various local, 
State and Federal regulations.  However, while these regulations protect wildlife to some degree, they do 
not provide protection for wildlife habitat.  New land development associated with population growth in 
the proposed Permit Area unrelated to the Applicant’s activities, could replace areas of native vegetation 
that provide habitat for many wildlife species.  In such cases, habitat could be replaced with impervious 
cover and landscaping that may consist of nonnative vegetation. 

Direct impacts to wildlife resulting from covered activities would be associated with construction of new 
facilities and maintenance of existing facilities.  The direct impacts of new transmission and distribution 
facility projects on wildlife can be divided into short-term effects resulting from physical disturbance 
during construction and long-term effects resulting from habitat modification and fragmentation.  The net 
effect on local wildlife of these two types of impacts is expected to be relatively minor. 

Any required clearing and other construction-related activities resulting from implementation of covered 
activities would directly and/or indirectly affect most animals that reside or wander within potential 
rights-of-way.  Larger, more-mobile species such as birds, deer, foxes, and squirrels would likely avoid 
the initial clearing and construction activities and move into adjacent areas outside the rights-of-way.  It is 
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possible that some small, low-mobility species such as some amphibians, reptiles, and mammals would be 
killed by the heavy machinery.  Similarly, fossorial animals (i.e., those that live underground, such as 
moles and shrews) would possibly be negatively impacted as a result of soil compaction caused by heavy 
machinery.  The increased noise and activity levels during construction would potentially disturb breeding 
or other activities of species inhabiting the areas adjacent to the rights-of-way.  Although the normal 
behavior of many wildlife species would likely be disturbed during construction, the long-term damage to 
those species would not be severe.  Wildlife in the immediate area would experience a slight loss of 
browse or forage material during construction; however, the prevalence of similar habitats in adjacent 
areas and regrowth of vegetation in the rights-of-way following construction would minimize the effects 
of this loss. 

Maintenance activities within existing, managed rights-of-way would have much less of an impact on 
wildlife than construction of new rights-of-way and is expected to be minor and temporary.  Maintained 
rights-of-way typically provide habitat for smaller species such as amphibians, reptiles, birds, and small 
mammals that prefer edge habitat.  Similar to construction of new rights-of-way, more-mobile species 
would typically move out of the area to avoid harm, whereas less-mobile species would be more 
susceptible to maintenance activities such as mowing, brush removal, and pruning.  Noise from human 
and vehicular activity would be less intense and of a shorter duration than during the clearing of new 
rights-of-way.  As a result, impacts would be minor. 

The carrying capacity of habitat for any particular species is dependent on the availability of limiting 
resources such as food, shelter, water, territory, and nesting sites (Dempster 1975).  For the purpose of 
impact analysis, available habitats are assumed to be at their carrying capacity for the species that occur 
there.  Covered activities such as vegetation clearing, vehicular traffic, erection of new structures, and 
maintenance activities such as mowing would likely displace individuals in the vicinity of the rights-of-
way, forcing them into competition with residents of adjacent habitat for the available resources.  The 
inevitable result of this increased pressure would be an eventual decrease in birthrate and/or increase in 
mortality until populations are reduced to levels that the habitat can support (Dempster 1975).  The initial 
stress created by displaced wildlife on adjacent habitat would potentially also produce changes in species 
composition and community dynamics (Adams and Geis 1981), possibly resulting in long-term effects. 

Once construction is completed and the vegetation has recovered, some wildlife species would move back 
into vegetated portions of the rights-of-way.  Species diversity of small mammals would possibly be 
greater within the rights-of-way than in adjacent habitats (Adams and Geis 1983).  Right-of-way clearing, 
while producing largely temporary negative impacts to some wildlife, generally improves the habitat for 
ecotonal or edge species, such as the eastern cottontail, white-tailed deer, Virginia opossum, and 
grassland species, particularly the white-footed mouse, hispid cotton rat, and eastern harvest mouse 
(Adams and Geis 1983).   

The mowed rights-of-way would be detrimental to wildlife utilizing mid- and late-successional habitats, 
but would benefit wildlife utilizing early successional habitats.  Thus, the rights-of-way would provide a 
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feeding area for some birds such as the American robin, sparrows, and some small mammals, depending 
on the mowing regime (Leedy 1977).  Less-frequently mowed grassy areas and shrubby or forested areas 
along the edge of the rights-of-way would provide feeding and nesting areas for some bird species and 
cover for a variety of wildlife (Leedy 1977, Adams and Geis 1983).  Forest-nesting birds, particularly 
Neotropical migrants, would be more vulnerable to nest predation or parasitism by edge species such as 
the blue jay, American crow, and brown-headed cowbird. 

Several studies have indicated that forest habitat fragmentation has a detrimental effect on numerous 
avian species that show a marked preference for large undisturbed forested tracts (Robbins et al. 1989, 
Terborgh 1989).  Examples of such species within the proposed Permit Area are the downy woodpecker, 
northern flicker, pileated woodpecker, eastern wood-pewee, Carolina chickadee, tufted titmouse, Carolina 
wren, brown thrasher, and Neotropical migratory species that breed in the proposed Permit Area.  Several 
studies have demonstrated that individual species are not randomly distributed with regard to habitat size.  
Also, area-sensitive species requiring forest interior habitat are typically more sensitive to fragmentation 
than edge-adapted species and are particularly affected by predation, brood-parasitism, and other impacts 
on nesting success (Faaborg et al. 1992, Terborgh 1989). 

The amount of forested areas lost or fragmented for new transmission and distribution facility projects, 
however, would depend on the project.  Typically, this impact is minimized in the original routing of 
transmission and distribution facilities by avoiding large tracts of contiguous forest/woodland and by 
paralleling existing rights-of-way, such as transmission line, pipeline, and road rights-of-way, which have 
already been disturbed.  If the new line is built in an agricultural area, little impact to woodlands would 
result since the line would largely be crossing cropland and pastureland. 

The increased noise and activity levels during construction and maintenance could potentially disturb 
breeding or other activities of species inhabiting the areas adjacent to the rights-of-way.  These impacts 
are expected in most cases, however, to be temporary.  Thus, although the normal behavior of many 
wildlife species would likely be disturbed during construction and maintenance activities, no permanent 
impact to their populations would result. 

Impacts from pollutants such as oil and grease originating from machinery and construction-related 
activities are expected to be minimized by the implementation of spill prevention and control methods 
and proper inspection and maintenance of equipment.  However, any escaping pollutant would potentially 
adversely affect surrounding vegetation and possibly limit its value as wildlife habitat.  Fugitive dust 
resulting from construction and maintenance activities would also potentially impact wildlife habitat.   

Due to the operational risk to humans and impact risks to avian species, which result from avian 
interactions with electric utility facilities, the Applicant will follow procedures for raptor protection as 
outlined in the Avian Protection Plan Guidelines (Avian Power Line Interaction Committee and Service 
2006). 
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An unquantifiable effect from the displacement of wildlife to adjacent areas is anticipated through 
increased competition and exposure to predation.  During construction or maintenance activities and 
increased human access, temporary offsite disturbance of wildlife such as disruption of feeding, nesting, 
sheltering, and nurturing would likely occur.  Migration could potentially lead to an increased burden on 
existing resources in occupied habitat adjacent to the project site, potentially displacing local residents or 
causing competition among the immigrating individuals and the current resident individuals, ultimately 
leading to illness or mortality if the area is already at carrying capacity. 

The changing composition of vegetative communities would potentially affect forage for wildlife species 
in areas adjacent to the project rights-of-way.  The creation of edge habitat along the rights-of-way would 
result in additional offsite impacts.  These edge habitats could deter wildlife species from occupying 
habitat adjacent to the rights-of-way.  Alteration of native vegetation may also result in the introduction 
and proliferation of exotic plant species, particularly in grasslands or shrublands, causing wildlife 
individuals to leave the general project vicinity. 

Vegetation clearing might also allow infestation of the imported red fire ant (which occurs throughout 
much of the proposed Permit Area) within the rights-of-way.  If these fire ants spread into adjacent areas, 
they could alter the local invertebrate community and adversely affect the invertebrate prey of some 
herpetofaunal species.  Fire ants may also impact the nesting success of some ground-nesting avian 
species by preying on nestlings.  However, any increase in fire ant population would have very localized 
impacts on wildlife and will be minimized by the conservation measures described in the HCP. 

During the construction, operation, and maintenance of future facilities, toxic chemicals could be 
introduced into wildlife habitat via accidental spills or leaks.  Although such events are not likely to 
occur, the introduction of toxic chemicals to the environment would potentially affect not only wildlife 
directly, but also their food supply, causing illness or death.  In some cases, the toxins could 
bioaccumulate in the prey species, leading to gradual illness or mortality.  Another potential indirect 
impact is increased sedimentation downstream from construction/maintenance sites, which may cause 
aquatic prey species to leave the area, reducing the available food supply. 

These indirect impacts to wildlife will be minimized by implementing conservation measures such as 
proper runoff and erosion control measures, fugitive dust suppression, and control and removal of 
accidental spills of fuel or waste oil during construction.  As soon as practical after construction is 
complete, exposed soils will be stabilized.  Indirect impacts as a result of maintenance activities would be 
similar, but to a much lesser degree.  No significant indirect impacts to the wildlife are anticipated as a 
result of the covered activities. 

4.9.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination 

Under the No-Action Alternative, the Applicant will continue to build new and maintain existing 
transmission and distribution facilities within the proposed Permit Area.  Impacts to wildlife from 
construction of the new facilities are expected to be negligible to moderate.  Unavoidable impacts to 
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habitat of covered species would be mitigated on a project-by-project basis.  Impact avoidance mitigation 
would likely result in small, isolated patches of protected habitat with a high potential for edge effects.  
Thus, any mitigation under the No-Action Alternative would generally result in negligible beneficial 
impacts to wildlife.  Under the No-Action Alternative, the Applicant could also perform maintenance 
activities within rights-of-way crossing potential habitat for covered species.  The loss of vegetation and 
other resources within these areas would be detrimental to most wildlife, resulting in minor negative 
impacts to wildlife within the proposed Permit Area.   

4.9.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration 

Potential impacts to wildlife resulting from covered activities associated with construction of new 
facilities under Alternative 1 would be the same or less than the No-Action Alternative.  As with the No-
Action Alternative, Alternative 1 would have minor to moderate adverse impacts on wildlife.  Similarly, 
most wildlife would be protected under existing ordinances.  However, under Alternative 1, additional 
mitigation for wildlife impacts would be accomplished indirectly through mitigation measures proposed 
in the HCP.  The mitigation measures associated with ESA compliance under the No-Action Alternative 
would be less comprehensive than those under Alternative 1 because of the streamlined compliance 
process and opportunity for larger, more continuous tracts of preserved land and increased management 
of existing preserve lands associated with Alternative 1.  Although these areas would be managed 
specifically for the covered species, some wildlife species would likely benefit indirectly. 

4.9.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration 

Impacts under Alternative 2 are expected to mirror those of Alternative 1; however, the permit duration 
under Alternative 2 is extended from 30 years to 50 years.  As a result, a greater degree of impacts to 
wildlife may occur under Alternative 2 due to the increased period in which construction and 
maintenance-related impacts could occur under the authorization of the incidental take permit.  
Conversely, a greater degree of positive benefits may also result from this alternative due to the 
Applicant’s ability to work and plan for covered activities within the entire Permit Area for 50 years 
instead of 30 years. 

4.10 THREATENED AND ENDANGERED SPECIES 

Take, as defined in Section 3 of the ESA, is to harass, harm, pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap, 
capture, or collect, or to attempt to engage in any of these activities.  Harm has been further defined to 
include significant habitat modification or degradation where it actually kills or injures wildlife by 
significantly impairing essential behavioral patterns, including breeding, feeding, or sheltering.  As 
described in the Service’s 1996 HCP handbook, take can be measured in terms of the number of 
individuals affected or by the area of habitat affected, where it is generally assumed that all individuals 
occupying that habitat are taken.  Take of listed plant species is not defined in the ESA, although the ESA 
does identify several prohibitions.  However, because Covered Species in this EIS include both plants and 
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animals, throughout the document we use the term “incidental take” when discussing impacts to covered 
plants, as well as, actual incidental take of covered animals.   

Prior to commencement of covered activities and during routing of new facilities, each project is assessed 
for the likely occurrence of federally listed species.  When covered projects are proposed in counties that 
are identified within the range of protected species within the proposed Permit Area, the Applicant or its 
consultant conducts field habitat assessment surveys to determine potential habitat or occupancy.  The 
need for surveys is determined by reviewing updated records of known occurrences, spatial data pertinent 
to habitat requirements (e.g., Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Surveys, National Wetland 
Inventory Maps, and others), and aerial photography.  In addition, coordination with Federal and State 
biologists and other experts is continued. 

Although the HCP does not cover state-listed species, unless they are also federally listed, the Applicant 
will comply with all state laws, including protection of state-listed species.  When state-listed species may 
be impacted by covered activities, the Applicant will coordinate with the Texas Parks and Wildlife 
Department.  If required by state law, a biological monitor will be present during clearing and 
construction activities to relocate state-listed species, if appropriate.  Per state law, state-listed species will 
only be handled by persons with a scientific collection permit that was obtained through the Texas Parks 
and Wildlife Department.  The following subsections provide a description of potential impacts to 
threatened and endangered species associated with covered activities and a comparison of the alternatives. 

4.10.1 Covered Species 

Eleven federally listed species would be covered by the incidental take permit being requested under the 
Applicant’s alternative.  Since the precise number of any of the covered species to be taken by the 
covered activities cannot be reasonably estimated, the Applicant proposes to measure take in terms of the 
area of covered species habitat affected by the covered activities, to the extent that the effects constitute 
take.  Indicators of impact significance vary by species.  Definitions of impact intensity, however, are 
similar for all covered species and are as follows: 

• Negligible:  Covered species would not be affected or the change would be so small as not to be 
of any measurable or perceptible consequence to the population in the proposed Permit Area.   

• Minor:  A measurable effect on the covered species or their habitats would occur, but the change 
would be small and relatively localized within the proposed Permit Area.   

• Moderate:  A noticeable effect to the population of the covered species would occur.  The effect 
would be of consequence to populations or habitats within the proposed Permit Area.   

• Major:  A noticeable effect with severe consequences or exceptional benefit to populations or 
habitats of the covered species within the proposed Permit Area would occur.   

The Applicant has projected an acreage range of potential and/or occupied habitat that may be impacted 
as a result of the covered activities over the next 30 years.  These estimates, which are presented in this 



 

100005805/100190 4-22 

section, involved extensive research to gather data relating to mileage and right-of-way acreage for 
existing linear facilities within Oncor’s proposed Permit Area, along with projections of future 
maintenance/replacement of these facilities.  Locations of existing facilities were compared to the Service 
county listings for each covered species by utilizing the Applicant’s knowledge of known potential habitat 
locations in relation to existing facilities.  Additionally, values include a growth reserve to account for 
unidentified new construction of linear and nonlinear facilities. 

Potential habitat impact acreages are broken down by operation/maintenance impacts of existing facilities 
and by new construction impacts associated with electric transmission and distribution facilities.  These 
impacts are presented as an estimated range of potential habitat acreage impacts.  Minimum values 
account for impacts that could occur even when all practical take-avoidance measures are implemented.  
Maximum values account for contingencies such as higher-than-estimated habitat acreage, expanding 
covered species populations (i.e., recovery) over the 30-year life of the proposed permit, higher-than-
predicted human population or industrial growth rates, future acquisition of existing facilities from other 
companies, and impacts associated with operating or constructing electric transmission and distribution 
facilities.   

Estimates of the acreage of potential habitat impacted are based on typical specifications for a 345-kV 
electric transmission line facility.  Such facilities typically have a right-of-way width of 160 feet 
(49 meters).  This results in a conservative estimate because right-of-way widths for its electric 
transmission system range from 70 to 160 feet (21 to 49 meters) depending on the voltage rating, support 
structure design, and vegetation characteristics.  Therefore, the estimate is conservative enough to include 
impacts from distribution line and support structure acreage and to account for staging areas, access 
roads, and other areas required for completion of covered activities.  Right-of-way mileage was estimated 
via electronic measurement of facility computer aided design drawings.  For plant species, if an 
associated soil series and vegetation community occurs in a facility’s rights-of-way and current land use 
is appropriate, the Applicant assumes presence unless recent surveys have indicated otherwise. 

Potential habitat acreage estimates are also based in part on ecological pedestrian habitat assessments 
performed in the field for over 2,200 miles (3,540 kilometers) of Oncor facility rights-of-way spanning all 
ecological regions within the proposed Permit Area.  These ongoing, on-the-ground pedestrian habitat 
assessments began in 1999 and have been conducted in support of utility line construction and 
maintenance activities.  Additionally, in regions where few or no pedestrian habitat assessments have 
been conducted, Oncor environmental personnel have conducted representative vehicle reconnaissance 
where existing rights-of-way intersect or parallel major highways and roads. 

It should be noted that, since construction of new facilities would be largely dependent on future demand, 
the Applicant cannot at this time accurately determine the future location of covered activities within the 
proposed Permit Area.  An estimated 3,000 miles (4,827 kilometers) of new electric transmission lines 
and 20,000 miles (170,554 kilometers) of new distribution lines will be constructed during the 30-year 
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life of the permit.  As much as 1,200 miles (1,931 kilometers) of these new lines could cross potential 
habitat for the 11 covered species.   

The expected take of, or impacts to, any of the covered species as a result of the preferred alternative will 
not reduce the potential for survival and recovery of these species in the wild, as mandated by 
requirements of 50 CFR Part 17.22(b)(1)(iii).  Justification for each species is provided in the following 
subsections. 

4.10.1.1 Large-Fruited Sand Verbena 

Impacts to the large-fruited sand verbena would be considered significant if they were to result in one or 
more of the following: 

• The existing primary threats to the habitat used by the species were to decrease (a beneficial 
impact) or increase (an adverse impact) to a substantial degree.   

• The size of the large-fruited sand verbena population in the proposed Permit Area was to 
substantially increase (a beneficial impact) or substantially decrease (an adverse impact). 

• The recovery tasks or actions of the large-fruited sand verbena recovery plan were furthered or 
achieved (a beneficial impact) or were precluded from being implemented or achieved (an 
adverse impact). 

Potential direct impacts to the large-fruited sand verbena during covered construction and maintenance 
activities include mortality or damage to individual plants within the rights-of-way through crushing via 
vehicular and/or pedestrian traffic; mortality or damage through mowing; and mortality as a result of 
using herbicides to clear and maintain the rights-of-way.  The Applicant will minimize herbicide and 
pesticide use within rights-of-way, but if used in potential habitat, Oncor’s employees and/or contractors 
will use only appropriate herbicides and application methods that limit impacts on nontarget species (e.g., 
low-volume basal and foliar applications, narrow-spectrum herbicides, and herbicides with low 
environmental persistence) and comply with Service (2004e) guidelines for pesticide application to avoid 
or minimize direct impacts to the large-fruited sand verbena from covered activities.  Because of 
avoidance, minimization, and conservation measures, the proposed construction and maintenance 
activities would minimize impacts to the large-fruited sand verbena.  Such measures include surveying 
the rights-of-way for these plants during their blooming period prior to clearing and construction 
activities; fencing any individual or populations encountered, spanning the plants, and, in the case of new 
transmission lines, possibly rerouting the line.  Potential adverse impacts to the large-fruited sand verbena 
resulting from covered activities are expected to be minor to moderate.  No significant indirect impacts 
are anticipated for the large-fruited sand verbena.  This species is restricted to sparsely vegetated openings 
in sugar sands or blowout sands where little to no vegetation clearing of the rights-of-way would occur.  
Therefore, the introduction of invasive or exotic species, such as bermudagrass or King Ranch bluestem 
(Bothriochloa ischaemum), into adjacent habitats that could successfully outcompete the large-fruited 
sand verbena or lead to degradation of habitat is highly unlikely.  When revegetating rights-of-way, the 
Applicant will reseed disturbed soils with native species similar to adjacent vegetation immediately 
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following construction to reduce potential erosion impacts, promote revegetation, and facilitate natural 
succession to promote recovery from project disturbances.  The Applicant will use a mix of native species 
unless objected to by the landowner.  Revegetation species may also depend on the season.  For example, 
winter rye may be planted in cool weather to help stabilize the rights-of-way and to reduce runoff.  This 
species would not be planted in the summer because other native species would be more appropriate and 
establish equally.  Once seasonally appropriate, the rye would be replaced with a mix of native species. 

4.10.1.1.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination 

Even though the Applicant will implement every practical means to avoid impacts, it is believed that 
unavoidable habitat modifications would occasionally result in incidental take.  Under the No-Action 
Alternative, the current trend relating to loss of potential habitat for the large-fruited sand verbena within 
the proposed Permit Area is expected to continue over the next 30 years, resulting in minor to moderate 
adverse impacts.  The Applicant will continue to build new and maintain existing transmission and 
distribution facilities within the proposed Permit Area through coordination with the Service.  Where such 
circumstances exist and avoidance is not practicable to eliminate impact potential, the Applicant will seek 
an individual section 10(a)(1)(B) incidental take permit on a project-by-project basis.  New land 
development associated with population growth in the proposed Permit Area, unrelated to the Applicant’s 
activities, could replace areas of potential habitat for the large-fruited sand verbena with impervious cover 
or pasture grasses such as bermudagrass and lovegrass.  This would lead to increased ground cover and 
ultimately soil stabilization, negatively impacting the sand verbena. 

Potential impacts to the large-fruited sand verbena would be mitigated on a project-by-project basis 
through individual section 10(a)(1)(B) permits and section 7 consultations (where a Federal nexus exists) 
with the Service.  Because mitigation would be on a project-by-project basis, it would be more likely to 
occur in relatively small and isolated patches of habitat with relatively low long-term conservation value. 

The Applicant has conducted on-the-ground pedestrian habitat assessments for the large-fruited sand 
verbena on about 40 percent of the electric transmission rights-of-way in Leon County and 50 percent of 
the electric transmission rights-of-way in Robertson County.  No occurrences or suitable potential habitat 
have been observed, and no on the ground field surveys were conducted for Freestone County.  Based on 
this experience, a review of the soil surveys for Freestone (Soil Conservation Service 2002a) and Leon 
(Soil Conservation Service 1989) counties, aerial photo-interpretation (Texas Natural Resources 
Information System 2004), and electronic soil data (Natural Resources Conservation Service 2004) for 
Robertson County (no published soil survey is available for this county), less than 1 percent of the 
Applicant’s existing rights-of-way for electric transmission facilities contains suitable potential habitat.  
For the purposes of this analysis, it is assumed that potential habitat covers between 0.01 and 0.1 percent 
of existing Oncor transmission facility rights-of-way.  

Because of the limited range and specialized habitat of the large-fruited sand verbena, the Applicant 
intends to avoid existing populations when designing and constructing new electric transmission and 
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distribution facilities.  Field habitat assessment surveys of the proposed rights-of-way in areas of potential 
habitat, such as deep sands and dune habitat of the Padina and Arenosa series, will be conducted by Oncor 
or its consultant to determine potential habitat prior to clearing and construction.  Because the amount of 
impact from covered activities for existing facilities is estimated for maximum potential impact and new 
construction impacts will be minimized, any impacts for new construction are accounted for within this 
estimate.  Based on this, the estimated range of potential habitat associated with anticipated new 
construction and existing electric transmission and distribution facilities that would be impacted by 
covered activities over the next 30 years is shown in Table 4-1. 

Table 4-1.  Acres (Hectares) of Potential Impact to the Large-Fruited 
Sand Verbena within the Proposed Permit Area 

Facilities County 

Miles 
(Kilometers) 
of Facilities1 

Rights-of-Way Acres 
(Hectares) of 

Facilities2 

Acres (Hectares) of Potential Impact3 

Minimum Maximum 
Existing Freestone 151  (243) 2,928  (1,185) 0.3 (0.1) 2.9 (1.2) 

 Leon 121  (195) 2,347  (950) 0.2 (0.1) 2.3 (0.9) 

 Robertson 16  (26) 310  (126) 0.03 (0.01) 0.3 (0.1) 
  Total 288  (463) 5,585  (2,260) 0.53 (0.2) 5.5 (2.2) 
1 Estimated total miles of facilities (transmission lines) within the distribution range of the large-fruited sand verbena. 
2 Estimated total rights-of-way acreage (hectares) of facilities within the distribution range of the large-fruited sand 
verbena based on 160-foot (49-meter)-wide rights-of-way.   
3 Estimated range of impact acreages (hectares) for suitable and/or occupied habitat during the 30-year life of the 
requested permit for covered projects. 
General Note: Numbers may appear inconsistent due to rounding within the values portrayed. 

4.10.1.1.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration 

Potential impacts to the large-fruited sand verbena under Alternative 1 would be similar to those 
described for the No-Action Alternative.  As with the No-Action Alternative, Alternative 1 would have 
minor to moderate adverse impacts on the large-fruited sand verbena.  The Applicant is applying for the 
maximum potential incidental take resulting from impacts to habitat shown in Table 4-1.  Under the HCP, 
alteration and removal of large-fruited sand verbena habitat would occur within the proposed Permit 
Area.  However, the HCP may increase the amount of mitigation achieved through ESA compliance 
within the proposed Permit Area compared to the No-Action Alternative.  This is expected because 
compliance would be more efficient and more streamlined than obtaining project-by-project authorization 
through individual section 10(a)(1)(B) permits and section 7 consultations (where a Federal nexus exists) 
with the Service (No-Action Alternative) and because of the comprehensive mitigation plan proposed in 
the HCP.  Increased mitigation would benefit the species by providing an opportunity to preserve more 
contiguous areas containing potential habitat for the large-fruited sand verbena.  Additionally, more 
management of potential habitat would occur under the HCP, which would do more to promote the 
plants’ recovery than the No-Action Alternative.   
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As noted for the No-Action Alternative, the Applicant intends to avoid impacts associated with new 
facilities.  Adherence to the avoidance, minimization, and conservation measures described in the HCP 
would help to preclude adverse direct and indirect impacts to the large-fruited sand verbena from covered 
activities.  Specific actions to preclude direct and indirect impacts to this species from covered activities 
include, but are not limited to the following:  

• Assessing habitat potential and/or occupancy on a project-by-project basis through coordination 
with the Service. 

• Avoiding, where possible and as practical for the project, impacts to populations of this species, 
its habitat, and lands managed for its conservation and recovery in completing the covered 
activities.  

• Constructing new facilities, where possible, adjacent to maintained rights-of-way. 

• Minimizing soil disturbance caused by covered activities. 

• Complying with the stormwater best management practices to prevent indirect impacts from 
sedimentation, erosion, contamination, and pollution. 

• Minimizing herbicide use for vegetation control and using only appropriate herbicides and 
application methods that limit impacts on nontarget species (e.g., low-volume basal and foliar 
applications, narrow-spectrum herbicides, and herbicides with low environmental persistence) to 
minimize the potential risk of herbicide drift into adjacent populations of this species. 

• Revegetating areas disturbed by covered activities with native species, as permissible, to ensure 
invasive plant species do not colonize, establish, and then spread to adjacent habitats where they 
could outcompete, displace, and extirpate this species.   

If the project schedule allows, presence/absence surveys will be conducted in areas of potential habitat, as 
described in the HCP.  As previously noted, the assessment of incidental take or impacts in Table 4-1 is 
intended for both existing and new facilities.  Thus, a total of 5.5 acres (2.2 hectares) of impact is 
requested for the large-fruited sand verbena over the 30-year life of the proposed period. 

In instances where avoidance of populations/habitat is not possible so that impacts would occur through 
impacts to known occupied habitat or potential habitat, the preferred mitigation would be to purchase 
conservation credits from a Service-approved conservation bank.  If this is not an available option, the 
Applicant may coordinate with the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center or another Service-approved 
organization to discuss mitigation availability.  Priority would be given to use of mitigation funds for 
purchase of conservation lands.  To calculate the mitigation funds, the acreage of impacts within each 
county and the most recent land prices (cost per acre) within each county, will be determined as described 
in the HCP.  The mitigation ratio will be 2:1 (i.e., 2 acres of mitigation for each acre of impact).  Should 
this option be implemented, the conservation organization would be responsible for managing the 
purchased land in perpetuity.  Other potential options for use of mitigation funds may include habitat 
enhancement or restoration activities, as described in Section 2.3 and the HCP.  
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If these options are not viable, the Applicant would implement the services of a Service-approved 
committee, as described in Section 2.3.  The committee will first explore the use of funding for purchase 
of land through a third party, which will be responsible for managing the land in perpetuity and as 
appropriate for the large-fruited sand verbena.  Management of conservation easements in perpetuity will 
be included in the purchase agreement.  If mitigation funds are not sufficient for purchase of a reasonable 
amount of land to support the conservation of the species, the committee will determine the best use of 
the funds for the large-fruited sand verbena.  A Service-approved time limit for spending the mitigation 
funds will be established.  

All options require Service approval, and all mitigation will be in place prior to occurrence of the impact 
(i.e., construction through habitat).  

The Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center is a 279-acre native plant preserve located in Austin, Texas, 
that currently manages conservation programs and funds for the large-fruited sand verbena.  Details of the 
mitigation plan for covered species are found in Section 2.3.   

4.10.1.1.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration 

Potential impacts to the large-fruited sand verbena under Alternative 2 would be similar to those 
described for Alternative 1, resulting in minor to moderate adverse impacts on the large-fruited sand 
verbena.  Although the permit duration under Alternative 2 is extended from 30 years to 50 years, the 
estimate of potential incidental take resulting from impacts to habitat, as shown in Table 4-1, was 
estimated for maximum potential impact and therefore will account for any unexpected impact that may 
result from new lines.  Because the acreage of large-fruited sand verbena habitat within the existing 
rights-of-way will not change, the estimated amount of take through habitat disturbance from operation 
and maintenance activities would not change but would continue for an additional 20 years.  Thus, a total 
of 5.5 acres (2.2 hectares) of impact is requested for the large-fruited sand verbena over the 50-year life of 
the proposed permit duration under Alternative 2.  However, because of the longer permit duration (50-
year duration), the risk of impact to individual plants from operation and maintenance activities is greater 
than that associated with a 30-year duration (Alternative 1).  

4.10.1.2 Texas Poppy-Mallow 

Impacts to the Texas poppy-mallow would be considered significant if they were to result in one or more 
of the following: 

• The existing primary threats to the habitat used by the species were to decrease (a beneficial 
impact) or increase (an adverse impact) to a substantial degree.   

• The size of the Texas poppy-mallow population in the proposed Permit Area was to substantially 
increase (a beneficial impact) or substantially decrease (an adverse impact). 
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• The recovery tasks or actions of the Texas poppy-mallow recovery plan were furthered or 
achieved (a beneficial impact) or were precluded from being implemented or achieved (an 
adverse impact). 

Potential direct impacts to the Texas poppy-mallow from the covered activities are similar to those for the 
large-fruited sand verbena, with potential adverse impacts ranging from minor to moderate.  They include 
mortality or damage to individual plants within the rights-of-way through crushing via vehicular and 
pedestrian traffic; mortality or damage through mowing; and mortality as a result of using herbicides to 
clear and maintain the rights-of-way. 

No significant indirect impacts are anticipated for the Texas poppy-mallow.  Alterations to the landscape, 
including disturbance of surface and subsurface soil horizons, use of nonnative soils as fill, or 
modification of natural drainages within rights-of-way, would cause the most important indirect impacts 
to the Texas poppy-mallow.  Changes in soil composition, either by disturbing soil horizons or by 
importing soil, could potentially indirectly affect this species by inhibiting seed germination and/or 
growth.  Among the potential impacts resulting from alterations to surface hydrology, changes in the 
availability of moisture would have the most significant effect. 

As noted earlier, clearing and revegetation of the rights-of-way could potentially lead to the introduction 
of invasive or exotic species into adjacent habitats.  These introduced species could successfully compete 
with the Texas poppy-mallow or lead to degradation of habitat.  However, the Texas poppy-mallow 
occurs in grasslands or open oak or mesquite woodlands where little clearing of the rights-of-way would 
occur.  Increased edge effects could result in increased deer population, which results in increased 
browsing on these and other plants.  When revegetating rights-of-way in general, the Applicant will 
reseed disturbed soils with native species similar to adjacent vegetation immediately following 
construction to reduce potential erosion impacts, promote revegetation, and facilitate natural succession to 
promote recovery from project disturbances.  The Applicant will use a mix of native species unless 
objected to by the landowner.  Revegetation species may also depend on the season.  For example, winter 
rye may be planted in cool weather to help stabilize the rights-of-way and to reduce runoff.  This species 
would not be planted in the summer because other native species would be more appropriate and establish 
equally.  Once seasonally appropriate, the rye would be replaced with a mix of native species. 

4.10.1.2.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination 

Under the No-Action Alternative, the current trend relating to loss of potential habitat for the Texas 
poppy-mallow within the proposed Permit Area is expected to continue over the next 30 years, resulting 
in minor to moderate adverse impacts.  The Applicant will continue to build new and maintain existing 
transmission and distribution facilities within the proposed Permit Area.  New land development 
associated with population growth in the proposed Permit Area unrelated to the Applicant’s activities, 
could replace areas of potential habitat for the Texas poppy-mallow with impervious cover or cropland 
and pastureland.  Potential impacts to the Texas poppy-mallow would be mitigated on a project-by-
project basis through individual section 10(a)(1)(B) permits and section 7 consultations (where a Federal 
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nexus exists) with the Service.  Mitigation on a project-by-project basis would be more likely to occur in 
relatively small and isolated patches of habitat with relatively low long-term conservation value. 

This species only occurs in three counties, Mitchell, Coke, and Runnels, all of which are within the 
proposed Permit Area.  The Applicant currently has 221 miles (356 kilometers) or 4,286 acres 
(1,735 hectares) of existing electric transmission facility rights-of-way in Mitchell County.  This mileage, 
however, does not include the 2002 Morgan Creek-Comanche 345-kV transmission line because no 
habitat for this species was found in the rights-of-way for this project (PBS&J 2000a). 

Since no published soil survey is available for Mitchell County (i.e., not published or out of print), 
estimates of potential habitat for the Texas poppy-mallow are based on a review of aerial photography 
(Texas Natural Resources Information System 2004) and electronic soil data (Natural Resources 
Conservation Service 2004).  According to this information, about 3.3 miles (5.3 kilometers) or 
1.5 percent of the Applicant’s existing rights-of-way for electric transmission facilities crosses soils 
associated with the Texas poppy-mallow.  As such, the Applicant concludes that potential habitat may 
cover between 0.1 and 1.5 percent (4 to 64 acres or 2 to 26 hectares) of its existing electric transmission 
facility rights-of-way.   

Because of the limited range and specialized habitat of the Texas poppy-mallow, existing populations can 
be avoided when the Applicant is designing and constructing new electric transmission and distribution 
facilities.  Field habitat assessments of the proposed rights-of-way in areas of potential habitat, such as 
deep sands, especially Tivoli soils, along the current and historic Colorado River drainage will be 
conducted by Oncor or its consultant to determine potential habitat prior to construction.  Because the 
amount of impact from covered activities on existing facilities is estimated for maximum potential impact 
and new construction impacts will be minimized, any impacts for new construction are accounted for 
within this estimate.  Based on this, the estimated range of potential habitat associated with anticipated 
new construction and existing electric transmission and distribution facilities that would be impacted by 
covered activities over the next 30 years is shown in Table 4-2.   

4.10.1.2.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration 

As with the No-Action Alternative, Alternative 1 would have minor to moderate adverse impacts on the 
Texas poppy-mallow.  Under the HCP, alteration and removal of Texas poppy-mallow habitat would 
occur within the proposed Permit Area.  The Applicant is applying for the maximum potential incidental 
take resulting from impacts to habitat as shown in Table 4-2.  However, the mitigation provided under the 
HCP would likely result in larger, contiguous tracts of land with greater conservation value being 
protected than would likely be achieved if similar acreage were protected on a project-by-project basis 
(No-Action Alternative).  Additionally, compliance would be more efficient and more streamlined using 
the HCP than by obtaining project-by-project authorization through individual section 10(a)(1)(B) permits 
and section 7 consultations (where a Federal nexus exists) with the Service (No-Action Alternative).  
Increased mitigation through compliance with the HCP would benefit the species by ensuring that a larger 
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portion of the anticipated habitat loss over the next 30 years would be balanced in a comprehensive 
manner with conservation actions, such as habitat protection and management.   

Table 4-2.  Acres (Hectares) of Potential Impact to the 
Texas Poppy-Mallow within the Proposed Permit Area 

Facilities County 
Miles (Kilometers) 

of Facilities1 

Rights-of-Way 
Acres (Hectares) 

of Facilities2 
Acres (Hectares) of Potential Impact3 

Minimum Maximum 
Existing Coke 0  0  0  0  0  (0)  0  (0) 

 Mitchell 221  (356) 4,286  (1,735) 4 (2) 64 (26) 

 Runnels 0  0  0  0  0 (0) 0 (0) 

  Total 221  (356) 4,286  (1,735) 4 (2) 64 (26) 
1 Estimated total miles of facilities (electric transmission lines) within the distribution range of the Texas poppy-
mallow. 
2 Estimated total rights-of-way acreage (hectares) of facilities within the distribution range of the Texas poppy-mallow 
based on 160-foot (49-meter)-wide rights-of-way.   
3 Estimated range of impact acreages (hectares) for suitable and/or occupied habitat during the 30-year life of the 
requested permit for covered projects. 
General Note: Numbers may appear inconsistent due to rounding within the values portrayed. 

Once again, because of the avoidance, minimization, and conservation measures described in the HCP, 
such as surveying the rights-of-way for these plants during their blooming period prior to clearing and 
construction activities; fencing any individual or populations encountered; spanning the plants; and in the 
case of new transmission lines, possibly rerouting the line, the proposed construction and maintenance 
activities would minimize impacts to the Texas poppy-mallow. 

Specific actions to preclude indirect impacts to this species include, but are not limited to the following: 

• Assessing habitat potential and/or occupancy on a project-by-project basis through coordination 
with the Service. 

• Avoiding, where possible and as appropriate for the project, impacts to populations of this 
species, its habitat, and lands managed for its conservation and recovery in completing the 
covered activities. 

• Constructing new facilities, where possible, adjacent to existing maintained rights-of-way. 

• Minimizing soil disturbance caused by covered activities and where disturbance occurs, 
recontouring the ground to its original grade to reduce hydrologic impacts. 

• Minimizing mechanical means of clearing, such as mowing, until after the fruit has matured 
(July) where covered projects traverse or are adjacent to potential habitat. 

• Complying with the stormwater best management practices to prevent indirect impacts from 
sedimentation, erosion, contamination, and pollution. 

• Minimizing herbicide use for vegetation control and using only appropriate herbicides and 
application methods that limit impacts on nontarget species (e.g., low-volume basal and foliar 
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applications, narrow-spectrum herbicides, and herbicides with low environmental persistence) to 
minimize the potential risk of herbicide drift into adjacent populations of this species. 

• Revegetating areas disturbed by covered activities with native species, as permissible, to ensure 
invasive plant species do not colonize, establish, and spread to adjacent habitats where they could 
outcompete, displace, and extirpate this species. 

If the project schedule allows, present/absence surveys will be conducted in areas of potential habitat, as 
described in the HCP.  As previously noted, the assessment of impact in Table 4-2 is intended for both 
existing and new facilities.  Thus, a total of 64 acres (26 hectares) of incidental take from impact to 
habitat is requested for the Texas poppy-mallow over the 30-year life of the proposed permit. 

In instances where avoidance of populations/habitat is not possible so that take would occur through 
impacts to known occupied habitat or potential habitat, the preferred mitigation would be to purchase 
conservation credits from a Service-approved conservation bank.  If this is not an available option, the 
Applicant may coordinate with the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center or another Service-approved 
organization to discuss mitigation availability.  Priority would be given to use of mitigation funds for 
purchase of conservation lands.  To calculate the mitigation funds, the acreage of impacts within each 
county and the most recent land prices (cost per acre) within each county, will be determined as described 
in the HCP.  The mitigation ratio will be 2:1 (i.e., 2 acres of mitigation for each acre of impact).  Should 
this option be implemented, the conservation organization would be responsible for managing the 
purchased land in perpetuity.  Other potential options for use of mitigation funds may include habitat 
enhancement or restoration activities, as described in Section 2.3 and the HCP.  

If these options are not viable, the Applicant would implement the services of a Service-approved 
committee, as described in Section 2.3.  The committee will first explore the use of funding for purchase 
of land through a third party, which will be responsible for managing the land in perpetuity and as 
appropriate for the Texas poppy-mallow.  Management of conservation easements in perpetuity will be 
included in the purchase agreement.  If mitigation funds are not sufficient for purchase of a reasonable 
amount of land to support the conservation of the species, the committee will determine the best use of 
the funds for the Texas poppy-mallow.  A Service-approved time limit for spending the mitigation funds 
will be established.  

All options require Service approval, and all mitigation will be in place prior to occurrence of the impact 
(i.e., construction through habitat).  

The Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center is a 279-acre native plant preserve located in Austin, Texas, 
that currently manages conservation programs and funds for the Texas poppy-mallow.  Details of the 
mitigation plan for covered species are found in Section 2.3.   
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4.10.1.2.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration 

Potential impacts to the Texas poppy-mallow under Alternative 2 would be similar to those described for 
Alternative 1, resulting in minor to moderate adverse impacts on the Texas poppy-mallow.  Although the 
permit duration under Alternative 2 is extended from 30 years to 50 years, the estimate of potential 
incidental take resulting from impacts to habitat, as shown in Table 4-2, was estimated for maximum 
potential impact and therefore will account for any unexpected take that may result from new lines.  
Because the acreage of potential Texas poppy-mallow habitat within the existing rights-of-way will not 
change, the estimated amount of take through habitat disturbance from operation and maintenance 
activities would not change, but would continue for an additional 20 years.  Thus, a total of 64 acres 
(26 hectares) of impact is requested for the Texas poppy-mallow over the 50-year life of the proposed 
permit duration under Alternative 2.  However, because of the longer permit duration (50-year duration), 
the risk of impact to individual plants from operation and maintenance activities is greater than that 
associated with a 30-year duration (Alternative 1).  

4.10.1.3 Navasota Ladies’-Tresses 

Impacts to the Navasota ladies’-tresses would be considered significant if they were to result in one or 
more of the following: 

• The existing primary threats to the habitat used by the species were to decrease (a beneficial 
impact) or increase (an adverse impact) to a substantial degree.   

• The size of the Navasota ladies’-tresses population in the proposed Permit Area was to 
substantially increase (a beneficial impact) or substantially decrease (an adverse impact). 

• The recovery tasks or actions of the Navasota ladies’-tresses recovery plan were furthered or 
achieved (a beneficial impact) or were precluded from being implemented or achieved (an 
adverse impact). 

Similar to the large-fruited sand verbena and Texas poppy-mallow, potential direct impacts on Navasota 
ladies’-tresses during construction and maintenance activities include mortality or damage to individual 
plants through vehicular and pedestrian traffic; mortality or damage through mowing; and mortality as a 
result of herbicides.  Because of the avoidance, minimization, and conservation measures, such as 
surveying the rights-of-way for these plants during their blooming period prior to clearing and 
construction activities; fencing any individual or populations encountered; spanning the plants; and, in the 
case of new transmission lines, possibly rerouting the line, impacts to Navasota ladies’-tresses would be 
minimized.  Overall, adverse impacts to Navasota ladies’-tresses resulting from covered activities are 
expected to be minor to moderate. 

No significant indirect impacts are anticipated for the Navasota ladies’-tresses.  As with the Texas poppy-
mallow, alterations to the landscape, including disturbance of surface and subsurface soil horizons, use of 
nonnative soils as fill, or modification of natural drainages within the rights-of-way, would cause the most 
important indirect impacts to Navasota ladies’-tresses.  Changes in soil composition, either by disturbing 
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soil horizons or by importing soil, could indirectly affect this species by inhibiting seed germination 
and/or growth.  Among the potential impacts resulting from alterations to surface hydrology, changes in 
the availability of moisture would have the most significant effect. 

As noted earlier, clearing and revegetation of the rights-of-way could lead to the introduction of invasive 
or exotic species into adjacent habitats.  These introduced species could successfully compete with 
Navasota ladies’-tresses or lead to degradation of habitat.  Increased edge effects could result in increased 
deer population, which results in increased browsing on these and other plants.  When revegetating rights-
of-way, the Applicant will reseed disturbed soils with native species similar to adjacent vegetation 
immediately following construction to reduce potential erosion impacts, promote revegetation, and 
facilitate natural succession to promote recovery from project disturbances.  The Applicant will use a mix 
of native species unless objected to by the landowner.  Revegetation species may also depend on the 
season.  For example, winter rye may be planted in cool weather to help stabilize the rights-of-way and to 
reduce runoff.  This species would not be planted in the summer because other native species would be 
more appropriate and establish equally.  Once seasonally appropriate, the rye would be replaced with a 
mix of native species. 

4.10.1.3.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination 

Under the No-Action Alternative, the current trend relating to loss of potential habitat for Navasota 
ladies’-tresses within the proposed Permit Area is expected to continue over the next 30 years, resulting in 
minor to moderate adverse impacts.  The Applicant will continue to build new and maintain existing 
transmission and distribution facilities within the proposed Permit Area.  New land development 
associated with population growth in the proposed Permit Area unrelated to the Applicant’s activities, as 
well as continued strip mining and oil and gas development, would continue to result in loss of areas of 
potential habitat for Navasota ladies’-tresses. 

Potential impacts to Navasota ladies’-tresses would be mitigated on a project-by-project basis through 
individual section 10(a)(1)(B) permits and section 7 consultations (where a Federal nexus exists) with the 
Service.  However, because mitigation would be on a project-by-project basis, it would be more likely to 
occur in relatively small and isolated patches of habitat with relatively low long-term conservation value. 

Navasota ladies’-tresses currently occur in Bastrop, Freestone, Leon, Limestone, Milam, and Robertson 
counties within the proposed Permit Area.  The Applicant has 440 miles (708 kilometers) totaling 
8,533 acres (3,455 hectares) of existing electric transmission facility rights-of-way in these six counties 
(Table 4-3).  Field-based on-the-ground habitat assessments conducted by qualified biologists for the 
construction of new Oncor electric transmission facilities in Freestone County determined that 
approximately 6.5 percent of the new rights-of-way possessed potential habitat for Navasota ladies’-
tresses (PBS&J 2000b).  Specifically, 27.2 acres (11 hectares) of potential habitat was identified on 
22 miles (35 kilometers) or 427 acres (173 hectares) of rights-of-way.  In addition, on-the-ground 
pedestrian habitat assessments conducted on about 40 percent of the existing electric transmission rights-
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of-way in Leon County, 20 percent in Madison County (not in the proposed Permit Area), 65 percent in 
Milam County, and 50 percent in Robertson County indicated similar percentages of potential habitat to 
those encountered in Freestone County.  While no field-based surveys have been conducted in Limestone 
County, the Applicant’s facilities in this county are near the Freestone county line; therefore, similar 
percentages of potential habitat to those encountered in Freestone County are expected.  Based on these 
habitat assessments and a review of the soil surveys for Freestone County (Soil Conservation Service 
2002a) and Leon County (Soil Conservation Service 1989), the Applicant assumes an impact range of 1 
to 10 percent of its rights-of-way for these five counties.  Based on a review of the soil survey for Bastrop 
County (Soil Conservation Service 1979), about 6 miles, or 66 percent, of the Applicant’s rights-of-way 
crosses soil conducive to Navasota ladies’-tresses.  Aerial photography, however, indicates that most of 
this area is under cultivation with very little forested margin.  As such, the Service has concluded that 
potential habitat covers between 1 and 2 percent of its existing rights-of-way.  The expected range of 
impacts resulting from covered activities associated with maintenance of existing facilities for each of the 
applicable counties over the next 30 years is presented in Table 4-3. 

Table 4-3.  Acres (Hectares) of Potential Impact to  
Navasota Ladies'-Tresses within the Proposed Permit Area (No-Action and Alternative 1) 

Facilities County 
Miles (Kilometers) 

of Facilities1 

Rights-of-Way 
Acres (Hectares) 

of Facilities2 
Acres (Hectares) of Potential Impact3 

Minimum Maximum 
Existing Bastrop 9  (14) 175  (71) 2 (1) 4 (2) 

 Freestone 151  (243) 2,928  (1,185) 29 (12) 293 (119) 

 Leon 121  (195) 2,347  (950) 23 (9) 235 (95) 

 Limestone 39  (63) 756  (306) 8 (3) 76 (31) 

 Milam 104  (167) 2,017  (817) 20 (8) 202 (82) 

 Robertson 16  (26) 310  (126) 3 (1) 31 (13) 

  Total 
Existing 440  (708) 8,533  (3,455) 85 (35) 841 (340) 

Future Direct 50 (80) 970 (393) 10 (4) 97 (39) 

 Indirect 50 (80) 970 (393) 0.5  (0.2) 5 (2) 

 
Total 
Future 50 (80) 970 (393) 10.5 (4.2) 102 (41) 

TOTAL  490  (788) 9,503  (3,847) 95.5  (38) 943 (382) 
1 Estimated total miles of facilities (electric transmission lines) within the distribution range of Navasota ladies-tresses. 
2 Estimated total rights-of-way acreage (hectares) of facilities within the distribution range of Navasota ladies-tresses 
based on 160-foot (49-meter)-wide rights-of-way.   
3 Estimated range of impact acreages (hectares) for suitable and/or occupied habitat during the 30-year life of the 
requested permit for covered projects. 
General Note: Numbers may appear inconsistent due to rounding within the values portrayed. 

The Applicant estimates that 50 miles (80 kilometers) or 970 acres (393 hectares) of new electric 
transmission facilities will be constructed in Bastrop, Freestone, Leon, Milam, and Robertson counties.  
Based on the assumed impact range of 1 to 10 percent noted above, the Applicant assumes an impact 
range of 1 to 10 percent for its proposed new (future) rights-of-way, or 10 to 97 acres (4 to 39 hectares).   
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Five percent of potential habitat can be added to allow for potential edge/indirect effects of newly 
constructed rights-of-way.  Thus, between 0.5 and 5 acres (0.2 and 2 hectares) of potential habitat may be 
indirectly impacted as a result of constructing new facilities.  Including existing electric transmission 
facility rights-of-way, the total estimated amount of potential habitat for Navasota ladies’-tresses that may 
be impacted by the covered activities ranges from 95.5 to 943 acres or 38 to 382 hectares (see Table 4-3).   

4.10.1.3.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration 

As with the No-Action Alternative, Alternative 1 would have minor to moderate adverse impacts on 
Navasota ladies’-tresses.  Under the HCP, alteration and removal of Navasota ladies’-tresses habitat 
would occur within the proposed Permit Area.  The Applicant is applying for the maximum potential 
incidental take resulting from impacts to habitat as shown in Table 4-3.  However, the Service anticipates 
that mitigation provided under the HCP (Alternative 1) would likely result in larger, contiguous tracts of 
land with greater conservation value being protected than would likely be achieved if similar acreage 
were protected on a project-by-project basis (No-Action Alternative).  Additionally, compliance with the 
HCP would be more efficient and more streamlined than obtaining project-by-project authorization 
through individual section 10(a)(1)(B) permits and section 7 consultations (where a Federal nexus exists) 
with the Service (No-Action Alternative).  Increased mitigation through ESA compliance would benefit 
the species by ensuring that a larger portion of the anticipated habitat loss over the next 30 years would be 
more comprehensively balanced with conservation actions, such as habitat protection, management, and 
species-specific research.   

Field habitat assessments of the proposed rights-of-way in areas of potential habitat, such as sandy loam 
soils and intermittent drainages, will be conducted by Oncor or its consultant to determine potential 
habitat prior to construction.  If the project schedule allows, presence/absence surveys will be conducted 
in areas of potential habitat, as described in the HCP.  Individual plants/populations encountered within 
the rights-of-way will be temporarily fenced off with chain-link fencing and avoided, where 
presence/absence surveys are conducted.  Clearing will be avoided or minimized in these areas.  
Populations adjacent to the rights-of-way will be avoided. 

Adherence to the avoidance, minimization, and conservation measures described in the HCP and 
Appendix B would minimize or preclude adverse direct and indirect impacts to Navasota ladies’-tresses 
from covered activities.  Specific actions to preclude direct and indirect impacts to this species include, 
but are not limited to the following: 

• Assessing habitat potential and/or occupancy on a project-by-project basis through coordination 
with the Service. 

• Avoiding, where possible and as appropriate for the project, impacts to populations of this 
species, its habitat, and lands managed for its conservation and recovery in completing the 
covered activities. 

• Constructing new facilities, where possible, adjacent to existing maintained rights-of-way. 
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• Minimizing soil disturbance caused by covered activities and, where disturbance occurs, 
recontouring the ground to its original grade to reduce hydrologic impacts. 

• Minimizing mechanical means of clearing within or near potential habitat during construction, 
such as mowing during the months of October and November, to reduce potential damage to 
flowering Navasota ladies’-tresses. 

• Complying with the stormwater best management practices to prevent indirect impacts from 
sedimentation, erosion, contamination, and pollution. 

• Minimizing herbicide use for vegetation control and using only appropriate herbicides and 
application methods that limit impacts on nontarget species (e.g., low-volume basal and foliar 
applications, narrow-spectrum herbicides, and herbicides with low environmental persistence) to 
minimize the potential risk of herbicide drift into adjacent populations of this species. 

• Revegetating areas disturbed by covered activities with native species, when not objected to by 
the landowner, to ensure invasive plant species do not colonize, establish, and spread to adjacent 
habitats where they could outcompete, displace, and extirpate this species. 

Because of general and species-specific avoidance, minimization, and conservation measures discussed in 
the HCP, indirect impacts to Navasota ladies’-tresses from construction of new electric transmission and 
distribution facilities, as well as operation and maintenance of existing facilities can be avoided. 

In instances where avoidance of populations/habitat is not possible so that take would occur through 
impacts to known occupied habitat or potential habitat, the preferred mitigation would be to purchase 
conservation credits from a Service-approved conservation bank.  If this is not an available option, the 
Applicant may coordinate with the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center or another Service-approved 
organization to discuss mitigation availability.  Priority would be given to use of mitigation funds for 
purchase of conservation lands.  To calculate the mitigation funds, the acreage of impacts within each 
county and the most recent land prices (cost per acre) within each county, will be determined as described 
in the HCP.  The mitigation ratio will be 2:1 (i.e., 2 acres of mitigation for each acre of impact).  Should 
this option be implemented, the conservation organization would be responsible for managing the 
purchased land in perpetuity.  Other potential options for use of mitigation funds may include habitat 
enhancement or restoration activities, as described in Section 2.3 and the HCP.  

If these options are not viable, the Applicant would implement the services of a Service-approved 
committee, as described in Section 2.3.  The committee will first explore the use of funding for purchase 
of land through a third party, which will be responsible for managing the land in perpetuity and as 
appropriate for the Navasota ladies’-tresses.  Management of conservation easements in perpetuity will be 
included in the purchase agreement.  If mitigation funds are not sufficient for purchase of a reasonable 
amount of land to support the conservation of the species, the committee will determine the best use of 
the funds for the Navasota ladies’-tresses.  A Service-approved time limit for spending the mitigation 
funds will be established.  
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All options require Service approval, and all mitigation will be in place prior to occurrence of the impact 
(i.e., construction through habitat).  

The Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center is a 279-acre native plant preserve located in Austin, Texas, 
that currently manages conservation programs and funds for the Navasota ladies’-tresses.  Details of the 
mitigation plan for covered species are found in Section 2.3.   

4.10.1.3.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration 

Potential impacts to Navasota ladies’-tresses under Alternative 2 would be similar to those described for 
Alternative 1, resulting in minor to moderate adverse impacts on Navasota ladies’-tresses.  However, the 
permit duration under Alternative 2 is extended from 30 years to 50 years.  As a result, a greater degree of 
impacts to Navasota ladies’-tresses may occur under Alternative 2 due to the increased period in which 
construction and operation/maintenance-related impacts could occur under the authorization of the 
incidental take permit.  It should be noted that because the acreage of potential Navasota ladies’-tresses 
habitat within the existing rights-of-way will not change, the estimated amount of take through habitat 
disturbance from operation and maintenance activities would not change but would continue for an 
additional 20 years.  Because of the longer permit duration (50-years), the risk of impact to individual 
plants from operation and maintenance activities is greater than that associated with a 30-year duration 
(Alternative 1).  Table 4-4 provides the increased, estimated range of potential habitat impacts to 
Navasota ladies’-tresses, associated with the proposed new (future) projects constructed within potential 
habitat, which have been proportionally increased to account for the 20-year extended permit duration.  
This proportional increase assumes the values provided in Table 4-3 represent a 30-year permit duration.  
A total of 1,010 acres (409 hectares) of impact is requested for Navasota ladies’-tresses over the 50-year 
life of the proposed permit duration under Alternative 2. 

4.10.1.4 Pecos Sunflower 

Impacts to the Pecos sunflower would be considered significant if they were to result in one or more of 
the following: 

• The existing primary threats to the habitat used by the species were to decrease (a beneficial 
impact) or increase (an adverse impact) to a substantial degree. 

• The size of the Pecos sunflower population in the proposed Permit Area was to substantially 
increase (a beneficial impact) or substantially decrease (an adverse impact). 

• The recovery tasks or actions of the Pecos sunflower recovery plan were furthered or achieved (a 
beneficial impact) or were precluded from being implemented or achieved (an adverse impact). 

Potential direct impacts to the Pecos sunflower during construction and maintenance activities are similar 
to those for the plant species already discussed above.  They include mortality and/or damage to 
individual plants via vehicular and/or pedestrian traffic and mowing, and mortality to individuals and 
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populations as a result of herbicides.  Overall, adverse impacts related to the covered activities would be 
minor to moderate. 

Table 4-4.  Acres (Hectares) of Potential Impact to Navasota Ladies'-Tresses  
within the Proposed Permit Area Under Alternative 2 

Facilities County 
Miles (Kilometers) 

of Facilities1 

Rights-of-Way Acres 
(Hectares) of 

Facilities2 

Acres (Hectares) of Potential Impact3 

Minimum Maximum 

Existing Bastrop 9  (14) 175  (71) 2 (1) 4 (2) 

 Freestone 151  (243) 2,928  (1,185) 29 (12) 293 (119) 

 
Leon 121  (195) 2,347  (950) 23 (9) 235 (95) 

 Limestone 39  (63) 756  (306) 8 (3) 76 (31) 

 
Milam 104  (167) 2,017  (817) 20 (8) 202 (82) 

 Robertson 16  (26) 310  (126) 3 (1) 31 (13) 

 
Total 440  (708) 8,533  (3,455) 85 (35) 841 (340) 

Future Direct 83 (133) 1,610 (652) 16 (7) 161 (65) 

 
Indirect 83 (133) 1,610 (652) 0.8  (0.3) 8 (3) 

 Total 83 (133) 1,610 (652) 16.8 (7.3) 169 (68) 
TOTAL 

 
523  (841) 10,143  (4,107) 101.8  (38) 1,010 (409) 

1 Estimated total miles of facilities (electric transmission lines) within the distribution range of Navasota ladies-tresses. 
2 Estimated total rights-of-way acreage (hectares) of facilities within the distribution range of Navasota ladies-tresses 
based on 160-foot (49-meter)-wide rights-of-way.   
3 Estimated range of impact acreages (hectares) for suitable and/or occupied habitat during the 30-year life of the 
requested permit for covered projects. 
General Note: Numbers may appear inconsistent due to rounding within the values portrayed. 

No significant indirect impacts are anticipated for the Pecos sunflower.  This species is found in spring-
fed desert wetlands or cienegas and such habitat can be avoided or spanned with very little right-of-way 
disturbance.  Therefore, the risk of introduction of invasive or exotic species into adjacent habitats that 
could successfully compete with the Pecos sunflower or lead to degradation of its habitat is very low.  
When revegetating rights-of-way, the Applicant will reseed disturbed soils with native species similar to 
adjacent vegetation immediately following construction to reduce potential erosion impacts, promote 
revegetation, and facilitate natural succession to promote recovery from project disturbances.  The 
Applicant will use a mix of native species unless objected to by the landowner.  Revegetation species may 
also depend on the season.  For example, winter rye may be planted in cool weather to help stabilize the 
rights-of-way and to reduce runoff.  This species would not be planted in the summer because other native 
species would be more appropriate and establish equally.  Once seasonally appropriate, the rye would be 
replaced with a mix of native species. 

4.10.1.4.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination 

Under the No-Action Alternative, the current trend relating to loss of potential habitat for the Pecos 
sunflower within the proposed Permit Area is expected to continue over the next 30 years, resulting in 
minor to moderate adverse impacts.  The Applicant will continue to build new and maintain existing 
transmission and distribution facilities within the proposed Permit Area.  New land development 
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associated with population growth in the proposed Permit Area, unrelated to the Applicant’s activities, 
could result in loss of areas of potential habitat for the Pecos sunflower through loss of spring flow due to 
increased agricultural irrigation, alteration of wetlands, and invasion of nonnative species such as salt 
cedar. 

Potential impacts to the Pecos sunflower would be mitigated on a project-by-project basis through 
individual section 10(a)(1)(B) permits and section 7 consultations (where a Federal nexus exists) with the 
Service.  Project-by-project mitigation would be more likely to occur in relatively small and scattered 
isolated patches of habitat with relatively low long-term conservation value. 

The Pecos sunflower currently occurs in Pecos and Reeves counties, both of which are within the 
proposed Permit Area.  Oncor has 46 miles (74 kilometers) totaling 893 acres (362 hectares) of existing 
electric transmission facility rights-of-way in these two counties (Table 4-5). 

Based on a review of the soil surveys for Pecos (Soil Conservation Service 1980a) and Reeves (Soil 
Conservation Service 1980b) counties, as well as U.S. Geological Survey 7.5-minute topographic maps to 
estimate the potential for crossing open water or wetlands, potential habitat may cover between 0.1 and 
1 percent of the Applicant’s existing rights-of-way for electric transmission facilities.  Therefore, the 
estimated range of potential habitat associated with existing electric transmission and distribution line 
facilities that would be impacted by operation and maintenance activities of existing facilities is between 
0.9 and 8.9 acres (0.4 and 3.6 hectares): between 0.6 and 6.2 acres (0.3 and 2.5 hectares) in Pecos County 
and between 0.3 and 2.7 acres (0.1 and 1.1 hectares) in Reeves County.   

Because of the limited and specialized habitat of the Pecos sunflower, existing populations can be avoided 
when designing and constructing new electric transmission and distribution facilities.  Field habitat 
assessment surveys of the proposed rights-of-way in areas of potential habitat, such as springs, seeps, and 
areas of deep, hydric loam soils, will be conducted by Oncor or its consultant to determine potential 
habitat prior to construction.  If the project schedule allows, presence/absence surveys will be conducted 
in areas of potential habitat, as described in the HCP.  Individual plants/populations encountered within 
the rights-of-way will be temporarily fenced off with chain-link fencing and avoided, where 
presence/absence surveys are conducted.  Clearing will be avoided or minimized in these areas.  
Populations adjacent to the rights-of-way will be avoided.  The Applicant intends that impacts to the 
Pecos sunflower from construction of new electric transmission and distribution facilities will be avoided 
through implementation of general and species-specific conservation measures discussed in the HCP.  
Because the amount of impact from covered activities for existing facilities is estimated for maximum 
potential impact and new construction impacts will be minimized, any impacts for new construction are 
accounted for within this estimate. 

Based on this, the estimated range of potential habitat associated with anticipated new construction and 
existing electric transmission and distribution facilities that would be impacted by covered activities over 
the next 30 years is shown in Table 4-5.   
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Table 4-5.  Acres (Hectares) of Potential Impact to the 
Pecos Sunflower within the Proposed Permit Area 

Facilities County 
Miles (Kilometers) 

of Facilities1 

Rights-of-Way 
Acres (Hectares) 

of Facilities2 
Acres (Hectares) of Potential Impact3 

Minimum Maximum 
Existing Pecos 32  (51) 621  (251) 0.6  (0.3) 6 (2.4) 

 Reeves 14  (23) 272  (110) 0.3  (0.1) 3 (1.2) 

  Total 46  (74) 893  (362) 0.9  (0.4) 9 (3.6) 
1 Estimated total miles of facilities (electric transmission lines) within the distribution range of the Pecos sunflower. 
2 Estimated total rights-of-way acreage (hectares) of facilities within the distribution range of the Pecos sunflower 
based on 160-foot (49-meter)-wide rights-of-way.   
3 Estimated range of impact acreages (hectares) for suitable and/or occupied habitat during the 30-year life of the 
requested permit for covered projects. 
General Note: Numbers may appear inconsistent due to rounding within the values portrayed. 

4.10.1.4.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration 

As with the No-Action Alternative, Alternative 1 would have minor to moderate adverse impacts on the 
Pecos sunflower.  Under the HCP, alteration and removal of Pecos sunflower habitat would occur within 
the proposed Permit Area.  The Applicant is applying for the maximum potential incidental take resulting 
from impacts to habitat as shown in Table 4-5.  However, the Service anticipates that the HCP may result 
in increased mitigation within the proposed Permit Area compared with the No-Action Alternative.  
Mitigation provided under the HCP (Alternative 1) would likely result in larger, contiguous tracts of land 
with greater conservation value being protected than would likely be achieved if similar acreage were 
protected on a project-by-project basis (No-Action Alternative).  Increased mitigation through compliance 
with the HCP would benefit the species by ensuring that a larger portion of the anticipated habitat loss 
over the next 30 years would be more comprehensively balanced with conservation actions, such as 
habitat protection and management.  Furthermore, compliance would be more efficient and more 
streamlined than obtaining project-by-project authorization through individual section 10(a)(1)(B) permits 
and section 7 consultations (where a Federal nexus exists) with the Service (No-Action Alternative).   

Because of the avoidance, minimization, and conservation measures described in the HCP and Appendix 
B, such as surveying the rights-of-way for these plants during their blooming period prior to clearing and 
construction activities; fencing any individual or populations encountered; spanning the plants; and in the 
case of new transmission lines, possibly rerouting the line, the proposed construction and maintenance 
activities would minimize impacts to the Pecos sunflower.   

As noted for the No-Action Alternative, the Applicant intends to avoid impact for new facilities.  
Adherence to the avoidance, minimization, and conservation measures described in the HCP would 
minimize or preclude adverse direct and indirect impacts to the Pecos sunflower from covered activities.  
Specific actions to preclude adverse direct and indirect impacts to this species from covered activities 
include, but are not limited to the following: 
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• Assessing habitat potential and/or occupancy on a project-by-project basis through coordination 
with the Service. 

• Avoiding, where possible and as appropriate for the project, impacts to populations of this 
species, its habitat, and lands managed for its conservation and recovery in completing the 
covered activities. 

• Constructing new facilities, where possible, adjacent to existing maintained rights-of-way. 

• Minimizing soil disturbance caused by covered activities and, where soil disturbance occurs in 
potential habitat, doing so when the plant species is dormant, recontouring to original grade to 
reduce hydrologic impacts, and using native soils for backfill to preserve edaphic conditions (e.g., 
soil salinity), when possible. 

• Complying with the stormwater best management practices to prevent indirect impacts from 
sedimentation, erosion, contamination, and pollution. 

• Minimizing herbicide use for vegetation control and using only appropriate herbicides and 
application methods that limit impacts on nontarget species (e.g., low-volume basal and foliar 
applications, narrow-spectrum herbicides, and herbicides with low environmental persistence) to 
minimize the potential risk of herbicide drift into adjacent populations of this species. 

• Revegetating areas disturbed by covered activities with native species, when appropriate, to 
ensure invasive plant species do not colonize, establish, and spread to adjacent habitats where 
they could outcompete, displace, and extirpate this species.  

As previously noted, the assessment of impact in Table 4-5 is intended for both existing and new 
facilities.  Thus, a total of 8.9 acres (3.6 hectares) of take is requested for the Pecos sunflower over the 30-
year life of the proposed permit.   

In instances where avoidance of populations/habitat is not possible so that incidental take, or impact, 
would occur through impacts to known occupied habitat or potential habitat, the preferred mitigation 
would be to purchase conservation credits from a Service-approved conservation bank.  If this is not an 
available option, the Applicant may coordinate with the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center or another 
Service-approved organization to discuss mitigation availability.  Priority would be given to use of 
mitigation funds for purchase of conservation lands.  To calculate the mitigation funds, the acreage of 
impacts within each county and the most recent land prices (cost per acre) within each county, will be 
determined as described in the HCP.  The mitigation ratio will be 2:1 (i.e., 2 acres of mitigation for each 
acre of impact).  Should this option be implemented, the conservation organization would be responsible 
for managing the purchased land in perpetuity.  Other potential options for use of mitigation funds may 
include habitat enhancement or restoration activities, as described in Section 2.3 and the HCP.  

If these options are not viable, the Applicant would implement the services of a Service-approved 
committee, as described in Section 2.3.  The committee will first explore the use of funding for purchase 
of land through a third party, which will be responsible for managing the land in perpetuity and as 
appropriate for the Pecos sunflower.  Management of conservation easements in perpetuity will be 
included in the purchase agreement.  If mitigation funds are not sufficient for purchase of a reasonable 
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amount of land to support the conservation of the species, the committee will determine the best use of 
the funds for the Pecos sunflower.  A Service-approved time limit for spending the mitigation funds will 
be established.  

All options require Service approval, and all mitigation will be in place prior to occurrence of the impact 
(i.e., construction through habitat).  

The Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center is a 279-acre native plant preserve located in Austin, Texas, 
that currently manages conservation programs and funds for the Pecos sunflower.  Details of the 
mitigation plan for covered species are found in Section 2.3.   

4.10.1.4.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration 

Potential impacts to the Pecos sunflower under Alternative 2 would be similar to those described for 
Alternative 1, resulting in minor to moderate adverse impacts on the Pecos sunflower.  Although the 
permit duration under Alternative 2 is extended from 30 years to 50 years, the estimate of potential 
incidental take resulting from impacts to habitat, as shown in Table 4-5, was estimated for maximum 
potential impact and therefore will account for any unexpected impact that may result from new lines.  
Because the acreage of potential Pecos sunflower habitat within the existing rights-of-way will not 
change, the estimated amount of take through habitat disturbance resulting from operation and 
maintenance activities would not change but would continue for an additional 20 years.  Thus, a total of 
8.9 acres (3.6 hectares) of impact is requested for the Pecos sunflower over the 50-year life of the 
proposed permit duration under Alternative 2.  Because of the longer permit duration (50-years), the risk 
of impact to individual plants resulting from operation and maintenance activities is greater than that 
associated with the 30-year duration (Alternative 1). 

4.10.1.5 American Burying Beetle 

Impacts to the American burying beetle would be considered significant if they were to result in one or 
more of the following: 

• The existing primary threats to the habitat used by the species were to decrease (a beneficial 
impact) or increase (an adverse impact) to a substantial degree. 

• The size of the American burying beetle population in the proposed Permit Area was to 
substantially increase (a beneficial impact) or substantially decrease (an adverse impact). 

• The recovery tasks or actions of the American burying beetle recovery plan were furthered or 
achieved (a beneficial impact) or were precluded from being implemented or achieved (an 
adverse impact). 

Potential impacts to the American burying beetle include direct mortality during construction and/or 
maintenance activities and destruction and/or modification of habitat during construction of new facilities.  
Because this species is winged and moderately mobile, it may avoid some of the construction and/or 
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maintenance activities.  Accidental leaks or spills during construction and/or maintenance could result in 
impacts to this beetle.  Adherence to the avoidance, minimization, and conservation measures would 
minimize potential direct impacts to this species from covered activities.  Overall, direct adverse impacts 
to the American burying beetle resulting from covered activities are expected to be negligible to minor.  
Specific actions to preclude direct impacts to this species include, but are not limited to, avoiding 
populations of this species, its habitat, and lands managed for its conservation and recovery while 
completing the covered activities; assessing habitat potential, occupancy, and/or likelihood therein on a 
project-by-project basis and through continued coordination with the Service; minimizing soil disturbance 
by covered activities and, where disturbance occurs, recontouring the ground to its original grade and 
using native soils for backfill to preserve edaphic conditions when possible. 

No significant indirect impacts are anticipated for the American burying beetle.  Potential indirect impacts 
include soil compaction within the rights-of-way that might, if severe enough, prevent the beetles from 
carcass burial.  Although it is unlikely that all of the rights-of-way would be impacted to such a degree.  
Clearing and revegetation of the rights-of-way could lead to the introduction of invasive or exotic species 
into adjacent habitats that could outcompete or otherwise render the habitat unsuitable for the beetle.  
Changes in soil composition, either by disturbing soil horizons or by importing soil, could indirectly 
affect this species by importing diseases or pests such as the red fire ant.  Fire ants are voracious predators 
and evidence exists that overall arthropod diversity drops in their presence (Porter and Savignano 1990, 
Vinson and Sorenson 1986).  An increase in edge habitat may lead to an increase in predators and/or 
scavengers such as the American crow, northern raccoon, foxes, and skunks, which compete with the 
American burying beetle for available carrion (Service 1991a).   

4.10.1.5.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination 

Under the No-Action Alternative, the current trend relating to loss of potential habitat for the American 
burying beetle within the proposed Permit Area is expected to continue over the next 30 years, resulting 
in negligible to minor adverse impacts.  The Applicant will continue to build new and maintain existing 
transmission and distribution facilities within the proposed Permit Area.  New land development 
associated with population growth in the proposed Permit Area would impact areas of potential habitat for 
the American burying beetle.  Habitat could be replaced with impervious cover or pasture grasses such as 
bermudagrass and lovegrass. 

Potential impacts to the American burying beetle would be mitigated on a project-by-project basis 
through individual section 10(a)(1)(B) permits and section 7 consultations (where a Federal nexus exists) 
with the Service.  Mitigation would be on a project-by-project basis and more likely to occur for relatively 
small and isolated patches of habitat with relatively low long-term conservation value. 

Within the proposed Permit Area, the American burying beetle is restricted to Lamar and Red River 
counties, where Oncor has 196 miles (315 kilometers) totaling 3,801 acres (1,539 hectares) of existing 
electric transmission facility rights-of-way (Table 4-6).  The American burying beetle is thought to be a 
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habitat generalist.  While habitat requirements are not fully understood at this time, biologists believe that 
the species prefers various types of habitat undisturbed by human influence, including oak-pine 
woodland, oak-hickory forest, open grassland, and edge habitat.  Based on on-the-ground habitat 
assessments conducted in the field by qualified biologists and such diverse habitat requirements, 20 to 
80 percent of the Applicant’s existing rights-of-way may qualify as potential habitat, meaning that 
between 760 and 3,041 acres (308 and 1,231 hectares) of Oncor’s existing electric transmission facility 
rights-of-way may be potential habitat and could be impacted by operation and maintenance of the 
existing transmission and distribution facilities (see Table 4-6).   

Based on construction of a new (future) 60-mile (97-kilometer)-long 345-kV electric transmission line 
(1,164 acres [471 hectares]), all of which passes through potential habitat areas with unavoidable impacts 
at an estimated rate of 20 to 80 percent on the new rights-of-way, between 233 and 931 acres (94 and 
377 hectares) of potential habitat would be impacted by construction of new facilities over 30 years (see 
Table 4-6).   

Based on this, the estimated range of potential habitat associated with anticipated new construction and 
existing electric transmission and distribution facilities that would be impacted by covered activities over 
the next 30 years is shown in Table 4-6.   

Table 4-6.  Acres (Hectares) of Potential Impact to the 
American Burying Beetle within the Proposed Permit Area (No-Action and Alternative 1) 

Facilities County 
Miles (Kilometers) 

of Facilities1 

Rights-of-Way 
Acres (Hectares) 

of Facilities2 

Acres (Hectares) of Potential Impact3 

Minimum Maximum 
Existing Lamar 150 (241) 2,909 (1,178) 582 (236) 2,327 (942) 

 Red River 46 (74) 892 (361) 178 (72) 714 (289) 

  Total 196 (315) 3,801 (1,539) 760 (308) 3,041 (1,231) 

Future Direct 60 (97) 1,164 (471) 233 (94) 931 (377) 

TOTAL  
256 (412) 4,965 (2,009) 993 (402) 3,972 (1,608) 

1 Estimated total miles of facilities (electric transmission lines) within the distribution range of the American burying 
beetle. 
2 Estimated total rights-of-way acreage (hectares) of facilities within the distribution range of the American burying 
beetle based on 160-foot (49-meter)-wide rights-of-way.   
3 Estimated range of impact acreages (hectares) for suitable and/or occupied habitat during the 30-year life of the 
requested permit for covered projects. 
General Note: Numbers may appear inconsistent due to rounding within the values portrayed. 

4.10.1.5.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration 

As with the No-Action Alternative, Alternative 1 would have negligible to minor adverse impacts on the 
American burying beetle.  Under the HCP, alteration and removal of American burying beetle habitat 
would occur within the proposed Permit Area.  The Applicant is applying for the maximum potential 
incidental take resulting from impacts to habitat shown in Table 4-6.  However, the Service anticipates 
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that the HCP (Alternative 1) may increase benefits to the beetle resulting from mitigation within the 
proposed Permit Area compared with the No-Action Alternative since the mitigation provided under the 
HCP would likely result in larger, contiguous tracts of land with greater conservation value being 
protected than would likely be achieved if similar acreage were protected on a project-by-project basis 
(No-Action Alternative).  Increased mitigation through ESA compliance would benefit the species by 
ensuring that a larger portion of the anticipated habitat loss over the next 30 years would be more 
comprehensively balanced with conservation actions, such as habitat protection and management of 
habitat.  Furthermore, compliance under the HCP would be more efficient and more streamlined than 
obtaining project-by-project authorization through individual section 10(a)(1)(B) permits and section 7 
consultations (where a Federal nexus exists) with the Service. 

Adherence to the avoidance, minimization, and conservation measures described in the HCP and 
Appendix B would minimize or preclude adverse direct and indirect impacts to the American burying 
beetle.  Specific actions to preclude adverse direct and indirect impacts to this species from covered 
activities include, but are not limited to the following: 

• Assessing habitat potential and/or occupancy on a project-by-project basis through coordination 
with the Service. 

• Avoiding, where possible and as appropriate for the project, impacts to populations of this 
species, its habitat, and lands managed for its conservation and recovery in completing the 
covered activities. 

• Minimizing soil disturbance by covered activities and where disturbance occurs, recontouring the 
ground to its original grade and using native soils for backfill to preserve edaphic conditions and 
to reduce the risk of red fire ant introduction. 

• Minimizing vehicular traffic in completing covered activities and controlling access to prevent 
future vehicular traffic unrelated to covered activities which unabated would otherwise cause soil 
compaction and reduced habitat suitability. 

• Minimizing habitat fragmentation where suitable or potential habitat cannot be avoided by 
paralleling other existing rights-of-way. 

• Limiting the clearing of access roads outside of the rights-of-way to only where absolutely 
necessary. 

• Trimming or topping taller trees adjacent to the rights-of-way to the minimum necessary amount 
required for compliance with National Safety Codes and removing such trees only when they 
qualify as danger trees. 

A total of 3,972 acres (1,608 hectares) of take is requested for the American burying beetle over the 30-
year life of the proposed period (see Table 4-6).  

In instances where avoidance of populations/habitat is not possible so that take would occur through 
impacts to known occupied habitat or potential habitat, the Applicant will provide mitigation funds.  The 
acreage of impact within Lamar and Red River counties and the most recent land prices (cost per acre) 
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within each county will be determined as described in the HCP.  The mitigation structure for the 
American burying beetle is based upon the beetle presence and potential impacts of the covered activities 
as described in the HCP.  Accordingly, the mitigation ratio will be 1:1 (i.e., 1 acre of mitigation for 1 acre 
of impact).  Due to time constraints, it is anticipated that the Applicant will typically assume American 
burying beetle presence in potential habitat, implement conservation measures, and mitigate for 
unavoidable impacts.  As such, covered activities under this HCP are likely to provide assurance of 
conservation benefits for the American burying beetle by mitigating for impacts to unoccupied habitat.   

Preferred mitigation would be to purchase conservation credits from a Service-approved conservation 
bank.  If this is not an available option, the Applicant may coordinate directly with a conservation 
organization such as The Nature Conservancy and the Service to discuss potential mitigation availability.  
The Service Oklahoma Ecological Services Field Office has a Memorandum of Understanding with The 
Nature Conservancy establishing and for managing a conservation fund for the American burying beetle.  
For instance, the Applicant may review past activities that have been implemented by The Nature 
Conservancy for the conservation of the beetles and select one of those options for continued 
conservation, with Service approval.  Other potential uses of the mitigation funds  include land 
acquisition (fee simple purchase and conservation easements), or financial support for management or 
restoration activities by The Nature Conservancy, or other nonprofit organizations, on existing or 
acquired lands for American burying beetle habitat improvement.  One such example would be 
contribution of funds for habitat acquisition at the Lennox Woods Preserve—a 275-acre preserve for this 
species managed by The Nature Conservancy in Red River County in northeast Texas.  All mitigation 
activities will be completed before the commencement of disturbance activities that would result in take.  
Details of the mitigation plan for covered species are found in Section 2.3. 

4.10.1.5.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration 

Potential impacts to American burying beetle under Alternative 2 would be similar to those described for 
Alternative 1, resulting in minor to moderate adverse impacts on American burying beetle.  However, the 
permit duration under Alternative 2 is extended from 30 years to 50 years.  As a result, a greater degree of 
impacts to American burying beetle may occur under Alternative 2 due to the increased period in which 
construction and maintenance-related impacts could occur under the authorization of the incidental take 
permit.  It should be noted that because the acreage of potential American burying beetle habitat within 
the existing rights-of-way will not change, the estimated amount of take through habitat disturbance from 
operation and maintenance activities would not change but would continue for an additional 20 years.  
Because of the longer permit duration (50-years), the risk of impact to individuals from operation and 
maintenance activities is greater than that associated with a 30-year duration (Alternative 1).  Table 4-7 
provides the increased, estimated range of potential habitat impacts to American burying beetle, 
associated with the proposed new (future) projects constructed within potential habitat, which have been 
proportionally increased to account for the 20-year extended permit duration.  This proportional increase 
assumes the values provided in Table 4-6 represent a 30-year permit duration.  A total of 4,587 acres 
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(1,857 hectares) of take is requested for American burying beetle over the 50-year life of the proposed 
permit duration under Alternative 2 (see Table 4-7). 

Table 4-7.  Acres (Hectares) of Potential Impact to the American Burying Beetle  
within the Proposed Permit Area Under Alternative 2 

Facilities County 
Miles (Kilometers) 

of Facilities1 

Rights-of-Way 
Acres (Hectares) of 

Facilities2 

Acres (Hectares) of Potential Impact3 

Minimum Maximum 
Existing Lamar 150 (241) 2,909 (1,178) 582 (236) 2,327 (942) 

 
Red River 46 (74) 892 (361) 178 (72) 714 (289) 

  Total 196 (315) 3,801 (1,539) 760 (308) 3,041 (1,231) 

Future Direct 99.6 (161) 1,932 (782) 387 (156) 1,546 (626) 

TOTAL 
 

452 (476) 5,733 (2,321) 1,147 (464) 4,587 (1,857) 
1 Estimated total miles of facilities (electric transmission lines) within the distribution range of the American burying 
beetle. 
2 Estimated total rights-of-way acreage (hectares) of facilities within the distribution range of the American burying 
beetle based on 160-foot (49-meter)-wide rights-of-way.   
3 Estimated range of impact acreages (hectares) for suitable and/or occupied habitat during the 30-year life of the 
requested permit for covered projects. 
General Note: Numbers may appear inconsistent due to rounding within the values portrayed. 

4.10.1.6 Houston Toad 

Impacts to the Houston toad would be considered significant if they were to result in one or more of the 
following: 

• The existing primary threats to the habitat used by the species were to decrease (a beneficial 
impact) or increase (an adverse impact) to a substantial degree.   

• The size of the Houston toad population in the proposed Permit Area was to substantially increase 
(a beneficial impact) or substantially decrease (an adverse impact). 

• The recovery tasks or actions of the Houston toad recovery plan were furthered or achieved (a 
beneficial impact) or were precluded from being implemented or achieved (an adverse impact). 

Potential impacts resulting from the covered activities include injury or death of individual Houston toads 
and destruction or modification of habitat.  Injury and/or death could occur as a result of vehicle or 
equipment strikes, from Houston toads being unearthed during ground-disturbing activities and Houston 
toad eggs and/or tadpoles being destroyed if breeding and/or nursery sites are damaged.  While these 
impacts would be more likely to occur during construction of new electric transmission and distribution 
facilities, they could also potentially occur during some maintenance and/or repair projects, but to a lesser 
degree.  However, by minimizing project activities during the breeding season when Houston toads are 
widespread and not concentrated at the breeding sites, vehicular mortality and mortality caused by 
unearthing a Houston toad during excavation activities are expected to be low.  Because water 
management zones establishing a 50-foot (9.9-meter) buffer from water features such as stream channels, 
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ponds, wetlands, springs, or seeps (i.e., potential breeding sites) in which activities that could result in 
pollution of a potential breeding site will be prohibited, activities conducted in potential toad habitat 
outside of the breeding season are not expected to alter the number of potential breeding sites or deter the 
Houston toads from breeding. 

It is currently unknown what impact the extreme drought conditions during 2011 and the recent fires 
(September 2011) in the Bastrop area have had on the Houston toad.  The Service has expressed concern 
about the status of the species, especially since the drought could continue into 2012 (C. Williams, the 
Service, pers. comm. to D. Green, Atkins October 2011).  Impacts of these concurrent events on the 
Houston toad could include mortality, habitat loss, and a reduction in prey availability. 

Construction of new electric transmission and distribution facilities, which typically involves vegetation 
removal, ground-clearing activities, and soil disturbance and/or compaction would have the potential to 
destroy or modify the habitat, rendering it less suitable for Houston toads and reducing the species’ 
viability.  Such modification and/or destruction will include habitat fragmentation and locally altering 
native vegetation and soils such that resources required by the Houston toad could be eliminated or the 
habitat could become more favorable to competing species such as the Gulf Coast toad or Woodhouse’s 
toad.  However, significant habitat fragmentation is unlikely to result from the covered activities because 
work areas are expected to continue to possess habitat value and the clearing would only be in narrow 
swaths. 

While existing facilities such as substations and switching stations do not provide habitat, ongoing uses 
and/or activities could impact individuals migrating or moving to adjacent habitat areas, especially during 
the breeding season, if such habitat occurs nearby.  Maintenance activities are not expected to affect 
Houston toad habitat long term, although some maintenance activities could result in minor, localized but 
temporary decreases in the quality of foraging and sheltering habitat. 

Apart from some soil compaction, disturbance associated with the covered activities are not expected to 
significantly alter the soil profiles such that the Houston toads would be unable to burrow for aestivation 
and/or hibernation.  Given the minimal area that would be impacted by the proposed activities, any 
temporary decrease in the amount of potential sheltering area available is not considered significant. 

Critical habitat for the Houston toad occurs in Bastrop and Burleson Counties, of which Bastrop is the 
only county located within the Permit Area.  No existing electric transmission or distribution facilities are 
located within this critical habitat and no new electric transmission or distribution facilities will be built 
within this critical habitat.  Therefore, no direct impacts to critical habitat for this species from the 
covered activities will occur.  Overall, direct adverse impacts to the Houston toad resulting from covered 
activities are expected to be minor to moderate. 

No significant indirect impacts are anticipated for the Houston toad.  Vegetation clearing in potential toad 
habitat can result in changes in the arthropod community on the forest floor (which comprises the 
Houston toad’s food supply) and desiccation of adult and juvenile Houston toads.  Given the Houston 
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toad’s population levels are so low, any effects from vegetation clearing, even temporary ones, could be 
devastating to the species.  Vegetation clearing may also result in localized increased densities of fire 
ants.  This may in turn lead to less availability of prey items for the toad or increased rates of predation on 
the toadlets by fire ants.  Herbicides may also lead to a reduction in the availability of prey.  However, 
herbicide and pesticide use will be prohibited in water management zones.  During and immediately 
following construction of new facilities, prey would likely be unavailable or less available in the disturbed 
areas.  Prey would remain more available in areas where only maintenance activities are being performed.  
Nevertheless, it is expected that the terrestrial invertebrates on which the Houston toad feeds would 
eventually reoccupy the disturbed areas and the toad would ultimately be expected to feed there.  After 
construction, the rights-of-way would be revegetated per the landowner’s wishes.  Unless landowners 
object, the Applicant will revegetate the rights-of-way with native species.  Species used for revegetation 
may also depend on the season.  For example, winter rye may be planted in cool weather to help stabilize 
the rights-of-way and to reduce runoff.  This species would not be planted in the summer because other 
native species would be more appropriate and establish equally.  Once seasonally appropriate, the rye 
would be replaced with a mix of native species. 

If the landowner objects to native species revegetation, the rights-of-way may be revegetated with 
nonnative vegetation.  Depending on the species selected by the landowner, the nonnative vegetation, 
such as bermudagrass (Cynodon spp.) would potentially inhibit the Houston toad’s ability to burrow and 
disperse both within the rights-of-way and in adjacent habitat if the new vegetation encroaches there.  
Habitat fragmentation or alteration could potentially increase the opportunity for the Houston toad to 
hybridize with competitive species such as the Gulf Coast toad or Woodhouse’s toad.  Disease could also 
be potentially introduced with soils brought in offsite for fill.  Given current population levels, the 
Houston toad may no longer be able to withstand the burden of competition and disease. 

Critical habitat for the Houston toad occurs in Bastrop and Burleson counties.  In Bastrop County, no 
existing electric transmission or distribution facilities are located or will be built within this critical 
habitat.  Burleson County is located outside the proposed Permit Area.  Therefore, no impacts to critical 
habitat for this species from the covered activities will occur. 

4.10.1.6.1 No-Action Alternative: Individual Coordination 

Under the No-Action Alternative, the current trend relating to loss of potential habitat for the Houston 
toad within the proposed Permit Area is expected to continue over the next 30 years, resulting in minor to 
moderate adverse impacts.  The Applicant will continue to build new and maintain existing transmission 
and distribution facilities within the proposed Permit Area.  Considering that several HCPs for the 
Houston toad within the proposed Permit Area have been approved by the Service, new land development 
associated with population growth in the proposed Permit Area outside of the Applicant’s activities are 
likely to be compliant with the ESA, thus reducing potential future impacts to the toad.  However, areas 
of potential habitat for the Houston toad could still be replaced with impervious cover, cropland, 
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pastureland, and especially grasses such as bermudagrass, which would make movement of the Houston 
toads between their burrows and breeding ponds more difficult. 

Potential impacts to the Houston toad resulting from covered activities would be mitigated on a project-
by-project basis through individual section 10(a)(1)(B) permits and section 7 consultations (where a 
Federal nexus exists) with the Service.  Because mitigation would be on a project-by-project basis, it 
would be more likely to occur in relatively small and isolated patches of habitat with relatively low long-
term conservation value. 

Oncor currently has 261 miles (420 kilometers) totaling 5,062 acres (2,049 hectares) of existing electric 
transmission facility rights-of-way within the range of the Houston toad in the proposed Permit Area 
(Table 4-8).  Between 74 and 411 acres (30 and 166 hectares) of potential Houston toad habitat could be 
directly impacted by the operation and maintenance of the Applicant’s existing electric transmission and 
distribution facilities within the proposed Permit Area.  The basis for these estimates is discussed in the 
HCP.   

Table 4-8.  Acres (Hectares) of Potential Impact to 
the Houston Toad within the Proposed Permit Area (No-Action and Alternative 1) 

Facilities County 
Miles (Kilometers) 

of Facilities1 

Rights-of-Way 
Acres (Hectares) 

of Facilities2 

Acres (Hectares) of Potential Impact3 

Minimum Maximum 
Existing Bastrop 9 (14) 175 (71) 2 (1) 9 (4) 

 
Lee 11 (18) 213 (86) 2 (1) 4 (2) 

 
Leon 121 (195) 2,347 (950) 47 (19) 258 (104) 

 
Milam 104 (167) 2,017 (817) 20 (8) 121 (49) 

 Robertson 16 (26) 310 (126) 3 (1) 19 (8) 

  Total 
Existing 

261 (420) 5,062 (2,049) 74 (30) 411 (166) 

Future Direct 100 (161) 1,939 (785) 17 (7) 213 (86) 

 
Indirect 100 (161) 1,939 (785) 1 (0.4) 11 (4) 

  Total 
Future 

100 (161) 1,939 (785) 18 (7.4) 224 (90) 

TOTAL  
361 (581) 7,001 (2,835) 92 (37) 635 (257) 

Total Adjusted per Service Request4     100 (40) 
1 Estimated total miles of facilities (electric transmission lines) within the distribution range of the Houston toad. 
2 Estimated total rights-of-way acreage (hectares) of facilities within the distribution range of the Houston toad based 
on 160-foot (49-meter)-wide rights-of-way.   
3 Estimated range of impact acreages (hectares) for suitable and/or occupied habitat during the 30-year life of the 
requested permit for covered projects. 
4 The Applicant’s original estimated impact was 635 acres (257 hectares).  However, due to recent concerns 
expressed by the Service regarding the existing Houston toad population, the Applicant has reduced the estimated 
impact to 100 acres (40 hectares). 
General Note: Numbers may appear inconsistent due to rounding within the values portrayed. 
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Between 17 and 213 acres (7 and 86 hectares) of potential habitat may be directly impacted as a result of 
constructing new facilities.  This estimate is based on construction of a new 345-kV electric transmission 
line, 100 miles (161 kilometers) or 1,939 acres (785 hectares) of which may pass through potential habitat 
areas, with an estimated 1 to 11 percent of the new rights-of-way impacting potential habitat.  These 
percentages are based on the lowest minimum percentage (Lee County) and the highest maximum 
percentage (Leon County) estimated for Oncor’s existing facilities.  Estimates of encroached potential 
habitat on the Applicant’s existing rights-of-way established before the ESA or listing of many of the 
current protected species are representative of the amount of potential habitat that might be encountered 
on new rights-of-way. 

In the Utilities HCP for the Houston toad (Service 2004d), 5 percent of the potential habitat was added for 
potential edge/indirect effects of newly constructed rights-of-way.  Using this figure of 5 percent, between 
1 and 11 acres (0.4 and 4 hectares) of potential habitat may be indirectly impacted as a result of 
constructing new facilities.   

Based on this, the estimated range of potential habitat associated with anticipated new construction and 
maintenance of existing electric transmission and distribution facilities that would be impacted by 
covered activities over the next 30 years is shown in Table 4-8. 

4.10.1.6.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration 

As with the No-Action Alternative, Alternative 1 would have minor to moderate adverse impacts on the 
Houston toad.  The Applicant is applying for the maximum potential incidental take resulting from 
impacts to habitat shown in Table 4-8.  However, the Service anticipates that the HCP may increase the 
value of mitigation achieved through ESA compliance within the proposed Permit Area compared with 
the No-Action Alternative.  Mitigation provided under the HCP (Alternative 1) would likely result in 
larger, contiguous tracts of land with greater conservation value being protected than would likely be 
achieved if similar acreage were protected on a project-by-project basis (No-Action Alternative).  
Increased mitigation under the HCP would benefit the species by ensuring that a larger portion of the 
anticipated habitat loss over the next 30 years would be comprehensively balanced with conservation 
actions, such as habitat protection and management.  Furthermore, under the HCP, compliance would be 
more efficient and more streamlined than obtaining project-by-project authorization through individual 
section 10(a)(1)(B) permits and section 7 consultations (where a Federal nexus exists) with the Service.   

Like any species that depends on water for a part of its life cycle, accidental leaks or spills during 
construction or maintenance could result in impacts to the Houston toad and this species is particularly 
vulnerable to pollutants.  Adherence to the avoidance, minimization, and conservation measures described 
in the HCP and Appendix B, such as avoiding potential habitat where practical, utilizing existing rights-
of-way, minimizing the number of activities being performed during the Houston toad’s breeding season, 
revegetating with native species, and implementing stormwater best management practices would all help 
to minimize impacts to the Houston toad. 
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Specific actions to preclude adverse direct and indirect impacts to this species include, but are not limited 
to the following: 

• Assessing habitat potential and/or occupancy on a project-by-project basis through coordination 
with the Service. 

• Avoiding, where possible and as appropriate for the project, impacts to populations of this 
species, its habitat, and lands managed for its conservation and recovery in completing the 
covered activities. 

• Minimizing soil disturbance by covered activities and where disturbance occurs, recontouring the 
ground to its original grade and using native soils for backfill to preserve edaphic conditions and 
to reduce the risk of red fire ant introduction. 

• Complying with the stormwater best management practices to prevent indirect impacts from 
sedimentation, erosion, contamination, and pollution. 

• Minimizing herbicide use for vegetation control and using only appropriate herbicides and 
application methods that limit impacts on nontarget species (e.g., low-volume basal and foliar 
applications, narrow-spectrum herbicides, and herbicides with low environmental persistence) to 
minimize the potential risk of herbicide drift into adjacent populations of this species. 

• Revegetating areas disturbed by covered activities with native species, when not objected to by 
the landowner, to ensure invasive plant species do not colonize and establish in the rights-of-way 
and spread to adjacent habitats.  

• When covered projects are proposed in counties identified as within the range of this species 
within the proposed Permit Area (i.e., Bastrop, Lee, Leon, Milam, and Robertson counties), the 
Applicant will meet with the Service early in the planning phases of the project since many 
recovery and reintroduction activities will be ongoing. 

• If feasible, clearing/construction will be completed outside the breeding season (January 1 
through June 30).  If clearing/construction occurs during the breeding season, a qualified 
federally permitted biologist will survey the area for toads no more than 10 minutes ahead of the 
clearing/construction activities. 

In instances where avoidance of populations/habitat is not possible so that take would occur through 
impacts to known occupied habitat or potential habitat, the Applicant will provide mitigation funds.  A 
total of 100 acres (40 hectares) of take is requested for the Houston toad over the 30-year life of the 
permit (see Table 4-8).  Given the current low population levels, the mitigation structure for impacts to 
Houston toad habitat under this HCP will be 3:1 (i.e., 3 acres of conservation credit for 1 acre of impact), 
with no compensatory ratio adjustments based on the degree of impact for covered activities.  Assumed 
Houston toad presence and consequent mitigation where unavoidable impacts to suitable habitat occur 
will ensure mitigation for all potential impacts but inherently will also likely overclassify occupied 
habitat.  Whereas the acquisition of conservation credits will protect in perpetuity large contiguous tracts 
of optimal habitat, impacts from covered activities will likely affect fragmented, lower-quality habitat that 
supports isolated populations at lower densities.  Avoidance, minimization, and conservation measures 
proposed under the HCP will likely reduce impacts to the Houston toad. 



 

100005805/100190 4-53 

Purchase of conservation credits from a Service-approved conservation bank (e.g., Capitol Area Council Boy 
Scouts of America Griffith League Ranch) will be the preferred mitigation strategy, should such credits be 
available.  Should conservation credits be unavailable from a Service-approved conservation bank at the time 
preceding the covered activities for which they are required, the Applicant will either coordinate directly with a 
conservation organization to discuss mitigation options, with priority given to purchase of conservation lands, or 
implement the services of a committee, as described in Section 2.3.  In such cases, mitigation funds will be 
determined using the acreage of impact and the most recent land prices (cost per acre) within each county in 
which the activities will occur.  The mitigation cost will be a summation of the total acreage impacted (as 
determined by qualified biologists) multiplied by the most current cost per acre (as determined by the Applicant 
or Applicant-contracted right-of-way agents) in each county and the proposed per acre land valuation-based 
mitigation ratio of 3:1 for potential habitat with assumed presence.  Whichever mitigation option is selected, it 
will be put in place before any disturbance activities by the Applicant commence.  Details of the mitigation plan 
for covered species are found in Section 2.3. 

4.10.1.6.3  Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration 

Potential impacts to the Houston toad under Alternative 2 would be similar to those described for 
Alternative 1, resulting in minor to moderate adverse impacts on the Houston toad.  However, the permit 
duration under Alternative 2 is extended from 30 years to 50 years.  As a result, a greater degree of 
impacts to the Houston toad may occur under Alternative 2 due to the increased period in which 
construction and maintenance-related impacts could occur under the authorization of the incidental take 
permit.  It should be noted that because the acreage of potential Houston toad habitat within the existing 
rights-of-way will not change, the estimated amount of take through habitat disturbance from operation 
and maintenance activities would not change but would continue for an additional 20 years.  Because of 
the longer permit duration (50-years), the risk of impact to individuals from operation and maintenance 
activities is greater than that associated with a 30-year duration (Alternative 1).  Table 4-9 provides the 
increased, estimated range of potential habitat impacts to the Houston toad, associated with the proposed 
new (future) projects constructed within potential habitat, which have been proportionally increased to 
account for the 20-year extended permit duration.  This proportional increase assumes the values provided 
in Table 4-8 represent a 30-year permit duration.  A total of 167 acres (68 hectares) of take is requested 
for the Houston toad over the 50-year life of the proposed permit duration under Alternative 2 (see Table 
4-9). 

4.10.1.7 Whooping Crane 

Impacts to the whooping crane would be considered significant if they were to result in one or more of the 
following: 

• The existing primary threats to the wetland stopover habitat used by the species during migration 
would decrease (a beneficial impact) or increase (an adverse impact) to a substantial degree. 

• The size of the whooping crane population would substantially increase (a beneficial impact) or 
substantially decrease (an adverse impact). 
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• The recovery tasks or actions of the whooping crane recovery plan were furthered or achieved (a 
beneficial impact) or were precluded from being implemented or achieved (an adverse impact). 

Table 4-9.  Acres (Hectares) of Potential Impact to the Houston Toad  
Within the Proposed Permit Area Under Alternative 2 

Facilities County 
Miles (Kilometers) 

of Facilities1 

Rights-of-Way 
Acres (Hectares) of 

Facilities2 

Acres (Hectares) of Potential Impact3 

Minimum Maximum 
Existing Bastrop 9 (14) 175 (71) 2 (1) 9 (4) 

 
Lee 11 (18) 213 (86) 2 (1) 4 (2) 

 
Leon 121 (195) 2,347 (950) 47 (19) 258 (104) 

 
Milam 104 (167) 2,017 (817) 20 (8) 121 (49) 

 
Robertson 16 (26) 310 (126) 3 (1) 19 (8) 

  Total 261 (420) 5,062 (2,049) 74 (30) 411 (166) 

Future Direct 166 (267) 3,218 (1,303) 28 (12) 354 (143) 

 
Indirect 166 (267) 3,218 (1,303) 2 (0.8) 18 (7) 

  Total 166 (267) 3,218 (1,303) 30 (12.8) 372 (150) 

TOTAL 
 

427 (687) 8,280 (3,352) 104 (42.8) 783 (316) 

Total Adjusted per Service Request4     167 (68) 
1 Estimated total miles of facilities (electric transmission lines) within the distribution range of the Houston toad. 
2 Estimated total rights-of-way acreage (hectares) of facilities within the distribution range of the Houston toad based 
on a total 160-foot (49-meter)-wide rights-of-way.   
3 Estimated range of impact acreages (hectares) for suitable and/or occupied habitat during the 30-year life of the 
requested permit for covered projects. 
4The Applicant’s original estimated impact was 783 acres (316 hectares).  However, due to recent concerns 
expressed by the Service regarding the existing Houston toad population, the Applicant has reduced the estimated 
impact to 167 acres (68 hectares) under Alternative 2. 
General Note: Numbers may appear inconsistent due to rounding within the values portrayed. 

The proposed Permit Area lies within the migration corridor for this species and the whooping cranes' 
spring/fall migration records have been documented for 52 counties within the proposed Permit Area 
(Austin and Richert 2001, Howe 1989, Oberholser 1974, Pulich 1988).  During migration, which usually 
takes place during the daytime, whooping cranes ride the thermals and use favorable tailwinds, attaining 
speeds of up to 62 miles (100 kilometers) per hour and heights up to 6,200 feet (1,890 meters), which is 
much higher than the Oncor facilities.  However, whooping cranes make frequent (seven to nine [Kuyt 
1992]) stops to feed and rest during migration, and may become vulnerable to collision with powerlines 
when they descend from their normal flying altitudes of 1,000 to 6,000 feet (305 to 1,829 meters) and 
approach their stopover points.  During this period, whooping cranes sometimes fly for several miles at 
very low altitude because of a lack of thermal updrafts.  These lower altitude flights generally occur in the 
morning or late in the day, when low light levels may also be a problem.  Occasionally whooping cranes 
migrate during the night, increasing the risk for collision.  Collisions with powerlines are the greatest 
known source of mortality for fledged whooping cranes and have accounted for the death or serious injury 
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of at least 45 whooping cranes since 1956, most of which have involved distribution lines (Stehn and 
Wassenich 2008). 

While they will utilize a variety of habitats for foraging and roosting during these stops, whooping cranes 
seem to prefer isolated sites away from human activities.  Habitat types utilized during migration include 
freshwater marshes, wet prairies, inland lakes, small farm ponds, upland grain fields, and riverine 
systems.  Shallow flooded palustrine wetlands are used for roosting, while croplands and emergent 
wetlands are used for feeding.  Riverine habitats, such as submerged sandbars, are also often used for 
roosting.  Most wetlands used for roosting are within 0.62 mile (1 kilometer) of a suitable feeding area 
and Whooping cranes will often make low-level flights between the two areas.  Whooping cranes have an 
unpredictable pattern of stopover habitat use and may not use the same stopover sites annually.  
Whooping cranes are largely diurnal migrants and often stop wherever they happen to be late in the day 
when they find conditions no longer suitable for migration.  However, some areas are used on a regular 
basis and would be considered traditional stopover sites.  Whooping cranes may spend several days at a 
stopover point (Armbruster 1990, Campbell 2003, CWS and the Service 2007, Howe 1987, 1989, Lewis 
1995, Lingle et al. 1991, Service 2009a). 

Despite avoidance, minimization, and conservation measures, the possibility of collisions with the 
Applicant’s existing and new transmission and distribution lines exists.  However, the likelihood appears 
to be relatively low based on past records and observations and the adverse impact over the next 30 years 
in the proposed Permit Area is expected to be minor to moderate and contingent on collision occurrences 
and the effectiveness of minimization and mitigation efforts to prevent such an event. 

In addition to direct impacts from powerlines, whooping cranes may avoid suitable stopover points 
because of the proximity of powerlines.  The avoidance of stopover habitat by cranes may force them to 
use suboptimal habitat or fly farther to find more suitable habitat (Service 2009a).  Because of their 
limited distribution in the proposed Permit Area, the avoidance of wetland areas during the construction 
of new transmission and distribution facilities and the conservation measures described in the HCP and 
Appendix B, no indirect impacts are anticipated for the whooping crane. 

The proposed Permit Area lies within the migration corridor for this species, and whooping crane 
spring/fall migration records have been documented for many counties within the proposed Permit Area 
(Austin and Richert 2001, Howe 1989, Oberholser 1974, Pulich 1988).  The Applicant currently has 
4,804 miles (7,730 kilometers) of existing electric transmission line in the proposed Permit Area that is 
within the 180-mile (290-kilometer) whooping crane migration corridor, defined by the Service to include 
95 percent of confirmed sightings (Table 4-10). 

It is unknown at the present time how many of the Applicant’s existing electrical facilities are in the 
vicinity of suitable stopover areas.  Information on known stopover areas in Texas is limited.  As 
previously noted, use of stopover habitat is random and often a matter of convenience.  On the other hand, 
whooping cranes may spend several days at a stopover point.  It is also unknown if the Applicant’s 
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current facilities are having a direct impact since the Applicant has no documentation of past whooping 
crane collisions.  Federal and State records of whooping crane sightings in migration, which began 
through the Cooperative Whooping Crane Tracking Project in 1975 and incorporate historic sightings 
dating as far back as 1943, do not document the occurrence of any whooping crane injuries sustained 
through collision with the Applicant’s existing facilities.   

It is also unknown if the Applicant’s current facilities are having an indirect impact on the species.  
Whooping cranes may avoid suitable stopover points because of the proximity of powerlines.  The 
avoidance of stopover habitat by cranes may force them to use suboptimal habitat or fly farther to find 
more suitable habitat (Armbruster 1990, Campbell 2003, CWS and the Service 2007, Howe 1987, 1989, 
Lewis 1995, Lingle et al. 1991, Service 2009a).  The zone of influence for whooping crane avoidance of 
powerlines is suggested to be on the scale of 100 meters or greater and lower than for features such as 
roads, bridges, single dwellings, and urban areas (Armbruster 1990).  Therefore, indirect avoidance costs 
for suitable stopover habitat in proximity to powerlines should result in minimal flight extension and 
selection of suboptimal habitat, assuming stopover habitat quality is clustered on the landscape.  

Table 4-10.  Miles (Kilometers) of Existing Facilities within the 
Whooping Crane Migration Corridor for the Proposed Permit Area 

Facilities County 

% County in 
Migration 
Corridor 

Miles 
(Kilometers) 
of Facilities1 County 

% County 
in Migration 

Corridor 

Miles 
(Kilometers) 
of Facilities1 

Existing Archer 100 189 (304) Jack 100 91 (146) 

 
Bastrop 100 9 (14) Johnson 100 160 (257) 

 
Baylor 100 41 (66) Kaufman 46 68 (109) 

 
Bell 100 241 (388) Lee 100 11 (18) 

 
Bosque 100 44 (71) Leon 67 81 (130) 

 
Brown 96 76 (122) Limestone 100 39 (63) 

 Clay 100 99 (159) McLennan 100 226 (364) 

 
Collin 56 151 (243) Milam 100 104 (167) 

 
Comanche 100 109 (175) Mills 100 19 (31) 

 
Cooke 100 86 (138) Montague 100 29 (47) 

 
Coryell 100 7 (11) Navarro 98 233 (375) 

 
Dallas 100 516 (830) Palo Pinto 100 72 (116) 

 
Denton 100 126 (203) Parker 100 174 (280) 

 Eastland 100 99 (159) Robertson 100 16 (26) 

 
Ellis 100 241 (388) Shackelford 99 36 (58) 

 
Erath 100 108 (174) Somervell 100 21 (34) 

 
Freestone 82 124 (200) Stephens 100 111 (179) 

 
Grayson 41 85 (137) Tarrant 100 360 (579) 

 
Henderson 7 14 (23) Throckmorton 100 37 (60) 

 
Hill 100 179 (288) Wichita 100 173 (278) 

 
Hood 100 72 (116) Wise 100 127 (204) 

Total Existing Miles (Kilometers):  
  

    4,804  (7,730) 
1Estimated total miles (kilometers) of facilities (electric transmission lines) within the 180-mile whooping crane 
migration corridor calculated from transmission line extent in county and percent of county in migration corridor. 
General Note: Numbers may appear inconsistent due to rounding within the values portrayed. 
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4.10.1.7.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination 

Under the No-Action Alternative, the current trend relating to loss of potential wetland stopover habitat 
for the whooping crane within the proposed Permit Area is expected to continue over the next 30 years, 
resulting in moderate to major adverse impacts.  The Applicant will continue to build new and maintain 
existing transmission and distribution facilities within the proposed Permit Area.  New land development 
associated with population growth in the proposed Permit Area unrelated to the Applicant’s activities, 
could degrade or remove areas of potential stopover habitat for the whooping crane.  Furthermore, the 
recent increase in wind farm development, along with associated electric transmission and distribution 
facilities, within the whooping crane migration corridor in Texas would be expected to continue, thereby 
increasing the collision potential of migrating whooping cranes with wind turbines and transmission lines, 
as well as potentially deterring migrating whooping cranes from using stopover areas near such facilities.  
Potential impacts to the whooping crane would be mitigated on a project-by-project basis through 
individual section 10(a)(1)(B) permits and section 7 consultations (where a Federal nexus exists) with the 
Service. 

4.10.1.7.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration 

Alternative 1 could have minor to moderate adverse impacts on the whooping crane.  Under the HCP, 
alteration and removal of whooping crane stopover habitat would occur within the proposed Permit Area.  
However, the Service anticipates that compliance with the ESA under the HCP (Alternative 1) would be 
more efficient and more streamlined than obtaining project-by-project authorization through individual 
section 10(a)(1)(B) permits and section 7 consultations (where a Federal nexus exists) with the Service 
(No-Action Alternative).  Additionally, establishing take limits and appropriate mitigation under the HCP 
would result in a more comprehensive approach to mitigation for the Whooping crane within the 
proposed Permit Area. 

The Applicant will, when routing new transmission lines, avoid and route around, when possible, known 
stopover areas and potentially suitable stopover habitat of the whooping crane.  The Service (2009a) 
defines suitable whooping crane habitat as shallow wetlands in open, nonwooded areas free from human 
disturbance, such as nearby roads or buildings, with at least some water area less than 18 inches 
(45.7 centimeters) deep.  Such habitat includes marshes, lake edges, or rivers.  Prior to commencement of 
clearing and construction activities within the 180-mile (290-kilometer) whooping crane migration 
corridor, defined by the Service to include 95 percent of confirmed sightings, Oncor or its consultant will 
conduct field habitat assessment surveys to determine potential stopover habitat for the whooping crane.  
Any sections of new transmission lines constructed within 1 mile (1.6 kilometers) of the confirmed-on-
the-ground sightings or potentially suitable stopover habitat will be clearly marked with bird flight 
diverters or other approved devices in accordance with the Avian Power Line Interaction Committee’s 
Mitigating Bird Collisions with Power Lines: The State of the Art in 1994 or,  the latest industry standards 
approved for preventing avian powerline interactions.  While it may not be possible to avoid all potential 
stopover areas, avoiding a large number of potential sites would minimize the number within 1 mile 
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(1.6 kilometers) and, consequently, the amount of new transmission line that would need to be marked 
with bird-flight diverters.  For all new transmission lines the flight diverters will be placed on the static 
wire.  Deterrent techniques of marking power lines have been shown to reduce the risk of line strike by 50 
to 80 percent (Brown and Drewien 1995, Morkill and Anderson 1991, Yee 2008).  Prioritization of 
transmission lines to determine facilities with the highest probability for whooping crane collision was 
model-derived based on location within the whooping crane migration corridor and the remote assessment 
of potential stopover habitat within a 1-mile radius.  Marking these new lines is considered a 
minimization strategy. 

For the purpose of whooping crane mitigation a “new facility” is defined as a line that completes the 
PUC’s Certificate of Convenience and Necessity process.  The “whooping crane migration corridor” is 
defined as the 180-mile (290-kilometer) corridor, which includes 95 percent of confirmed whooping crane 
sightings.  The “field habitat assessment surveys” will identify potential whooping crane stopover habitat 
on or immediately adjacent to the rights-of way. 

Marking of an equal extent of existing line with bird flight diverters cannot be conducted according to a 
set schedule or timeframe due to restrictions in taking lines out of service.  ERCOT has complete control 
over the service status of electric transmission lines in the state.  As such, Oncor must gain approval from 
ERCOT before taking lines out of service.  Thus, marking lines will be scheduled in concert with other 
line work that requires the line be taken out of service and the attainment of ERCOT approval to do so.  
Nevertheless, after 5 years the Applicant will have mitigated an amount of existing transmission or 
distribution line equal to new transmission line marked with bird-flight diverters or other devices within 
1 mile (1.6 kilometers) of known potential stopover habitat (i.e., a 1:1 ratio).  If after 4 years the 
Applicant determines that this goal is not likely to be met, the Applicant will meet with the Service to 
discuss options to avoid revocation of the permit.  Additional detail can be found in the Changed 
Circumstances Section of the HCP. 

Despite the avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures to reduce the potential for collision 
mortality by avoiding routing near potential stopover habitat when practical, clearly marking new lines 
with bird flight diverters when this is not practical, and marking an equivalent length of high priority 
existing lines (when those lines are out of service for other activities), migrating whooping cranes could 
still become victims of collisions with powerlines.  Deterrent techniques of marking powerlines have been 
shown to reduce the risk of line strike by 50 to 80 percent, but collisions may still occur (Brown and 
Drewien 1995, Morkill and Anderson 1991, Yee 2008).  Of recorded mortalities for fledged whooping 
cranes, sixty to eighty percent of deaths occur during migration (Lewis et al. 1992).  

Based on discussions with Service representatives (O. Bocanegra, the Service, pers. comm. to D. Green, 
PBS&J 2010), and, despite there being no recorded occurrence of injury or mortality attributable to 
existing facilities, over the 30-year life of the permit a high potential remains that one whooping crane 
may be killed as a result of collision with its electrical facilities and is therefore requesting an individual 
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take permit for this one bird.  Because of general and species-specific avoidance, minimization, and 
conservation measures as discussed in the HCP, indirect impacts to the whooping crane from construction 
of new facilities can be avoided. 

4.10.1.7.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration 

Potential impacts to the whooping crane under Alternative 2 would be similar to those described for 
Alternative 1, resulting in minor to moderate adverse impacts on the whooping crane.  However, the 
permit duration under Alternative 2 is extended from 30 years to 50 years.  As a result, a greater degree of 
impacts to the whooping crane may occur under Alternative 2 due to the increased period in which 
construction and operation/maintenance-related impacts could occur under the authorization of the 
incidental take permit.  Under Alternative 1, the estimate is that one whooping crane may be killed as a 
result of collision with its electrical facilities over the course of the 30-year permit duration.  The 
increased, estimated impacts to whooping crane under Alternative 2, associated with the existing and 
proposed new (future) projects constructed within the whooping crane migration corridor, include an 
increase in mortality from one to two birds.  This estimate was proportionally increased to account for the 
20-year extended permit duration and then rounded to the next largest whole integer. 

4.10.1.8 Golden-Cheeked Warbler 

Impacts to the golden-cheeked warbler would be considered significant if they were to result in one or 
more of the following: 

• The existing primary threats to the habitat used by the species were to decrease (a beneficial 
impact) or increase (an adverse impact) to a substantial degree. 

• The size of the golden-cheeked warbler population in the proposed Permit Area were to 
substantially increase (a beneficial impact) or substantially decrease (an adverse impact). 

• The recovery tasks or actions of the golden-cheeked warbler recovery plan were furthered or 
achieved (a beneficial impact) or were precluded from being implemented or achieved (an 
adverse impact). 

Loss of habitat could result in direct impacts to the breeding and foraging success of this species.  
Clearing of vegetation and construction activities have the potential to decrease habitat suitability for the 
golden-cheeked warbler by causing habitat fragmentation and locally altering native vegetation.  Such 
disturbances could either eliminate resources required by the golden-cheeked warbler or cause the 
disturbed habitat to become more favorable to competing species.  A decrease in habitat quality could 
force some individuals to migrate from suitable habitat to less-desirable locations that may already be at 
their carrying capacity.  Once the rights-of-way of a new electric transmission or distribution facility has 
been established, the vegetation will be periodically cleared.  Therefore, golden-cheeked warbler habitat 
within the rights-of-way would not be reestablished.   



 

100005805/100190 4-60 

As well as a direct impact, habitat loss can indirectly impact adjacent areas of remaining habitat, because 
the warbler prefers large blocks of unfragmented, closed canopy woodlands.  A newly created edge can 
lead to increased nest predation from species, such as the blue jay, and also increase brown-headed 
cowbird brood parasitism.  These indirect effects would occur most strongly in warbler habitat closest to 
the edge and diminish with increasing distance from the edge.  Habitat fragmentation may also have 
additional indirect impacts including: reduced habitat suitability due to increased deer browsing of 
hardwood regeneration in edge environments; greater susceptibility of populations to inbreeding effects 
and stochastic extirpation due to gene flow limitations; and decreased prey availability, vegetation 
structure, and foraging activities from microhabit alteration (Service 1992b).  Furthermore, introduction 
or increased abundance of red fire ants from covered activities could indirectly affect golden-cheeked 
warbler by decreasing prey availability.  Should covered activities facilitate the spread of oak wilt leading 
to the mortality of oak species, a commensurated indirect effect on the golden-cheeked warbler would be 
a reduction in the suitability of existing or future habitat.  Historically, most HCPs processed by the 
Service have suggested indirect impacts affect golden-cheeked warblers up to 300 feet (91 meters) from a 
newly created edge, which can result in negative affects to some species, as previously described. 

4.10.1.8.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination 

Under the No-Action Alternative, the current trend relating to loss of potential habitat for the golden-
cheeked warbler within the proposed Permit Area is expected to continue over the next 30 years, resulting 
in minor to moderate adverse impacts.  The Applicant will continue to build new and maintain existing 
transmission and distribution facilities within the proposed Permit Area.  New land development 
associated with population growth in the proposed Permit Area could result in replacement of areas of 
potential habitat with impervious cover and landscaping that often consists of nonnative vegetation. 

Under the No-Action Alternative, if impacts to occupied golden-cheeked warbler habitat were to lead to a 
potential take, authorization from the Service would be required to proceed in compliance with the ESA.  
These impacts would be mitigated on a project-by-project basis through individual section 10(a)(1)(B) 
permits and section 7 consultations (where a Federal nexus exists) with the Service.  Authorization would 
include mitigation, such as some form of compensation or the establishment of preserves, resulting in a 
minor beneficial impact to the golden-cheeked warbler in the proposed Permit Area. 

Since the golden-cheeked warbler was listed in 1990, numerous preserves to protect the species’ habitat 
have been established.  While the amount and precise locations of development within golden-cheeked 
warbler habitat and the resulting impacts, mitigation and level of compliance over the next 30 years is 
difficult to predict, it can be assumed that some conservation efforts for the species would take place.  
However, mitigation would be on a project-by-project basis and more likely to occur in relatively small 
and isolated patches of habitat with relatively low long-term conservation value. 

Oncor currently has 2,131 miles (3,431 kilometers) totaling 41,328 acres (16,732 hectares) of existing 
electric transmission facility rights-of-way within the range of the golden-cheeked warbler in the 
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proposed Permit Area (Table 4-11a).  Permit Area counties have been grouped within recovery regions 
whose boundaries have been adjusted to correspond to county lines so as to facilitate the planning process 
(Morrison et al. 2010).  Recovery regions were originally defined by the Recovery Plan (Service 1992) to 
include the species’ entire breeding range with the intent to maintain viable populations throughout these 
specified areas (C. Napier, the Service, pers. comm. to D. Green, PBS&J).  The Recovery Plan is 
currently in revision, and as such, recovery regions may change.  Furthermore, the Morrison et al. (2010) 
study has not been peer reviewed or accepted by the Service.  Implementation of general and species-
specific conservation measures can preclude potential adverse direct and indirect impacts to the golden-
cheeked warbler from operation and maintenance of the existing electric transmission and distribution 
facilities within the proposed Permit Area.   

Between 1.5 and 465 acres (0.6 and 188 hectares) of potential habitat may be directly impacted as a result 
of constructing new (future) facilities (Table 4-11b).  This estimate is based on construction of 300 miles 
(483 kilometers) of new 345-kV electric transmission line that passes through potential habitat areas: 
60 miles (97 kilometers) through Recovery Region 1, 90 miles (145 kilometers) through Recovery Region 
2, 105 miles (169 kilometers) through Recovery Region 3, and 22.5 miles (37 kilometers) each through 
recovery regions 4 and 5.  This will result in 5,818 acres (2,354 hectares) of new rights-of-way with an 
estimated 0.03 to 8.5 percent of the new rights-of-way impacting potential habitat.  These percentages are 
based on the lowest minimum percentage (Johnson County – 0.03 percent) and the highest maximum 
percentage (Bosque County – 8.5 percent) estimated for Oncor’s existing facilities.  Estimates of 
encroached potential habitat on the Applicant’s existing rights-of-way established before the ESA or 
listing of many of the current protected species are representative of the amount of potential habitat that 
might be encountered on new rights-of-way.   

Historically, most HCPs processed by the Service have suggested that indirect impacts affect golden-
cheeked warblers up to 300 feet (91 meters) from a newly created edge.  Using this as the basis, 
approximately 21,818 acres (8,833 hectares) would occur within 300 feet of both newly created edges in 
potential habitat areas.  Using the minimum of 0.03 percent and the maximum of 8.5 percent noted above 
for direct impacts, between 5.5 and 1,745 acres (2.2 and 706 hectares) of potential habitat may be 
indirectly impacted as a result of constructing new facilities.  Implementation of general and species-
specific conservation measures will allow the minimization of indirect impacts to the golden-cheeked 
warbler from construction of new electric transmission and distribution facilities.  The total area of 
potential golden-cheeked warbler habitat that may be impacted by both existing and new electric 
transmission and distribution facilities would be between 198 and 2,997 acres (80 and 1,213 hectares) 
(see tables 4-11a and 4-11b). 

4.10.1.8.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration 

As with the No-Action Alternative, Alternative 1 would have minor to moderate adverse impacts on the 
golden-cheeked warbler.  Under the HCP, alteration and removal of golden-cheeked warbler habitat 
would occur within the proposed Permit Area.  The Applicant is applying for the maximum potential 
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incidental take resulting from impacts to habitat shown in tables 4-11a and 4-11b.  However, the Service 
anticipates that the HCP may increase the value of mitigation within the proposed Permit Area as 
compared  

Table 4-11a.  Acres (Hectares) of Potential Impact from Existing Facilities to the  
Golden-Cheeked Warbler by Recovery Region Within the Proposed Permit Area  

Facilities County 
Miles (Kilometers) of 

Facilities1 
Rights-of-Way Acres 

(Hectares) of Facilities2 

Acres (Hectares) of 
Potential Habitat3 

Minimum Maximum 
Recovery Region 1            
Existing Eastland 99 (159) 1,920 (777) 15 (6) 77 (31) 
 Palo Pinto 72 (116) 1,396 (565) 0 0  0 0  
 Stephens 111 (179) 2,153 (872) 37 (15) 183 (74) 
 Young 166 (267) 3,219 (1,303) 0 0  0 0  

 448 (721) 8,688 (3,516) 52 (21) 260 (105) 
Recovery Region 2         
Existing Bosque 44 (71) 853 (345) 33 (13) 72 (29) 
 Dallas 516 (831) 10,007 (4,051) 26 (11) 130 (53) 
 Erath 108 (174) 2,095 (848) 11 (4) 24 (10) 
 Hill 179 (288) 3,472 (1,406) 0 0  0 0  
 Hood 72 (116) 1,396 (565) 7 (3) 32 (13) 
 Johnson 160 (258) 3,103 (1,256) 1 (0.4) 3 (1) 
 Somervell 21 (34) 407 (165) 2 (1) 8 (3) 

 1,100 (1,771) 21,333 (8,637) 79 (32) 269 (109) 
Recovery Region 3         
Existing Bell 241 (388) 4,674 (1,892) 37 (15) 186 (75) 
 Comanche 109 (175) 2,114 (856) 21 (9) 63 (26) 
 Coryell 7 (11) 136 (55) 2 (1) 9 (4) 
 McLennan 226 (364) 4,383 (1,774) 0 0  0 0  

    583 (939) 11,307 (4,578) 60 (24) 258 (104) 

Total Existing 2,131 (3,431) 41,328 (16,732) 191 (77) 787 (319) 
1Estimated total miles of facilities (electric transmission lines) within the distribution range of the golden-cheeked 
warbler. 
2Estimated total rights-of-way acreage (hectares) of facilities within the distribution range of the golden-cheeked 
warbler based on 160-foot (49-meter)-wide rights-of-way.   
3Estimated range of impact acreages (hectares) for suitable and/or occupied habitat during the 30-year life of the 
requested permit for covered projects. 
General Note: Numbers may appear inconsistent due to rounding within the values portrayed. 
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Table 4-11b.  Acres (Hectares) of Potential Impact from Future Facilities to the  
Golden-Cheeked Warbler by Recovery Region Within the Proposed Permit Area  

(No-Action and Alternative 1) 

Facilities 
Predicted % of Total 

Future Facilities 
Miles (Kilometers) 

of Facilities1 
Rights-of-Way Acres 

(Hectares) of Facilities2 

Acres (Hectares) of 
Potential Habitat3 

Minimum Maximum 

Recovery Region 1 
Future Direct 

     

0.3  (0.1) 93  (38) 

Future Indirect 

     

1.3  (0.5) 349  (141) 

Subtotal   20  60  (97) 1,164  (471) 1.6  (0.6) 442  (179) 

Recovery Region 2 
Future Direct 

     

0.5  (0.2) 140  (57) 

Future Indirect 

     

2.0  (0.8) 524  (212) 

Subtotal   30  90  (145) 1,745  (706) 2.5  (1.0) 664  (269) 

Recovery Region 3 
Future Direct 

     

0.6  (0.2) 163  (66) 

Future Indirect 

     

2.3  (0.9) 611  (247) 

Subtotal   35  105  (169) 2,036  (824) 2.9  (1.2) 774  (313) 

Recovery Region 4 
Future Direct 

     

0.1  0.0  35  (14) 

Future Indirect 

     

0.5  (0.2) 131  (53) 

Subtotal   7.5  23  (37) 436  (177) 0.6  (0.2) 166  (67) 

Recovery Region 5 
Future Direct 

     

0.1  0.0  35  (14) 

Future Indirect 

     

0.5  (0.2) 131  (53) 

Subtotal 

 

7.5  23  (37) 436  (177) 0.6  (0.2) 166  (67) 

Direct Totals 
    

1.7  (0.7) 465  (188) 
Indirect Totals 

    
6.5  (2.6) 1,745  (706) 

TOTAL     300  (483) 5,818  (2,355) 8.2  (3.3) 2,210  (895) 
1Estimated total miles (kilometers) of facilities (electric transmission lines) within the distribution range of the golden-
cheeked warbler. 
2Estimated total rights-of-way acreage (hectares) of facilities within the distribution range of the golden-cheeked 
warbler based on 160-foot (49-meter)-wide rights-of-way.   
3Estimated range of impact acreages (hectares) for suitable and/or occupied habitat during the 30-year life of the 
requested permit for covered projects. 
General Note: Numbers may appear inconsistent due to rounding within the values portrayed. 
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with the No-Action Alternative.  Mitigation provided under the HCP (Alternative 1) would likely result in 
larger, contiguous tracts of land with greater conservation value being protected than would likely be 
achieved if similar acreage were protected on a project-by-project basis (No-Action Alternative).  
Increased mitigation value through ESA compliance under the HCP will benefit the species by ensuring 
that a larger portion of the anticipated habitat loss over the next 30 years will be comprehensively 
balanced with conservation actions, such as habitat protection and habitat management.  Furthermore, 
compliance will be more efficient and more streamlined through the HCP than obtaining project-by-
project authorization through individual section 10(a)(1)(B) permits and section 7 consultations (where a 
Federal nexus exists) with the Service.   

Adherence to the avoidance, minimization, and conservation measures described in the HCP and 
Appendix B would minimize adverse direct impacts to the golden-cheeked warbler from covered 
activities.  Specific actions to reduce adverse direct impacts to this species include, but are not limited to 
the following: 

• Assessing habitat potential and/or occupancy on a project-by-project basis through coordination 
with the Service. 

• Avoiding, where possible and as appropriate for the project, impacts to populations of this 
species, its habitat, and lands managed for its conservation and recovery in completing the 
covered activities. 

• Minimizing habitat fragmentation where suitable or where potential habitat cannot be avoided by 
paralleling other existing rights-of-way. 

• Limiting clearing of oak-juniper woodland vegetation to the minimum extent necessary to operate 
and maintain lines. 

• Performing covered activities, if within 300 feet (91 meters) of golden-cheeked warbler habitat, 
outside of the breeding season when practicable and in according to strict protocol to preclude 
impacts when impracticable. 

• Limiting clearing of access roads unless absolutely necessary. 

• Trimming or topping taller trees adjacent to the rights-of-way to the minimum necessary extent to 
be in compliance with National Safety Codes and removing such trees only when they qualify as 
danger trees. 

While it is recognized that indirect impacts will occur as a result of Alternative 1, the extent to which 
these indirect impacts would affect this species is not known.  However, they are not expected to be 
significant and would largely be negated or minimized by the avoidance, minimization, and conservation 
measures described in the HCP and Appendix B.  Specific actions to reduce adverse indirect impacts to 
this species include, but are not limited to the following: 

• Assessing habitat potential and/or occupancy on a project-by-project basis through coordination 
with the Service. 
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• Avoiding, where possible and as appropriate for the project, impacts to populations of this 
species, its habitat, and lands managed for its conservation and recovery in completing the 
covered activities. 

• Minimizing habitat fragmentation where suitable or potential habitat cannot be avoided by 
paralleling other existing rights-of-way, if feasible. 

• Minimizing soil disturbance by covered activities and, where disturbance occurs, using native 
soils for backfill and revegetating with native vegetation to reduce the risk of red fire ant 
introduction. 

• Limiting clearing of oak-juniper woodland vegetation to the minimum necessary to operate and 
maintain lines; performing covered activities, if within 300 feet (91 meters) of golden-cheeked 
warbler habitat, outside of the breeding season when practicable and in accordance with protocol 
to preclude impacts when impracticable. 

• Limiting the clearing of access roads outside of the rights-of-way to only where absolutely 
necessary. 

• Trimming or topping taller trees adjacent to the rights-of-way to the minimum necessary amount 
required for compliance with National Safety Codes and removing such trees only when they 
qualify as danger trees. 

• Following guidelines for preventing the spread of oak wilt when clearing or trimming trees within 
counties where oak wilt is known to occur. 

Where construction activities occur within 300 feet (91 meters) of golden-cheeked warbler habitat, such 
activities will also be conducted outside of the breeding season (September 1 through February 29) to 
avoid possible disruption of breeding activities.  In the event that clearing/construction through or within 
300 feet of habitat cannot be avoided during the breeding season, the Applicant will coordinate with the 
Service to avoid or minimize the potential to destroy occupied nests or recently fledged young, as 
described in Section 11.1.4 under Changed Circumstances in the HCP.  A maximum of 2,997 acres 
(1,213 hectares) is requested for the 30-year life of the proposed permit for direct and indirect impacts 
from both existing and new (future) facilities.  

It is anticipated by the Applicant that, due to project-scheduling constraints, presence/absence surveys 
will not be conducted and occupancy will be assumed for most covered activities that would impact 
potential habitat.  In instances where avoidance of populations/habitat is not possible so that take would 
occur through impacts to known occupied habitat or potential habitat, the Applicant will provide 
mitigation funds.  Purchase of conservation credits from a Service-approved conservation bank within the 
recovery region in which impacts occur will be the preferred mitigation strategy, should such credits be 
available.  However, when unavailable, alternative mitigation strategies, with Service approval, may 
include purchase of conservation credits from conservation banks in other recovery regions or mitigation 
fund contributions to Service-approved third parties for land acquisition (either by fee simple purchase or 
conservation easements) and management, habitat management on existing lands held for golden-cheeked 
warbler conservation.   
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Flexibility built into the mitigation program will allow the Applicant to determine incidental take and 
commensurate mitigation ratios throughout the year, rather than only during the breeding season 
(March 1–August 31), through two mechanisms:  field-based habitat assessments and/or presence/absence 
surveys by a federally permitted qualified biologist should the project schedule allow.  Where field-based 
habitat assessments are used to determine potential golden-cheeked warbler habitat in lieu of 
presence/absence surveys, presence will be assumed and the habitat patch considered occupied.  This take 
is for direct and indirect impacts from both existing and new facilities.  Indirect impacts affect suitable 
habitat that is within 300 feet (91 meters) of covered activities and will be mitigated at one-half the 
mitigation ratio of direct impacts.   

Furthermore, the proposed mitigation approach is anticipated to provide greater conservation benefits 
than the No-Action Alternative for the golden-cheeked warbler given that habitat protected in perpetuity 
by conservation credit acquisition will contribute to large, contiguous patches of optimal golden-cheeked 
warbler habitat.   

Purchase of conservation credits from a Service-approved conservation bank for golden-cheeked warbler 
within the recovery region in which impacts occur is the preferred mitigation strategy (Clayton Napier, 
the Service, pers. comm. to D. Green, PBS&J March 2010).  Although several conservation banks for the 
golden-cheeked warbler have been proposed, or are under review for approval (Clayton Napier, the 
Service, pers. comm. to G. Newgord, PBS&J August 2010), at present only one is active within the 
proposed Permit Area:  Hickory Pass Ranch Conservation Bank.  This conservation bank is located 
within the Balcones Canyonlands acquisition area, includes Williamson, Burnet, Blanco, northern Hays, 
and Travis counties (the approximate boundaries of Recovery Region 5), and currently possesses 
approximately 1,000 available acres from which conservation credits can be acquired.   

Should conservation credits be unavailable from a Service-approved conservation bank at the time 
preceding the covered activities for which they are required, the Applicant will provide mitigation funds.  
To calculate the mitigation costs, the acreage of impacts within each county and the most recent land 
prices (cost per acre) within each county will be determined as described in the HCP.   

If sufficient funds are generated to buy a preserve, it would be managed and conserved in perpetuity by a 
third party.  Preserve blocks will typically contain a minimum of 500 acres (202 hectares).  It may be 
possible to acquire a preserve that contains habitat for the golden-cheeked warbler and black-capped 
vireo.  If such is the case, sufficient funds may become available for such a purchase more rapidly, since 
mitigation funds for these two species could be combined.  Mitigation efforts will be completed before 
the commencement of any disturbance activities (construction or maintenance) that would potentially 
result in take.  Details of the mitigation plan for covered species are found in Section 2.3. 

4.10.1.8.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration 

Potential impacts to the golden-cheeked warbler under Alternative 2 would be similar to those described 
for Alternative 1, resulting in minor to moderate adverse impacts on the golden-cheeked warbler.  
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Assuming rights-of-way are maintained regularly, anticipated impacts to golden-cheeked warbler habitat 
from covered operation and maintenance activities on existing facilities under Alternative 2 would be the 
same as under Alternative 1 (see Table 4-11a) because the acreage of potential habitat in existing facility 
rights-of-way would not be expected to change.  However, the permit duration under Alternative 2 is 
extended from 30 years to 50 years, and as a result, a greater degree of impacts to the golden-cheeked 
warbler may occur under Alternative 2 due to the increased period in which construction-related impacts 
could occur under the authorization of the incidental take permit.  Table 4-12 provides the increased, 
estimated range of potential habitat impacts to golden-cheeked warbler, associated with the proposed new 
(future) projects constructed within potential habitat, which have been proportionally increased to account 
for the 20-year extended permit duration.  This proportional increase assumes the values provided in 
tables 4-11a and 4-11b represent a 30-year permit duration.  Table 4-11a provides the estimated take from 
operation and maintenance of existing facilities, while Table 4-12 provides the estimated take associated 
with construction of new facilities.  Thus, the Applicant requests authorization to impact a total of 
4,459 acres (1,804 hectares) of golden-cheeked warbler habitat over the 50-year life of the proposed 
permit under Alternative 2 (see tables 4-11a and 4-12). 

4.10.1.9 Black-Capped Vireo 

Impacts to the black-capped vireo would be considered significant if they were to result in one or more of 
the following: 

• The existing primary threats to habitat used by the species were to decrease (a beneficial impact) 
or increase (an adverse impact) to a substantial degree. 

• The size of the black-capped vireo population in the proposed Permit Area were to substantially 
increase (a beneficial impact) or substantially decrease (an adverse impact). 

• The recovery tasks or actions of the black-capped vireo recovery plan were furthered or achieved 
(a beneficial impact) or were precluded from being implemented or achieved (an adverse impact).   

As with the golden-cheeked warbler above, loss of habitat from covered activities could result in direct 
impacts to the breeding and foraging success of the black-capped vireo.  This habitat loss could result in 
fragmentation of remaining habitat adjacent to the rights-of-way.  A decrease in habitat quality could 
force some individuals to migrate from suitable habitat to less-desirable locations that may already be at 
their carrying capacity.  The black-capped vireo occupies heterogeneous shrub habitat characterized by a 
patchy distribution of shrub clumps and thickets, with an average of 30 to 45 percent deciduous woody 
cover allowing light to reach ground level (Grzybowski 1995).  Thus, clearing of habitat within the rights-
of-way is unlikely to render the remaining habitat unusable.  New habitat could develop along the edge of 
the cleared rights-of-way.  Black-capped vireos are known to utilize narrow, linear strips of brush 
vegetation along corridors such as transmission lines and roads (D. Green, PBS&J, pers. obs.).   
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Table 4-12.  Acres (Hectares) of Potential Impact from Future Facilities to the  
Golden-Cheeked Warbler, by Recovery Region, Within the Proposed Permit Area Under Alternative 2 

Facilities 
Predicted % of Total 

Future Facilities 
Miles (Kilometers) 

of Facilities1 
Rights-of-Way Acres 

(Hectares) of Facilities2 

Acres (Hectares) of 
Potential Habitat3 

Minimum Maximum 

Recovery Region 1 
Future Direct 

     

0.5  (0.2) 154  (63) 

Future Indirect 

     

2.1 (0.8) 579  (234) 

Subtotal   33  100  (161) 1,932  (782) 2.6  (1) 733  (297) 

Recovery Region 2 
Future Direct 

     

0.8  (0.3) 232  (95) 

Future Indirect 

     

3.3  (1.3) 870  (352) 

Subtotal   50  150  (241) 2,897 (1,172) 4.1  (1.6) 1,102  (447) 

Recovery Region 3 
Future Direct 

     

1  (0.3) 271  (110) 

Future Indirect 

     

3.8  (1.5) 1,014  (410) 

Subtotal   58  174  (281) 3,380  (1,368) 4.8  (1.8) 1,285  (520) 

Recovery Region 4 
Future Direct 

     

0.2  0.0  58  (23) 

Future Indirect 

     

0.8  (0.3) 218  (88) 

Subtotal   12.5  38  (61) 724  (294) 1  (0.3) 276  (111) 

Recovery Region 5 
Future Direct 

     

0.2  0.0  58  (23) 

Future Indirect 

     

0.8  (0.3) 218  (88) 

Subtotal 

 

12.5  38 (61) 724 (294) 1  (0.3) 276  (111) 

Direct Totals 
    

2.7  (0.8) 773  (314) 
Indirect Totals 

    
10.8 (4.2) 2,899  (1,172) 

TOTAL     500  (805) 9,657  (3,910) 13.5  (5) 3,672  (1,486) 
1Estimated total miles (kilometers) of facilities (electric transmission lines) within the distribution range of the golden-
cheeked warbler. 
2Estimated total rights-of-way acreage (hectares) of facilities within the distribution range of the golden-cheeked 
warbler based on 160-foot (49-meter)-wide rights-of-way.   
3Estimated range of impact acreages (hectares) for suitable and/or occupied habitat during the 30-year life of the 
requested permit for covered projects. 
General Note: Numbers may appear inconsistent due to rounding within the values portrayed. 
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As with the golden-cheeked warbler, indirect impacts for the black-capped vireo associated with habitat 
fragmentation include increased potential for predation (including the red fire ant), increased brood 
parasitism, and competition or changes in the structure and/or composition of adjacent habitat which may 
affect foraging activity.  However, these impacts are not expected to be significant and would not be 
expected to have a significant negative impact on the local or regional populations of the black-capped 
vireo.  If the brush vegetation within a newly created transmission or distribution facility rights-of-way is 
allowed to revegetate enough, it could be potentially occupied by this species, which often uses 
transmission and distribution facility rights-of-way for foraging and nesting (D. Green, PBS&J, pers. 
obs.).  However, areas of newly created vireo habitat along the edge of new rights-of-way may be subject 
to increased predation from species such as the blue jay and brood parasitism from the brown-headed 
cowbird.  Herbicides may also affect prey availability of this species.  Increased browsing by goats, deer, 
or exotic animals due to habitat fragmentation caused by covered activities may also indirectly affect 
black-capped vireo by removing vegetation at the lower height zones that are required by the species for 
nesting.   

4.10.1.9.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination 

Under the No-Action Alternative, the current trends affecting the black-capped vireo within the proposed 
Permit Area are expected to continue over the next 30 years resulting in minor adverse impacts.  A recent 
5-year status review for the black-capped vireo (Service 2007) indicates that even with substantial 
increases in urban development over of the species’ range in Texas, the size of the known black-capped 
vireo population has dramatically increased since the species was federally listed as endangered in 1987.  
While the trend for increased urbanization results in some loss and fragmentation of potential black-
capped vireo habitat, the conversion of farmland and ranchland to other uses has resulted in decreased 
numbers of domestic livestock, thereby reducing the adverse effects on vireos and vireo habitat of 
overgrazing and parasitism by the brown-headed cowbird.  Furthermore, according to land cover changes 
tracked by the U.S. Geological Survey, habitat loss through farmland and ranchland conversion has been 
somewhat offset by large areas of forested land being converted to more open grassland or shrubland 
habitat, which over time may create more habitat for the species. 

Under the No-Action Alternative, the Applicant will continue to build new and maintain existing 
transmission and distribution facilities within the proposed Permit Area.  New land development 
associated with population growth in the proposed Permit Area could result in replacement of areas of 
potential habitat with impervious cover and landscaping that often consists of nonnative vegetation.  
Regardless of land changes, if impacts to occupied black-capped vireo habitat were to have the potential 
to result in take, authorization from the Service would be required to proceed in compliance with the 
ESA.  These impacts would be mitigated under the No-Action Alternative, on a project-by-project basis 
through individual section 10(a)(1)(B) permits and section 7 consultations (where a Federal nexus exists) 
with the Service.  Authorization would include mitigation, such as some form of compensation or the 
establishment of preserves, resulting in a minor beneficial impact to the black-capped vireo in the 
proposed Permit Area. 
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Since the black-capped vireo was listed, numerous preserves to protect the species’ habitat have been 
established.  While the amount and precise locations of development within black-capped vireo habitat 
and the resulting impacts, mitigation, and level of compliance over the next 30 years is difficult to predict, 
it can be assumed that some conservation efforts for the species would take place.  However, mitigation 
would be on a project-by-project basis and more likely to occur in relatively small and isolated patches of 
habitat with relatively low long-term conservation value. 

Oncor currently has 3,631 miles (5,846 kilometers) totaling 70,419 acres (28,510 hectares) of existing 
electric transmission facility rights-of-way within the range of the black-capped vireo in the proposed 
Permit Area (Table 4-13a).  Permit Area counties have been grouped by recovery regions (Service 2009) 
for purposes of maintaining viable populations.  Between 363 and 1,292 acres (147 and 523 hectares) of 
potential black-capped vireo habitat could be impacted by the operation and maintenance of existing 
electric transmission and distribution facilities within the Permit Area.  The Applicant’s analysis that 
provided this range can be found in Section 5 of the HCP.  Because of general and species-specific 
conservation measures, indirect impacts to the black-capped vireo from operation and maintenance of 
existing facilities can be negated or minimized.   

Between 15 and 931 acres (6 and 377 hectares) of potential habitat may be directly impacted as a result of 
constructing new (future) facilities (Table 4-13b).  This estimate is based on construction of 400 miles 
(644 kilometers) of new 345-kV electric transmission line that passes through potential habitat areas.  
This will result in 7,758 acres (3,141 hectares) of new rights-of-way with an estimated 0.2 to 12 percent 
of the new rights-of-way impacting potential habitat.  These percentages are based on the lowest 
minimum percentage (Comanche County) and highest maximum percentage (Coryell County) estimated 
for Oncor’s existing facilities.  Estimates of encroached potential habitat on the Applicant’s existing 
rights-of-way established before the ESA or listing of many of the current protected species are 
representative of the amount of potential habitat that might be encountered on new rights-of-way.   

Historically, most HCPs processed by the Service have suggested that indirect impacts affect black-
capped vireos up to 300 feet (91 meters) from a newly created edge.  Using this as the basis, 
approximately 29,092 acres (11,773 hectares) would occur within 300 feet (91 meters) of both newly 
created edges in potential habitat areas.  Using the minimum of 0.2 percent and the maximum of 
12 percent noted above for direct impacts, between 58 and 3,491 acres (21 and 1,413 hectares) of 
potential habitat may be indirectly impacted as a result of constructing new facilities.  Implementation of 
general and species-specific conservation measures can negate or minimize indirect impacts to the black-
capped vireo from construction of new electric transmission and distribution facilities within the proposed 
Permit Area.  The total area of potential black-capped vireo habitat that may be impacted by both existing 
and new electric transmission and distribution facilities would be between 421 and 5,714 acres (170 and 
2,313 hectares). 
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Table 4-13a.  Acres (Hectares) of Potential Impact from Existing Facilities  
to the Black-Capped Vireo by Recovery Region  

Facilities County 
Miles (Kilometers) of 

Facilities1 
Rights-of-Way Acres 

(Hectares) of Facilities2 
Acres (Hectares) of Potential Impact3  

Minimum Amount Maximum Amount 
Recovery Region 1 
Existing Cooke 86  (138) 1,668  (675) 0  0  0  0  
 Dallas 516  (831) 10,007  (4,051) 0  0  0  0  
 Denton 126  (203) 2,444  (989) 0  0  0  0  
 Eastland 99  (159) 1,920  (777) 19  (8) 34  (14) 
 Erath 108  (174) 2,095  (848) 4  (2) 8  (3) 
 Grayson 209  (336) 4,053  (1,641) 0  0  0  0  
 Hill 179  (288) 3,472  (1,406) 0  0  0  0  
 Hood 72  (116) 1,396  (565) 0  0  0  0  
 Jack 91  (147) 1,765  715  35  (14) 177  (72) 
 Johnson 160  (258) 3,103  (1,256) 0  0  0  0  
 Montague 29  (47) 562  (228) 0  0  0  0  
 Palo Pinto 72  (116) 1,396  (565) 0  0  0  0  
 Parker 174  (280) 3,375  (1,366) 32  (13) 214  (87) 
 Shackelford 37  (60) 718  (291) 0  0  0  0  
 Stephens 111  (179) 2,153  (872) 22  (9) 129  (52) 
  Wise 127  (204) 2,463  (997) 25  (10) 123  (50) 
Subtotal           137  (55) 685  (277) 
Recovery Region 2 
Existing Bell 241  (388) 4,674  (1,892) 117  (47) 211  (85) 
 Bosque 44  (71) 853  (345) 28  (11) 61  (25) 
 Brown 79  (127) 1,532  (620) 38  (15) 47  (19) 
 Comanche 109  (175) 2,114  (856) 4  (2) 24  (10) 
 Coryell 7  (11) 136  (55) 9  (4) 16  (6) 
 McLennan 226  (364) 4,383  (1,774) 0  0  0  0  
 Mills 19  (31) 368  (149) 4  (2) 11  (4) 
  Somervell 21  (34) 407  (165) 0  0  0  0  
Subtotal           204  (83) 370  (150) 
Recovery Region 4 
Existing Nolan 136  (219) 2,638  (1,068) 26  (11) 237  (96) 
  Taylor 19  (31) 368  (149) 0  0  0  0  
Subtotal           26  (11) 237  (96) 
Recovery Region 6 
Existing Pecos 32  (52) 621  (251) 0  0  0  0  
Subtotal      0  0  0  0  
Not included in Recovery Region 
Existing Midland 220  (354) 4,267  1,728  0  0  0  0  
 Mitchell 221  (356) 4,286  1,735  0  0  0  0  
 Reagan 9  (14) 175  71  0  0  0  0  
  Upton 52  (84) 1,008  408  0  0  0  0  
Subtotal           0  0  0  0  
Total Existing 3,631  (5,846) 70,419  (28,510) 363  (147) 1,292  (523) 
1Estimated total miles of facilities (electric transmission lines) within the distribution range of the black-capped vireo.  
2Estimated total rights-of-way acreage (hectares) of facilities within the distribution range of the black-capped vireo based on 160-
foot (49-meter)-wide rights-of-way.   
3Estimated range of impact acreages (hectares) for suitable and/or occupied habitat during the 30-year life of the requested permit 
for covered projects. 

General Note: Numbers may appear inconsistent due to rounding within the values portrayed. 
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Table 4-13b.  Acres (Hectares) of Potential Impact from Future Facilities  
to the Black-Capped Vireo by Recovery Region (No-Action and Alternative 1) 

Facilities 

Estimated 
% of Total 

Future 
Facilities 

Miles (Kilometers) of 
Facilities1 

Rights-of-Way Acres 
(Hectares) of Facilities2 

Acres (Hectares) of Potential Impact3 

Minimum Maximum 
DIRECT IMPACTS 
Recovery Region 1 
Future known 8  32  (52) 621  (251) 1.2  (0.5) 74  (30) 
Predicted future 
additional  17  68  (109) 1,319  (534) 2.6  (1.1) 158  (64) 
Recovery Region 2 
Future known 26  104  (167) 2,017  (817) 4.0  (1.6) 242  (98) 
Predicted future 
additional 9  36  (58) 698  (283) 1.4  (0.6) 84  (34) 
Recovery Region 4 
Future known 14  56  (90) 1,086  (440) 2.2  (0.9) 130  (53) 
Predicted future 
additional 21  84  (135) 1,629  (660) 3.3  (1.3) 195  (79) 
Recovery Region 6 
Future known 0  0  0  0  0  0  0  0  0  
Predicted future 
additional 5  20  (32) 388  (157) 0.8  (0.3) 47  (19) 

Direct Totals   400  (644) 7,758  (3,141) 15  (6) 931  (377) 
INDIRECT IMPACTS 
Recovery Region 1 
Future known 8  32  (52) 621  (251) 4.7  (2.0) 279  (113) 
Predicted future 
additional 17  68  (109) 1,319  (534) 9.9  (4.0) 593  (240) 
Recovery Region 2 
Future known 26  104  (167) 2,017  (817) 15.1  (6.1) 908  (368) 
Predicted future 
additional  9  36  (58) 698  (283) 5.2  (2.0) 314  (127) 
Recovery Region 4 
Future known 14  56  (90) 1,086  (440) 8.1  (3.2) 489  (198) 
Predicted future 
additional 21  84  (135) 1,629  (660) 12.2  (4.9) 733  (297) 
Recovery Region 6 
Future known 0  0  0  0  0  0  0  0  0  
Predicted future 
additional 5  20  (32) 388  (157) 2.9  (1.2) 175  (71) 

Indirect Totals   400  (644) 7,758  (3,141) 58  (23) 3,491  (1,413) 
1Estimated total miles of facilities (electric transmission lines) within the distribution range of the black-capped vireo. 
2Estimated total rights-of-way acreage (hectares) of facilities within the distribution range of the black-capped vireo based on 160-
foot (49-meter)-wide rights-of-way.   
3Estimated range of impact acreages (hectares) for suitable and/or occupied habitat during the 30-year life of the requested permit 
for covered projects. 
General Note: Numbers may appear inconsistent due to rounding within the values portrayed. 
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4.10.1.9.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration 

As with the No-Action Alternative, Alternative 1 would have minor adverse impacts on the black-capped 
vireo.  Under the HCP, alteration and removal of black-capped vireo habitat would occur within the 
proposed Permit Area.  The Applicant is applying for the maximum potential incidental take resulting 
from impacts to habitat shown in tables 4-13a and 4-13b.  However, the Service anticipates that the HCP 
may increase the value of mitigation through ESA compliance within the proposed Permit Area as 
compared with the No-Action Alternative.  Mitigation provided under the HCP (Alternative 1) would 
likely result in larger, contiguous tracts of land with greater conservation value being protected than 
would likely be achieved if similar acreage were protected on a project-by-project basis (No-Action 
Alternative).  Increased mitigation through compliance with the HCP would benefit the species by 
ensuring that a larger portion of the anticipated habitat loss over the next 30 years would be balanced with 
conservation actions, such as habitat protection.  Furthermore, compliance would be more efficient and 
more streamlined than obtaining project-by-project authorization through individual section 10(a)(1)(B) 
permits and section 7 consultations (where a Federal nexus exists) with the Service.   

Adherence to the avoidance, minimization, and conservation measures described in the HCP and 
Appendix B would help to minimize adverse direct impacts to the black-capped vireo.  Specific actions to 
reduce adverse direct impacts to this species from covered activities include, but are not limited to the 
following: 

• Assessing habitat potential and/or occupancy on a project-by-project basis through coordination 
with the Service. 

• Avoiding as appropriate for the project, impacts to possible populations of this species, its habitat, 
and lands managed for its conservation and recovery in completing the covered activities. 

• Limiting clearing of native vegetation, especially dense low-growing shrubs, to the minimum 
necessary to operate and maintain lines. 

• Performing covered activities, if within 300 feet (91 meters) of black-capped vireo habitat, 
outside of the breeding season when practicable and according to strict protocol to preclude 
impacts when impracticable. 

• Limiting clearing of access roads unless absolutely necessary. 

• Trimming or topping taller trees adjacent to the rights-of-way to the minimum necessary amount 
required for compliance with National Safety Codes and removing such trees only when they 
qualify as danger trees. 

• In the event that clearing/construction through or within 300 feet of habitat cannot be avoided 
during the breeding season, the Applicant will coordinate with the Service to avoid or minimize 
the potential to destroy occupied nests or recently fledged young (see Section 11.1.4 under 
Changed Circumstances in the HCP) 
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Adverse indirect impacts to the black-capped vireo will be largely negated or minimized by the 
avoidance, minimization, and conservation measures described in the HCP and Appendix B.  Specific 
actions to reduce adverse indirect impacts to this species include, but are not limited to the following: 

• Assessing habitat potential and/or occupancy on a project-by-project basis through coordination 
with the Service. 

• Avoiding, where possible and as appropriate for the project, impacts to populations of this 
species, its habitat, and lands managed for its conservation and recovery in completing the 
covered activities. 

• Minimizing soil disturbance by covered activities and where disturbance occurs using native soils 
for backfill and revegetating with native vegetation to reduce the risk of red fire ant introduction. 

• Limiting clearing of native vegetation, especially dense low-growing shrubs, to the minimum 
extent necessary to operate and maintain lines. 

• Performing covered activities, if within 300 feet (91 meters) of black-capped vireo habitat, 
outside of the breeding season when practicable and in accordance with protocol to preclude 
impacts when impracticable. 

• Limiting the clearing of access roads outside of the rights-of-way to only where absolutely 
necessary. 

• Trimming or topping taller trees adjacent to the rights-of-way to the minimum extent necessary to 
be in compliance with National Safety Codes and removing such trees only when they qualify as 
danger trees.   

• Following guidelines for preventing the spread of oak wilt when clearing or trimming trees within 
counties where oak wilt is known to occur. 

• Minimizing herbicide use for vegetation control and using only appropriate herbicides and 
application methods that limit impacts on nontarget species (e.g., low-volume basal and foliar 
applications, narrow-spectrum herbicides, and herbicides with low environmental persistence) to 
minimize the potential risk of herbicide drift into adjacent populations of this species. 

The Applicant has requested a maximum take resulting from impacts to 5,714 acres (2,313 hectares) of 
black-capped vireo habitat over the 30-year life of the proposed permit.  

In instances where avoidance of populations/habitat is not possible so that take would occur through 
impacts to known occupied habitat or potential habitat, the Applicant will provide mitigation funds.  
Purchase of conservation credits from a Service-approved conservation bank within the recovery region 
in which impacts occur will be the preferred mitigation strategy, should such credits be available.  When 
unavailable, alternative mitigation strategies, with Service approval, may include purchase of 
conservation credits from conservation banks in adjacent or other recovery regions and/or mitigation fund 
contributions to Service-approved third parties for land acquisition (either by fee simple purchase or 
conservation easements) and management, or habitat management on existing lands held for black-capped 
vireo conservation.  Where impacts would be temporary, such funds may support conservation-related 
research or monitoring for the black-capped vireo.   
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Flexibility built into the mitigation program will allow the Applicant to determine incidental take and 
commensurate mitigation ratios throughout the year, rather than only during the peak of the breeding 
season (April 10–July 1), through two mechanisms:  field-based habitat assessments and/or 
presence/absence surveys by a federally permitted qualified biologist should the project schedule allow.  
Where field-based habitat assessments are used to determine potential black-capped vireo habitat in lieu 
of presence/absence surveys, presence will be assumed and the habitat patch considered occupied.  
Indirect impacts affect suitable habitat that is within 300 feet (91 meters) of covered activities and will be 
mitigated at one-half the mitigation ratio of direct impacts.   

It is anticipated by the Applicant that, due to project-scheduling constraints, presence/absence surveys 
will not be conducted and occupancy will be assumed for most covered activities that would impact 
potential habitat.  Furthermore, the proposed mitigation approach is anticipated to provide net 
conservation benefits for the black-capped vireo given that habitat protected and managed in perpetuity 
by conservation credit acquisition will contribute to large, contiguous patches of optimal black-capped 
vireo habitat.   

Purchase of conservation credits from a Service-approved conservation bank for black-capped vireo 
within the recovery region in which impacts occur is the preferred mitigation strategy (Omar Bocanegra, 
pers. comm. to Derek Green, PBS&J 2010).  Although several conservation banks are in development for 
the black-capped vireo (Jeff Francell, The Nature Conservancy, pers. comm. to B. Breckenridge, PBS&J 
May 2010), at present there are no active black-capped vireo conservation banks within the proposed 
Permit Area.  Furthermore, the only existing conservation bank for black-capped vireo in Texas at this 
time is the Balcones Canyonlands Preserve in Travis County.  Mitigation fees for impacts to habitat for 
this bank are assessed per acre based upon fee zone maps that are confined to this county and, as such, 
exclude the proposed Permit Area.  Agreements may be possible through which impacts to black-capped 
vireo habitat from the proposed covered activities may be mitigated through land acquisition in support 
of, and in conjunction with, the Balcones Canyonlands Conservation Plan.   

Should conservation credits be unavailable from a Service-approved conservation bank at the time 
preceding the covered activities for which they are required, the Applicant will provide mitigation funds.  
To calculate the mitigation costs, the acreage of impact within each county and the most recent land 
prices (cost per acre) within each county will be determined as described in the HCP.  Mitigation funds 
will be provided to The Nature Conservancy of Texas.  A committee consisting of representatives of the 
Service, The Nature Conservancy of Texas, Hickory Pass Ranch Conservation Bank, Texas Parks and 
Wildlife Department, and other Service-approved members will be set up to determine how best to use 
these funds for the black-capped vireo.  Disbursement of mitigation funds will be appropriated to 
conservation efforts within the recovery region in which impacts occur and will be commensurate to 
assessed mitigation costs, except where the committee determines that aggregate funds will provide the 
greatest conservation benefit for the species.   
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If sufficient funds are generated to buy a preserve, it would be managed and conserved in perpetuity by a 
third party.  Preserve habitat patches will typically contain a minimum of 50 acres (20 hectares) if 
meeting defined criteria:  patch occupancy by several territories, landscape position within a few miles of 
other source populations, management plan in perpetuity, and patch buffered from noncompatible land 
uses(Omar Bocanegra, the Service, pers. comm. to J. Williamson, Atkins 2011).  Increased patch size 
may alleviate the necessity of multiterritory occupancy and buffer size.  It may be possible to acquire a 
preserve that contains habitat for both the black-capped vireo and golden-cheeked warbler.  If such is the 
case, sufficient funds may become available for such a purchase more rapidly, since mitigation funds for 
these species could be combined.  Regardless of which mitigation option is chosen it will be in place 
before the commencement of any disturbance activities (maintenance or construction) by the Applicant.  
Details of the mitigation plan for covered species are found in Section 2.3. 

4.10.1.9.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration 

Potential impacts to the black-capped vireo under Alternative 2 would be the same as those described for 
Alternative 1, resulting in minor adverse impacts on the black-capped vireo.  Assuming rights-of-way are 
maintained regularly, anticipated impacts to black-capped vireo habitat from covered operation and 
maintenance activities on existing facilities under Alternative 2 would be the same as under Alternative 1 
(see Table 4-13a) because the acreage of potential habitat in existing facility rights-of-way would not be 
expected to change.  However, the permit duration under Alternative 2 is extended from 30 year to 50 
years, and as a result, a greater degree of impacts to the black-capped vireo may occur under Alternative 2 
due to the increased period in which construction-related impacts could occur under the authorization of 
the incidental take permit.  Table 4-14 provides the increased, estimated range of potential habitat impacts 
to black-capped vireo, associated with the proposed new (future) projects constructed within potential 
habitat, which have been proportionally increased to account for the 20-year extended permit duration.  
Table 4-13a provides the estimated take from operation and maintenance of existing facilities, while 
Table 4-14 provides the estimated take resulting from impacts to habitat associated with construction of 
new facilities.  Thus, the Applicant requests authorization to impact a total of 8,631 acres (3,497 hectares) 
of black-capped vireo habitat over the 50-year life of the proposed permit under Alternative 2 (see tables 
4-13a and 4-14). 

4.10.1.10 Red-Cockaded Woodpecker 

Impacts to the red-cockaded woodpecker would be considered significant if they were to result in one or 
more of the following: 

• The existing primary threats to the pine forest habitat used by the species were to decrease (a 
beneficial impact) or increase (an adverse impact) to a substantial degree.   

• The size of the red-cockaded woodpecker population in the proposed Permit Area were to 
substantially increase (a beneficial impact) or substantially decrease (an adverse impact). 
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• The recovery tasks or actions of the red-cockaded woodpecker recovery plan were furthered or 
achieved (a beneficial impact) or were precluded from being implemented or achieved (an 
adverse impact). 

Table 4-14.  Acres (Hectares) of Potential Impact from Future Facilities  
to the Black-Capped Vireo, by Recovery Region, Within the Proposed Permit Area Under Alternative 2 

Facilities 

Estimated 
% of Total 

Future 
Facilities 

Miles (Kilometers) of 
Facilities1 

Rights-of-Way Acres 
(Hectares) of Facilities2 

Acres (Hectares) of Potential Impact3 

Minimum Maximum 
DIRECT IMPACTS 
Recovery Region 1 
Future known 13  53  (86) 1,131 (417) 2 (0.8) 123  (50) 
Predicted future 
additional  28  113  (181) 2,190 (886) 4.3 (1.8) 262 (106) 
Recovery Region 2 
Future known 43 173 (277) 3,348 (1,356) 6.6 (2.6) 402  (163) 
Predicted future 
additional 15 60 (96) 1,159 (470) 2.3 (1) 139 (56) 
Recovery Region 4 
Future known 23 93 (149) 1,803 (730) 3.7 (1.5) 216 (88) 
Predicted future 
additional 35 139 (224) 2,704 (1,096) 5.5 (2.2) 324 (131) 
Recovery Region 6 
Future known 0  0  0  0  0  0  0  0  0  
Predicted future 
additional 8  33 (53) 644 (261) 1.3 (0.5) 78 (32) 

Direct Totals   664  (1,066) 12,979 (5,216) 25.7  (10.4) 1,544  (626) 
INDIRECT IMPACTS 
Recovery Region 1 
Future known 13  53  (86) 1,131 (417) 7.8  (3.3) 463 (188) 
Predicted future 
additional 28  113  (181) 2,190 (886) 16  (6.6) 984 (398) 
Recovery Region 2 
Future known 43 173 (277) 3,348 (1,356) 25  (10) 1,507 (611) 
Predicted future 
additional  15 60 (96) 1,159 (470) 8.6  (3.3) 521 (211) 
Recovery Region 4 
Future known 23 93 (149) 1,803 (730) 13.4  (5.3) 812 (329) 
Predicted future 
additional 35 139 (224) 2,704 (1,096) 20  (8.1) 1,217 (493) 
Recovery Region 6 
Future known 0  0  0  0  0  0  0  0  0  
Predicted future 
additional 8  33 (53) 644 (261) 4.8  (2) 291  (118) 

Indirect Totals   664  (1,066) 12,979 (5,216) 95.6  (38.6) 5,795 (2,348) 
1Estimated total miles of facilities (electric transmission lines) within the distribution range of the black-capped vireo. 
2Estimated total rights-of-way acreage (hectares) of facilities within the distribution range of the black-capped vireo based on 160-
foot (49-meter)-wide rights-of-way.   
3Estimated range of impact acreages (hectares) for suitable and/or occupied habitat during the 30-year life of the requested permit 
for covered projects. 
General Note: Numbers may appear inconsistent due to rounding within the values portrayed. 
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Loss of habitat from covered activities could result in direct impacts to the breeding and foraging success 
of the red-cockaded woodpecker.  A decrease in habitat quality could force some individuals to migrate 
from suitable habitat to less-desirable locations that may already be at their carrying capacity.  Because 
the normal routing process for new electric transmission and distribution facilities includes minimizing 
impacts to forested areas, it is not likely that construction of new facilities would result in impacts to large 
amounts of red-cockaded woodpecker habitat.  Therefore, adverse impacts to this species resulting from 
covered activities within the proposed Permit Area are expected to be minor to moderate. 

For the red-cockaded woodpecker, potential indirect impacts have been linked to vehicular activity within 
active colonies throughout the years.  Vehicular activity can result in indirect impacts to the red-cockaded 
woodpecker through excessive soil compaction, damage to cavity tree roots, groundcover disturbance, 
and noise disturbance.  Soil compaction and root damage increase cavity tree mortality (Conner et al. 
1991, Hicks et al. 1987, Nebeker and Hodges 1985); changes in the groundcover may affect prey 
abundance (Collins 1998), nutrient value of prey (James et al. 1997), and fire frequency and intensity 
through changes in fuel; and noise disturbance may disrupt roosting and breeding activities.  Additionally, 
human disturbance near clusters may indirectly increase the risk of pileated woodpecker cavity 
enlargement, which may lead to subsequent abandonment by red-cockaded woodpeckers (Service 1985b).   

4.10.1.10.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination 

Under the No-Action Alternative, the current trend relating to the loss of potential habitat for the red-
cockaded woodpecker within the proposed Permit Area is expected to continue over the next 30 years, 
resulting in minor to moderate adverse impacts.  The Applicant will continue to build new and maintain 
existing transmission and distribution facilities within the proposed Permit Area.  New land development 
associated with population growth in the proposed Permit Area, unrelated to the Applicant’s activities, 
could replace areas of potential habitat for the red-cockaded woodpecker with impervious cover or 
pasture grasses such as bermudagrass and lovegrass.  The short-term rotation timber management on 
Federal, State, and private lands would also be expected to continue, thereby reducing the old-growth pine 
forest habitat of the red-cockaded woodpecker. 

Potential impacts to the red-cockaded woodpecker would be mitigated on a project-by-project basis 
through individual section 10(a)(1)(B) permits and section 7 consultations (where a Federal nexus exists) 
with the Service.  Such project-by-project mitigation is more likely to occur in relatively small and 
isolated patches of habitat with relatively low long-term conservation value. 

Oncor currently has 477 miles (767 kilometers) totaling 9,251 acres (3,745 hectares) of existing electric 
transmission facility rights-of-way within the range of the red-cockaded woodpecker in the proposed 
Permit Area (Table 4-15).  Between 51 and 247 acres (21 and 100 hectares) of potential red-cockaded 
woodpecker habitat are estimated to be impacted by the operation and maintenance of the Applicant’s 
existing electric transmission and distribution facilities within the proposed Permit Area.  Because of 
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general and species-specific avoidance, minimization, and conservation measures, indirect impacts to the 
red-cockaded woodpecker from operation and maintenance of existing facilities will be avoided. 

Table 4-15.  Acres (Hectares) of Potential Impact to the 
Red-Cockaded Woodpecker Within the Proposed Permit Area (No-Action and Alternative 1) 

Facilities County 

Miles 
(Kilometers) 
of Facilities1 

Rights-of-Way 
Acres (Hectares) 

of Facilities2 

Acres (Hectares) of 
Potential Impact3 

Minimum Maximum 
Existing Angelina 108  (174) 2,095  (848) 13 (5) 59 (24) 

 Cherokee 159  (256) 3,084  (1,248) 15 (6) 77 (31) 

 Houston 62  (100) 1,202  (487) 6 (2) 28 (11) 

 Nacogdoches 148  (238) 2,870  (1,162) 17 (7) 83 (34) 
  Total 477  (768) 9,251  (3,745) 51 (21) 247  (100) 
Future Direct 100  (161) 1,939  (785) 10  (4) 56  (23) 

 Indirect 100  (161) 7,273  (2,945) 36  (15) 211  (85) 
  Total 100  (161) 1,939  (785) 46 (19) 267 (106) 

TOTAL  577  (929) 11,190  (4,530) 91 (39) 514 (208) 
1 Estimated total miles of facilities (electric transmission lines) within the distribution range of the red-cockaded 
woodpecker. 
2 Estimated total rights-of-way acreage (hectares) of facilities within the distribution range of the red-cockaded 
woodpecker based on 160-foot (49-meter)-wide rights-of-way.   
3 Estimated range of impact acreages (hectares) for suitable and/or occupied habitat during the 30-year life of the 
requested permit for covered projects. 
General Note: Numbers may appear inconsistent due to rounding within the values portrayed. 

Between 10 and 56 acres (4 and 23 hectares) of potential habitat may be directly impacted as a result of 
constructing new (future) facilities (see Table 4-15).  This estimate is based on construction of a new 345-
kV electric transmission line, 100 miles (161 kilometers) or 1,939 acres (785 hectares) of which pass 
through potential habitat areas, with an estimated 0.5 to 2.9 percent of the new rights-of-way impacting 
potential habitat.  These percentages are based on the lowest minimum percentage (Houston County) and 
highest maximum percentage (Nacogdoches County) estimated for Oncor’s existing facilities.  Estimates 
of encroached potential habitat on the Applicant’s existing rights-of-way established before the ESA or 
listing of many of the current protected species are representative of the amount of potential habitat that 
might be encountered on new rights-of-way.   

As noted above, most HCPs processed by the Service have suggested that indirect impacts affect the 
golden-cheeked warbler and black-capped vireo up to 300 feet (91 meters) from a newly created edge.  
Using this for the red-cockaded woodpecker, approximately 7,273 acres (2,945 hectares) of potential 
habitat would occur within 300 feet (91 meters) of future rights-of-way.  Using the minimum of 
0.5 percent and the maximum of 2.9 percent noted above for direct impacts, between 36 and 211 acres (15 
and 85 hectares) of potential habitat may be indirectly impacted as a result of constructing new facilities 
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(see Table 4-15).  The Applicant’s assessment methods for determining potential red-cockaded 
woodpecker habitat are discussed in the HCP.   

4.10.1.10.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration 

As with the No-Action Alternative, Alternative 1 would have minor to moderate adverse impacts on the 
red-cockaded woodpecker.  Under the HCP, alteration and removal of red-cockaded woodpecker habitat 
would occur within the proposed Permit Area.  The Applicant is applying for the maximum potential 
incidental take resulting from impacts to habitat shown in Table 4-15.  However, the Service anticipates 
that the HCP may result in a higher quality of mitigation within the proposed Permit Area compared with 
the No-Action Alternative.  Mitigation provided under the HCP (Alternative 1) would likely result in 
larger, contiguous tracts of land with greater conservation value being protected than would likely be 
achieved if similar acreage were protected on a project-by-project basis (No-Action Alternative).  
Increased mitigation through compliance with the HCP will benefit the species by ensuring that a larger 
portion of the anticipated habitat loss over the next 30 years will be more comprehensively balanced with 
conservation actions, such as habitat protection and management.  Furthermore, compliance will be more 
efficient and more streamlined than obtaining project-by-project authorization through individual section 
10(a)(1)(B) permits and section 7 consultations (where a Federal nexus exists) with the Service.   

Adherence to the avoidance, minimization, and conservation measures described in the HCP and 
Appendix B would minimize adverse direct impacts to the red-cockaded woodpecker.  Specific actions to 
reduce adverse direct impacts to this species from covered activities include, but are not limited to the 
following: 

• Assessing habitat potential and/or occupancy on a project-by-project basis through coordination 
with the Service. 

• Avoiding, where possible and as appropriate for the project, impacts to populations of this 
species, its habitat, and lands managed for its conservation and recovery in completing the 
covered activities. 

• Minimizing habitat fragmentation where suitable or potential habitat cannot be avoided by 
paralleling to other existing rights-of-way if feasible. 

• Performing covered activities, if proximal to red-cockaded woodpecker cluster boundaries, 
outside of the nesting season and not during the hours immediately preceding and following 
sunrise and sunset when practicable. 

• Limiting clearing of access roads unless absolutely necessary; and trimming or topping taller 
trees adjacent to the rights-of-way to the minimum extent necessary to be in compliance with 
National Safety Codes and removing such trees only when they qualify as dangerous trees. 

No significant adverse indirect impacts are anticipated from the covered activities for the red-cockaded 
woodpecker.  Adverse indirect impacts to this species will be negated or minimized by the avoidance, 
minimization, and conservation measures described in the HCP and Appendix B.  Specific actions to 
reduce adverse indirect impacts to this species include, but are not limited to the following: 
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• Assessing habitat potential and/or occupancy on a project-by-project basis through coordination 
with the Service. 

• Avoiding where possible and as appropriate for the project, impacts to populations of this species, 
its habitat, and lands managed for its conservation and recovery in completing the covered 
activities. 

• Minimizing soil disturbance by covered activities and where disturbance occurs using native soils 
for backfill and revegetating with native species to reduce the risk of exotic and/or invasive 
species introduction or facilitation, such as red fire ants and nonnative grasses. 

• Performing covered activities, if proximal to red-cockaded woodpecker cluster boundaries, 
outside of the nesting season and not during the hours immediately preceding and following 
sunrise and sunset, when practicable. 

• Limiting the clearing of access roads outside of the rights-of-way to only where absolutely 
necessary. 

• Trimming or topping taller trees adjacent to the rights-of-way to the minimum extent necessary to 
be in compliance with National Safety Codes and removing such trees only when they qualify as 
danger trees. 

• Minimizing vehicular traffic within red-cockaded woodpecker habitat in completing covered 
activities and controlling access to restrict unauthorized vehicular traffic unrelated to covered 
activities which could cause soil compaction and reduced habitat suitability. 

In instances where avoidance of populations/habitat is not possible so that take would occur through 
impacts to known occupied habitat or potential habitat, the Applicant will purchase conservation credits 
through a Service-approved conservation bank.  If this is not an option, the Applicant may provide 
mitigation funds.  The acreage of impact within each county in which the activities will occur and the 
most recent land prices (cost per acre) within each county will be determined as described in the HCP.  
The Applicant has requested authorization to impact 514 acres (208 hectares) for red-cockaded 
woodpecker over the 30-year life the proposed permit.  The proposed mitigation structure for impacts to 
red-cockaded woodpecker foraging habitat are presented in Table 4-16, and are based on sound biological 
principles elaborated on in the recovery plan (Service 2003b).   

The Applicant may coordinate directly with The Conservation Fund, or other Service-approved 
conservation organization, to determine available mitigation options or may elect to implement a Service-
approved committee, as described in Section 2.3.  Options for used mitigation funds include, but are not 
limited to allocating monies to buy tracts of land to add to the Angelina National Forest or Sabine 
National Forest, to fund habitat management or restoration activities in support of the species’ recovery 
by The Nature Conservancy, The Conservation Fund, or other nonprofit organization(s), on existing lands 
held for red-cockaded woodpecker conservation or to acquire land for red-cockaded woodpecker 
conservation by such entities.  One such option would be acquisition of Temple-Inland or other private 
tracts, containing, adjacent to, or nearby active colonies, on which to restore red-cockaded woodpecker 
habitat through such activities as planting longleaf pine and performing prescribed burns.  Further, 
mitigation funds may be disbursed to promote red-cockaded woodpecker conservation through large-
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scale, regional efforts.  A mitigation plan will be selected, approved by the Service, and implemented 
prior to any disturbance activities (maintenance or construction) that could result in take.  Details of the 
mitigation plan for covered species are found in Section 2.3. 

Table 4-16.  Mitigation Ratio Structure for Red-Cockaded Woodpecker 

Impacted Habitat Mitigation Ratio1 
Unoccupied habitat (nonhabitat)2 0 
Poor quality foraging habitat greater than 0.25 but less than 0.5 mile (0.40 and 0.80 
kilometer, respectively) from an active colony   

0.5:1 

Good quality foraging habitat greater than 0.25 but less than 0.5 mile (0.40 and 0.80 
kilometer, respectively) from an active colony   

1:1 

Poor quality foraging habitat less than 0.25 mile (0.40 kilometer) from an active 
colony 

1.5:1 

Good quality foraging habitat less than 0.25 mile (0.40 kilometer) from an active 
colony 

2:1 

1 Mitigation ratio is acre(s) of mitigation to acres of impact. 
2 Includes potential foraging habitat, as defined in the recovery plan, lacking an active colony within 0.5 mile (0.80 
kilometer) and nonhabitat.  

4.10.1.10.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration 

Potential impacts to the red-cockaded woodpecker under Alternative 2 would be similar to those 
described for Alternative 1, resulting in minor to moderate adverse impacts on the red-cockaded 
woodpecker.  Anticipated impacts to red cockaded woodpecker habitat from covered maintenance 
activities on existing facilities under Alternative 2 would be the same as under Alternative 1 (see Table 4-
15) because the acreage of potential habitat in existing facility rights-of-way would not be expected to 
change.  However, the permit duration under Alternative 2 is extended from 30 years to 50 years, and as a 
result, a greater degree of impacts to the red-cockaded woodpecker may occur under Alternative 2 due to 
the increased period in which construction-related impacts could occur under the authorization of the 
incidental take permit.  Table 4-17 provides the increased, estimated range of potential habitat impacts to 
red-cockaded woodpecker associated with the proposed new (future) projects constructed within potential 
habitat, which have been proportionally increased to account for the 20-year extended permit duration.  
This proportional increase assumes the values provided in Table 4-15 represent a 30-year permit duration.  
Table 4-15 provides the estimated take from operation and maintenance of existing facilities, while Table 
4-17 provides the estimated take associated with construction of new facilities.  Thus, the Applicant 
requests authorization to impact a total of 690 acres (279 hectares) of red-cockaded woodpecker habitat 
over the 50-year life of the proposed permit duration under Alternative 2 (see Table 4-17). 



 

100005805/100190 4-83 

Table 4-17.  Acres (Hectares) of Potential Impact to the 
Red-Cockaded Woodpecker Within the Proposed Permit Area Under Alternative 2 

Facilities County 
Miles (Kilometers) 

of Facilities1 

Rights-of-Way 
Acres (Hectares) 

of Facilities2 

Acres (Hectares) of 
Potential Impact3 

Minimum Maximum 
Existing Angelina 108  (174) 2,095  (848) 13 (5) 59 (24) 

 
Cherokee 159  (256) 3,084  (1,248) 15 (6) 77 (31) 

 
Houston 62  (100) 1,202  (487) 6 (2) 28 (11) 

 
Nacogdoches 148  (238) 2,870  (1,162) 17 (7) 83 (34) 

  Total 477  (768) 9,251  (3,745) 51 (21) 247  (100) 
Future Direct 166  (267) 3,219 (1,303) 17 (7) 93 (38) 

 
Indirect 166  (267) 12,073  (4,889) 60  (25) 350 (141) 

  Total 166  (267) 3,219  (1,303) 77 (32) 443 (179) 

TOTAL 
 

643  (1,035) 12,470  (5,048) 128 (53) 690 (279) 
1 Estimated total miles of facilities (electric transmission lines) within the distribution range of the red-cockaded 
woodpecker. 
2 Estimated total rights-of-way acreage (hectares) of facilities within the distribution range of the red-cockaded 
woodpecker based on 160-foot (49-meter)-wide rights-of-way.   
3 Estimated range of impact acreages (hectares) for suitable and/or occupied habitat during the 30-year life of the 
requested permit for covered projects. 
General Note: Numbers may appear inconsistent due to rounding within the values portrayed. 

4.10.1.11 Louisiana Black Bear 

Impacts to the Louisiana black bear would be considered significant if they were to result in one or more 
of the following: 

• The existing primary threats to the habitat used by the species were to decrease (a beneficial 
impact) or increase (an adverse impact) to a substantial degree.   

• The size of the Louisiana black bear population in the proposed Permit Area were to substantially 
increase (a beneficial impact) or substantially decrease (an adverse impact). 

• The recovery tasks or actions of the Louisiana black bear recovery plan were furthered or 
achieved (a beneficial impact) or were precluded from being implemented or achieved (an 
adverse impact). 

While any Louisiana black bears in the area would likely avoid the initial clearing and construction 
activities and move into adjacent areas outside the rights-of-way, vegetation clearing may disrupt some 
Louisiana black bear activity, particularly during the breeding season.  Loss of habitat from covered 
activities could result in direct impacts to the breeding and foraging success of this species.  A decrease in 
habitat quality could force some individuals to migrate from suitable habitat to less-desirable locations 
that may already be at their carrying capacity.  Overall, adverse impacts to Louisiana black bears resulting 
from covered activities within the proposed Permit Area are expected to be minor to moderate. 
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For the Louisiana black bear, both beneficial and adverse indirect impacts could occur from the covered 
activities.  Whereas habitat fragmentation could have a direct adverse effect by altering habitat suitability 
and bear behavior, such as foraging and breeding, the creation of edge habitat along the rights-of-way 
would promote soft mast producing woody plants and other plants that contribute to black bear foraging, 
providing a potential beneficial indirect impact.  Based on the sensitivity of Louisiana black bears to 
human disturbance (Service 1995a), should covered activities increase unauthorized human activity 
within the rights-of-way, an adverse indirect impact could result. 

4.10.1.11.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination 

Under the No-Action Alternative, the current trend relating to the loss of potential habitat for the 
Louisiana black bear within the proposed Permit Area is expected to continue over the next 30 years, 
resulting in minor to moderate adverse impacts.  The Applicant will continue to build new and maintain 
existing transmission and distribution facilities within the proposed Permit Area.  New land development 
associated with population growth in the proposed Permit Area, unrelated to the Applicant’s activities, 
could replace areas of potential habitat for the Louisiana black bear with impervious cover and 
agricultural lands. 

Potential impacts to the Louisiana black bear would be mitigated on a project-by-project basis through 
individual section 10(a)(1)(B) permits and section 7 consultations (where a Federal nexus exists) with the 
Service.  Project-specific mitigation would be more likely to occur in relatively small and isolated patches 
of habitat with relatively low long-term conservation value. 

Oncor currently has 1,334 miles (2,146 kilometers) of existing electric transmission facility rights-of-way 
within the range of the Louisiana black bear.  None of this, however, is within potential habitat for the 
Louisiana black bear.  Because of habitat characteristics and current right-of-way maintenance practices, 
any activities associated with existing facilities will not likely result in impacts to Louisiana black bear 
habitat. 

Based on the construction of new (future) 345-kV electric transmission facilities, 100 miles 
(161 kilometers) or 1,939 acres (785 hectares) of which would pass through potential habitat areas for the 
Louisiana black bear, estimates of between 19 and 194 acres (8 and 79 hectares) will be impacted (Table 
4-18).  This acreage was determined from an analysis of data available for Angelina County, where about 
65 percent of the county is covered by pine and mixed pine-hardwood forest (Soil Conservation Service 
1988), with 15 percent of that being bottomland hardwood forest and 85 percent being pine forest (Texas 
Parks and Wildlife Department 2004).  This results in an estimated bottomland hardwood forest coverage 
for the county of 10 percent.  Given avoidance requirements in contemporary route selection processes 
and combining these percentages, between 1 and 10 percent of the new rights-of-way could impact 
potential habitat (i.e., between 19 and 194 acres [8 and 79 hectares]).  While the Service is currently 
unaware of any reproducing black bear (Louisiana or American) populations in east Texas and, thus, no 
occupied habitat has been identified in that part of the state (O. Bocanegra, pers. comm. to D. Green, 
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PBS&J December 2009), it is possible that occupied habitat may be discovered during the 30-year 
duration 

Table 4-18.  Acres (Hectares) of Potential Impact to the 
Louisiana Black Bear Within the Proposed Permit Area (No-Action and Alternative 1) 

Facilities County 
Miles (Kilometers) 

of Facilities1 

Rights-of-Way 
Acres (Hectares) 

of Facilities2 

Acres (Hectares) of Potential Impact3 

Minimum Maximum 

Existing Species 
Range 

1,334 (2,146) 25,872 (10,470) 0 (0) 0 (0) 

Future Direct 100  (161) 1,939  (785) 19 (8) 194 (79) 
TOTAL  1,434  (2,307) 27,811 (11,255) 19 (8) 194 (79) 
1 Estimated total miles of facilities (electric transmission lines) within the distribution range of the Louisiana black 
bear. 
2 Estimated total rights-of-way acreage (hectares) of facilities within the distribution range of the Louisiana black bear 
based on 160-foot (49-meter)-wide rights-of-way.   
3 Estimated range of impact acreages (hectares) for suitable and/or occupied habitat during the 30-year life of the 
requested permit for covered projects. 
General Note: Numbers may appear inconsistent due to rounding within the values portrayed. 

4.10.1.11.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration 

As with the No-Action Alternative, Alternative 1 would have minor to moderate adverse impacts on the 
Louisiana black bear.  Under the HCP, alteration and removal of Louisiana black bear habitat would 
occur within the proposed Permit Area.  The Applicant is applying for the maximum potential incidental 
take resulting from impacts to Louisiana black bear habitat shown in Table 4-18.  However, the Service 
anticipates that the HCP may result in higher-quality mitigation compared with the No-Action 
Alternative.  Mitigation provided under the HCP (Alternative 1) would likely result in larger, contiguous 
tracts of land with greater conservation value being protected than would likely be achieved if similar 
acreage were protected on a project-by-project basis (No-Action Alternative).  Increased mitigation 
through compliance with the HCP will benefit the species by ensuring that a larger portion of the 
anticipated habitat loss over the next 30 years will be more comprehensively balanced with conservation 
actions, such as habitat protection and management and species-specific research.  Furthermore, 
compliance will be more efficient and more streamlined than obtaining project-by-project authorization 
through individual section 10(a)(1)(B) permits and section 7 consultations (where a Federal nexus exists) 
with the Service.   

Adherence to the avoidance, minimization, and conservation measures described in the HCP and 
Appendix B would minimize adverse direct impacts to the Louisiana black bear.  Specific actions to 
reduce adverse direct impacts to this species from covered activities include, but are not limited to the 
following: 

• Assessing habitat potential and/or occupancy on a project-by-project basis through coordination 
with the Service. 
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• Avoiding,  where possible and as appropriate for the project, populations of this species, its 
habitat, and lands managed for its conservation and recovery in completing the covered activities. 

• Minimizing fragmentation of contiguous patches of forest and where suitable or potential habitat 
cannot be avoided, paralleling other existing rights-of-way if feasible. 

• Avoiding damage to existing or candidate den trees and/or den sites. 

• Reducing rights-of-way width, if practical. 

• Limiting clearing of access roads unless absolutely necessary. 

• Trimming or topping taller trees adjacent to the rights-of-way the minimum necessary extent to 
be in compliance with National Safety Codes and removing such trees only when they qualify as 
danger trees. 

No significant indirect impacts from the covered activities are anticipated for the Louisiana black bear.  
Indirect impacts to this bear will be negated or minimized by the avoidance, minimization, and 
conservation measures described in the HCP and Appendix B.  Specific actions to reduce indirect impacts 
to this species include, but are not limited to: 

• Assessing habitat potential and/or occupancy on a project-by-project basis through coordination 
with the Service. 

• Avoiding, where possible and as appropriate for the project, impacts to populations of this 
species, its habitat, and lands managed for its conservation and recovery in completing the 
covered activities. 

• Minimizing fragmentation of contiguous patches of forest and where suitable or potential habitat 
cannot be avoided, paralleling other existing rights-of-way if feasible. 

• Limiting clearing of access roads unless absolutely necessary. 

• Obstructing access points with gates or permanent road closures to prevent unauthorized public 
use of the rights-of-way. 

• Bush-hogging rights-of-way within potential habitat to promote the growth of plant species 
suitable for black bear forage.  

The Applicant is requesting authorization to impact 194 acres (79 hectares) of Louisiana black bear 
habitat over the 30-year life of the proposed permit. 

In instances where avoidance of populations/habitat is not possible so that take would occur through 
impacts to known occupied habitat or potential habitat, the Applicant will provide mitigation funds.  The 
acreage of impact within each county in which the activities will occur, and the most recent land prices 
(cost per acre) within each county, will be determined as described in the HCP.  Mitigation for impacts 
will be at a 1:1 ratio (i.e., 1 acre of mitigation for 1 acre of impact).   

Preferred mitigation would be to purchase conservation credits from a Service-approved conservation 
bank.  If this is not an available option, the Applicant may coordinate directly with The Conservation 
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Fund, or another Service-approved conservation organization, to determine mitigation options.  Priority 
would be given to purchase of conservation lands and the conservation organization would be responsible 
for managing the purchased land in perpetuity.  If purchase of land is not a viable mitigation option (i.e., 
mitigation funds are not sufficient for purchase of a reasonable amount of land to support the conservation 
of the Louisiana black bear), other options such as habitat enhancement, management, or restoration 
activities will be explored.   

If these options are not viable, the Applicant would implement the services of a Service-approved 
committee, as described in Section 2.3.  The committee will first explore the use of funding for purchase 
of land through a third party, which will be responsible for managing, the land in perpetuity and as 
appropriate for the Louisiana black bear.  Management of conservation easements in perpetuity will be 
included in the purchase agreement.  If mitigation funds are not sufficient for the purchase of a reasonable 
amount of land to support conservation of the species, the committee will determine the best use of the 
funds for the Louisiana black bear.  Mitigation funds may be efficaciously disbursed to promote 
Louisiana black bear conservation through large-scale, regional efforts, such as the Black Bear 
Conservation Coalition.  A Service-approved time limit for spending the mitigation funds will be 
established.  A mitigation plan will be selected, approved by the Service, and implemented prior to any 
disturbance activities (maintenance or construction) that could result in take.  Details of the mitigation 
plan for covered species are found in Section 2.3. 

4.10.1.11.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration 

Potential impacts to the Louisiana black bear under Alternative 2 would be similar to those described for 
Alternative 1, resulting in minor to moderate adverse impacts on the Louisiana black bear.  Impacts to 
Louisiana black bear habitat from covered operation and maintenance activities on existing facilities 
under Alternative 2 are not anticipated, as under the No-Action Alternative and Alternative 1 (see Table 
4-18) because the acreage of potential habitat in existing facility rights-of-way would not be expected to 
change.  However, the permit duration under Alternative 2 is extended from 30 years to 50 years, and as a 
result, a greater degree of impacts to the Louisiana black bear may occur under Alternative 2 than 
Alternative 1 due to the increased period in which construction -related impacts could occur under the 
authorization of the incidental take permit.  Table 4-19 provides the increased, estimated range of 
potential habitat impacts the Louisiana black bear, associated with the proposed new (future) projects 
constructed within potential habitat, which have been proportionally increased to account for the 20-year 
extended permit duration.  This proportional increase assumes the values provided in Table 4-18 represent 
a 30-year permit duration.  Table 4-18 provides the estimated impacts to Louisiana black bear habitat 
from operation and maintenance of existing facilities, while Table 4-19 provides the estimate associated 
with construction of new facilities.  Thus, the Applicant requests authorization to impact a total of 
322 acres (131 hectares) of Louisiana black bear habitat over the 50-year life of the proposed permit 
duration under Alternative 2. 
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Table 4-19.  Acres (Hectares) of Potential Impact to the 
Louisiana Black Bear Within the Proposed Permit Area Under Alternative 2 

Facilities County 
Miles (Kilometers) 

of Facilities1 

Rights-of-Way 
Acres (Hectares) of 

Facilities2 

Acres (Hectares) of Potential Impact3 

Minimum Maximum 

Existing Species 
Range 

1,334 (2,146) 25,872 (10,470) 0 (0) 0 (0) 

Future Direct 161  (267) 3,219  (1,303) 32 (13) 322 (131) 
TOTAL 

 
1,500  (2,413) 29,091 (11,773) 32 (13) 322 (131) 

1 Estimated total miles of facilities (electric transmission lines) within the distribution range of the Louisiana black 
bear. 
2 Estimated total rights-of-way acreage (hectares) of facilities within the distribution range of the Louisiana black bear 
based on 160-foot (49-meter)-wide rights-of-way.   
3 Estimated range of impact acreages (hectares) for suitable and/or occupied habitat during the 30-year life of the 
requested permit for covered projects. 
General Note: Numbers may appear inconsistent due to rounding within the values portrayed. 

4.10.2 Other Federally Listed Species 

As noted in Section 3.6, several other federally listed species, as well as several Federal candidate species, 
have been recorded in the proposed Permit Area.  These include two plants, the endangered Texas prairie 
dawn-flower and a threatened plant Geocarpon minimum (no common name); two endangered 
invertebrates, the Pecos assiminea snail and the Bee Creek Cave harvestman; three endangered fish, the 
Leon Springs pupfish, Comanche Springs pupfish, and Pecos gambusia; one reptile, the proposed 
endangered dunes sagebrush lizard; and five birds, the endangered northern aplomado falcon, interior 
least tern, and southwestern willow flycatcher, the threatened piping plover, and the Mexican spotted owl.  
The candidate species include three plants, the Guadalupe fescue, Neches River rose-mallow, and Texas 
golden gladecress; nine aquatic invertebrates, the Phantom Lake Cave snail, Diamond Y Spring snail, 
Phantom Spring snail, Gonzales Spring snail, Texas fatmucket, smooth pimpleback, Texas pimpleback, 
Texas fawnsfoot and diminutive amphipod; two fish, the smalleye shiner and sharpnose shiner; one 
amphibian, the Salado salamander; one reptile, the Louisiana pinesnake; and three birds, the lesser 
prairie-chicken, yellow-billed cuckoo, and Sprague’s pipit. 

For purposes of this analysis, the above-mentioned species have been broken down into the following 
groups: 

Plants.  The two federally listed plant species, Texas prairie dawn-flower and Geocarpon minimum, and 
the three candidate plant species, the Guadalupe fescue, Neches River rose-mallow, and Texas golden 
gladecress.   

Aquatic Species.  The federally listed Pecos assiminea snail, Leon Springs pupfish, Comanche Springs 
pupfish, and Pecos gambusia,.  The candidate species are the Phantom Lake Cave snail, Diamond Y 
Spring snail, Phantom Spring snail, Gonzales Spring snail, Texas fatmucket, smooth pimpleback, Texas 
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pimpleback, Texas fawnsfoot diminutive amphipod, smalleye shiner, sharpnose shiner, and Salado 
salamander.   

Karst Invertebrates.  The only karst invertebrate is the endangered Bee Creek Cave harvestman.   

Reptiles.  The proposed endangered dunes sagebrush lizard and the candidate Louisiana pinesnake, have 
a more widespread distribution in the proposed Permit Area than most other federally listed and candidate 
species.   

Birds.  The federally listed species are the northern aplomado falcon, southwestern willow flycatcher, 
Mexican spotted owl, interior least tern, and piping plover.  The candidate species are the yellow-billed 
cuckoo, lesser prairie-chicken, and Sprague’s pipit.  

Impacts to these other species of special interest would be considered significant if they were to result in 
either or both of the following: 

• The existing primary threats to these other species of special interest would decrease (a beneficial 
impact) or increase (an adverse impact) to a substantial degree.   

• The long-term population trends of any of these other species of special interest in the proposed 
Permit Area would substantially increase (a beneficial impact) or substantially decrease (an 
adverse impact). 

The intensity of potential impact to the other species of special interest is defined as follows: 

• Negligible:  The existing primary threats to the other species of special interest would not be 
affected or the change would be so small as not to be of any measurable or perceptible 
consequence to the population in the proposed Permit Area.   

• Minor:  A measurable effect on the existing primary threats to the species of special interest 
would occur, but the change would be small and relatively localized and would not affect the 
long-term population trends within the proposed Permit Area.   

• Moderate:  A noticeable effect on the existing primary threats to the species of special interest 
would occur.  The effect would be of consequence to the long-term population trends within the 
proposed Permit Area.   

• Major:  A noticeable effect on the existing primary threats to the species of special interest with 
severe consequences or exceptional benefits to the long-term population trends within the 
proposed Permit Area would occur.   

Because of their limited distribution in the proposed Permit Area and by using avoidance, minimization, 
and conservation measures, the Applicant can avoid all impacts to these other species of special interest.  
For instance, conservation measures to revegetate areas disturbed by covered activities with native 
species, unless specifically prohibited by the landowner, would ensure that invasive plant species do not 
colonize, establish, and then spread to adjacent habitats supporting federally listed or candidate plant 
species, where they could outcompete, displace and extirpate these species.  Avoidance of federally listed 
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and candidate species and their habitat would further preclude indirect impacts, such as reductions in prey 
availability; introductions of invasive species, diseases, competitors, predators, and parasites; and 
disturbance from increases in vehicular traffic unrelated to covered activities.   

Plants.  Impacts to these species can be avoided by using the avoidance, minimization, and conservation 
measures previously described for covered species, and because of the limited distribution, abundance, 
and/or niche specificity of all of the above federally listed and candidate plant species within or 
potentially within the proposed Permit Area.  Specific actions to preclude impacts to these species 
include, but are not limited to: 

• avoiding populations of these species, their habitat, and lands managed for their conservation and 
recovery in routing new transmission and distribution facilities, where possible and project-
appropriate; and where not possible, avoiding impacts by spanning transmission lines across 
known populations of these species and their habitats; 

• constructing new facilities, where possible, parallel to existing maintained rights-of-way;  

• minimizing soil disturbance caused by covered activities;  

• minimizing herbicide use for vegetation control and using only appropriate herbicides and 
application methods that limit impacts on nontarget species (e.g., low-volume basal and foliar 
applications, narrow-spectrum herbicides, and herbicides with low environmental persistence) to 
minimize the potential risk of herbicide drift into adjacent populations of this species. 

Aquatic Species.  Existing threats to these aquatic species include a decrease in water quality, increased 
levels of sediments and/or contaminants, low levels of dissolved oxygen, and a reduction in water flows, 
particularly in springs.  Almost all of these species have a very limited distribution in the proposed Permit 
Area.   Impacts to these species can be avoided by using the avoidance, minimization, and conservation 
measures previously described for covered species, and because of the limited distribution, abundance, 
and/or niche specificity of almost all of the above federally listed and candidate aquatic species within the 
proposed Permit Area.  Specific actions to prevent impacts to these aquatic species include, but are not 
limited to: 

• avoiding populations of these species, their habitats, and lands/waters managed for their 
conservation and recovery, in routing new transmission and distribution facilities, where possible 
and project-appropriate;   

• where not practicable, avoiding impacts by spanning transmission lines across known populations 
of these species and their habitats;  

• for all covered activities, adhering to stormwater best management practices to minimize or 
eliminate the risk that covered activities could exacerbate threats to these species and their 
habitat, as specified above.  

Karst Invertebrates.  Impacts to this species can be avoided by using the avoidance, minimization, and 
conservation measures described in the HCP and Appendix B of this document, and because of the 
limited distribution, abundance, and niche specificity of the above federally listed endangered Bee Creek 
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Cave harvestman that potentially occurs within the proposed Permit Area.  Specific actions to preclude 
impacts to this species from covered activities include, but are not limited to:  

• avoiding impacts to karst features, such as sinkholes, springs, and cave openings, in compliance 
with pertinent regulations; known populations of this species, should they be discovered in the 
proposed Permit Area; and lands managed for their conservation and recovery, in routing new 
transmission and distribution facilities, where possible and project-appropriate, and where not 
possible, avoiding impacts by spanning transmission lines across known populations of this 
species and its habitat;  

• preventing sedimentation, erosion, and chemical contamination impacts through adherence to 
stormwater best management practices (e.g., sediment and erosion controls);  

• minimizing impacts to surface and groundwater flows through recontouring disturbed areas to 
approximate preconstruction contours, where practical and minimizing impacts to soil resources.   

Reptiles.  Impacts to these species can be avoided by using the avoidance, minimization, and 
conservation measures described in the HCP and Appendix B for covered species of this document, and 
because of the limited distribution, abundance, and/or niche specificity of the above candidate reptile 
species within the proposed Permit Area.  Specific actions to preclude impacts to these species include, 
but are not limited to: 

• avoiding populations of these species, their habitat, and lands managed for their conservation and 
recovery in routing new transmission and distribution facilities, where possible and project-
appropriate, and where not possible, avoiding impacts by spanning transmission lines across 
known populations of these species and their habitats;  

• constructing new facilities, where possible, adjacent to existing maintained rights-of-way;  

• adhering to stormwater best management practices and, where herbicide or pesticide application 
is necessary, following Service (2004e) and application guidelines described in the HCP to 
minimize the risk of off-site transport of chemicals and pollutants that could adversely affect 
these species, if present. 

Birds.  Impacts to these species can be avoided by using the avoidance, minimization, and conservation 
measures described in the HCP and Appendix B for covered species, and because of the limited 
distribution, abundance, and/or niche specificity of all of the above federally listed and candidate bird 
species within the proposed Permit Area.  Specific actions to preclude impacts to these species include, 
but are not limited to: 

• avoiding populations of these species (e.g., individual, nests, and nesting colonies), their habitats, 
and lands managed for their conservation and recovery in performing covered activities, where 
possible and project-appropriate;  

• constructing new facilities, where possible, adjacent to existing maintained rights-of-way;  

• spanning riparian areas and wetlands to avoid impacts where rerouting is impracticable.   
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Impacts occurring to these species would be negligible to minor over the next 30 years due to use of 
avoidance, minimization, and conservation measures and because of the limited distribution or transient 
nature of almost all of the federally listed and candidate species not covered by the proposed incidental 
take permit but potentially occurring within the proposed Permit Area.  Though unexpected, where 
covered activities could directly impact federally listed species not covered under the requested permit, 
the Applicant will coordinate with the Service and initiate processes described in the Changed 
Circumstances section of the HCP. 

4.10.2.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination 

In general, under the No-Action Alternative the existing threats to these other species of special interest 
are likely to increase over the next 30 years.  The impact on other species of special interest under the No-
Action Alternative would have the potential to cause negligible to minor direct and indirect adverse 
impacts to populations as described above.  The Applicant will continue to build new and maintain 
existing transmission and distribution facilities within the proposed Permit Area.  New land development 
associated with population growth in the proposed Permit Area could result in replacement of areas of 
potential habitat with impervious cover and landscaping that often consists of nonnative vegetation. 

Under the No-Action Alternative, any impacts to habitat of the species of special interest that are 
federally listed as threatened, endangered, or proposed endangered (i.e., the 13 species noted above) 
would require authorization through coordination with the Service on a project-by-project basis, should 
the need arise.  Wildlife in Texas is protected under various local, State and Federal regulations.  
However, while these regulations would protect these other species of special interest to some degree, 
these regulations would not necessarily provide habitat protection.  Populations of the 20 federally listed 
candidate species noted previously could potentially decrease, with the exception of the Louisiana 
pinesnake, which would be afforded a greater level of protection since it is listed as a threatened species 
by the State of Texas. 

4.10.2.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration 

As with the No-Action Alternative, Alternative 1 would have the potential to cause negligible to minor 
direct and indirect adverse impacts from covered activities to populations through habitat changes, 
introduction of nonnative species, and other alterations to the natural balance of terrestrial and aquatic 
species.  Similarly, other species of special interest would be protected under existing ordinances.  Under 
Alternative 1, however, more comprehensive mitigation would be accomplished through compliance with 
the HCP.  The level of mitigation achieved through ESA compliance under the No-Action Alternative 
would likely be lower than Alternative 1 because of the streamlined compliance and comprehensive 
mitigation approach associated with Alternative 1.  Furthermore, mitigation measures in place for the 11 
covered species may collaterally benefit some of these other species of special interest, which would then 
concurrently contribute to their conservation and recovery.   
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4.10.2.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration 

Impacts under Alternative 2 are expected to mirror those of Alternative 1; however, the permit duration 
under Alternative 2 is extended from 30 years to 50 years.  As a result, the potential for a greater degree 
of impacts to other federally listed species may exist under Alternative 2 due to the increased period in 
which construction and maintenance-related impacts could occur under the authorization of the incidental 
take permit.  Conversely, a greater degree of positive benefits may also result from this alternative due to 
the Applicant’s ability to work and plan for covered activities within the entire Permit Area for 50 years 
instead of 30 years. 

4.11 LAND USE 

Land use impacts from covered activities associated with construction of new facilities are usually 
determined by the amount of land displaced by the actual rights-of-way and by the compatibility of the 
project corridors with adjacent land uses.  During the construction of new projects and the maintenance of 
existing facilities, temporary impacts to land uses within the rights-of-way could occur due to the 
movement of workers, equipment, and materials through the area.  Construction noise and dust, as well as 
temporary disruption of traffic flow, may also temporarily affect residents and businesses in the area 
immediately adjacent to the rights-of-way.  Coordination among the Applicant, contractors, and 
landowners regarding access to the rights-of-way and construction scheduling should minimize these 
disruptions.  Changes in land use, such as conversion of agricultural land to residential areas, results in a 
demand for the covered activities, rather than the covered activities causing a change in land use. 

Generally, the most important measure of potential land use impact is the number of habitable structures 
(i.e., residences, businesses, schools, churches, hospitals, nursing homes, etc.) located in the vicinity of 
the project.  The least impact to land use generally results from locating new electric transmission and 
distribution facilities projects either within or parallel to existing rights-of-way.  Also, the overall length 
of a transmission or distribution facility project can be an indicator of the relative level of land use 
impacts.  During the routing process for new transmission line projects, the number of habitable structures 
affected by potential routes and their proximity to potential routes is determined, existing infrastructure 
are identified, and the length of various alternatives are measured by evaluating aerial photography and 
existing maps.  This information is verified in the field where possible.   

As noted in Section 3.11 (see Table 3-3), the majority of land use within the 15 State Planning Regions in 
which the proposed Permit Area occurs is agricultural (45 percent rangeland, 17 percent pastureland, and 
15 percent cropland).  Impacts to agricultural land uses from new transmission and distribution facility 
projects or maintenance of existing facilities are expected to be minor as long as the rights-of-way are not 
fenced or otherwise separated from adjacent lands.  The impacts on the agricultural use of rangeland 
would be negligible as new electric transmission and distribution facilities would not interfere with 
grazing.  In addition, in most cases, the impacts on croplands would also be minor as new electric 
transmission and distribution facilities would be placed along fences and property lines.  The landowners’ 
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use of their fields would not be inhibited and the only land not made available for agricultural use would 
be the area occupied by poles or guy wires.  Most existing agricultural land uses may be resumed within 
the rights-of-way following construction, with the possible exception of center-pivot or other 
aboveground mechanical irrigation methods.  During the routing process for new electric transmission 
and distribution facility projects, alternative routes are evaluated based on criteria such as crossing land 
irrigated by traveling systems.   

Potential impacts to recreational land use include the disruption or displacement of recreational facilities 
and activities.  During the routing process for new electric transmission line projects, alternative routes 
are evaluated based on criteria such as crossing or coming within 1,000 feet (305 meters) of any 
designated park or recreation area.  Although large tracts of parkland and numerous recreational sites are 
located within the proposed Permit Area, the Applicant will attempt to avoid these lands when routing 
new electric transmission and distribution facility projects, thereby minimizing the amount of such land 
crossed.  In addition, the Applicant will coordinate with the appropriate government agencies to avoid or 
minimize conflicts with existing or planned parks and/or recreational areas that are located within 
individual transmission and distribution facility project study areas.  These agencies include, but are not 
limited to the U.S. National Park Service, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, U.S. Forest Service, Texas 
Parks and Wildlife Department, Texas Land Conservancy, and county and local parks and recreation 
departments.  As a result of these measures, parks and recreational areas will not be affected by the 
covered activities.   

Potential impacts to transportation from new electric transmission and distribution facility projects could 
include disruption of traffic or conflicts with proposed roadway and utility improvements, and may also 
include increased traffic during the construction period.  Individual projects would generate only minor 
construction traffic at any given time or location, however.  This traffic would consist of construction 
employee’s personal vehicles, truck traffic for material deliveries, concrete trucks for structure foundation 
work, and mobile cranes for structure erection.  These impacts are usually temporary and short term.  
New electric transmission and distribution facility projects would cross multiple U.S. and state highways, 
farm-to-market and ranch-to-market roads.  The Applicant will obtain road-crossing permits from TxDOT 
for any State-maintained roads or highways, which include U.S. and state highways, farm-to-market and 
ranch-to-market roads, crossed by the eventual approved electric transmission line routes.  This would 
ensure that proposed projects have no effect on traffic and roadways within the proposed Permit Area. 

New electric transmission and distribution facility projects could have some potential effect on aviation 
operations within the proposed Permit Area.  During the routing process for new electric transmission line 
projects, alternative routes are evaluated based on criteria such as the number of Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA)-registered airports, private airstrips and heliports located within a specified 
distance of a proposed transmission line centerline.  FAA notification may be required for routes that 
meet the distance criteria.  The result of this notification, and any subsequent coordination with the FAA, 
could include changes in the transmission line design and/or potential requirements to mark and/or light 
the transmission line structures.  Avoidance of aviation facilities and compliance with all FAA regulations 
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would ensure that proposed projects have little or no effect on aviation operations within the proposed 
Permit Area. 

The routing process for new electric transmission line projects takes into consideration land use plans that 
have been developed by Federal, regional, State, local and tribal entities within the study area for a 
particular project.  Through the routing and certification process with the PUC, potential conflicts with 
such plans are avoided or minimized to the extent possible, usually routing new facilities to avoid areas 
with land use or management plans.  Thus impacts to land use through conflict with existing land use 
plans are not typically expected.  In the event conflict cannot be avoided, measures are taken to come to a 
mutually agreed-upon, project-specific minimization measure to reduce impacts to the extent practical.  It 
should be noted that within the proposed Permit Area, the majority of land is not included in any type of 
land use plan.  Land use plans may be found in incorporated urban areas, areas under conservation 
easement or in reserves, and State or federally owned or managed lands.  The majority of land within the 
proposed Permit Area is used as rangeland (45 percent), with much smaller proportions of urban land 
(4 percent), conservation reserve program land (1 percent), and Federal land/land use not recorded 
(1 percent) (see Table 3-3). 

The Applicant proposes to undertake two main types of activity in the proposed Permit Area: installation 
and subsequent maintenance of new transmission/utility facilities, and maintenance and/or repair of 
existing facilities.  As discussed in Section 3.13, Socioeconomics, the human population within the 
proposed Permit Area has grown and will likely continue to grow throughout the life of the permit.  
Population growth would increase residential and commercial land development projects.  Such projects 
would also likely lead to the construction of more roads and utilities or improvements to existing 
roadways and utilities within the proposed Permit Area.   

While it is acknowledged that a causal link could exist between the installation and subsequent 
maintenance of new electric transmission and distribution facilities and future development in the area, it 
is the Applicant’s opinion that by installing new electric facilities they are responding to demands for 
service rather than constructing facilities to create demand.  Power system planning is essential for 
meeting the needs of the market, while focusing on ensuring the reliability and adequacy of the network 
based upon the ERCOT and North American Electric Reliability Cooperation Planning Criteria.  System 
assessments calculate the expected change in power load across the electric grid.  Based on the data from 
such assessments, the system planning team determines the need for transmission lines, substations, and 
facility modifications to meet the anticipated consumer use (ERCOT 2010).  The transmission planning 
process, according to ERCOT (2010), integrates requests for transmission service to new power producers 
and consumers and allows for continued safe and reliable service while accommodating existing customer 
growth.  To meet this goal, ERCOT staff asses the needs of existing and potential system users using a 
series of “detailed technical analyses in accordance with industry-accepted performance criteria” to 
determine the need for transmission upgrades (ERCOT 2010).  These analyses of need result in system 
upgrades in response to user or provider demand with the ultimate goal being to meet those needs while 
maintaining the integrity of the system.  
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Transmission line construction is conducted in response to known generation locations, connecting an 
existing generation source to areas with high consumer demand (PUC 2006), with the exception 
potentially being the Competitive Renewable Energy Zones (CREZ) projects, which were mandated by 
ERCOT to meet projected future energy needs in fast-growing urban areas in Texas using renewable 
energy sources (North American Electric Reliability Cooperation 2009).  The Applicant typically 
constructs transmission lines such that the maximum carrying capacity meets the needs of the generation 
source, and at the time of construction, the Applicant does not anticipate any additional development as a 
result of the transmission lines constructed. 

Thus, providing utility service does not typically induce population growth; rather, population growth 
induces expansion and the need for more reliable electric services (ERCOT 2010).  On the other hand, 
new facilities or upgrades to existing facilities, may be designed to carry a greater capacity than that 
required by the immediate demand in anticipation of increased future demand.  Such an approach is more 
cost-effective, lessens the overall impact in the long run, and allows the Applicant to respond more 
efficiently to an increased demand for services.  Therefore, under certain circumstances, construction of 
new facilities could result in additional new development in a given area until capacity is reached.  
Regardless, the Applicant’s proposed avoidance, minimization, and conservation measures contained in 
individual electric transmission line projects’ environmental assessments associated with the routing 
process will allow for future development while avoiding, minimizing, or mitigating land-use impacts 
(see Section 2.3).  Additional mitigation for unavoidable impacts to habitat from construction of new 
facilities is described in sections 2.1.4 and 2.3. 

Based on the above discussion, a slight causal link exists between the proposed activities and potential 
future growth outside of the proposed Permit Area.  Therefore, the proposed activities are considered to 
have a slight potential to result in indirect growth-related impacts outside of the proposed Permit Area. 

4.11.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination 

Under the No-Action Alternative, the Applicant will follow normal routing procedures for new facilities.  
As a result, impacts to land use are expected to be similar to those described above.  Not having the HCP 
and incidental take permit in place is expected to have little impact on potential effects to land use.  
Individual routing analysis according to standard procedures would still be implemented. 

4.11.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration 

Alternative 1 is expected to result in equivalent potential to impact land use as described for the No-
Action Alternative.  Individual routing analysis according to standard procedures would still be 
implemented. 
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4.11.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration 

Alternative 2 is expected to result in similar potential impact to land use as described for the No-Action 
Alternative.  Individual project routing analysis, according to standard procedures, would still be 
implemented.  In comparison to Alternative 1, potential impacts to land use resulting from covered 
activities would be the same except that the duration of the HCP would be for an additional 20 years.  
Over the longer duration it is likely that a higher number of new facilities would be constructed, thus 
increasing the risk that land use would be potentially impacted.  Therefore, under Alternative 2 there is a 
higher risk that land use would be impacted. 

4.12 AESTHETICS AND NOISE 

4.12.1 Aesthetics 

Aesthetic impacts, or impacts on visual resources, exist when the rights-of-way and/or structures of linear 
facilities create an intrusion into, or substantially alter the character of, the existing view.  The 
significance of the impact is directly related to the quality of the view, in the case of natural scenic areas, 
or to the importance of the existing setting in the use and/or enjoyment of an area, in the case of valued 
community resources and recreational areas. 

In order to evaluate aesthetic impacts, field surveys are conducted during the routing process of new 
transmission lines to determine the amount of the line that would be visible from selected areas.  These 
areas include those of potential community value, recreational areas, particular scenic vistas encountered 
during the field surveys, and U.S. and state highways that occur in the area.  Measurements are made to 
estimate the length of each alternative route that would fall within recreational, residential, or major 
highway foreground visual zone (i.e., 0.5 mile [0.8 kilometer], unobstructed by vegetation or topography).  
The determination of the visibility of a proposed electric transmission line from various points is 
calculated from U.S. Geological Survey maps and/or aerial photography. 

Construction of new electric transmission and distribution facilities could have both temporary and 
permanent aesthetic effects.  Temporary impacts would include views of the actual assembly and erection 
of the structures, and clearing of the rights-of-way.  Where wooded areas are cleared, the brush and wood 
debris could possibly have a temporary negative impact on the local visual environment.  However, the 
visual disturbances associated with construction activities would involve relatively small areas and most 
would be of short duration, limited to the work or construction window.  Permanent impacts from the 
project would involve the views of the structures and electric transmission and distribution facilities as 
well as views of the cleared rights-of-way.  During the routing process for new electric transmission line 
projects, the Applicant will work with the appropriate governmental agencies to identify any feasible 
approaches to address visual resources impacts.  Depending on specifics of a new project, measures to 
protect visual resources could include but are not necessarily limited to locating new facilities, finished 
grade contouring of the rights-of-way, and landscape design and revegetation of the cleared rights-of-
way.  Offsite impacts to aesthetics may occur, as transmission lines, cleared rights-of-way, and 
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construction/ maintenance equipment will likely be visible from roadways, residential areas, parks, and 
other community facilities.   

4.12.1.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination 

Under the No-Action Alternative, direct and indirect impacts to aesthetic resources from covered 
activities would be as described above.  

4.12.1.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration 

Potential impacts to aesthetic resources from covered activities would be the same under Alternative 1 as 
described for the No-Action Alternative.  Impacts would be limited and insignificant. 

4.12.1.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration 

Alternative 2 is expected to result in similar potential impacts to aesthetics as described for the No-Action 
Alternative.  Individual project routing analysis, according to standard procedures, would still be 
implemented.  In comparison to Alternative 1, potential impacts to aesthetic resources resulting from 
covered activities would be the same except that the duration of the HCP would be for an additional 
20 years.  Over the longer duration it is likely that a higher number of new facilities would be constructed, 
thus increasing the risk that aesthetic resources would be encountered and potentially impacted.  
Therefore, under Alternative 2 there is a higher risk that aesthetic resources would be impacted. 

4.12.2 Noise 

Covered activities are not expected to result in long-term noise impacts, as no permanent noise sources 
would be installed as part of this project.  Construction and operation/maintenance activities that involve 
use of motorized equipment would result in temporary noise level increases at noise-sensitive receptors.  
Equipment used and duration of covered activities would vary for different activities occurring within 
facility rights-of-way.  In general, noise levels associated with operation and maintenance activities would 
be less than those associated with construction activities, would be more periodic, and would be of shorter 
duration. 

Immediately adjacent to rights-of-way, noise could reach high levels during implementation of covered 
activities due to the use of motorized equipment.  However, noise would decrease to more-acceptable 
levels beyond 400 feet.  In some areas, depending on surrounding land uses and features, noise related to 
covered activities beyond 400 feet would not be differentiated from ambient conditions.  Noise levels 
would be higher at receptors immediately adjacent to covered activities compared to those shielded by 
other structures. 

The increase in noise levels would likely result in temporary annoyance at nearby receptors.  Increases to 
ambient noise levels in the proximity of major roadways would generally be more tolerable as compared 
to noise level increases in more-isolated locations.  To minimize potential impacts, equipment used for 
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covered activities would be operated on an as-needed basis and restricted to daytime hours to assist in 
reducing noise annoyance.  

Overall, because of the temporary nature of covered activities and the short duration that any activity is 
likely to occur in one particular location, noise impacts are expected to be minor. 

4.12.2.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination 

Under the No-Action Alternative, noise-related impacts associated with covered activities would be 
minor, as described above.  

4.12.2.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration 

Under Alternative 1, noise-related impacts associated with covered activities would be minor, as 
described for the No-Action Alternative. 

4.12.2.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit duration 

Noise-related impacts associated with covered activities would be minor, the same as described for the 
No-Action Alternative and Alternative 1. 

4.13 SOCIOECONOMICS 

The Applicant will construct new electric transmission and distribution facilities and maintain existing 
and future ones in order to continue to provide reliable services to its consumers within the proposed 
Permit Area and accommodate the projected population growth and resulting increased demand for 
services (ERCOT 2010).  Minimal short-term local employment will be generated by the construction of 
new transmission and distribution facilities because the Applicant normally uses contractors during the 
clearing and construction phase of its projects that can be based anywhere.  However, a portion of the 
project wages would have a positive effect on local economic activity through local purchases such as 
fuel, food, lodging, and possibly building materials.  Rights-of-way easement payments will be made to 
individuals whose lands are crossed by the projects based on the appraised land value, and this will result 
in increased income to those landowners.  The Applicant is also required to pay sales tax on purchases 
and is subject to paying local property tax on land or improvements.  Since the Applicant will only 
require easements for covered projects, none of this land would be taken off the tax rolls.  The cost of 
permitting, designing, and constructing the projects would be paid for through revenue generated by the 
sale of associated services. 

Potential long-term economic benefits to the community resulting from construction of these projects are 
based on the requirement that utility companies provide an adequate and reliable level of power 
throughout their service areas (ERCOT 2010).  Economic growth and development rely heavily on 
adequate public utilities.  Without this basic infrastructure, a community’s potential for economic growth 
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would be constrained.  Note that economic growth and development differs from physical growth of a 
community (sprawl) discussion in Section 4.11. 

No significant indirect site-specific offsite impacts to the socioeconomic environment will occur as a 
result of the proposed activities.  However, direct positive impacts from a portion of the project wages, 
particularly from new construction projects, would contribute to the local economy through purchases of 
fuel, food, lodging, and possibly building materials.  These purchases would produce indirect effects 
within local communities as dollars are spent and respent, producing local increases in total output, value-
added employment, and tax base. 

4.13.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination 

Direct and indirect impacts to socioeconomic resources under the No-Action Alternative would be the 
same as those described above.  Individual project routing analysis, according to standard procedures, 
would still be implemented. 

4.13.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration 

Under Alternative 1, direct and indirect impacts to socioeconomic resources from covered activities 
would be the same as those described for the No-Action Alternative.  Individual project routing analysis, 
according to standard procedures, would still be implemented. 

4.13.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit duration 

Alternative 2 is expected to result in similar potential impacts to socioeconomic resources as described for 
the No-Action Alternative.  Individual project routing analysis, according to standard procedures, would 
still be implemented.  In comparison to Alternative 1, potential impacts to socioeconomic resources 
resulting from covered activities would be the same except that the duration of the HCP would be for an 
additional 20 years.  Over the longer duration it is likely that a higher number of new facilities would be 
constructed, thus increasing the risk that socioeconomic resources would be encountered and potentially 
impacted.  Therefore, under Alternative 2 there is a higher risk that socioeconomic resources would be 
impacted. 

4.14 ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE 

The precise locations of minority or low-income populations that could be affected by covered activities 
cannot be identified at this time and whether such activities would have disproportionately high and 
adverse human health or environmental effects on these populations cannot be determined because the 
construction, operation, and maintenance of electric transmission and distribution facility projects are 
implemented on an as-needed basis over the broad geographic region that is the 100-county proposed 
Permit Area.  Thus, it would be speculative to identify the location, nature, or severity of specific 
environmental justice concerns.  Similar impacts of development on minority and low-income 
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populations are likely to occur whether or not the requested permit is issued.  However, potentially 
significant effects would be avoided or effectively mitigated by measures identified for environmental 
justice in environmental assessments for each new electric transmission line project.  Any residual effects, 
and hence any environmental justice concerns, are expected to be minor.  It can thus be concluded that the 
requirements of Executive Order 12898 on Environmental Justice would be satisfied. 

4.14.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination 

Direct and indirect impacts from covered activities associated with Environmental Justice would be the 
same under the No-Action Alternative as those described above. 

4.14.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration 

Direct and indirect impacts associated with Environmental Justice would be the same under Alternative 1 
as those described above.  Individual project routing analysis, according to standard procedures, would 
still be implemented. 

4.14.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration 

Alternative 2 is expected to result in similar potential impact to Environmental Justice as described for the 
No-Action Alternative.  Individual project routing analysis, according to standard procedures, would still 
be implemented.  In comparison to Alternative 1, potential impacts to Environmental Justice resulting 
from covered activities would be the same except that the duration of the HCP would be for an additional 
20 years.  Over the longer duration it is likely that a higher number of new facilities would be constructed, 
thus increasing the risk that Environmental Justice would be potentially impacted.  Therefore, under 
Alternative 2 there is a higher risk that Environmental Justice would be impacted. 

4.15 HUMAN HEALTH AND SAFETY 

Covered activities would not have a significant effect on human health and safety from exposure to 
EMFs.  Newly constructed electric transmission and distribution facilities would generate EMFs, while 
maintenance activities would cause human exposure and sustain generation of EMFs from existing 
electric facilities.  Despite increased potential generation and human exposure to EMFs, human health and 
safety effects from such exposure is not supported (EPA 2006). 

Extensive research has been conducted to determine whether electric or magnetic fields may cause or 
promote adverse health effects.  Conclusive evidence that magnetic fields from powerlines pose a hazard 
to animal or human health has not been determined from these studies (EPA 2006).  Nonetheless, this 
field of research continues, including studies funded by the United States Government.  In recent years, 
the main emphasis has been on magnetic fields.  Electrical fields were studied in previous years, and were 
not found to be a concern for levels typical of powerlines.  Independent reviews of the literature on 
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potential health effects are consistent; research has not revealed any conclusive evidence that magnetic 
fields from powerlines pose a hazard to animal or human health. 

One of these studies is the report by the National Research Council (1997).  The National Research 
Council consists of members of the National Academy of Sciences, the National Academy of 
Engineering, and the Institute of Medicine.  The committee reached the following conclusion regarding 
the potential health effects of EMFs: 

Based on a comprehensive evaluation of published studies relating to the effects of 
power-frequency electric and magnetic fields on cells, tissues, and organisms (including 
humans), the conclusion of the committee is that the current body of evidence does not 
show that exposure to these fields presents a human-health hazard.  Specifically, no 
conclusive and consistent evidence shows that exposures to residential electric and 
magnetic fields produce cancer, adverse neurobehavioral effects, or reproductive and 
developmental effects. (1-2) 

This conclusion is consistent with other reviews of the scientific literature, including ones by the Oak 
Ridge Associated Universities (1992), the American Medical Association (Council on Scientific Affairs 
1994), the American Physical Society (Hafemeister 1995), and the American Cancer Society (Heath 
1996).  These conclusions are also consistent with the findings of a previous study prepared for the PUC 
entitled, Health Effects of Exposure to Powerline-Frequency Electric and Magnetic Fields.  That study 
stated that “the evidence at this time is insufficient to conclude that exposure to EMF from electric power 
transmission lines poses an imminent or major public health risk” (PUC 1992). 

Other studies completed since the mid-1990s have not shown a strong correlation between electric and/or 
magnetic fields and the future development of cancers.  A voluminous amount of data is available in 
printed and electronic formats concerning epidemiologic studies undertaken to address this subject.  One 
source of information that is fairly detailed, yet easy to navigate, is the World Health Organization’s 
“International EMF Project” website (www.who.int/peh-emf/en/). 

4.15.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination 

Under the No-Action Alternative, covered activities would contribute to the generation of EMFs through 
construction of new, and operation and maintenance of existing, electric transmission and distribution 
facilities.  Effects on human health and safety from such generation are anticipated to be limited and 
insignificant based on scientific research discussed above.  Furthermore, implementation of best 
management practices and other avoidance/minimization measures (see Appendix B) would further 
reduce the limited potential risk to human health and safety. 
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4.15.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration 

Impacts under Alternative 1 are expected to be similar to those for the No-Action Alternative, with 
limited and insignificant effects on human health and safety.   

4.15.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration 

Impacts under Alternative 2 are expected to be similar to those for Alternative 1, with limited and 
insignificant effects on human health and safety.   

4.16 CULTURAL RESOURCES 

Any construction activity has the potential to adversely impact cultural resource sites.  Impacts may occur 
through changes in the quality of the historical, architectural, archaeological, or cultural characteristics of 
that cultural entity if a project alters the integrity of the location, design, setting, materials, construction, 
or association of the property that contributes to its significance according to the National Register of 
Historical Places criteria.  Direct impacts to both known or unknown cultural resources sites could 
potentially occur during the construction phase of any covered activity.  Direct impacts from covered 
activities are caused by the actual construction or through increased vehicular and pedestrian traffic 
during construction activities, possibly damaging surficial or shallowly buried sites.  Construction of 
projects could potentially visually impact the integrity of the character of any unrecorded, significant 
historic structures.  Typically, maintenance activities have little/no additional impact.   

Because the Applicant typically conducts cultural resources surveys on all new transmission line projects 
and some maintenance projects before construction begins, and because sites found are typically spanned, 
impacts are expected to be minimal.  Impacts to cultural resources sites will be addressed on a project-by-
project basis in coordination with the State Historic Preservation Officer.   

No significant indirect site-specific offsite impacts to cultural resources as a result of the covered 
activities are anticipated.  Establishment of rights-of-way for some of the covered activities would 
possibly lead to easier access to some cultural resource sites, thereby leading to potential vandalism of 
some sites.  The Applicant, however, does not typically allow public access to its easements, which are 
usually gated and locked.  In addition, most easements are located on private property, further limiting 
access. 

4.16.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination 

Potential direct and indirect impacts from covered activities to cultural resources under the No-Action 
Alternative would be similar to those described above.  Not having the HCP and incidental take permit in 
place is expected to have little impact on potential effects to cultural resources.  Individual coordination to 
ensure compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act would continue to occur on 
a project by project basis. 
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4.16.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration 

Direct and indirect impacts potentially resulting from Alternative 1 would be similar to those described 
above.  In comparison to the No-Action Alternative, the potential to impact cultural resources would be 
essentially equivalent.  Individual coordination to ensure compliance with Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act would continue to occur on a project by project basis. 

4.16.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration 

Potential direct and indirect impacts associated with Alternative 2 are expected to be similar to those 
described above for Alternative 1 and the preceding No-Action Alternative.  Individual coordination to 
ensure compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act would continue to occur on 
a project by project basis.  In comparison to Alternative 1, potential impacts to cultural resources resulting 
from covered activities would be the same except that the duration of the HCP would be for an additional 
20 years.  Over the longer duration it is likely that a higher number of new facilities would be constructed, 
thus increasing the risk that cultural resources would be encountered and potentially impacted.  Therefore, 
under Alternative 2 there is a higher risk that cultural resources would be impacted. 
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5.0 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

The CEQ, which implements NEPA, requires the assessment of cumulative impacts in the decision-
making process for projects including a Federal action.  Cumulative impacts are the incremental impact of 
activities associated with implementing the Preferred Alternative (Alternative 1, the HCP) when added to 
other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future activities regardless of what agency (Federal or 
nonfederal) or person undertakes such other actions (40 CFR 1508.7).  Cumulative impacts can result 
from individually minor but collectively noteworthy actions taking place over a period of time.  
Cumulative impacts are most likely to arise when a relationship exists between a preferred alternative and 
other actions that have occurred or are expected to occur in a similar location or time period, or that 
involve similar actions.  Projects in close proximity to the preferred alternative would be expected to have 
more potential for cumulative impacts than those more geographically separated.   

The Federal action, issuance of a section 10(a)(1)(B) incidental take permit, does not include the actual 
construction, operation, and/or maintenance activities proposed to be covered by the permit (covered 
activities), and thus will not contribute to negative cumulative effects.  However, this EIS identifies past, 
current, and future foreseeable projects and programs related to the undertaking being analyzed (the 
Preferred Alternative) and evaluates their combined (cumulative) effects on the environment. 

The proposed Permit Area consists of 100 counties (see Figure 1-1) and the duration of the proposed 
permit and HCP would be for 30 years.  Because of this broad spatial extent and extended, multidecadal 
duration, exact identification of all specific past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future activities 
beyond those proposed under the covered activities is not feasible.  However, identification of generalized 
activities and their impacts is possible and can be used with the environmental consequences of proposed 
covered activities (see Section 4) to analyze their cumulative effect on the environment.  Therefore, the 
cumulative impacts assessment is not project specific or quantifiable, but provides an overview of past, 
present and reasonably foreseeable projects within the proposed Permit Area. 

5.1 PAST AND PRESENT ACTIONS WITHIN THE PROPOSED 
PERMIT AREA 

As previously noted, the 100-county Permit Area is diverse and includes a variety of topographic, 
geologic, ecological, and land use features.  Portions of the proposed Permit Area have undergone 
extensive urban or industrial development, while other portions are primarily agricultural and have 
experienced little development.  Major developments have included conversion of native vegetation to 
agricultural crops or grazing land, urban or rural development, transportation projects, rights-of-way 
clearing for utilities, and development of industrial facilities.  The result is a variety of past and present 
actions within the proposed Permit Area that have resulted in the existing conditions, as described in 
Section 3. 
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5.2 REASONABLY FORESEEABLE ACTIONS WITHIN THE 
PROPOSED PERMIT AREA 

As previously noted, a quantifiable, project-specific evaluation of reasonably foreseeable actions within 
the 100-county Permit Area is not feasible or practical.  However, major reasonably foreseeable projects 
were identified in the proposed Permit Area and include wind power projects, such as wind farms and 
transmission lines to deliver wind energy to consumers, transportation projects, and urban growth. 

As discussed in Section 2.2.1, during the development of the alternatives, a review was conducted to 
identify existing or proposed conservation plans that would cover the same activities within specific 
regions or counties within the Applicant’s Service Area.  Other similar HCPs identified within their 
Service Area include the Balcones Canyonlands Conservation Plan (Travis County and the City of 
Austin) and Williamson County Regional HCP (RHCP).  The Applicant elected to comply with the 
habitat conservation measures and mitigation described in these plans and therefore eliminated Travis 
County and Williamson County from their proposed Permit Area.  Several other HCPs were identified 
within Bastrop County and other portions of the Service Area.  None of them were countywide and some 
of them were only for specific activities, such as subdivision development, thus the Applicant chose not 
to utilize those incidental take permits and HCPs. 

Most of the proposed wind projects in Texas will be located in the west, northwest, the Panhandle, and 
along the coast (Texas General Land Office 2009).  As of 2007, all of Texas’ utility-scale wind projects 
were in the western parts of the state.  The McCamey area, south of Odessa and Midland, saw the first 
wave of wind development in Texas.  West-Central Texas, encompassing the Sweetwater-Abilene area 
(Taylor and Nolan counties), is home to Texas’ largest concentration of wind development, including 
three of the nation’s largest wind projects.  The area continues to experience rapid growth and is home to 
the largest single wind farm in the world, FPL Energy’s 735-MW Horse Hollow site, with 428 wind 
turbines covering about 47,000 acres of Nolan and Taylor counties (Combs 2008).  

In 2005, the Texas Legislature passed Senate Bill 20, instructing the PUC to designate “Competitive 
Renewable Energy Zones (CREZs),” geographic areas throughout the State in which renewable energy 
resources and suitable land areas are sufficient to develop generating capacity from renewable energy 
technologies.  The PUC was then required to develop a plan to construct the transmission infrastructure 
required to deliver the power from these CREZs to electricity customers across the State of Texas (The 
Wind Coalition 2009).  The PUC selected a plan that includes approximately 2,400 miles of new 345-kV 
transmission lines to deliver about 18,500 megawatts of wind energy (ERCOT 2008).  A portion of these 
proposed new lines occur within the proposed Permit Area. 

Major highway projects throughout Texas include construction of new highways and upgrades to existing 
highways (TxDOT 2009e, 2009f).  The I-69 corridor starts on the Texas-Mexico border and extends 
through Texas to Louisiana.  I-69 is a 1,600-mile-long national highway project with the purpose of 
connecting Canada and Mexico.  The Ports-to-Plains Corridor is a 1,400-mile roadway from the Texas-
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Mexico border at Laredo through western Texas and parts of Oklahoma and New Mexico to Denver, 
Colorado.  TxDOT is conducting a Feasibility Study for US 190-I-10 that will evaluate the development 
of either a multi-modal (highway/rail) or single use corridor from El Paso to the Louisiana State line.  
TxDOT is also conducting a study of the proposed La Entrada al Pacifico Corridor, a planned rural, four-
lane divided highway network of 10,500 miles that includes and complements Texas’ rural interstate 
highways.  The Gulf Coast Strategic Highway System is proposed as an upgrade of existing highways in 
Texas, Louisiana, and Mississippi to provide better connectivity between Fort Bliss, Fort Hood, and Fort 
Polk and the strategic ports at Corpus Christi and Beaumont (Gulf Coast Strategic Highway Coalition 
2009).  All or portions of each of these projects occur within the proposed Permit Area. 

Of the 24 State Planning Regions in Texas, the proposed Permit Area counties are found in 15 regions, 
for which on average population growth was observed from 2000 to 2008, as discussed in Section 3.13.  
The greatest growth by percentage for State Planning Regions within the proposed Permit Area occurred 
into the Capital Region, which includes the City of Bastrop, followed by the North Central Texas Region, 
which includes the cities of Dallas and Fort Worth.  Population growth is projected for all State Planning 
Regions between 2008 and 2040, with anticipated average growth per region at nearly one-third (TWC 
2009).  State Planning Regions for which the highest percentage growth is projected include the Capital 
Region and the North Central Texas Region, respectively as before, but with the addition of a higher 
anticipated percentage change across all regions, most notably the Upper Rio Grande Region in which 
Van Thorn is a major city, and the Central Texas Region, which includes the cities of Temple and 
Killeen. 

5.3 EVALUATION OF CUMULATIVE EFFECTS 

For evaluation purposes, the resources considered in the impacts assessment have been placed into one of 
four resource groups, as identified below.   

• Physical Resources 

− Geology 

− Physiography 

− Soils, Including Prime and Unique Farmland 

− Water Resources 

− Water Quality 

− Air Quality 

• Ecological Resources 

− Wetlands 

− Vegetation 

− General Wildlife 
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− Covered Species 

− Other Species of Special Interest 

• Social Resources 

− Land Use 

− Aesthetics 

− Socioeconomics 

− Environmental Justice 

• Cultural Resources 

As described in Section 4, many of these resources would not be directly affected by covered activities 
under the Preferred Alternative.  However, the Applicant recognizes that covered activities have the 
potential to contribute to cumulative effects within the proposed Permit Area.  Thus, a brief discussion for 
each resource group follows. 

5.3.1 Physical Resources 

The Preferred Alternative, issuance of a section 10(a)(1)(B) incidental take permit, would have no direct 
effects on physical resources.  Under the No-Action and Preferred alternatives, the Applicant will 
continue to build new and maintain existing transmission and distribution facilities within the proposed 
Permit Area.  Transmission and distribution facilities generally only affect the physical resources where 
the transmission poles are placed, thus impacts to these resources from construction of new transmission 
and distribution facilities would be negligible.  The Applicant will comply with all applicable local, State, 
and Federal regulations for erosion and sedimentation control as well as for air quality during 
construction of new facilities.  Best management practices, as outlined in the HCP, will be utilized during 
construction and continued maintenance of the Applicant’s electric transmission and distribution facilities 
in order to minimize impacts to physical resources.  A stormwater pollution prevention plan will also be 
prepared for each covered project where appropriate.  Implementation of the HCP would be beneficial to 
physical resources because the protection and management of blocks of native vegetation communities 
would also serve to protect physical resources in those areas as well.  Thus, the incremental impact from 
the covered activities would be negligible compared to the impacts from other projects within the 
proposed Permit Area as a result of any population growth.  In summary, the covered activities would 
potentially contribute to cumulative impacts in the proposed Permit Area based on assessment of the 
environmental consequences of proposed covered activities on physical resources (see Section 4).  
However, according to this assessment, impacts would be negligible and, as such, implementation of the 
HCP would not contribute to negative cumulative impacts. 

5.3.2 Ecological Resources 

Under the HCP, alteration and removal of habitat from the covered activities would occur within the 
proposed Permit Area.  Any “take” resulting from the covered activities would contribute to the 
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cumulative impact within the proposed Permit Area.  The primary impact of the covered activities to 
ecological resources would result from site preparation and construction associated with new projects.  
The construction of some new facilities would result in fragmentation of the existing ecological 
communities to some degree.  Maintenance activities within existing, managed rights-of-way would have 
much less of an impact on ecological resources than construction of new rights-of-way.   

However, the HCP would provide for a streamlined ESA compliance process and a more comprehensive 
approach to mitigation, which would benefit native vegetation and wildlife by ensuring that a larger 
portion of the anticipated habitat loss over the next 30 years would be balanced with conservation actions, 
such as habitat protection.  Furthermore, the mitigation provided under the HCP would result in potential 
for management of existing conservation lands and protection of larger, contiguous tracts of land with 
greater conservation value than would be achieved if similar acreage were protected on a project-by-
project basis.  Implementation of the avoidance, minimization, and conservation measures described for 
the Preferred Alternative (Alternative 1) of the HCP would reduce potential negative effects to biological 
resources from the Applicant’s projects.  Therefore, the covered activities would contribute little to the 
cumulative impact when combined with future land development projects, including the wind 
development and transportation projects and urban growth identified above. 

The Proposed Action would not contribute to cumulative impacts to wetlands.  Impacts to wetlands from 
the covered activities are expected to be minimal, since most aquatic features can be spanned or will be 
returned to preconstruction contours following placement of buried structures.  Where impacts are not 
minimal, mitigation in accordance with USACE regulations will be implemented.  In addition, the 
mitigation provided under the HCP (Alternative 1) would potentially result in larger, contiguous tracts of 
habitat containing wetlands with greater conservation value being protected than would likely be achieved 
if similar acreage were protected on a project-by-project basis.  For these reasons, no contribution to 
cumulative impacts to wetlands within the proposed Permit Area is expected to result from 
implementation of the HCP.   

5.3.3 Social Resources 

The Preferred Alternative, issuance of a section 10(a)(1)(B) incidental take permit, would have no direct 
effects to social resources.  As discussed in Section 3.13, Socioeconomics, the population within portions 
of the proposed Permit Area has increased and will likely continue to grow throughout the life of the 
permit based on available population projections by State Planning Region (TWC 2009).  Some counties 
within the proposed Permit Area may continue to experience growth while others may not.  Regions 4, 8, 
and 12, have the highest projected population growth from 2008 to 2040.  It would be more likely for 
HCPs to be implemented in counties with these regions to cover activities associated with the projected 
growth.   

As discussed in Section 4.11, population growth within portions of the proposed Permit Area would most 
likely increase residential and commercial land development projects in those areas.  Such projects would 
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also likely lead to the construction of more roads and utilities within the proposed Permit Area.  Installing 
new electric facilities is a response to demands for service rather than the cause of the demand (ERCOT 
2010).  Providing utility service does not typically induce population growth, rather, population growth 
induces the need for expanded and more reliable electric services (ERCOT 2010).  Therefore, the 
activities covered by the proposed incidental take permit would be conducted only in response to this 
demand over the life of the permit.  Covered activities may contribute to population growth and increased 
development, albeit to an unknown extent.  Contribution to those processes is expected to be negligible.  
The covered activities are also not likely to impact land use because such activities are often consistent 
with existing land uses.   

5.3.4 Cultural Resources 

The Preferred Alternative, issuance of a section 10(a)(1)(B) incidental take permit, would not contribute 
to cumulative impacts to cultural resources.  The Applicant typically conducts cultural resources surveys 
on all new transmission line projects and some maintenance projects before construction begins, and 
because sites found are typically spanned, impacts are expected to be minimal.  Impacts to cultural 
resources sites will be addressed on a project-by-project basis in coordination with the State Historic 
Preservation Officer.  Therefore, the covered activities and issuance of the requested take permit are 
expected to have minimal contribution to cumulative impacts to cultural resources within the proposed 
Permit Area. 

5.4 CLIMATE CHANGE AND CUMULATIVE EFFECTS  

On October 8, 1997, the CEQ issued “Draft Guidance Regarding Consideration of Global Climatic 
Change in Environmental Documents Prepared Pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act.”  The 
CEQ guidance calls on Federal agencies to consider, in the context of the NEPA process, both how major 
Federal actions could influence the emissions and sinks of greenhouse gases and how climate change 
could potentially influence such actions.  Specifically, Federal agencies must determine whether and to 
what extent their actions affect greenhouse gases.  Furthermore, Federal agencies must determine whether 
the actions they take, the planning and design of Federal projects, may be affected by any changes in the 
environment that might be caused by global climatic change.  The CEQ concluded that “global climate 
change is a serious environmental concern which, given the current state of scientific knowledge, must be 
viewed under NEPA as a “reasonably foreseeable’ impact of continued emissions and changes in sinks of 
greenhouse gases.” 

Issuance of the incidental take permit will not create or affect greenhouse gas emissions or sinks.  As 
discussed in Section 2.2, under the No-Action Alternative, the Applicant will continue to conduct covered 
activities because construction of new facilities and maintenance activities of existing facilities are vital in 
providing services to accommodate population growth. 

The No-Action Alternative would result in the direct emission of greenhouse gases from various sources 
and a reduction of greenhouse gas sinks.  Gas-insulated electrical equipment containing sulfur 
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hexafluoride would be installed at yet to be determined locations across the proposed Permit Area.  The 
equipment would have the potential to emit minimal quantities of sulfur hexafluoride as the equipment 
aged.  Vehicles and equipment used for construction and maintenance activities would have the potential 
to emit carbon dioxide (CO2), nitrogen oxides (NOX), methane (CH4), and hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs).  In 
addition, the clearing of rights-of-way vegetation would result in the reduction of greenhouse gas sinks.  
While these potential impacts are known, there is currently insufficient information to accurately quantify 
these impacts in a meaningful manner.   

Under the Preferred Alternative, “the construction, operation, and/or maintenance of the Applicant’s 
electric transmission and distribution facilities within the proposed Permit Area for a period of 30 years,” 
newly installed SF6-insulated electrical equipment will have the potential to emit minimal quantities of 
sulfur hexafluoride as the equipment ages.  Vehicles and equipment used for construction and 
maintenance activities will have the potential to emit CO2, NOX, CH4, and HFCs.  Rights-of-way will be 
cleared, removing vegetation with the ability to act as greenhouse gas sinks.  These activities will occur 
with the same frequency and duration as the No-Action Alternative.  Issuance of the incidental take 
permit will not result in an increase or decrease of greenhouse gas emissions.   

The construction and maintenance of transmission and distribution facilities is a long-term project.  The 
facilities constructed will likely remain in place for a long period of time.  As such, the Preferred 
Alternative has the potential to be impacted by the effects of climate change.  Broadly, EPA states that the 
effects of climate change observed to date and projected to occur in the future, include, but are not limited 
to more heavy downpours and flooding, increased drought, greater sea-level rise, more intense storms, 
harm to water resources, harm to agriculture, and harm to wildlife and ecosystems.  These predicted 
weather changes have the potential to increase electrical outages during storm events and could increase 
the number of maintenance activities within the service area.  However, there is currently insufficient 
information to determine the specific local or regional effects of climate change, and their impact on the 
Proposed Alternative.   

As discussed in Section 3.13, Socioeconomics, populations within portions of the proposed Permit Area 
have increased and will likely continue to grow throughout the 30-year life of the proposed permit.  
Population growth within those portions of the proposed Permit Area will likely be accompanied by an 
increase in fossil fuel consumption and greenhouse gas emissions related to transportation, energy and 
heat production, commercial and/or industrial production, agriculture, and other activities.  Areas of 
population growth would experience increased land development, which would also decrease the amount 
of vegetation and natural sinks within the proposed Permit Area. 
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6.0 IRREVERSIBLE AND IRRETRIEVABLE COMMITMENT OF 
RESOURCES 

NEPA regulations at 40 CFR 1502.16 require that the discussion of environmental consequences include 
“any irreversible or irretrievable commitments of resources which would be involved with the proposal 
should it be implemented.” Irreversible and irretrievable resource commitments are related to the use of 
nonrenewable resources and the effects that this use could have on future generations.  Irreversible effects 
primarily result from the use or destruction of specific resources that cannot be replaced within a 
reasonable time frame, such as energy or minerals.  Irretrievable resource commitments involve the loss 
in value of an affected resource that cannot be restored as a result of the action, such as extinction of a 
threatened or endangered species or the disturbance of a cultural resource   

The issuance of permits under each of the alternatives would require little to no commitment of 
irreversible or irretrievable resources.  The covered activities of both action alternatives would result in 
the loss of covered species’ preferred habitat within the proposed Permit Area.  However, the HCPs 
prescribed avoidance and minimization measures, as well as mitigation, would help preserve habitat for 
these species; thus, their viability would not be adversely affected. 

The commitment and funding by the Applicant for acquisition and permanent management of mitigation 
properties would be irreversible.  The commitment and funding of mitigation and monitoring activities for 
the duration of the Permit would also be irretrievable. 
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7.0 SHORT-TERM USE OF THE ENVIRONMENT VERSUS 
LONG-TERM PRODUCTIVITY 

This section supports 40 CFR 1502.16 and provides a discussion of the long-term effects of the HCP by 
evaluating the relationship between the short-term uses of the environment and the maintenance and 
enhancement of long-term productivity.   

The objectives of the HCP involve the need to conserve biological resources in an organized and effective 
manner with the anticipated maintenance and construction activities expected to occur within the 
proposed Permit Area.  Thus, long-term environmental productivity would be maintained through 
minimization and avoidance measures, and mitigation.  Short-term uses of the environment, such as 
maintenance of existing facilities, and clearing activities associated with new construction, would be 
accommodated in a manner least likely to result in permanent damage to the proposed Permit Area’s 
natural resources.  The long-term result would be an increase in ecological productivity through 
preservation, management, and maintenance of habitat.  Ecological productivity would also be enhanced 
through the recovery of potentially imperiled species through mitigation for incidental take under the 
Preferred Alternative. 
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8.0 ENERGY AND DEPLETABLE RESOURCE REQUIREMENTS 
AND CONSERVATION POTENTIAL 

The HCP alternatives considered in this EIS do not have an energy or resource extraction component.  
The principal effect of the alternatives on energy use is indirect and related to construction and 
maintenance of transmission line facilities.  While each alternative would require approximately equal 
amounts of energy and resources, it is possible that the No-Action Alternative (individual section 
10(a)(1)(b) permits) could require more energy and resources than the Preferred Alternative, as 
compliance with the ESA on a project-by-project basis could potentially require numerous efforts to 
obtain multiple permits. 

With each application for an incidental take permit, the Applicant as well as the Service would be 
required to devote significant personnel time to negotiate (and the Service to process) individual section 
10(a)(1)(B) incidental take permits, including compliance with NEPA and by completing ESA section 7 
consultations (where a Federal nexus exists).  Determining and implementing mitigation measures on a 
project-by-project basis would require more personnel time and energy as well.  Thus there would be 
potential conservation of energy if those resources were not expended.  Additionally, the effort to obtain 
multiple permits would also involve the preparation of multiple documents, which would entail the use of 
more depletable resources (i.e., paper) than the Preferred Alternative.   

Overall, the Preferred Alternative has greater potential to conserve depletable resources than the No-
Action Alternative. 

The resources depleted under Alternative 1 (30-year permit duration) and Alternative 2 (50-year permit 
duration) would be essentially the same except that the use of resources would continue for an additional 
20 years under Alternative 2. However, it is likely that at the end of the 30-year permit duration under 
Alternative 1 the Applicant would revert to a project-by-project ESA compliance scenario as described 
for the No-Action Alternative. Thus, over a 50-year time period, more resources would be used under 
Alternative 1 than under Alternative 2. 
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intensive habitat restoration and 
wetland creation in the atoll. 
Subsequently, the duck population at 
Midway Atoll has grown rapidly and 
currently comprises 200 to 300 
individuals despite mortality from an 
outbreak of avian botulism in 2008. 

This revised recovery plan replaces 
the original recovery plan for the Laysan 
duck, which was published in 1982. 
The strategy presented in this revised 
recovery plan includes (1) management 
to address threats to the species where 
it occurs now (Laysan Island and 
Midway Atoll) and (2) improvement of 
the species’ distribution and total 
population size through protection and 
enhancement of suitable habitat in the 
Northwestern and Main Hawaiian 
Islands and reduction or elimination of 
threats to allow reestablishment of 
additional wild populations. The 
recovery actions are designed to assess 
and address threats to the Laysan duck; 
create, monitor, and manage new self- 
sustaining populations; and fill critical 
gaps in our scientific knowledge of the 
species. The recovery goal is to downlist 
the Laysan duck to threatened status 
and eventually delist the species 
(remove it from the List of Endangered 
and Threatened Wildlife and Plants). 

Authority: The authority for this action is 
section 4(f) of the Endangered Species Act, 
16 U.S.C. 1533(f). 

Dated: July 7, 2009. 
David J. Wesley, 
Acting Regional Director, Region 1, U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service. 
[FR Doc. E9–22829 Filed 9–21–09; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310–55–P 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Fish and Wildlife Service 

[FWS–R2–ES–2009–N159; 20124–1112– 
0000–F2]

Environmental Impact Statement and 
Habitat Conservation Plan; Oncor 
Electric Delivery Company; Routine 
Maintenance and Repair of Facilities 
and Installation and Operation of New 
Facilities

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Interior.
ACTION: Notice of intent to prepare a 
draft environmental impact statement 
and draft habitat conservation plan; 
announcement of meetings; request for 
comments.

SUMMARY: We, the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (Service), advise the 
public that we intend to prepare a draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 
to evaluate the impacts of, and 

alternatives to, the proposed issuance of 
an Endangered Species Act permit to 
Oncor Electric Delivery Company 
(Oncor; Applicant) for incidental take of 
10 federally listed species from 
activities associated with maintenance 
and repair of existing facilities and 
installation and operation of new 
facilities within Oncor’s service area. 
We also announce plans for a series of 
public scoping meetings located 
throughout Oncor’s service area and a 
public comment period. 
DATES: Written comments on 
alternatives and issues to be addressed 
in the draft EIS must be received by 
close of business on December 1, 2009. 
Public scoping meetings will be held at 
nine locations throughout Oncor’s 
proposed 103-county permit area. 
Public meetings will be held between 
September 28, 2009, and October 28, 
2009. Exact meeting locations and times 
will be noticed in local newspapers and 
at the Austin Ecological Services Office 
Web site, http://www.fws.gov/
southwest/es/AustinTexas/, at least 2 
weeks prior to each event. 
ADDRESSES: Send written comments or 
requests for information by mail to the 
Field Supervisor, Austin Ecological 
Services Field Office, 10711 Burnett 
Road, Suite 200, Austin, TX 78758– 
4460; telephone 512/490–0057; 
facsimile 512/490–0974; or e-mail 
luela_roberts@fws.gov. Note that your 
information request or comments 
concern the Oncor draft EIS/HCP. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
notice is published in compliance with 
the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) of 1969, as amended (42 U.S.C. 
4321 et seq.), and its implementing 
regulations (40 CFR 1506.6), and section 
10(c) of the Endangered Species Act of 
1973, as amended (Act; 16 U.S.C. 1531 
et seq.). The Service intends to gather 
the information necessary to determine 
impacts and alternatives to support a 
decision regarding the potential 
issuance of an incidental take permit to 
the Applicant, and the implementation 
of the supporting draft HCP. 

The Service intends to prepare a draft 
EIS to evaluate the impacts of, and 
alternatives to, the proposed issuance of 
an incidental take permit under the Act 
to the Applicant. The Applicant 
proposes to apply for an incidental take 
permit through development and 
implementation of an HCP. The 
proposed HCP will include measures 
necessary to minimize and mitigate the 
impacts to the maximum extent 
practicable of potential proposed taking 
of federally listed species and the 
habitats upon which they depend 
during routine maintenance and repair 

of existing Oncor facilities and 
installation and operation of new Oncor 
facilities within Oncor’s service area. 

Background
Section 9 of the Act prohibits 

‘‘taking’’ of fish and wildlife species 
listed as endangered or threatened 
under section 4 of the Act. Under the 
Act, the term ‘‘take’’ means to harass, 
harm, pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, 
trap, capture, or collect, or attempt to 
engage in any such conduct. The term 
‘‘harm’’ is defined in the regulations as 
significant habitat modification or 
degradation that results in death or 
injury to listed species by significantly 
impairing essential behavioral patterns, 
including breeding, feeding, or 
sheltering (50 CFR 17.3). The term 
‘‘harass’’ is defined in the regulations as 
actions that create the likelihood of 
injury to listed species to such an extent 
as to significantly disrupt normal 
behavioral patterns which include, but 
are not limited to, breeding, feeding, or 
sheltering (50 CFR 17.3). However, the 
Service may, under specified 
circumstances, issue permits that allow 
the take of federally listed species, 
provided that the take incidental to, but 
not the purpose of, otherwise lawful 
activity. Regulations governing permits 
for endangered and threatened species 
are at 50 CFR 17.22 and 17.32, 
respectively.

Section 10(a)(1)(B) of the Act contains 
provisions for issuing such incidental 
take permits to non-Federal entities for 
the take of endangered and threatened 
species, provided the following criteria 
are met: (1) The taking will be 
incidental; (2) The applicant will, to the 
maximum extent practicable, minimize 
and mitigate the impact of such taking; 
(3) The applicant will develop a draft 
HCP and ensure that adequate funding 
for the plan will be provided; (4) The 
taking will not appreciably reduce the 
likelihood of the survival and recovery 
of the species in the wild; and (5) The 
applicant will carry out any other 
measures that we may require as being 
necessary or appropriate for the 
purposes of the habitat conservation 
plan.

Thus, the purpose of issuing a permit 
is to allow Oncor to maintain the 
efficiency of its projects and operations, 
while preserving protected species and 
their habitat. Adoption of a multispecies 
habitat conservation approach, rather 
than a species-by-species/project-by- 
project approach, will reduce the costs 
of implementing species minimization 
and mitigation measures, and eliminate 
cost and time-consuming efforts 
associated with processing individual 
incidental take permits for each project 
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within Oncor’s 106-county service area. 
In addition, the multispecies habitat 
conservation plan approach provides a 
program of minimization, including 
avoidance, and mitigation for each 
species that is coordinated on a 
landscape level and provides increased 
benefits to the covered species. The 
Service expects that the Applicant will 
request permit coverage for a period of 
30 years. 

Scoping Meetings 
The purpose of the scoping meetings 

is to provide the public with a general 
understanding of the background of the 
proposed HCP and activities that would 
be covered by the draft HCP, alternative 
proposals under consideration for the 
draft EIS, and the Service’s role and 
steps to be taken to develop the draft 
EIS for the draft HCP. The meeting 
format will consist of a 1-hour open 
house prior to the formal scoping 
meeting that will provide an 
opportunity to learn about the proposed 
action, permit area, and species covered. 
The open house will be followed by a 
formal presentation of the proposed 
action, summary of the NEPA process, 
and presentation of oral comments from 
meeting participants. A court reporter 
will be present at each meeting and an 
interpreter will be present when 
deemed necessary. The primary purpose 
of these meetings and public comment 
period is to solicit suggestions and 
information on the scope of issues and 
alternatives to consider when drafting 
the EIS. Oral and written comments will 
be accepted at the meetings. Comments 
can also be submitted to persons listed 
in the ADDRESSES section. Once the draft 
EIS and draft HCP are completed and 
noticed for review, there will be 
additional opportunity for public 
comment on the content of these 
documents through an additional public 
hearing and comment period. 

Alternatives
The proposed action presented in the 

draft EIS will be compared to the No- 
Action alternative. The No-Action 
alternative represents estimated future 
conditions to which the proposed 
action’s estimated future conditions can 
be compared. 

No-Action Alternative 
Because the proposed covered 

activities (operation and maintenance of 
existing lines and construction and 
operation of new lines) are vital in 
providing services to accommodate 
future population growth and energy 
demand, these activities would continue 
regardless of whether a 10(a)(1)(B) 
permit is sought or issued. The 

Applicant would continue to avoid and 
minimize impacts to protected species 
habitat. Where potential impacts could 
not be avoided, and where a Federal 
nexus exists, they would be minimized 
and mitigated for through individual 
formal or informal consultation with the 
Service. Thus, the Applicant would 
potentially need an individual section 
10(a)(1)(B) incidental take permit on a 
project-by-project basis if activities 
might result in the incidental take of a 
federally protected species within the 
proposed permit area. Although future 
activities by the Applicant would be 
similar to those covered by the HCP, not 
all activities would necessitate an 
incidental take permit or even informal 
consultation with the Service. Thus, 
under this alternative, numerous 
individual section 10(a)(1)(B) permit 
applications would likely be filed over 
the 30-year project period. This project- 
by-project approach would be more 
time-consuming, less efficient, and 
could result in an isolated independent 
mitigation approach. 

Proposed Alternative 
The proposed action is the issuance of 

an incidental take permit for the 
covered species during construction, 
operation, and/or maintenance of the 
Applicant’s transmission and 
distribution electrical facilities within 
the proposed permit area for a period of 
30 years. The proposed HCP, which 
must meet the requirements in section 
10(a)(2)(A) of the Act by providing 
measures to minimize and mitigate the 
effects of the potential incidental take of 
covered species to the maximum extent 
practicable, would be developed and 
implemented by the Applicant. This 
alternative could allow for a 
comprehensive mitigation approach for 
unavoidable impacts and reduce the 
permit processing effort for the Service. 

Actions covered under the requested 
incidental take permit may include 
general activities associated with new 
construction, maintenance, and 
emergency response and restoration, 
including stormwater discharges from 
construction sites, equipment access, 
and surveying. Construction activities 
covered for new facilities would include 
new overhead transmission and 
distribution lines, new support facilities 
such as substations and switching 
stations, adding a second circuit on an 
existing structure, and underground 
electric installation. Typical 
maintenance activities would include 
vegetation management within a right- 
of-way, expansion of existing support 
facilities, line upgrades, insulator 
replacement, and maintenance of 
underground electric facilities. 

The Applicant expects to apply for an 
incidental take permit for ten species 
listed as endangered or threatened 
within the Oncor service area. These 
species include four plants (large-fruited 
sand verbena, Texas poppy-mallow, 
Navasota ladies’-tresses, and Pecos 
sunflower), one invertebrate (American 
burying beetle), one amphibian 
(Houston toad), three birds (golden- 
cheeked warbler, black-capped vireo, 
and red-cockaded woodpecker), and one 
mammal (Louisiana black bear). 

Counties included in the proposed 
permit area are those counties within 
the 105-county Oncor service area, 
excluding Travis and Williamson 
counties. These two counties are 
excluded because species in them are 
covered under the Balcones Canyonland 
Plan and the Williamson County 
Regional HCP. 

Species not covered by the proposed 
incidental take permit will also be 
addressed in the draft HCP. These 
species include candidate species and 
federally listed species not likely to be 
affected by the covered activities. The 
purpose of addressing the additional 
species is to explain why the Applicant 
believes these species will not be 
impacted by the covered activities. 

Other alternatives considered will 
also be addressed in the draft EIS, 
including impacts associated with each 
alternative evaluated will be discussed 
in the draft EIS. 

Public Availability of Comments 
Written comments we receive become 

part of the public record associated with 
this action. Before including your 
address, phone number, e-mail address, 
or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, you 
should be aware that the entire 
comment—including your personal 
identifying information—may be made 
publicly available at any time. While 
you can ask us in your comment to 
withhold your personal identifying 
information from public review, we 
cannot guarantee that we will be able to 
do so. 

Environmental Review 
The Service will conduct an 

environmental review to analyze the 
proposed action, as well as other 
alternatives evaluated and the 
associated impacts of each. The draft 
EIS will be the basis for the impact 
evaluation for each species covered and 
the range of alternatives to be addressed. 
The draft EIS is expected to provide 
biological descriptions of the affected 
species and habitats, as well as the 
effects of the alternatives on other 
resources such as vegetation, wetlands, 
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wildlife, geology and soils, air quality, 
water resources, water quality, cultural 
resources, land use, recreation, water 
use, local economy, and environmental 
justice.

Following completion of the 
environmental review, the Service will 
publish a notice of availability and a 
request for comment on the draft EIS 
and the Applicant’s permit application, 
which will include the draft HCP. The 
draft EIS and draft HCP are expected to 
be completed and available to the public 
in early 2010. 

Thomas L. Bauer, 
Acting Regional Director, Region 2, 
Albuquerque, New Mexico. 
[FR Doc. E9–22742 Filed 9–21–09; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310–55–P 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

National Park Service 

Notice of Intent to Repatriate a Cultural 
Item: Paul H. Karshner Memorial 
Museum, Puyallup, WA 

AGENCY: National Park Service, Interior. 
ACTION: Notice.

Notice is here given in accordance 
with the Native American Graves 
Protection and Repatriation Act 
(NAGPRA), 25 U.S.C. 3005, of the intent 
to repatriate a cultural item in the 
possession of the Paul H. Karshner 
Memorial Museum, Puyallup, WA, that 
meets the definition of ‘‘sacred object’’ 
under 25 U.S.C. 3001. 

This notice is published as part of the 
National Park Service’s administrative 
responsibilities under NAGPRA, 25 
U.S.C. 3003 (d)(3). The determinations 
in this notice are the sole responsibility 
of the museum, institution, or Federal 
agency that has control of the cultural 
item. The National Park Service is not 
responsible for the determinations in 
this notice. 

Prior to 1935, one cultural item was 
removed from Lummi Island, Whatcom 
County, WA. It was purchased from 
Charles L. Judd by Dr. Warner Karshner, 
who donated the cultural item to the 
Paul H. Karshner Memorial Museum in 
1935 (Accession #1935.01). Museum 
records describe the object as a ‘‘spirit 
stick’’ (Catalog #1–453). The object has 
been identified by Lummi Tribal 
representatives as a sqwedilic board.
The object is used in ceremonial dances 
to invoke ‘‘tamanus’’ or ‘‘healing 
power.’’ The board is made of unpainted 
wood that has been carved in a circular 
shape with two handles. The shape is 
consistent with photographs of other 
sqwedilic boards collected in the early 

1900s (Suttles and Lane 1990:498, fig. 
10).

Published ethnographic 
documentation indicates that sqwedilic
boards were used in winter ceremonies 
among some Central and Southern Coast 
Salish groups (Suttles and Lane 
1990:498). Sqwedilic was translated by 
one source to mean ‘‘guarding power’’ 
(Collins 1949). Sqwedilic boards are 
used for purification and finding lost 
articles (Suttles and Lane 1990:498). 

The museum consulted with the 
Lummi Tribe of the Lummi Reservation, 
Washington; Samish Indian Tribe, 
Washington; and Swinomish Indians of 
the Swinomish Reservation, 
Washington. During consultation with 
the Lummi Tribe, tribal representatives 
stated that Lummi Island is considered 
to be within their traditional territory. 
During consultation with the Samish 
Indian Tribe, representatives stated they 
did not consider Lummi Island to be 
within the exclusive territory of the 
Samish and did not consider the board 
to be affiliated with the Samish Indian 
Tribe. During consultation with the 
Swinomish Indians, representatives did 
not include Lummi Island within their 
list of traditional places. Based on 
provenience, consultation evidence and 
ethnographic evidence, the sqwedilic
board is reasonably believed to be a 
sacred object that is culturally affiliated 
to the Lummi Tribe of the Lummi 
Reservation, Washington. 

Officials of the Paul H. Karshner 
Memorial Museum have determined 
that, pursuant to 25 U.S.C. 3001 (3)(C), 
the one cultural item described above is 
a specific ceremonial object needed by 
traditional Native American religious 
leaders for the practice of traditional 
Native American religions by their 
present-day adherents. Officials of the 
Paul H. Karshner Memorial Museum 
also have determined that, pursuant to 
25 U.S.C. 3001 (2), there is a 
relationship of shared group identity 
that can be reasonably traced between 
the sacred object and the Lummi Tribe 
of the Lummi Reservation, Washington. 

Representatives of any other Indian 
tribe that believes itself to be culturally 
affiliated with the sacred object should 
contact Dr. Jay Reifel, Assistant 
Superintendent, telephone (253) 840– 
8971 or Ms. Beth Bestrom, Museum 
Curator, Paul H. Karshner Memorial 
Museum, 309 4th St. NE, Puyallup, WA 
98372, telephone (253) 841–8748, before 
October 22, 2009. Repatriation of the 
sacred object to the Lummi Tribe of the 
Lummi Reservation, Washington may 
proceed after that date if no additional 
claimants come forward. 

The Paul H. Karshner Memorial 
Museum is responsible for notifying the 

Lummi Tribe of the Lummi Reservation, 
Washington; Samish Indian Tribe, 
Washington; and Swinomish Indians of 
the Swinomish Reservation, Washington 
that this notice has been published. 

Dated: September 8, 2009 
Sherry Hutt, 
Manager, National NAGPRA Program. 
[FR Doc. E9–22751 Filed 9–21–09; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4312–50–S 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

National Park Service 

Notice of Intent to Repatriate a Cultural 
Item: Illinois State Museum, 
Springfield, IL 

AGENCY: National Park Service, Interior. 
ACTION: Notice.

Notice is here given in accordance 
with the Native American Graves 
Protection and Repatriation Act 
(NAGPRA), 25 U.S.C. 3005, of the intent 
to repatriate a cultural item in the 
possession of the Illinois State Museum, 
Springfield, IL, that meets the definition 
of a ‘‘sacred object’’ under 25 U.S.C. 
3001.

This notice is published as part of the 
National Park Service’s administrative 
responsibilities under NAGPRA, 25 
U.S.C. 3003 (d)(3). The determination in 
this notice is the sole responsibility of 
the museum, institution, or Federal 
agency that has control of the cultural 
item. The National Park Service is not 
responsible for the determination in this 
notice.

In 1955, the Logan Museum of 
Anthropology, Beloit College, Beloit, 
WI, acquired a large collection of objects 
from the estate of Albert Green Heath 
(1888–1953). In 1956, the Illinois State 
Museum purchased some cultural 
objects, including a wooden bowl, from 
the Heath Collection at the Logan 
Museum. Heath had lived in Chicago, 
but also had a second home in Harbor 
Springs, Emmett County, MI, near the 
Odawa community of Cross Village. 
Heath was well-known to members of 
the Odawa community, and he 
purchased a number of objects from 
various members of the Odawa 
community in the early 20th century. 

The wooden bowl (ISM catalog 
number 1956–0001–804982) is round 
and relatively shallow, with a flattened 
base, rounded sides, and a flat rim or 
lip. It measures 20.2 cm in diameter, 5.5 
cm high, and its rim is 8 mm thick. The 
base, rim, and inner walls are smooth, 
but the outer walls are marked with 
numerous vertical grooved lines that 
extend from the rim to the base. These 
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Southwest Region   (Arizona ● New Mexico ● Oklahoma ●Texas)   http://southwest.fws.gov 
 
For Release: September 22, 2009 
Contacts:    Allison Arnold 512-490-0057 x242 
                     Tom Buckley 505-248-6455 
 

Service Will Evaluate the Environmental Impact of Oncor Electric’s Proposed HCP on Ten 
Federally Listed Species 

 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service), announced today that they intend to prepare a draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) to evaluate the impacts of, and alternatives to, the proposed 
issuance of an Endangered Species Act (Act) section 10(a)(1)(B) permit to Oncor Electric Delivery 
Company (Oncor).  This permit will allow the incidental take of ten federally listed species from 
activities associated with maintenance and repair of existing facilities and new facilities within 
Oncor’s service area.   
 
The Service also announces that a public comment period begins today and ends December 1, 2009.   
A series of public scoping meetings will be held from September 28 to October 28, 2009 in 
locations within Oncor’s service area. Visit the Service’s southwest region website at 
http://www.fws.gov/southwest/index.html to view or download the Federal register notice for 
information on how to comment, and for meeting times and locations. 
 
Oncor proposes to apply for an incidental take permit through development and implementation of 
an Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP).  The proposed HCP will include measures necessary to 
minimize and mitigate the impacts of potential taking of federally listed species and their habitats 
during routine maintenance and repair of existing Oncor facilities, and installation and operation of 
new Oncor facilities within their 106 county service area.  This includes siting and constructing 
transmission lines to facilitate delivery to electric customers of the electric output from renewable 
energy technologies in Texas. 
 
Under the Act, the term “take” means to “harass, harm, pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap, 
capture, or collect, or attempt to engage in any such conduct.”  The Service may, under specified 
circumstances, issue permits that allow the take of federally listed species, provided the following 
criteria are met: (1) the taking will be incidental; (2) the applicant will, to the maximum extent 
practicable, minimize and mitigate the impact of such taking; (3) the applicant will develop a draft 
HCP and ensure that adequate funding for the plan will be provided; (4) the taking will not 
appreciably reduce the likelihood of the survival and recovery of the species in the wild; and (5) the 
applicant will carry out any other measures that we may require as being necessary or appropriate 
for the purposes of the habitat conservation plan. 
 
The purpose of issuing this permit is to allow Oncor to maintain the efficiency of its operations, 
while preserving protected species and their habitat.  Adoption of a multispecies habitat 
conservation approach, rather than a species-by-species/project-by-project approach, will reduce the 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

News Release Public Affairs Office 
PO Box 1306 
Albuquerque, NM 87103 
505/248-6911 
505/248-6915 (Fax) 

http://southwest.fws.gov/
http://www.fws.gov/southwest/index.html


costs of implementing mitigation measures, and eliminate cost and time-consuming efforts 
associated with processing individual incidental take permits for each project within Oncor’s 
service area.  In addition, the multispecies habitat conservation plan approach is designed to 
minimize and mitigate potential impacts to species on a coordinated landscape level basis that 
provides increased benefits to – and in some cases prevents contact with – the covered species.  The 
Service expects that Oncor will request permit coverage for a period of 30 years. 
 
This HCP will include four plants (large-fruited sand verbena, Texas poppy-mallow, Navasota 
ladies’-tresses, and Pecos sunflower), one invertebrate (American burying beetle), one amphibian 
(Houston toad), three birds (golden-cheeked warbler, black-capped vireo, and red-cockaded 
woodpecker), and one mammal (Louisiana black bear). 
 
The mission of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service is working with others to conserve, protect and 
enhance fish, wildlife, plants and their habitats for the continuing benefit of the American people. 
We are both a leader and trusted partner in fish and wildlife conservation, known for our scientific 
excellence, stewardship of lands and natural resources, dedicated professionals and commitment to 
public service. For more information on our work and the people who make it happen, visit 
www.fws.gov. 
 

-FWS- 
 

For more information about fish and wildlife conservation in the Southwest, visit 
http://www.fws.gov/southwest/ 
 
 

http://www.fws.gov/
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ONCOR HCP/EIS Scoping Meetings 

View in Español 

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service intends to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) to evaluate the 
potential impacts of alternatives to the proposed issuance of an Endangered Species Act (ESA) Section 
10(a)(1)(B) Permit to Oncor Electric Delivery Company, LLC (Oncor) for incidental “take” of ten federally 
listed species from activities associated with maintenance and repair of existing facilities and installation and 
operation of new facilities within Oncor’s service area. A series of nine public scoping meetings located 
throughout Oncor’s service area are planned as shown below and the public comment period ends December 1, 
2009. 

The format for the scoping meetings will consist of an open house from 6:30 PM to 8:30 PM that will provide 
an opportunity to learn about the proposed action, permit area, and species covered. The open house will include 
a presentation of the proposed action, summary of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, and 
opportunity for presentation of oral or written comments from meeting participants. A court reporter will be 
present at each meeting. The primary purpose of these meetings and public comment period is to solicit 
suggestions and information on the scope of issues and alternatives to consider when drafting the EIS.  

SCHEDULE 

Tuesday, October 13, 2009 
Howard Johnson Plaza  

(Wichita Ballroom) 
401 Broad St. 

Wichita Falls, TX 76301  

Monday, October 19, 2009 
Depot Civic & Cultural Center 

(Ballroom) 
600 E. Depot St. 

Brownwood, TX 76801   

Thursday, October 22, 2009 
Pecos High School  

(Cafeteria) 
1201 S. Park St. 
Pecos, TX 79772 

Wednesday, October 14, 2009 
Love Civic Center (South Hall) 

2025 S Collegiate Dr. 
Paris, TX 75460 

Tuesday, October 20, 2009 
Nolan County Coliseum – Annex

1699 Cypress St. 
Sweetwater, TX 79556 

Monday, October 26, 2009 
Ramada Hotel & Conference 

Center(Rose Garden Ballroom) 
3310 Troup Hwy 
Tyler, TX  75701 

Thursday, October 15, 2009 
La Quinta Inn & Suites 

(Ballroom) 
Dallas Arlington 6 Flags Dr 

825 North Watson Rd. 
Arlington, TX 76011 

Wednesday, October 21, 2009 
Lee High School 

(Cafeteria) 
3500 Neely Ave. 

Midland, TX 79707 

Tuesday, October 27, 2009 
Bellmead Civic Center 

(Auditorium) 
3900 Parrish St. 
Waco, TX 76705 

 

Contact: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

Please visit again for updates on meeting locations. 
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ONCOR HCP/EIS Scoping Meetings 

 
View in English 
 
El Servicio de Pesca y Vida Silvestre La de los EE.UU. se prepone elaborar una Declaración de Impacto 
Ambiental (EIS) para evaluar los impactos potenciales de alternativas a la emisión propuesta de una sección 
10(a)(1)(B) de la Ley de Especies en Peligro de Extinctión (ESA) el permiso a la empresa de distribución 
eléctrica de Oncor, LLC (Oncor) para la “toma fortuita” de diez especies federal enumeradas de actividades se 
asoció a mantenimiento y reparación de instalaciones existentes e instalación y operación de nuevas 
instalaciones dentro del área del servicio de Oncor. Una serie de nueve reuniones públicas del scoping situadas 
en el área del servicio de Oncor se planea como se muestra abajo; el comentario público período los extremos el 
1 de diciembre de 2009. 
 
El formato para las reuniones del scoping consistirá en una casa abierta a partir del 6:30 P.M. al 8:30 P.M. que 
proporcionará una oportunidad de aprender sobre la acción propuesta, el área del permiso, y las especies 
cubiertas. La casa abierta incluirá una presentación de la acción propuesta, el resumen del proceso de la Acta 
sobre Politica Ambiental Nacional (NEPA), y la oportunidad para la presentación de comentarios orales o 
escritos de participantes de la reunión. Un reportero de corte estará presente en cada reunión. El propósito 
primario de estas reuniones y período del comentario público es solicitar sugerencias y la información sobre el 
alcance de problemas y de alternativas para considerar al elaborar el EIS. 

 
SCHEDULE 

 
Tuesday, October 13, 2009 

Howard Johnson Plaza  
(Wichita Ballroom) 

401 Broad St. 
Wichita Falls, TX 76301  

Monday, October 19, 2009 
Depot Civic & Cultural Center 

(Ballroom) 
600 E. Depot St. 

Brownwood, TX 76801   

Thursday, October 22, 2009 
Pecos High School  

(Cafeteria) 
1201 S. Park St. 
Pecos, TX 79772 

Wednesday, October 14, 2009 
Love Civic Center (South Hall) 

2025 S Collegiate Dr. 
Paris, TX 75460 

Tuesday, October 20, 2009 
Nolan County Coliseum – Annex

1699 Cypress St. 
Sweetwater, TX 79556 

Monday, October 26, 2009 
Ramada Hotel & Conference 

Center(Rose Garden Ballroom) 
3310 Troup Hwy 
Tyler, TX  75701 

Thursday, October 15, 2009 
La Quinta Inn & Suites 

(Ballroom) 
Dallas Arlington 6 Flags Dr 

825 North Watson Rd. 
Arlington, TX 76011 

Wednesday, October 21, 2009 
Lee High School 

(Cafeteria) 
3500 Neely Ave. 

Midland, TX 79707 

Tuesday, October 27, 2009 
Bellmead Civic Center 

(Auditorium) 
3900 Parrish St. 
Waco, TX 76705 

 
 

Contact: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
 

 Please visit again for updates on meeting locations.  
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ARTHRITIS

DOYOU
HAVE
Hip or

Irving
2935 N. Beltline Rd. - 972.255.7979
Lewisville
919 W. Main St. - 972.436.3181
Mesquite
4621 Gus Thomasson Rd. - 972.681.1630
Plano
6104 Alma Rd. - 972.517.2940
Pleasant Grove
7812 Lake June Rd. - 214.391.0034

Carrollton
2116 E. Beltline Rd. - 972.416.6051
Dallas
1606 Greenville Ave. - 214.824.4351
18230 Midway Rd. - 972.248.2446
3020 N. Westmoreland Rd. - 214.678.1071
Garland
3106 N. Shiloh Rd. - 972.530.4542
451 W. IH 30, Ste. 100 - 972.240.8010

$3.00
OFF

Call stores for business hours. All sales final. Sale excludes bid items.

One Day Sale • October 24

a clothing purchase
$20.00 or more
With this coupon. Expires October 31, 2009.
www.goodwilldallas.org

50% off all
clothing, coats, jackets,
shoes, purses, hats, ties,

belts and books

75% off

all Halloween
merchandise

25% off

all Christmas
merchandise

All 

GOOD 
Furniture

GOES TO

Come see an array of art, chandeliers, furniture…

��

ADDISON
4151 Beltline Rd.
(NW Corner of Beltline
& Midway Road)
972.716.4144

www.batteriesplus.com

®

DALLAS
9100 N. Central
Expressway
(NE Corner of Park Ln
& Central Expressway)
214.234.0234

PLANO
1725 N. Central Expwy.
(Between 15th &
Park on West Side)
972.423.6100

Watch Battery & Installation
ONLY$2.99

All batteries for home & business ...
from laptop batteries to bulldozer batteries, we have the battery you need!

Some makes, models, or styles may be excluded. One per
customer with coupon. Expires 11-15-09 CPW5MET

We Are Still Open By Customer Request…

Sale 30% off All Merchandise (except repairs)
HUGHES - L&S

11661 Preston Rd. • 214-750-4670 • (SW Corner - Preston & Forest)

Now We Need Your Business!

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Public Meeting and Invitation to Comment

Tuesday October 13, 2009
6:30 p.m. to 8:30 p.m.
Howard Johnson Plaza

401 Broad Street, Wichita Falls, TX

Wednesday October 14, 2009
6:30 p.m. to 8:30 p.m.

Love Civic Center
2025 S. Collegiate Dr., Paris, Texas 75460

Thursday October 15, 2009
6:30 p.m. to 8:30 p.m.
La Quinta Inn & Suites

825 North Watson Rd., Arlington, TX 76011

For info:
http://www.fws.gov/southwest/index.html

COMMUNITY & REGION

Solved
THE PROBLEM: Two

couples tried to refinance their
mortgages with Chase Bank.
When the process slowed,
they wanted out. Each couple
asked for their $750
application fee to be returned,
but “the money-back request
has been ignored.”

THE SOLUTION: Both the
Muncys of Irving and the
Douglases of Plano were hoping
to redo their loans to take
advantage of low interest rates.
But months went by, and they
were left waiting for closing dates.

“We started the process in
November of last year. We were
told it would be a maximum of
60 days,” said Michael Muncy.
“We were in the process of
remodeling the house and had
contracts to do work based in
large part on the promises we
got from Chase. We were
constantly told ‘tomorrow,’ but
tomorrows came and went.”

Meanwhile, the Douglases
started the process in April.
They didn’t have any better luck
in getting their refinancing
completed. “Nothing, and I do
mean nothing, happened as
they said it would,” said Jo Ann
Douglas.

Chase Bank said that the
slowdown in loan processing
was because of an “unexpected
surge in demand for mortgage
refinancing.” 

“As a result, we have
provided borrowers a 90-day
lock on their interest rate
because it may take up to that
time to close, instead of the
more usual 45 or 60 days. Also,
when borrowers apply for a new
or refinanced mortgage with
Chase, they are told that the
application fee is
nonrefundable,” spokesman
Greg Hassell said. 

Muncy said that it wound up

taking 10 months, but their loan
was finally completed. “On an
ongoing basis, I would wake up
in the middle of the night mad
about it,” he said. Fortunately,
the delay didn’t make the
family’s remodeling any more
expensive. “But it was a terrible
inconvenience,” he said.

And even though Chase said
the application fee is
nonrefundable, the bank did
return the Douglases’ money —
along with a written letter of
apology. “It was a painstaking
event which I do not wish on
anyone,” Douglas said.

Update
THE PROBLEM: Garland

has used carbon monoxide gas
at its animal shelter to kill
young, elderly and sick
animals, which is against the
law.

THE SOLUTION:Garland
reviewed several instances of
illegal gassing of animals in

2007. The issue was brought to
the city’s attention by The Dallas
Morning News. The city verified
that illegal gassing did occur in
at least one instance. The worker
responsible is no longer working
at the animal shelter, according
to the city.

Garland officials said this
week that the shelter plans to
euthanize animals through
lethal injection. But the city will
continue to use the gas chamber
on “dangerous” animals, wildlife
and feral cats. 

Animal advocates say that’s
not acceptable. “Our view is that
this is a fake solution intended to
give animal protection people a
false sense that things are
happening — when in fact very
little will change,” said Dr. John
Pippin, a North Texas physician
who opposes using carbon
monoxide gas. Garland Mayor
Ronald Jones said he plans to
discuss the situation in a work
session Monday.

Update
THE PROBLEM: Alyssa

Cisnero was in a car accident
and was transferred to a
nursing home where she
received inadequate care,
according to her family.

THE SOLUTION:Cisnero
suffered 19 broken bones, has a
tracheotomy and a feeding tube
and is in a coma with a severe
brain injury. She ultimately was
transferred to a different nursing
home, where she is improving.

The external fixators,
medical devices that use metal
bars and pins to stabilize
difficult bone fractures, were
removed from her legs last week.

“That went well,” said her
sister Jessica Bustillos. “She is
making slow progress
otherwise, but hopefully when
her trach comes out, there will
be more improvement, and she
will become more aware.”

DMN PROBLEM SOLVER | KATIE FAIRBANK

Pace of refinancing process
frustrated two area couples

About this
column

Each week, I
hunt down
experts to
answer your
questions or
speak with

authorities to get your
problems fixed.
Look for DMN Problem
Solver’s answers here each
week, as well as on the DMN
Investigates blog,
dallasnews.com/
investigatesblog.

To contact DMN Problem
Solver:
E-mail: investigate@
dallasnews.com
Call: 214-977-2952
Write: Katie Fairbank, P.O.
Box 655237, Dallas, Texas,
75265

NEW 
AREA

Dallas’ Free Night of Theater
will run Thursday through
Nov. 8. Reserve free tickets
beginning at noon Monday at
www.freenightoftheater.net
for shows across the city. The
complete list of release dates
and the eligible performances
for each can be viewed at the
Office of Cultural Affairs Web
site at www.dallasculture.org
/freenightoftheater.

North Dallas High School Class
of 1969 invites the Classes of
1968, 1970 and 1971 to join
them for a 40-year reunion
from 7 p.m. to 1 a.m. Saturday
at VFW Post No. 6796, 9179
Garland Road. Call Helen
Maldonado at 214-755-5557
or e-mail helenm62907@
yahoo.com.

DOWNTOWN DALLAS
Dallas Black Dance Theatre’s
annual Dance Africa outdoor
marketplace will be from 10
a.m. to 5 p.m. Saturday in the
Dallas Arts District. The free
event will include entertain-
ment, arts and crafts, poetry,
food and vendors. Hill Harper,
author of the bestsellers
Letters to a Young Brother and
Letters to a Young Sister, will
make an appearance and sign
his new book, The
Conversation: How Black Men
and Women Can Build Loving,
Trusting Relationships.
www.dbdt.com. 

The Black Academy of Arts and
Letters presents Poets ’n’ Jazz
at 9 p.m. Friday and Saturday
at Clarence Muse Cafe
Theatre, Dallas Convention
Center theater complex. $10.
214-743-2400 or
www.tbaal.org.

EAST DALLAS/
LAKEWOOD

A blood drive will be from 9
a.m. to 1 p.m. today on the
parking lot of Casa View
Christian Church, 2230 Barnes
Bridge Road. 

Grace United Methodist
Church will host a Blessing of
the Animals service from 3 to
3:30 p.m. today at Exall Park,
3500 Live Oak St. Bring pets
on leashes or in carriers. Free.
www.graceumcdallas.org.

The Women’s Council of the
Dallas Arboretum’s “A Writer’s

Garden” literary book review
and luncheon will be from 11
a.m. to 1 p.m. Thursday at
Dallas Arboretum, 8525
Garland Road. Tickets are $50
and $100. www.womens
councildallasarboretum.org.

“A Taste of Swiss” will feature
four Swiss Avenue homes with
cuisine, cocktails, music and
entertainment Saturday. Italy,
Brazil, India and Turkey will be
showcased at the fundraiser
benefiting the Friends of
Buckner Park. Tickets are
$100 and are available at
www.friendsofbucknerpark
.org or in person at Needless
Necessities, 2926 N.
Henderson Ave. and Talulah
Belle, 2017 Abrams Road.
Check-in will be from 6:30 to 7
p.m. at 5001 Swiss Ave. 

LAKE HIGHLANDS

A fundraising dinner for Jesus
Camp, a nonprofit that offers a
free weeklong Christian camp
for underprivileged children,
will be at 6:30 p.m. Saturday at
Lake Highlands Presbyterian
Church, 8525 Audelia Road.
$20 for ages 12 and older. For
tickets, e-mail gigi@jesus
camp.org. For information on
the camp, visit www.jesus
camp.org. 

OAK CLIFF

Oak Cliff Earth Day Committee
meets once a month to plan
the annual Earth Day event set
for April 18. The next meeting
will be from 1 to 3 p.m. today at
1129 N. Beckley Ave. E-mail
brbrb303@aol.com or call
214-331-4758.

Kidd Springs Central
neighborhood association will
hold a general meeting at 6:30
p.m. Monday at the Quinn Bar,
202 W. Davis St. New officers
will be elected. 214-718-2384.

Methodist Dallas Medical
Center’s annual National Night
Out will be from 5:30 to 7:30
p.m. Tuesday in Hitt
Auditorium, 1441 N. Beckley
Ave. The family-friendly event
will include Miss Texas Kristen
Blair, refreshments, music,
information booths,
appearances by local law
enforcement officers and
superheroes, and children’s
security ID fingerprinting.
Free. 214-947-8822 or www.
methodisthealthsystem.org.

At the Total Options Style
Show and Social, successful
weight-loss patients from the
Methodist Weight Manage-
ment Institute will model the
season’s latest fall fashions
from Dillard’s from 10 a.m. to
noon Saturday in the
Methodist Dallas Medical
Center Hitt Auditorium.
Experts will also discuss
surgical and nonsurgical
weight loss options. Free. The
hospital is at 1441 N. Beckley
Ave. To register, call
214-947-0004 or
866-500-1852 or visit
www.methodisthealth
system.org/weightmgmt.

OAK LAWN
The Lee Park Lecture Series
continues on Thursday with
Dr. Gary Gallagher of the
University of Virginia in
Arlington Hall at Lee Park,
3333 Turtle Creek Blvd.
Gallagher will present
“General Robert E. Lee:
Modern Warrior &
Indispensable Man” at 7:15
p.m. A reception begins at
6:30 p.m. Standard reser-
vations are $15 and patron
reservations are $50. Call
214-521-2003, or visit www.
arlingtonhallatleepark.com.

PARK CITIES

Atheist-turned-Christian Lee
Strobel, former award-
winning legal editor of the
Chicago Tribune and
best-selling author, will speak
at Park Cities Baptist Church
at 9:20 and 10:50 a.m. today.
The church is at 3933
Northwest Parkway.
www.pcbc.org.

North Texas Crime Commission
will host a general member-
ship breakfast at 7:30 a.m.
Wednesday at Park City Club,
5956 Sherry Lane, Suite 1700.
State Rep. Dan Branch,
R-Dallas, will offer an update
on future legislative criminal
justice initiatives. $20 for
members and $25 for others.
Make reservations by 9 a.m.
Tuesday to rsvp@ntcrime
comm.org or 214-965-9000.
www.ntcrimecomm.org.

Events are listed in the area
where they are held. Send
announcements with the event
location in the subject line to
central@dallasnews.com.

COMMUNITY CALENDAR
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See the 
HOT Nokia 

5800!TAILGATE
SPECIAL!

Don't miss out. Hurry in today!

REGISTER TO WIN 
GREAT PRIZES! 

•  Stainless steel  
party cooler

• Tailgate grill 
• $100 gift card!
Go to the game in style! Our 
Tailgate Sweepstakes package 
worth hundreds of dollars!  
No purchase necessary.

210 Chicago Drive
Lamesa, TX 79331

Phone: (806) 872 7245 if busy, (806) 872 5622
Fax: (806) 872 0373

We’re back!

Watch
For More

Introducing
ANGUS THIRD POUNDERS®

DELUXE  BACON & CHEESE  MUSHROOM & SWISS
McDonald’s® Angus Third 
Pounders are the latest 
addition to the McDonald’s 
menu. Each Angus Third 
Pounder is made to order 
with a third-pound* of 100 
percent Angus beef and 
fresh, savory ingredients 
on a toasted bakery-style 
sesame seed bun.

*Weight before cooking at least 5.33 oz.

McDonald’sMcDonald’s®®

304 Lubbock Road304 Lubbock Road
637-8929637-8929

U.S. Fish and Wildlife  Service
Public Meeting Notice 

and Invitation  to Provide Public Comment
       Environmental Impact Statement and Habitat Conservation Plan for 

        /Issuance of an Incidental Take Permit for Facility Maintenance Repair 
       , and New Facilities by Oncor Electric Delivery Company LLC

Monday,  October  19, 2009 - 6:30 p.m. to 8:30 p.m.
     ( )Depot Civic & Cultural Center Ballroom

600 .  . - , E Depot St Brownwood TX  76801

Tuesday, October  20, 2009 - 6:30 p.m. to 8:30 p.m.
   ( )Nolan County Coliseum Annex

1699  . - , Cypress St Sweetwater TX  79556

Wednesday, October  21, 2009 - 6:30 p.m. to 8:30 p.m.
    ( )Lee Senior High School Cafeteria

3500  . - ,  79707Neely Ave Midland TX

Thursday,  October  22, 2009 - 6:30 p.m. to 8:30 p.m.
   ( )Pecos High School Cafeteria

1201   . - ,  79772South Park St Pecos TX

    For more information go to 
:// . . / / .http www fws gov southwest index html

Monty and Kathy Henson of Brownfield and Stephen and Julee 
Becker of Lubbock are happy to announce the engagement 
of their daughter, Madison Becker, to Benjamin Hisey, the 
son of Dr. Commie and Donna Hisey of Gonzales. Madison 
is a recent graduate of the Texas Tech Physician Assistant 
Program and is a 2007 graduate of Texas A&M University. She 
is employed by Southwest Surgical Associates in Sugarland.  
Ben is a third-year law student at Thurgood Marshall School 
of Law and is a 2007 graduate of Texas A&M, where he 
was a member of the Corps of Cadets and Commander of 
Parsons Mounted Cavalry. He is currently employed at Kerr 
and Hendershot P.C, a law firm in Houston.  The couple will 
wed in a private ceremony in Foresthill, Calif., on Dec. 19. A 
Feb. 6 reception is planned in Lubbock. 

By Josie Musico
Staff writer
Leatrice Hines lives in 

pink.
The Brownfield mother 

of three and breast-cancer 
activist has pink T-shirts, 
pink baseball caps, pink flip-
flops, pink scarves and a pink 
Bible.

Hines’ favorite color repre-
sents a personal struggle with 
breast cancer she faced two 
years ago, and her continued 
fight with the American Can-
cer Society against the deadly 
disease.

Hines’ nightmare began in 
September 2007, when the 
results of her annual mam-
mogram revealed the pres-
ence of three unusual spots in 
her right breast that had not 
been there the year before. 
A consultation by oncology 
surgeon Katherine Rhonahan 
and a biopsy at Joe Arrington 
led to the news that she had 
been dreading.

While preparing to take 
pictures of her newborn 
granddaughter a few days 
later, Hines received a phone 
call from Dr. Rhonahan’s of-
fice that ruined what should 
have been a happy time. 
Hines had breast cancer.

“She told me my biopsy 
results came back and it did 
not look good,” she said. “Af-
ter that phone call I did not 
feel good at all. I got sick and 
stayed in bed all day.”

Hines had such difficulty 
dealing with her diagnosis 
that she didn’t immediately 
tell anyone about it, not even 
her husband, Tommy, or 
three adult children, Chris-
topher, Adrian and Jessica. 
Admitting the news to herself 
was even harder.

“I said ‘Why me?’” she 
said. “I always heard of other 

people getting breast cancer, 
and I never thought that I 
would get breast cancer.”

But after Hines finally ac-
knowledged she was a breast 
cancer victim, family support 
was ultimately part of what 
helped her survive the next 
few months. 

“They were there for me at 
the hospital. They were there 
when I came home,” she 
said. “I would like to thank 
my family and friends for hav-
ing been supportive.”

Hines underwent an MRI 
and further testing, and a 

mastectomy in December 
2007. Because Hines’ cancer 
was at an early non-invasive 
stage, she was able to fight it 
without radiation or chemo-
therapy.

Hines’ strong religious faith 
played another hand in her 
recovery.

“To me, this was probably 
a test of my faith seeing how 
I would act during this time,” 
she said. “I truly believe that 
God was on my side the 
whole time.”

Now cancer-free for a year 
and 10 months, Hines re-

mains dedicated to the Amer-
ican Cancer Society’s fight 
for a cure. She is involved in 
Terry County Relay for Life 
each June, and participated 
in the Susan G. Komen Race 
for the Cure 5K walk last Sat-
urday in Lubbock.

Part of Hines’ commitment 
to cancer-free society also in-
volves spreading the message 
of the importance of early 
detection, which she credits 
for her own survival.

“All cancer does not mean 
death, so I would like to 
encourage all women, espe-
cially those that have a family 
history of breast cancer, to 
please have a regular mam-
mogram done every year,” 
she said.

Hines also advises women 
who have already been diag-
nosed to seek support from a 
higher power, as she did.

“A positive attitude is the 
best cure for breast cancer,” 
she said. “I truly believe 
that God has not promised 
to keep us from life storms, 
but He will keep us through 
them.”

Survivor has special reason 
celebrating Pinktober

Leatrice Hines displays some of many pink items at her 
Brownfield residence. Since she was diagnosed with breast 
cancer two years ago, Hines has participated in fundraising 
projects for the American Cancer Society and encourages 
other women to receive regular mammograms.
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Come help us Celebrate!!

Gladys Bullard’s 
90th Birthday

Saturday, October 17 
2:00 PM - 4:00 PM

Amphitheater, Terry County Park

NO Presents please...Just YOUR Presence

Bridal Selections

NELSON PHARMACY
805 Tahoka Rd    637-3533

Kale igh  Schaub & Mat t  McClure

Kr is ta  Wi l l iams  & Ross  Mar t in

Meghan Hare  & Josh  Di l l

Autumn Day & Cary  Harr i s

U.S. Fish and Wildlife  Service
Public Meeting Notice 

and Invitation  to Provide Public Comment
       Environmental Impact Statement and Habitat Conservation Plan for 

        /Issuance of an Incidental Take Permit for Facility Maintenance Repair 
       , and New Facilities by Oncor Electric Delivery Company LLC

Monday,  October  19, 2009 - 6:30 p.m. to 8:30 p.m.
     ( )Depot Civic & Cultural Center Ballroom

600 .  . - , E Depot St Brownwood TX  76801

Tuesday, October  20, 2009 - 6:30 p.m. to 8:30 p.m.
   ( )Nolan County Coliseum Annex

1699  . - , Cypress St Sweetwater TX  79556

Wednesday, October  21, 2009 - 6:30 p.m. to 8:30 p.m.
    ( )Lee Senior High School Cafeteria

3500  . - ,  79707Neely Ave Midland TX

Thursday,  October  22, 2009 - 6:30 p.m. to 8:30 p.m.
   ( )Pecos High School Cafeteria

1201   . - ,  79772South Park St Pecos TX

    For more information go to 
:// . . / / .http www fws gov southwest index html

NOTICE

TEXAS PEANUT PRODUCERS BOARD

VOTING REGION ONE

                                                           

Texas Peanut Producers Board (TPPB) will conduct elections for the purpose of electing four new 

TPPB board members, three members from Voting Region One and one member At Large.  There 

are a total of twelve TPPB voting board members.  These elections, to be conducted in all 254 

Texas counties, are being held pursuant to the Texas Commodity Referendum Law, Texas 

Agriculture Code, Title 3, Chapter 41, Subchapter A, Section 41.032.  

Voting Region One consists of the following 44 counties:  Andrews, Bailey, Brewster, Castro, 

Cochran, Crane, Crockett, Culberson, Dallam, Dawson, Deaf Smith, Ector, El Paso, Gaines, 

Glasscock, Hale, Hartley, Hockley, Hudspeth, Jeff Davis, Lamb, Loving, Lubbock, Lynn, Martin

Midland, Moore, Oldham, Parmer, Pecos, Potter, Presidio, Randall, Reagan, Reeves, Sherman, 

Swisher, Terrell, Terry, Upton, Val Verde, Ward, Winkler, and Yoakum.  As previously stated, 

there are three seats open for election of TPPB board members in Voting Region One.

There is one seat open for election of an At Large TPPB board member.  The At Large member 

may be from any of the 254 counties in Texas so long as they meet the requirements below.

          

A person is eligible to vote in the board election if he or she is, or for at least one production 

period during the three years preceding the date of the board election has been a producer of, or 

caused to be produced, peanuts for commercial purposes.  This includes owners of farms and 

their tenants or sharecroppers, if the person would be required to pay the assessment.  For a 

producer to vote for any person nominated for a Voting Region 1 seat, such producer must reside 

within the counties stated above.  Any qualified producer may vote for an At Large nominee and 

the region in which you reside is not a factor.

          

Any eligible voter-producer as defined above may place his or her name in nomination to serve as 

a director on the TPPB.  Nomination applications must be submitted to TPPB signed by the 

applicant and ten other eligible voters. 

Nomination forms will be available in all counties where elections are to be held or can be 

obtained by writing TPPB, 4205 N. I-27, Lubbock, Texas 79403.  Please state your county of 

residence if you request a nomination form in writing.  Nomination forms will be available 

November 23, 2009 and must be filed no later than December 23, 2009.  

          

The election will be held by mail ballot. Ballots containing the nominations of all persons who 

have validly filed petitions under Section 41.025 of the above stated code will be available 

January 9, 2010.  Ballots will be available at all peanut buying point locations, county and district 

agricultural agency offices in each of the appropriate voting regions, or by writing TPPB at the 

address stated above. For a ballot to be counted, such ballot must be postmarked no later than 

January 23, 2010.  A voter must meet the definition set forth above as to a qualified voter.  Voters 

may also vote for board members by "writing in" the name of any eligible persons.

          

Texas Peanut Producers Board is certified under Section 41.011 and Section 41.012 of the Texas 

Commodity Referendum Law to conduct this election, and has obtained all approvals and 

determinations required by law from the Commissioner of Agriculture, Texas Department of 

Agriculture.

Agriculture plays a major 
role in everything from food 
to clothing, a group of Terry 
County kids learned Thurs-
day.

Thirty-six fourth-graders 
from Meadow and Wellman-
Union spent the day in the 
county showbarn becoming 
familiar with cotton harvesting, 
dairy production and other 
industries just down the road 
from their homes.

Kids, Kows & More pre-
senter Martin Lefevere said 
the program aimed to educate 
students about the agricultural 
roots of many of the products 
they use daily and the food 
they eat.

“I want them to realize agri-
culture affects them every day,” 
he said. “It’s not just as simple 
as going to the store and get-
ting food. We’ve got to have 
agriculture.”

County agent Mary Collier 
agreed, “It’s important for our 
students here to see the effect 
that agriculture has on our com-
munity.”

KKM, which is sponsored 
by Texas Agri-Life and South-
west Dairy, consists of several 
20-minute presentations per-
taining to the local farming 
industry. Staff travel throughout 
Texas, Oklahoma and New 
Mexico, giving programs that 
vary by area. For example, a 
local peanut farmer might give 
a lecture during KKM’s trip to 
Brownfield, and a grapefruit 
producer might speak when 
the program comes farther 
southeast to Brownsville or 
McAllen.

“We do (programs) accord-
ing to whatever the commodi-
ties are in the area,” said El 
Paso-based KKM program co-
ordinator Sandra Pierce. “We 
do cotton here and citrus down 
in the (Rio Grande) Valley.”

And in Terry County, the 
number-one commodity was 
the subject of a ginning dem-
onstration by Dan Jackson of 
Meadow Co-op Gin. Jackson 
showed how to separate cotton 
seeds from lint, explained how 
cotton is used to make products 
from blue jeans to money and 
provided a history lesson about 
the plant’s production.

“Cotton’s pretty old - it dates 
back a long time,” he said.

Ten-year-old Sydney Munoz 
said she learned that “cotton 
is dirty with little leaves, and 
that cotton can be roped and 
into pants with different colors, 
and they separate seeds from 
cotton.”

Rhett Kerby, Jackie Pate and 
Greg Lindsey told the group 
about soil conservation.

“By doing this kind of dem-
onstration, we’re able to teach 
the kids that aren’t familiar with 
farming practices what can 
be done to prevent erosion,” 
Kerby said.

KKM staff Pierce and Dennis 
Carr showed them about dairy 
production, from the cow to the 
cheese and yogurt.

“I learned that (Carr’s) 
cow can milk about 700 gal-
lons,” said Alex Chavira, 10. “I 
learned that they get milked two 
or three times a day.”

Trynton Burgess, 9, added, 
“Cheese is made by milk, 
and ice cream is provided by 
cows.”

Scott Russell, county agent 
for integrated pest manage-
ment, introduced the fourth-
graders to the creepy-crawly 
creatures he works with.

“Entomology is the study 
of insects,” he said. “Insects 
are one of the most abundant 
organisms on earth. There may 
be over one million species of 
insects.”

Some of the students said 
the demonstration taught them 
about the differences between 
insects and arachnids, and not 
to fear either.

“I learned that insects, only 
3 percent of them are pests, 
and that tarantulas actually help 
us in the environment,” said 
Murissa Horton, 9. 

“I learned that some insects 
are not poisonous,” said Este-
fania Soto, 9.

Crystal Hogue, an educator 
for the South Plains Under-
ground Water District, told the 
group about some ways they 
can conserve water, such as by 
taking shorter showers.

Dan Jackson of Meadow Co-op Gin shows Terry County 
fourth-graders (L-R) Conner Faught, Carolynn Lossie and 
Reagan Perez how to separate cotton lint and seeds. Jackson’s 

agriculture demonstration was among several others at 
Thursday’s Kids, Kows & More program at the county 
showbarn.

(ABOVE)
Brownfield’s Jaelyn 
Nolan, center, heads 
for the end zone. The 
third-and-fourth-grade 
divis ion of  Youth 
F oo t b a l l  L e a gu e 
d e f e a t e d  Den v e r 
City 24-22 at home 
Saturday. The fifth-
grade team lost 0-6 
and the sixth-graders 
won 14-13.

Kids learn 
farming secrets

Lordy, 
Lordy,
Look who’s 

40!!
Your Loving 
Family and Friends
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NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT OPAL RE-
SOURCES OPERATING CO., LLC., OPR
624735, HAS FILED WITH THE TEXAS RAIL-
ROAD COMMISSION THE FOLLOWING:

P-17 APPLICATION FOR EXCEPTION TO
SWR 26 AND/OR 27 TO SURFACE COM
MINGLE PRODUCTION, ALLOCATE PRO
DUCTION, AND FOR OFF-LEASE SEPA
RATION, METERING AND STORAGE.

BOTH OIL AND CASINGHEAD GAS,

FROM AN OIL AND GAS LEASE OF LA
BOR 15 AND THE NORTH 141.87 ACRES
OF LABOR 16, LEAGUE 263 KENT COUN
TY SCHOOL LANDS, MARTIN COUNTY
TEXAS,

WITH PRODUCTION FROM THE SOUTH
EAST 17.12 ACRES OF LABOR 20, AND
THE NORTHEAST 17.12 ACRES OF LA
BOR 21 IN LEAGUE 264 KENT COUNTY
SCHOOL LANDS AND ALSO THE SOUTH
35.25 ACRES OF LABOR 16 AND THE
NORTH 85.60 ACRES OF LABOR 25 IN
LEAGUE 263 KENT COUNTY SCHOOL
LANDS, MARTIN COUNTY TEXAS.

ANY AFFECTED MINERAL INTEREST OWN-
ERS WHO HAVE NOT RECEIVED WRITTEN
NOTIFICATION ARE ADVISED TO CONTACT:
LES MCCORMICK OR GERALD LONG OF
OPAL RESOURCES OPERATING CO., LLC,
IN HOUSTON AT 713.647.7300 BY OCTOBER
25, 2009. 952 ECHO LANE, SUITE 200,
HOUSTON, TX, 77024.
______________________________________

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT OPAL RE-
SOURCES OPERATING CO., LLC., OPR
624735, HAS FILED WITH THE TEXAS RAIL-
ROAD COMMISSION THE FOLLOWING:

P-17 APPLICATION FOR EXCEPTION TO
SWR 26 AND/OR 27 TO SURFACE COM
MINGLE PRODUCTION, ALLOCATE PRO
DUCTION, AND FOR OFF-LEASE SEPA
RATION, METERING AND STORAGE.

BOTH OIL AND CASINGHEAD GAS,

FROM AN OIL AND GAS LEASE OF
TRACTS 75, 86, 87, 94, 107, W/2 OF
TRACT 93 AND W/2 OF TRACT 108 LEA
GUE 258, BRISCOE COUNTY SCHOOL
LANDS, MARTIN COUNTY TEXAS

WITH PRODUCTION FROM AN OIL AND
GAS LEASE ON THE SE QUARTER OF
TRACT 65, OF THE BRISCOE COUNTY
SCHOOL LANDS SURVEY 257, MARTIN
COUNTY TEXAS,

WITH PRODUCTION FROM THE SW AND
THE SOUTH 41.75 ACRES OF THE N/2 OF
TRACT 95, BRISCOE COUNTY SCHOOL
LANDS, SURVEY 258 , MARTIN COUNTY
TEXAS.

ANY AFFECTED MINERAL INTEREST OWN-
ERS WHO HAVE NOT RECEIVED WRITTEN
NOTIFICATION ARE ADVISED TO CONTACT:
LES MCCORMICK OR GERALD LONG OF
OPAL RESOURCES OPERATING CO., LLC,
IN HOUSTON AT 713.647.7300 BY OCTOBER
25, 2009. 952 ECHO LANE, SUITE 200,
HOUSTON, TX, 77024.
______________________________________

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT OPAL RE-
SOURCES OPERATING CO., LLC., OPR
624735, HAS FILED WITH THE TEXAS RAIL-
ROAD COMMISSION THE FOLLOWING:

P-17 APPLICATION FOR EXCEPTION TO
SWR 26 AND/OR 27 TO SURFACE COM
MINGLE PRODUCTION, ALLOCATE PRO
DUCTION, AND FOR OFF-LEASE SEPA
RATION, METERING AND STORAGE.

BOTH OIL AND CASINGHEAD GAS,

FROM AN OIL AND GAS LEASE OF LA
BORS 6,7,14,15 AND 16, ALL IN LEAGUE
264 KENT COUNTY SCHOOL LANDS,
MARTIN COUNTY TEXAS,

WITH PRODUCTION FROM AN OIL AND
GAS LEASE ON THE SOUTH 539.60
ACRES OF SECTION 10, BLOCK H.A.,
S.R. LANIER ORIGINAL GRANTEE, MAR
TIN COUNTY TEXAS,

WITH PRODUCTION FROM AN OIL AND
GAS LEASE ON ALL OF SECTION 8,
BLOCK HA, J. H. O’BRIEN, ORIGINAL
GRANTEE, AND THE N/2 OF SECTION 9,
BLOCK HA, S. R. LANIER, ORIGINAL
GRANTEE, MARTIN COUNTY TEXAS.

ANY AFFECTED MINERAL INTEREST OWN-
ERS WHO HAVE NOT RECEIVED WRITTEN
NOTIFICATION ARE ADVISED TO CONTACT:
LES MCCORMICK OR GERALD LONG OF
OPAL RESOURCES OPERATING CO., LLC,
IN HOUSTON AT 713.647.7300 BY OCTOBER
25, 2009. 952 ECHO LANE, SUITE 200,
HOUSTON, TX, 77024.
______________________________________

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT OPAL RE-
SOURCES OPERATING CO., LLC., OPR
624735, HAS FILED WITH THE TEXAS RAIL-
ROAD COMMISSION THE FOLLOWING:

P-17 APPLICATION FOR EXCEPTION TO
SWR 26 AND/OR 27 TO SURFACE COM
MINGLE PRODUCTION, ALLOCATE PRO
DUCTION, AND FOR OFF-LEASE SEPA
RATION, METERING AND STORAGE.

BOTH OIL AND CASINGHEAD GAS,

FROM AN OIL AND GAS LEASE OF
TRACTS 57, 58, 64, AND THE S/2 OF
TRACTS 135, 61, 62 AND THE S/2, NE OF
TRACT 63 AND THE E/2 OF TRACTS 78,
79, ALL IN LEAGUE 257, BRISCOE COUN
TY SCHOOL LANDS, MARTIN COUNTY
TEXAS,

WITH PRODUCTION FROM AN OIL AND
GAS LEASE ON TRACTS 65, 76, 77, 85,
96, 103, AND THE S/2 OF TRACT 84, ALL
IN LEAGUE 257, BRISCOE COUNTY
SCHOOL LANDS, MARTIN COUNTY
TEXAS,

WITH PRODUCTION FROM AN OIL AND
GAS LEASE ON TRACTS 97, 104, AND
THE N/2 OF TRACT 84, ALL IN LEAGUE
257, BRISCOE COUNTY SCHOOL LANDS,
MARTIN COUNTY TEXAS.

ANY AFFECTED MINERAL INTEREST OWN-
ERS WHO HAVE NOT RECEIVED WRITTEN
NOTIFICATION ARE ADVISED TO CONTACT:
LES MCCORMICK OR GERALD LONG OF
OPAL RESOURCES OPERATING CO., LLC,
IN HOUSTON AT 713.647.7300 BY OCTOBER
25, 2009. 952 ECHO LANE, SUITE 200,
HOUSTON, TX, 77024.

NOTICE OF SALE OF PERSONAL PROPER-
TY TO SATISFY LANDLORDS’ LIEN. PER
CHAPTER 59, TEXAS PROPERTY CODE,
CONTENTS OF UNIT(S):

#120 MO G. DOMINGUEZ
#17 STUART NICHOLS
#15 BRITTANII PARKER
#115 ALFREDO B. RODRIGUEZ

*MISC HOUSEHOLD GOODS

AT ABC SECURED STORGAE, 3105 W. IN-
DUSTRIAL, MIDLAND, TEXAS. WILL BE
SOLD AS A CLOSED BID, 9 A.M.

NOTICE TO CREDITORS

Notice is hereby given that original Letters
Testamentary for the Estate of LOWELL DEAN
SEIBERT, Deceased, were issued on october
13, 2009, in Cause No. P-16048, pending in the
County Court of MIDLAND County, Texas, to:
LINDA SEIBERT KNABE.

All persons having claims against this Estate
which is currently being administered are re-
quired to present them to the undersigned with-
in the time and in the manner prescribed by
law.

c/o: JAY H. "Timber" FLOYD, Jr.
Attorney at Law
Post Office Box 1852
Midland, Texas 79702-1852

DATED the 13th day of October, 2009.

JAY H. "Timber" FLOYD, Jr.
Attorney for LINDA SEIBERT KNABE
State Bar No.: 07188000
Post Office Box 1852
Midland, Texas 79702-1852
Telephone: (432) 683-5213
Facsimile: (432) 685-3266

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT OPAL RE-
SOURCES OPERATING CO., LLC., OPR
624735, HAS FILED WITH THE TEXAS RAIL-
ROAD COMMISSION THE FOLLOWING:

P-17 APPLICATION FOR EXCEPTION TO
SWR 26 AND/OR 27 TO SURFACE COM
MINGLE PRODUCTION, ALLOCATE PRO
DUCTION, AND FOR OFF-LEASE SEPA
RATION, METERING AND STORAGE.

BOTH OIL AND CASINGHEAD GAS,

FROM AN OIL AND GAS LEASE OF LA
BOR 21, LEAGUE 264 KENT COUNTY
SCHOOL LANDS LESS THE NE 17.12
ACRES, MARTIN COUNTY TEXAS,

WITH PRODUCTION FROM AN OIL AND
GAS LEASE ON LABOR 19, LEAGUE 264
KENT COUNTY SCHOOL LANDS LESS
THE NW 17.12 ACRES, MARTIN COUNTY
TEXAS,

WITH PRODUCTION FROM AN OIL AND
GAS LEASE ON THE SOUTH 80.00
ACRES OF LABOR 18, AND THE NORTH
80.00 ACRES OF LABOR 23 AND IN LEA
GUE 264 KENT COUNTY SCHOOL
LANDS, MARTIN COUNTY TEXAS,

WITH PRODUCTION FROM AN OIL AND
GAS LEASE ON THE NORTH 97.12
ACRES OF LABOR 18, AND THE NORTH
62.88 ACRES OF LABOR 17 AND IN LEA
GUE 264 KENT COUNTY SCHOOL
LANDS, MARTIN COUNTY TEXAS.

ANY AFFECTED MINERAL INTEREST OWN-
ERS WHO HAVE NOT RECEIVED WRITTEN
NOTIFICATION ARE ADVISED TO CONTACT:
LES MCCORMICK OR GERALD LONG OF
OPAL RESOURCES OPERATING CO., LLC,
IN HOUSTON AT 713.647.7300 BY OCTOBER
25, 2009. 952 ECHO LANE, SUITE 200,
HOUSTON, TX, 77024.

Health Net Pearl (PFFS), a Medicare Advantage or
Cost-Based health plan offered by Health Net Life In-
surance Company, will stop providing Medicare cov-
erage in Texas effective January 1, 2010. If you are
now a member of Health Net Pearl (PFFS), we will
keep providing your Medicare coverage through De-
cember 31, 2009, and we will be sending you a letter
with more information on how to change your cover-
age starting January 1, 2010.
For more information, please call 1-800-977-8221
(TTY 711), 8a.m. to 8 p.m., 7 days a week.
For questions about Medicare, please call 1-800-
MEDICARE (1-800-633-4227), 24 hours a day, 7
days a week. TTY users should call 1-877-486-2048.
M0004_2010_0521 (H5996, H5721, R5863, H0351,
H0562, H5520) Compliance approval (10/09)

AUCTION
Inexpensive car, trucks
to be sold October 17
@10am at 2301 E. 8th

Live bidding public
auction. Details posted
online GFBAUTO.COM

clearing 100 + stored
repossessions and

trade-ins
432-337-3344 Odessa

FOUND BLACK &
Brown mix German
Shephard female pup-
py. Vicinity of
Thornridge & Shady
Ln. Free to good home
if not claimed. 894-
6906

FOUND DAPPLE
weenie dog, call to
identify. Found in
Greenwood. 413-1398

FOUND: DOG, SMALL
brown female, vicinity
of L St. & Neely. 682-
8395 or 557-6411.

FOUND MALE
black/white, Bulldog
face, possibly Boston
Terrier, on Parkdale &
Midland Dr. 553-2173

FOUND MALE Dachs-
hund mix wandering
around Wadley & Mid-
land Dr. Please con-
tact Amy 432-978-
3656

FOUND PUPPY, black
w/tan belly, long
h a i r e d
Pomeranian/Chihuahu
a mix, around Live
Oak Village. 853-
8571, 853-8707

FOUND SCOTTIE or
Schnauzer around
Midland Dr. &
Greenbriar. 432-770-
3653

FOUND SMALL male
red dog on CR 1285.
432-561-5631.

FOUND YOUNG Ger-
man short hair pointer
near McDonald & Illi-
nois. Call 697-0290

FOUND: YOUNG male
terrier/schnauzer mix,
salt-n-pepper,on North
A St., call to identify
279-0749

LOST MALE Siberian
Husky, Fannin area.
638-6441

LOST: PITBULL mix,
by Anson Jones, red
w/ yellow eyes, she’s
timid, if you’ve seen
her please contact
978-1237, 553-8705,
or 697-1639.

COME AND JOIN US FOR THE
FIRST ANNUAL

HOLIDAY BAZAAR
sponsored by

THE BARBARA YARBROUGH
PARENTING CENTER

SATURDAY, OCTOBER 17, 2009
AT THE MIDLAND CENTER

9:00 AM - 6:00 PM

REWARD: RED Pitbull
mix & tan chihuahua,
missing from 3500
block of Michigan, no
tags, call 262-5257 or
312-2660.

Acacia
Masonic
Lodge #1414
1600 W. Wall
Stated Communica-
tion, 2nd & 4th
Tues. @7:30, 432-
694-0704 Verlin
Porter, W.M.James
L. Hawkins, Sec

Midland 
Centennial
Lodge #1448
1600 W. Wall, Reg
meeting, 1st & 3rd
Sat., 8:30am.
Breakfast 7:30am.
Harold Uddley,
W/M Bob Ellwood,
Sec.

COME GROW with
me! Seeking partner
for graphics and pub-
lications biz. Must
be creative with suc-
cessful marketing
background. Graph-
ics skills a plus.
Huge opportunity for
right person. Invest-
ment required. Pen-
ny Willhite, Broker,
699-7700. Send re-
sume to
pennzer@aol.com.

RESTAURANT for
sale- building and busi-
ness $250,000. 8,000
+/- sq.ft. Huge parking
lot, suitable for other
uses. Call 432-682-
4231.

$500! Police Impounds!
Cars from $500!
Hondas, etc! For list-
ings, 800-544-1092 x
C195.

BMW 2005 745I Ser-
ies. Low mileage, 1
owner. $30,000. Con-
tact 432-889-1027,
557-2384

BMW 2007 335 I con-
vertible hardtop.
Black, 24,500 K miles,
navigation, fully load-
ed. $49,000. 432-557-
9827.

BUICK 1969 Electra
225. 4 door, $1000
OBO. 557-7206

BUICK 1996 Skylark.
Runs great, recent
tires, $2500 OBO.
934-6462

BUICK 1997 Lesaber.
$1,750. B&B Auto
Sales 683-6222.  Bill

BUICK 1998 Park Ave-
nue. 699-2054

BUICK 2007 LaCrosse
CXS, 24,600K miles
warranty to 50K, leath-
er, moonroof & XM.
$15,950. 432-683-
2640, 296-8800

CADILLAC 1994 Sev-
ille STS. A/C runs
great. Asking $2100
OBO. 634-1956.

CADILLAC 2006 STS
 V6, 4 door, black with
grey leather, war-

 ranty, 30k miles.
$22,500. 432-296-8487

 after 5 & weekends.
CHALLENGER 2009
R/T Hemi, Low mile-
age, immaculate con-
dition. Garage kept,
never seen rain, sleet,
snow or a dirt road!
$35,000. 432-269-
8846.

CHEVROLET 1993
Corvette, 73k miles.
Another set of tires.
$7,000 (432)269-6710

CHEVROLET 2002
Corvette, silver, 6
speed manual, 85K
miles, 30 mpg. C6 Z06
wheels & tires. Borla
exhaust, loaded.
$19,500. 432-889-
3714

CHEVROLET 2003
Corvette Coupe 50th
Anniversary edition.
50K miles. Black on
black, 2 tops. excel-
lent condition.
$20,000. 432-661-
2662.

CHEVY 1994
Corvette. Like new.
Flame Red, new
black/ red interior.
88K. $12,800.
557-4222.
CHEVY 1995 Corvette
Convertible, torch red,
22K miles. Like new.
$17,500. 432-631-
8045, 683-5625

CHEVY 2006 Cor-
vette Z06, Victory
Red Exterior, Titani-
um Grey Interior, 7.0
Liter, 505HP, 6-
Speed, 11,327 mi,
Chrome Rims, 2LZ
Package, Many oth-
er extras-Call for de-
tails, $49,000. 432-
570-4467

CHEVY 2007 Corvette
Z06, 505HP, 2LZ trim,
red, chrome wheels,
excellent condition,
18,500K, $47,900.
432-557-5038

CHRYSLER 1998
Sebring, 133K, $2500
OBO. 634-1956

FORD 2004 Mustang
55k miles. B & B Auto
Sales. 683-6222. Bill

DODGE ’04 Stratus 4
door, V6, Clean, low
miles, good cond.
$7000  699-6274

DODGE 1990 Caravan.
Runs great, looks
good. $1975. 432-
528-6217

DODGE 2006 Charger.
53k, V6. Runs perfect
Has body damage.
$7,800 obo 631-6513

DODGE 2008 Avenger
RT, 36,000 mi. Asking
$16,500. 432-488-
9283

Dodge 2009 Challeng-
er SE, RARE, 6 disc
CD, less than 2000
miles, $34.8K 432-
967-3901

FORD 1995 Mustang
GT. Good condition.
$3750 OBO. 432-352-
0710

FORD 2000 Mustang,
new transmission,
runs great! $3750.
432-894-0604

FORD 2003 Crown Vic-
toria. All leather, all
power, fully loaded.
61K. $11,500. 432-
638-6441

FORD 2003 Mustang,
excellent condition,
runs & looks great, de-
pendable. $6,500
( 4 3 2 ) 6 6 1 - 5 5 0 3
pskelton@legacyreale
state.com

FORD 2003 Taurus
SES, 4 door, 73,000
miles, $6,000. 432-
695-4831 or 432-661-
1228

FORD 2005 Mustang.
Red, exc. condition,
29K miles, $11,500
OBO. 432-967-0347

FORD 2009 Mustang,
Practically New! 4.5K,
Black, Pony Package
$17,995. 528-9973.

FORD ’97 Cougar V8,
great school car.
$2000 262-5592 or
770-2999

HONDA 1994 Civic
VX Hatchback.
$3000 OBO. Mike
432-218-8454,
432-296-9673
HONDA 1999 Civic EX,
164K miles, good con-
dition, AC/heat, sun-
roof, manuel transmis-
sion, $3,450 OBO.
432-894-1585 after
5pm.

HONDA 2003 AC-
CORD EX, V6, 91,000
miles, 4 door, auto-
matic transmission,
Gold exterior, Tan in-
terior, 2WD, ABS,
alarm, cruise, sun
roof, 6 disc, leather,
power everything, new
transmission (warran-
ty), tires 2 months.
$11,600. (432)889-
1822

HONDA 2004 Accord
LX 4 cyl. blk/beige int,
Moonroof, 83K.
$9500. (432) 238-
3185

HONDA 2007 Civic EX,
$11,500. 697-3719.

HYUNDAI 2000, Ac-
cent low mileage,
must see clean car.
Everything works.
Asking $4,000. 432-
349-0041.

IF YOU are 18.
If you have funds to
pay, you need cheap
transportation, you

can raise your hand to
bid, then; you can buy
vehicles at this public

auction of stored
repossessions and

trade-ins.
 Cheap and easy.

Oct. 17 @ 2301 E. 8th
call 432-337-3344 web
details@ gfbautos.com
LEXUS 1998 ES300.
59,900K, excellent
condition. Asking
$8,000. Jill 413-7002

LINCOLN 1993
Towncar. $2500. 218-
6457

PUBLIC NOTICE
Bid #2010-009

Midland College District is accepting competi-
tive sealed bids for light bulbs and ballast to be
purchased throughout the year. The contract
will be for the period of December 1, 2009
through November 30, 2010. Bid packets may
be picked up Monday through Thursday, 8:00
a.m. until 5:00 p.m., in the Purchasing Office,
located at 3600 N Garfield, Midland, texas.
Bids will be accepted until 2:00 p.m., Tues-
day, November 3, 2009 in the Purchasing Of-
fice, at which time they will be opened and read
aloud. For bid packet information contact Bar-
bara Fennell, Purchasing Agent, (432) 686-
4250 or bfennell@midland.edu. A final determi-
nation will be made at a future board meeting.
The College reserves the right to accept or re-
ject any and or all bids submitted.

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Public Meeting and Invitation to Comment - EIS for Oncor HCP

Monday, October 19, 2009 - 6:30 p.m. to 8:30 p.m.
Depot Civic & Cultural Center, 600 E. Depot St., Brownwood, TX  76801

Tuesday, October 20, 2009 - 6:30 p.m. to 8:30 p.m.
Nolan County Coliseum, 1699 Cypress St., Sweetwater, TX  79556

Wednesday, October 21, 2009 - 6:30 p.m. to 8:30 p.m.
Lee Senior High School, 3500 Neely Ave., Midland, TX 79707

Thursday, October 22, 2009 - 6:30 p.m. to 8:30 p.m.
Pecos High School, 1201 South Park St., Pecos, TX 79772

For info: http://www.fws.gov/southwest/index.html

MAZDA 1999 626 EX.
Automatic, 4 cyl.,
30mpg, new CV axles.
New starter, tires, new
transm serv, oil
change. 110K. $2950.
207-344-8768.

MERCEDES BENZ
2006, C-280, V6, 3.0
Lts, 40K miles. Seats:
leather. 432-599-2951

MERCEDES BENZ
2007 C230 Sport,
Red, loaded, sunroof,
heated seats, great
sound system & facto-
ry warranty. 15 K
miles. $25,000. 432-
553-9249.

MITSUBISHI 2004
Eclipse GTS, 69K
miles, white w/ blk
leather, new battery,
tires & A/C, loaded,
clean car & runs great.
$9300/OBO(Almost
$4000 under blue-
book) 522-1956.

NISSAN 2008 Altima
Coup. Fully loaded,
leather, sunroof 8800
mi. $27500. 631-4818

PONTIAC 1999 Fire-
bird. Needs a little
work. Runs good.
$2095 OBO. 557-0357

PONTIAC 2002 Grand
Am, red, 4 door 103 K
miles. $3,000 OBO.
432-522-1734.

PONTIAC 2006 GTP.
Fully loaded, leather
seats, moon roof,
monsoon stereo sys-
tem. $15,000. 432-
413-6969

SATURN 1997 SL2,
automatic, a/c, sun-
roof, stereo, tilt, 30
mpg, dependable,

well cared for.
Looks / runs /d r i ves
great!!! $2850 432-
260-6791

TOYOTA ’03 Solara
Leather, 6 CD, Moon
roof, Good Condition,
83K, $9500 528-3040

TOYOTA 2006 Camry
LE, ONLY 24k, Excel-
lent Condition. War-
ranty. $13,500 Call
288-3902.

VOLKSWAGEN 2001
Jetta, red 1.8 Turbo,
excellent condition.
$5,900. Contact 432-
682-9585.

VOLKSWAGEN 2006
Jetta 2.5, automatic, 6
CD player, leather, al-
loy wheels, cruise
control, gray, 33 K
miles. $14,000. 432-
699-2424 or 832-348-
3158.

VOLVO 2004 S40 T5
Sedan, 85K, Blue/
Tan Leather, 2.5L,
Auto, $8500. Lori
296-2190
nottoosure78@yahoo.
com Non-Smoker
Owner.
VOLVO 2006 S-40 4dr.
37,000 miles. Under
warranty. $15,700.
432-528-9646.

HONDA 2007 S-2000.
9,000 mi. Like new car
w/convertible top.
$25,000 432-488-9283

PORSCHE 1991 944
S2 Coupe. Loaded,
3.0L, new tires, exc.
condition. 699-3219

CADILLAC 1979 Sev-
ille Super Special
$5000 2 Wks only.
Mint cond. 697-5920

EL CAMINO 1979
Chevy (432)770-
9671

FORD 1966 Mustang,
289. Great project car!
$2,500 or OBO.
Please call 210-4601.

FORD 1973 Mustang
Mach 1, 351 Cobra jet
engine. Project car.
Body in excellent con-
dition. $5000 OBO.
212-3872, 687-2084.

CHEVROLET 1984 C
20, rebuilt 355, MSD
ignition, new intake,
new carburetor, new
tires, needs transmis-
sion. $1,500 OBO.
432-853-0564

CHEVROLET 2004
Duramax diesel. Fully
loaded, 43k miles,
Ranch Hand replace-
ment grill & bumper,
leather, TV, custom
wheels, black.
$26,500. 432-664-
6592 or 432-262-
3513.

CHEVROLET 2006 Sil-
verado 1500 12 K
miles, ex. cab. Blue
,very clean, alloy
wheels, automatic,
perfect condition.
$19,500. 432-699-
2424 or 832-348-
3158.

CHEVROLET 2008 ¾
H.D. Crewcab,
10,000 miles,
6.6 Duramax, utility
bed, autocrane.
Perfect Condition
$36,900 Call
432-557-8204
CHEVY ’07 4Door ,
4WD, shortbed, 108K
miles, very nice,
$15,500 432-557-8204

CHEVY 2004 Silverado
2500, diesel, perfect
work truck, fully load-
ed for the oilfield!
$16,500. Collin @
432-934-4706.

’06 Mercedes C230
Silver - Stock# Z1677A

$23,300

’06 BMW 325i
Silver - Stock# Z1690A

$24,995

’06 Mercedes
SLK 280

Black - Stock# Z1625A
$26,900

MANAGER’S
SPECIAL

2006 Mercedes

CLS 500
• Navigation

• Sunroof

• 35k Miles

Stock# Z1676A

$39,900

’08 Lexus IS 250
Black - Stock# Z1647A

$29,999

’07 Lexus ES 350
Black - Stock# Z1654A

$26,900

’07 Toyota Avalon
Pewter - Stock# 61559A

$21,995





































 

 

Appendix A-2 
 

Scoping Meeting Handouts and Displays 



RECORD OF ATTENDANCE 
 

Public Scoping Meeting  
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Environmental Impact Statement 

Oncor Electric Delivery Company, LLC Proposed Habitat Conservation Plan/Incidental Take Permit 
Date 

 

Please Print Clearly 
 
 
NAME      ADDRESS       E-MAIL 

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 



COMMENT FORM 
Public Scoping Meeting  

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Environmental Impact Statement 
Oncor Electric Delivery Company, LLC  

Proposed Habitat Conservation Plan/Incidental Take Permit 
Date 

 
Please fill out this card with your written comments. Please print clearly. 

Name: 

Address: 

City: Organization: 

State:  Zip: Email: 

Would you like your personal information withheld from public review or from disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act? 
_____No _____Yes   Your request will be honored to the extent allowed by law. 

 

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

Send comments by December 1, 2009 to: 
 
Field Supervisor 
Austin Ecological Services Field Office 
10711 Burnett Road, Suite 200 
Austin, TX 78758 - 4460 

Telephone: (512) 490-0057 
Fax: (512) 490-0974 
E-mail:   luela_roberts@fws.gov   
 

 



#____ 
SPEAKER REGISTRATION CARD 

Public Scoping Meeting - Date 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Environmental Impact Statement 

Oncor Electric Delivery Company, LLC  
Proposed Habitat Conservation Plan/Incidental Take Permit 

 
Please fill out this card if you would like to comment at tonight’s meeting 

Name (please print clearly):_______________________________________________ 

Address: ______________________________________________________________ 

E-mail:________________________________________________________________ 

Agency/Business/Organization: ____________________________________________ 

Representing: 

� Self 

� Agency/Business/Organization 

� Federal Elected Official _____________________________________ 
       (title) 

� State Elected Official _____________________________________ 
       (title)  

� County Elected Official _____________________________________ 
       (title) 

� Mayor/County Judge _____________________________________ 
       (title) 

Note: Please wait for your name to be called. Each speaker has a 3-minute time limit. 
 

 
#____ 

SPEAKER REGISTRATION CARD 
Public Scoping Meeting - Date 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Environmental Impact Statement 
Oncor Electric Delivery Company, LLC  

Proposed Habitat Conservation Plan/Incidental Take Permit 

 
Please fill out this card if you would like to comment at tonight’s meeting 

Name (please print clearly):_______________________________________________ 

Address: ______________________________________________________________ 

E-mail:________________________________________________________________ 

Agency/Business/Organization: ____________________________________________ 

Representing: 

� Self 

� Agency/Business/Organization 

� Federal Elected Official _____________________________________ 
       (title) 

� State Elected Official _____________________________________ 
       (title)  

� County Elected Official _____________________________________ 
       (title) 

� Mayor/County Judge _____________________________________ 
       (title)  
Note: Please wait for your name to be called. Each speaker has a 3-minute time limit. 
 



Public Scoping Meeting 
 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service  
Environmental Impact Statement for the  
Oncor Electric Delivery Company, LLC  

Proposed Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit 
 
 
Meeting Format 
 
This Public Scoping Meeting is an Open-House format. There will be no formal presentation. 
There are displays throughout the room that provide a description of the proposed project and 
information regarding the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) process, the proposed Habitat 
Conservation Plan (HCP)/Incidental Take Permit and other project-related issues. Informational 
handouts are also available at the registration table. Representatives are present to answer 
questions and discuss project issues and alternatives. 
 
How to Comment at this Meeting 
 

1. Sign in at the registration table 

2. Pick up a speaker card and complete the information requested 

3. Hand in the card to the registration table or a representative when completed 

4. Wait for your name to be called to speak to the court reporter 

5. When your name is called take a seat at the court reporter’s table    

6. State your name and organization clearly 

7. Speak clearly so your comments and questions can be recorded correctly 

8. Each speaker will have a 3-minute time limit to provide comments 

9. Comments will NOT be addressed and questions will NOT be answered during this time 

10. When your time is up, the facilitator will thank you for your participation and ask the next 
speaker to approach the court reporter’s table 

11. If you want to speak again, you can complete another speaker card and provide more 
comments to the court reporter IF there is time remaining.  

12. You can provide your comments in writing by filling out the comment form and handing it 
in at the registration table or placing it in a designated comment box 

13. You can also take a comment form with you to fill out and send comments by  
December 1, 2009 to: 

 
Note:  

Comments given and questions asked at the displays and to staff will NOT be recorded. Time limits will 
be enforced to allow everyone to have the same opportunity to speak. The facilitator will accommodate as 
many repeat speakers as possible depending on time remaining. Please minimize side conversations 
near the court reporter and be respectful of each speaker having their comments recorded. 

Field Supervisor 
Austin Ecological Services Field Office 
10711 Burnett Road, Suite 200 
Austin, TX 78758 – 4460 

Telephone: (512) 490–0057 
Fax: (512) 490–0974 
E-mail:   luela_roberts@fws.gov  
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Information Handout 
Public Scoping Meeting 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Environmental Impact Statement 
Oncor Electric Delivery Company, LLC 

Proposed Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit 
 

 
Introduction 
 
This handout includes information regarding Incidental Take Permits, Habitat Conservation 
Plans (HCPs), and the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). 
 
What is take?  
 
Section 9 of the Endangered Species Act (Act) prohibits “take” of endangered and threatened 
species. Take is defined in the Act as harass, harm, pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap, 
capture, or collect any threatened or endangered species. Harass is defined as actions that 
create the likelihood of injury to listed species by annoying it to such an extent as to significantly 
disrupt normal behavioral patterns which include, but are not limited to, breeding, feeding, or 
sheltering (50 CFR § 17.3). Harm is further defined to include significant habitat modification or 
degradation that results in death or injury to listed species by significantly impairing behavioral 
patterns such as breeding, feeding, or sheltering (50 CFR § 17.3).  
 
Incidental taking means any taking otherwise prohibited, if such taking is incidental to, and not 
the purpose of, the carrying out of an otherwise lawful activity. 
 
What is an Incidental Take Permit?  
 
Incidental take permits are required when non-Federal activities might incidentally harm (or 
take) endangered or threatened wildlife. The purpose of the incidental take permit is to authorize 
the incidental take of a listed species, not to authorize the activities that result in take. The 
permit also provides the applicant protection from violating the Act. 
 
Are Incidental Take Permits needed for listed plants?  
 
There are no Federal prohibitions under the Act for the take of listed plants on non-Federal 
lands, unless taking of those plants is in violation of State law. However, before the U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service (Service) issues a permit, the effects of the permit on listed plants must be 
analyzed because Section 7 of the Act requires that issuance of an HCP permit must not 
jeopardize any listed species, including plants.  
 
What is the process for getting an incidental take permit? 
 
The applicant decides whether to seek an incidental take permit. While the Service staff 
members provide detailed guidance and technical assistance throughout the process, the 
applicant develops an HCP and applies for a permit. The components of a completed permit 
application are a standard application form, an HCP, an Implementation Agreement (if 
applicable), the application fee, and a draft NEPA analysis. A NEPA analysis may result in a 
categorical exclusion (CE), an environmental assessment (EA), or an environmental impact 
statement (EIS). While processing the permit application, the Service prepares the incidental 
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take permit and a biological opinion under Section 7 of the Act and finalizes the NEPA analysis 
documents. Consequently, incidental take permits have a number of associated documents.  
 
The target timeline from receipt of a complete application to the issuance of a permit for low-
effect HCPs is up to 3 months, HCPs with an EA are 4 to 6 months, and HCPs with a 90-day 
comment period and/or an EIS may be up to 12 months or longer. 
 
What is an HCP? 
 
An HCP is a planning document required as part of the application for an incidental take permit. 
It describes the anticipated effects of the proposed taking; how those impacts will be minimized, 
or mitigated; and how the HCP is to be funded. HCPs can apply to both listed and non-listed 
species, including those that are candidates or have been proposed for listing. Conserving 
species before they are in danger of extinction or are likely to become so can also provide early 
benefits and prevent the need for listing. The purpose of the HCP process associated with the 
permit is to ensure there is adequate minimizing and mitigating of the effects of the authorized 
incidental take.  
 
Benefits of an Incidental Take Permit and HCP 
 
HCPs provide a framework for creative partnerships with the goal of reducing conflicts between 
listed species and economic development. By protecting habitat and preventing the decline of 
sensitive species, HCPs can help preclude the need for listings under the Act. Early 
conservation measures help maintain healthy ecosystems and valuable green space that states 
and counties are increasingly seeking to protect, while they provide for new residents and 
businesses.  
 
The incidental take permit allows a landowner to legally proceed with an activity that would 
otherwise result in the illegal take of a listed species. The Service also developed a regulation to 
address the problem of maintaining regulatory assurances and providing certainty to 
landowners through the HCP process, the "No Surprises" regulation. This regulation assures 
private landowners that if "unforeseen circumstances" arise, the Service will not require 
additional commitments beyond the level otherwise agreed to in the HCP without the consent of 
the permittee.  
 
Authorities and Responsibilities 
 
The Service is responsible for the administration of the Act. The Act requires Service to maintain 
lists of threatened and endangered species and affords substantial protection to listed species. 
Section 9 of the Act prohibits take of endangered and threatened species. Section 10(a)(1)(B) of 
the Act authorizes the Service to issue permits for the incidental take of federally listed wildlife 
species that is incidental to, but not the purpose of, otherwise lawful activities. 
 
HCP Permit Issuance Criteria 
 
HCPs are required to meet the permit issuance criteria of Section 10(a)(2)(B) of the Act. The 
Service Regional Director decides whether to issue an incidental take permit based on findings 
that:   

• Taking will be incidental; 
• The applicant will, to the maximum extent practicable, minimize and mitigate the 

impacts of the taking; 
• The applicant will ensure that adequate funding for the plan will be provided; 
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• Taking will not appreciably reduce the likelihood of the survival and recovery of the 
species in the wild; and 

• Other measures, as required by the Secretary, will be met. 
 
What needs to be in HCPs? 
 
Section 10 of the Act and its implementing regulations define the contents of HCPs. They 
include: 

• An assessment of impacts likely to result from the proposed taking of one or more 
federally listed species. 

• Measures that the permit applicant will undertake to monitor, minimize, and mitigate 
for such impacts, the funding available to implement such measures, and the 
procedures to deal with unforeseen or extraordinary circumstances. 

• Alternative actions to the taking that the applicant analyzed, and the reasons why the 
applicant did not adopt such alternatives. 

• Additional measures that the Service may require. 
 
HCPs are also required to comply with the Five Points Policy by including: 
 

1. Biological goals and objectives, which define the expected biological outcome for 
each species covered by the HCP; 

2. Adaptive management, which includes methods for addressing uncertainty and also 
monitoring and feedback to biological goals and objectives; 

3. Monitoring for compliance, effectiveness, and effects; 
4. Permit duration which is determined by the time-span of the project and designed to 

provide the time needed to achieve biological goals and address biological 
uncertainty; and 

5. Public participation according to the NEPA. 
 
What other laws besides the Endangered Species Act are involved?  
 
In issuing an incidental take permit, the Service must comply with the NEPA (42 USC 4321 et 
seq.) and all other statutory and regulatory requirements, including any State or local 
environmental/planning laws. The NEPA requires Federal agencies to consider the 
environmental consequences of proposed actions in their decision-making process.  
 
Purpose of a National Environmental Policy Act Document 
 
The primary purpose of a NEPA document is to serve as a decision-making tool to ensure that 
the policies and goals defined in NEPA are incorporated into the ongoing programs and actions 
of the Federal government. A NEPA document will provide full and fair discussion of significant 
environmental impacts. In addition, it will inform decision makers and the public of the 
reasonable and feasible alternatives that were considered in an effort to avoid or minimize 
adverse impacts, or enhance the quality of the human environment. A NEPA document is more 
than a disclosure document. It will be used by Federal officials in conjunction with other relevant 
material to plan actions and make decisions as well as review and approve non-Federal 
applicant-proposed projects on Federal lands. An EIS is prepared for actions with a Federal 
nexus if there is a “potential to significantly affect the quality of the human environment”. 
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Does the public get to comment on our HCP?  
 
The CEQ regulations require that “agencies shall make diligent efforts to involve the public in 
preparing and implementing their NEPA procedures”. The Act requires a 30-day period for 
public comments on applications for incidental take permits. In addition, because NEPA requires 
public comment on certain documents, the Service operates the two comment periods 
concurrently. Generally, the comment period is 30 days for a low-effect HCP, 60 days for an 
HCP that requires an EA, and 90 days for an HCP that requires an EIS. The Service considers 
public comments in permit decisions. 
 
The Scoping Process 
 
Scoping is the process used to determine the appropriate content of an EIS. Scoping begins 
before any analysis of impacts is done, and it continues until the EIS is finished. Public 
participation is an integral part of scoping, which involves the public and affected agencies early 
in the process. Scoping participants usually include: 
 

• Citizens who live, work, or recreate in the area where the proposed action is to or 
may occur; 

• Public interests groups and native communities that have concerns about possible 
impacts to environmental, social, or economic resources; 

• Federal, State, Local, and Tribal governmental agencies that have responsibilities for 
managing public resources or services; 

• Construction and recreational industry representatives that might conduct business 
activities within the impacted areas; and  

• Scientists and other technical experts with knowledge of the impacted area’s natural 
resources and the possible impacts of construction development and recreational 
activity. 

 
The first step in the scoping process is to announce to the public, by a Federal Register Notice 
of Intent (NOI) and press release, that an EIS will be prepared and to ask for comments about 
what topics/issues should be included into the EIS. The scoping period formally begins with the 
publication of the NOI and will extend for at least 30 days. The lead agency holds one or more 
public meetings in communities that might be affected by the proposed activities. The purpose 
of soliciting input is to properly identify as many relevant issues, alternatives, mitigation 
measures, and analytical tools as possible. Comments received at these meetings are then 
compiled and incorporated into the EIS. The scoping comments assist in determining the 
breadth and depth of the analysis.  
 
In addition to the public involvement that occurs during the scoping process, the Draft EIS must 
be made available for public and agency review and comment, and comments must be 
addressed in the Final EIS.  
 
Additional Information can be found at the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Endangered Species 
Habitat Conservation Planning website: http://www.fws.gov/endangered/hcp/index.html 
 



Oncor Habitat Conservation Plan/Environmental Impact Statement Frequently 
Asked Questions 

Is this Project CREZ‐related?  

  No. Preliminary work on this effort began in 2001, years before the state legislature set 
its ambitious renewable energy goals and the Public Utility Commission of Texas (PUCT) 
awarded Oncor’s CREZ projects.  The intent is to streamline the Endangered Species Act Section 
10 compliance for maintenance on existing facilities and for construction of new facilities in the 
future.  CREZ will represent fewer than 900 miles of the 117,000 Oncor already owns and 
maintains. 

Is this a routing analysis? 

  No. This effort is for existing facilities and for new facilities that could be constructed in 
the future within the Oncor service area.  However, the location of these potentially new 
facilities is not known at this time. 

Does Oncor plan to “take” species? 

  Oncor intends to avoid and minimize potential impacts to threatened or endangered 
species where possible. However, through the Section 10 compliance process, the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (USFWS) will determine the amount of allowable take.  This Habitat 
Conservation Plan/Environmental Impact Statement (HCP/EIS) process will also outline 
appropriate mitigation to compensate for any unavoidable take.  

Does this effort result in the approval of new electric transmission lines or facilities? 

  No. Each potential new line would be routed and permitted through the PUCT by 
obtaining a Certificate of Convenience and Necessity (CCN). 

Does this effort allow Oncor to clear habitat for federally protected species without 
additional coordination with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

  No. Oncor will attempt to conduct species presence/absence surveys and coordinate 
with USFWS prior to any clearing activities. In some cases, the timing of the project may not 
allow surveys prior to clearing. In these cases, following coordination with USFWS, Oncor may 
choose to assume a “take” and mitigate for the potential loss of habitat according to the plan 
outlined in the HCP/EIS. 
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intensive habitat restoration and 
wetland creation in the atoll. 
Subsequently, the duck population at 
Midway Atoll has grown rapidly and 
currently comprises 200 to 300 
individuals despite mortality from an 
outbreak of avian botulism in 2008. 

This revised recovery plan replaces 
the original recovery plan for the Laysan 
duck, which was published in 1982. 
The strategy presented in this revised 
recovery plan includes (1) management 
to address threats to the species where 
it occurs now (Laysan Island and 
Midway Atoll) and (2) improvement of 
the species’ distribution and total 
population size through protection and 
enhancement of suitable habitat in the 
Northwestern and Main Hawaiian 
Islands and reduction or elimination of 
threats to allow reestablishment of 
additional wild populations. The 
recovery actions are designed to assess 
and address threats to the Laysan duck; 
create, monitor, and manage new self- 
sustaining populations; and fill critical 
gaps in our scientific knowledge of the 
species. The recovery goal is to downlist 
the Laysan duck to threatened status 
and eventually delist the species 
(remove it from the List of Endangered 
and Threatened Wildlife and Plants). 

Authority: The authority for this action is 
section 4(f) of the Endangered Species Act, 
16 U.S.C. 1533(f). 

Dated: July 7, 2009. 
David J. Wesley, 
Acting Regional Director, Region 1, U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service. 
[FR Doc. E9–22829 Filed 9–21–09; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310–55–P 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Fish and Wildlife Service 

[FWS–R2–ES–2009–N159; 20124–1112– 
0000–F2]

Environmental Impact Statement and 
Habitat Conservation Plan; Oncor 
Electric Delivery Company; Routine 
Maintenance and Repair of Facilities 
and Installation and Operation of New 
Facilities

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Interior.
ACTION: Notice of intent to prepare a 
draft environmental impact statement 
and draft habitat conservation plan; 
announcement of meetings; request for 
comments.

SUMMARY: We, the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (Service), advise the 
public that we intend to prepare a draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 
to evaluate the impacts of, and 

alternatives to, the proposed issuance of 
an Endangered Species Act permit to 
Oncor Electric Delivery Company 
(Oncor; Applicant) for incidental take of 
10 federally listed species from 
activities associated with maintenance 
and repair of existing facilities and 
installation and operation of new 
facilities within Oncor’s service area. 
We also announce plans for a series of 
public scoping meetings located 
throughout Oncor’s service area and a 
public comment period. 
DATES: Written comments on 
alternatives and issues to be addressed 
in the draft EIS must be received by 
close of business on December 1, 2009. 
Public scoping meetings will be held at 
nine locations throughout Oncor’s 
proposed 103-county permit area. 
Public meetings will be held between 
September 28, 2009, and October 28, 
2009. Exact meeting locations and times 
will be noticed in local newspapers and 
at the Austin Ecological Services Office 
Web site, http://www.fws.gov/
southwest/es/AustinTexas/, at least 2 
weeks prior to each event. 
ADDRESSES: Send written comments or 
requests for information by mail to the 
Field Supervisor, Austin Ecological 
Services Field Office, 10711 Burnett 
Road, Suite 200, Austin, TX 78758– 
4460; telephone 512/490–0057; 
facsimile 512/490–0974; or e-mail 
luela_roberts@fws.gov. Note that your 
information request or comments 
concern the Oncor draft EIS/HCP. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
notice is published in compliance with 
the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) of 1969, as amended (42 U.S.C. 
4321 et seq.), and its implementing 
regulations (40 CFR 1506.6), and section 
10(c) of the Endangered Species Act of 
1973, as amended (Act; 16 U.S.C. 1531 
et seq.). The Service intends to gather 
the information necessary to determine 
impacts and alternatives to support a 
decision regarding the potential 
issuance of an incidental take permit to 
the Applicant, and the implementation 
of the supporting draft HCP. 

The Service intends to prepare a draft 
EIS to evaluate the impacts of, and 
alternatives to, the proposed issuance of 
an incidental take permit under the Act 
to the Applicant. The Applicant 
proposes to apply for an incidental take 
permit through development and 
implementation of an HCP. The 
proposed HCP will include measures 
necessary to minimize and mitigate the 
impacts to the maximum extent 
practicable of potential proposed taking 
of federally listed species and the 
habitats upon which they depend 
during routine maintenance and repair 

of existing Oncor facilities and 
installation and operation of new Oncor 
facilities within Oncor’s service area. 

Background
Section 9 of the Act prohibits 

‘‘taking’’ of fish and wildlife species 
listed as endangered or threatened 
under section 4 of the Act. Under the 
Act, the term ‘‘take’’ means to harass, 
harm, pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, 
trap, capture, or collect, or attempt to 
engage in any such conduct. The term 
‘‘harm’’ is defined in the regulations as 
significant habitat modification or 
degradation that results in death or 
injury to listed species by significantly 
impairing essential behavioral patterns, 
including breeding, feeding, or 
sheltering (50 CFR 17.3). The term 
‘‘harass’’ is defined in the regulations as 
actions that create the likelihood of 
injury to listed species to such an extent 
as to significantly disrupt normal 
behavioral patterns which include, but 
are not limited to, breeding, feeding, or 
sheltering (50 CFR 17.3). However, the 
Service may, under specified 
circumstances, issue permits that allow 
the take of federally listed species, 
provided that the take incidental to, but 
not the purpose of, otherwise lawful 
activity. Regulations governing permits 
for endangered and threatened species 
are at 50 CFR 17.22 and 17.32, 
respectively.

Section 10(a)(1)(B) of the Act contains 
provisions for issuing such incidental 
take permits to non-Federal entities for 
the take of endangered and threatened 
species, provided the following criteria 
are met: (1) The taking will be 
incidental; (2) The applicant will, to the 
maximum extent practicable, minimize 
and mitigate the impact of such taking; 
(3) The applicant will develop a draft 
HCP and ensure that adequate funding 
for the plan will be provided; (4) The 
taking will not appreciably reduce the 
likelihood of the survival and recovery 
of the species in the wild; and (5) The 
applicant will carry out any other 
measures that we may require as being 
necessary or appropriate for the 
purposes of the habitat conservation 
plan.

Thus, the purpose of issuing a permit 
is to allow Oncor to maintain the 
efficiency of its projects and operations, 
while preserving protected species and 
their habitat. Adoption of a multispecies 
habitat conservation approach, rather 
than a species-by-species/project-by- 
project approach, will reduce the costs 
of implementing species minimization 
and mitigation measures, and eliminate 
cost and time-consuming efforts 
associated with processing individual 
incidental take permits for each project 
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within Oncor’s 106-county service area. 
In addition, the multispecies habitat 
conservation plan approach provides a 
program of minimization, including 
avoidance, and mitigation for each 
species that is coordinated on a 
landscape level and provides increased 
benefits to the covered species. The 
Service expects that the Applicant will 
request permit coverage for a period of 
30 years. 

Scoping Meetings 
The purpose of the scoping meetings 

is to provide the public with a general 
understanding of the background of the 
proposed HCP and activities that would 
be covered by the draft HCP, alternative 
proposals under consideration for the 
draft EIS, and the Service’s role and 
steps to be taken to develop the draft 
EIS for the draft HCP. The meeting 
format will consist of a 1-hour open 
house prior to the formal scoping 
meeting that will provide an 
opportunity to learn about the proposed 
action, permit area, and species covered. 
The open house will be followed by a 
formal presentation of the proposed 
action, summary of the NEPA process, 
and presentation of oral comments from 
meeting participants. A court reporter 
will be present at each meeting and an 
interpreter will be present when 
deemed necessary. The primary purpose 
of these meetings and public comment 
period is to solicit suggestions and 
information on the scope of issues and 
alternatives to consider when drafting 
the EIS. Oral and written comments will 
be accepted at the meetings. Comments 
can also be submitted to persons listed 
in the ADDRESSES section. Once the draft 
EIS and draft HCP are completed and 
noticed for review, there will be 
additional opportunity for public 
comment on the content of these 
documents through an additional public 
hearing and comment period. 

Alternatives
The proposed action presented in the 

draft EIS will be compared to the No- 
Action alternative. The No-Action 
alternative represents estimated future 
conditions to which the proposed 
action’s estimated future conditions can 
be compared. 

No-Action Alternative 
Because the proposed covered 

activities (operation and maintenance of 
existing lines and construction and 
operation of new lines) are vital in 
providing services to accommodate 
future population growth and energy 
demand, these activities would continue 
regardless of whether a 10(a)(1)(B) 
permit is sought or issued. The 

Applicant would continue to avoid and 
minimize impacts to protected species 
habitat. Where potential impacts could 
not be avoided, and where a Federal 
nexus exists, they would be minimized 
and mitigated for through individual 
formal or informal consultation with the 
Service. Thus, the Applicant would 
potentially need an individual section 
10(a)(1)(B) incidental take permit on a 
project-by-project basis if activities 
might result in the incidental take of a 
federally protected species within the 
proposed permit area. Although future 
activities by the Applicant would be 
similar to those covered by the HCP, not 
all activities would necessitate an 
incidental take permit or even informal 
consultation with the Service. Thus, 
under this alternative, numerous 
individual section 10(a)(1)(B) permit 
applications would likely be filed over 
the 30-year project period. This project- 
by-project approach would be more 
time-consuming, less efficient, and 
could result in an isolated independent 
mitigation approach. 

Proposed Alternative 
The proposed action is the issuance of 

an incidental take permit for the 
covered species during construction, 
operation, and/or maintenance of the 
Applicant’s transmission and 
distribution electrical facilities within 
the proposed permit area for a period of 
30 years. The proposed HCP, which 
must meet the requirements in section 
10(a)(2)(A) of the Act by providing 
measures to minimize and mitigate the 
effects of the potential incidental take of 
covered species to the maximum extent 
practicable, would be developed and 
implemented by the Applicant. This 
alternative could allow for a 
comprehensive mitigation approach for 
unavoidable impacts and reduce the 
permit processing effort for the Service. 

Actions covered under the requested 
incidental take permit may include 
general activities associated with new 
construction, maintenance, and 
emergency response and restoration, 
including stormwater discharges from 
construction sites, equipment access, 
and surveying. Construction activities 
covered for new facilities would include 
new overhead transmission and 
distribution lines, new support facilities 
such as substations and switching 
stations, adding a second circuit on an 
existing structure, and underground 
electric installation. Typical 
maintenance activities would include 
vegetation management within a right- 
of-way, expansion of existing support 
facilities, line upgrades, insulator 
replacement, and maintenance of 
underground electric facilities. 

The Applicant expects to apply for an 
incidental take permit for ten species 
listed as endangered or threatened 
within the Oncor service area. These 
species include four plants (large-fruited 
sand verbena, Texas poppy-mallow, 
Navasota ladies’-tresses, and Pecos 
sunflower), one invertebrate (American 
burying beetle), one amphibian 
(Houston toad), three birds (golden- 
cheeked warbler, black-capped vireo, 
and red-cockaded woodpecker), and one 
mammal (Louisiana black bear). 

Counties included in the proposed 
permit area are those counties within 
the 105-county Oncor service area, 
excluding Travis and Williamson 
counties. These two counties are 
excluded because species in them are 
covered under the Balcones Canyonland 
Plan and the Williamson County 
Regional HCP. 

Species not covered by the proposed 
incidental take permit will also be 
addressed in the draft HCP. These 
species include candidate species and 
federally listed species not likely to be 
affected by the covered activities. The 
purpose of addressing the additional 
species is to explain why the Applicant 
believes these species will not be 
impacted by the covered activities. 

Other alternatives considered will 
also be addressed in the draft EIS, 
including impacts associated with each 
alternative evaluated will be discussed 
in the draft EIS. 

Public Availability of Comments 
Written comments we receive become 

part of the public record associated with 
this action. Before including your 
address, phone number, e-mail address, 
or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, you 
should be aware that the entire 
comment—including your personal 
identifying information—may be made 
publicly available at any time. While 
you can ask us in your comment to 
withhold your personal identifying 
information from public review, we 
cannot guarantee that we will be able to 
do so. 

Environmental Review 
The Service will conduct an 

environmental review to analyze the 
proposed action, as well as other 
alternatives evaluated and the 
associated impacts of each. The draft 
EIS will be the basis for the impact 
evaluation for each species covered and 
the range of alternatives to be addressed. 
The draft EIS is expected to provide 
biological descriptions of the affected 
species and habitats, as well as the 
effects of the alternatives on other 
resources such as vegetation, wetlands, 
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wildlife, geology and soils, air quality, 
water resources, water quality, cultural 
resources, land use, recreation, water 
use, local economy, and environmental 
justice.

Following completion of the 
environmental review, the Service will 
publish a notice of availability and a 
request for comment on the draft EIS 
and the Applicant’s permit application, 
which will include the draft HCP. The 
draft EIS and draft HCP are expected to 
be completed and available to the public 
in early 2010. 

Thomas L. Bauer, 
Acting Regional Director, Region 2, 
Albuquerque, New Mexico. 
[FR Doc. E9–22742 Filed 9–21–09; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310–55–P 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

National Park Service 

Notice of Intent to Repatriate a Cultural 
Item: Paul H. Karshner Memorial 
Museum, Puyallup, WA 

AGENCY: National Park Service, Interior. 
ACTION: Notice.

Notice is here given in accordance 
with the Native American Graves 
Protection and Repatriation Act 
(NAGPRA), 25 U.S.C. 3005, of the intent 
to repatriate a cultural item in the 
possession of the Paul H. Karshner 
Memorial Museum, Puyallup, WA, that 
meets the definition of ‘‘sacred object’’ 
under 25 U.S.C. 3001. 

This notice is published as part of the 
National Park Service’s administrative 
responsibilities under NAGPRA, 25 
U.S.C. 3003 (d)(3). The determinations 
in this notice are the sole responsibility 
of the museum, institution, or Federal 
agency that has control of the cultural 
item. The National Park Service is not 
responsible for the determinations in 
this notice. 

Prior to 1935, one cultural item was 
removed from Lummi Island, Whatcom 
County, WA. It was purchased from 
Charles L. Judd by Dr. Warner Karshner, 
who donated the cultural item to the 
Paul H. Karshner Memorial Museum in 
1935 (Accession #1935.01). Museum 
records describe the object as a ‘‘spirit 
stick’’ (Catalog #1–453). The object has 
been identified by Lummi Tribal 
representatives as a sqwedilic board.
The object is used in ceremonial dances 
to invoke ‘‘tamanus’’ or ‘‘healing 
power.’’ The board is made of unpainted 
wood that has been carved in a circular 
shape with two handles. The shape is 
consistent with photographs of other 
sqwedilic boards collected in the early 

1900s (Suttles and Lane 1990:498, fig. 
10).

Published ethnographic 
documentation indicates that sqwedilic
boards were used in winter ceremonies 
among some Central and Southern Coast 
Salish groups (Suttles and Lane 
1990:498). Sqwedilic was translated by 
one source to mean ‘‘guarding power’’ 
(Collins 1949). Sqwedilic boards are 
used for purification and finding lost 
articles (Suttles and Lane 1990:498). 

The museum consulted with the 
Lummi Tribe of the Lummi Reservation, 
Washington; Samish Indian Tribe, 
Washington; and Swinomish Indians of 
the Swinomish Reservation, 
Washington. During consultation with 
the Lummi Tribe, tribal representatives 
stated that Lummi Island is considered 
to be within their traditional territory. 
During consultation with the Samish 
Indian Tribe, representatives stated they 
did not consider Lummi Island to be 
within the exclusive territory of the 
Samish and did not consider the board 
to be affiliated with the Samish Indian 
Tribe. During consultation with the 
Swinomish Indians, representatives did 
not include Lummi Island within their 
list of traditional places. Based on 
provenience, consultation evidence and 
ethnographic evidence, the sqwedilic
board is reasonably believed to be a 
sacred object that is culturally affiliated 
to the Lummi Tribe of the Lummi 
Reservation, Washington. 

Officials of the Paul H. Karshner 
Memorial Museum have determined 
that, pursuant to 25 U.S.C. 3001 (3)(C), 
the one cultural item described above is 
a specific ceremonial object needed by 
traditional Native American religious 
leaders for the practice of traditional 
Native American religions by their 
present-day adherents. Officials of the 
Paul H. Karshner Memorial Museum 
also have determined that, pursuant to 
25 U.S.C. 3001 (2), there is a 
relationship of shared group identity 
that can be reasonably traced between 
the sacred object and the Lummi Tribe 
of the Lummi Reservation, Washington. 

Representatives of any other Indian 
tribe that believes itself to be culturally 
affiliated with the sacred object should 
contact Dr. Jay Reifel, Assistant 
Superintendent, telephone (253) 840– 
8971 or Ms. Beth Bestrom, Museum 
Curator, Paul H. Karshner Memorial 
Museum, 309 4th St. NE, Puyallup, WA 
98372, telephone (253) 841–8748, before 
October 22, 2009. Repatriation of the 
sacred object to the Lummi Tribe of the 
Lummi Reservation, Washington may 
proceed after that date if no additional 
claimants come forward. 

The Paul H. Karshner Memorial 
Museum is responsible for notifying the 

Lummi Tribe of the Lummi Reservation, 
Washington; Samish Indian Tribe, 
Washington; and Swinomish Indians of 
the Swinomish Reservation, Washington 
that this notice has been published. 

Dated: September 8, 2009 
Sherry Hutt, 
Manager, National NAGPRA Program. 
[FR Doc. E9–22751 Filed 9–21–09; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4312–50–S 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

National Park Service 

Notice of Intent to Repatriate a Cultural 
Item: Illinois State Museum, 
Springfield, IL 

AGENCY: National Park Service, Interior. 
ACTION: Notice.

Notice is here given in accordance 
with the Native American Graves 
Protection and Repatriation Act 
(NAGPRA), 25 U.S.C. 3005, of the intent 
to repatriate a cultural item in the 
possession of the Illinois State Museum, 
Springfield, IL, that meets the definition 
of a ‘‘sacred object’’ under 25 U.S.C. 
3001.

This notice is published as part of the 
National Park Service’s administrative 
responsibilities under NAGPRA, 25 
U.S.C. 3003 (d)(3). The determination in 
this notice is the sole responsibility of 
the museum, institution, or Federal 
agency that has control of the cultural 
item. The National Park Service is not 
responsible for the determination in this 
notice.

In 1955, the Logan Museum of 
Anthropology, Beloit College, Beloit, 
WI, acquired a large collection of objects 
from the estate of Albert Green Heath 
(1888–1953). In 1956, the Illinois State 
Museum purchased some cultural 
objects, including a wooden bowl, from 
the Heath Collection at the Logan 
Museum. Heath had lived in Chicago, 
but also had a second home in Harbor 
Springs, Emmett County, MI, near the 
Odawa community of Cross Village. 
Heath was well-known to members of 
the Odawa community, and he 
purchased a number of objects from 
various members of the Odawa 
community in the early 20th century. 

The wooden bowl (ISM catalog 
number 1956–0001–804982) is round 
and relatively shallow, with a flattened 
base, rounded sides, and a flat rim or 
lip. It measures 20.2 cm in diameter, 5.5 
cm high, and its rim is 8 mm thick. The 
base, rim, and inner walls are smooth, 
but the outer walls are marked with 
numerous vertical grooved lines that 
extend from the rim to the base. These 
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Southwest Region   (Arizona ● New Mexico ● Oklahoma ●Texas)   http://southwest.fws.gov 
 
For Release: September 22, 2009 
Contacts:    Allison Arnold 512-490-0057 x242 
                     Tom Buckley 505-248-6455 
 

Service Will Evaluate the Environmental Impact of Oncor Electric’s Proposed HCP on Ten 
Federally Listed Species 

 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service), announced today that they intend to prepare a draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) to evaluate the impacts of, and alternatives to, the proposed 
issuance of an Endangered Species Act (Act) section 10(a)(1)(B) permit to Oncor Electric Delivery 
Company (Oncor).  This permit will allow the incidental take of ten federally listed species from 
activities associated with maintenance and repair of existing facilities and new facilities within 
Oncor’s service area.   
 
The Service also announces that a public comment period begins today and ends December 1, 2009.   
A series of public scoping meetings will be held from September 28 to October 28, 2009 in 
locations within Oncor’s service area. Visit the Service’s southwest region website at 
http://www.fws.gov/southwest/index.html to view or download the Federal register notice for 
information on how to comment, and for meeting times and locations. 
 
Oncor proposes to apply for an incidental take permit through development and implementation of 
an Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP).  The proposed HCP will include measures necessary to 
minimize and mitigate the impacts of potential taking of federally listed species and their habitats 
during routine maintenance and repair of existing Oncor facilities, and installation and operation of 
new Oncor facilities within their 106 county service area.  This includes siting and constructing 
transmission lines to facilitate delivery to electric customers of the electric output from renewable 
energy technologies in Texas. 
 
Under the Act, the term “take” means to “harass, harm, pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap, 
capture, or collect, or attempt to engage in any such conduct.”  The Service may, under specified 
circumstances, issue permits that allow the take of federally listed species, provided the following 
criteria are met: (1) the taking will be incidental; (2) the applicant will, to the maximum extent 
practicable, minimize and mitigate the impact of such taking; (3) the applicant will develop a draft 
HCP and ensure that adequate funding for the plan will be provided; (4) the taking will not 
appreciably reduce the likelihood of the survival and recovery of the species in the wild; and (5) the 
applicant will carry out any other measures that we may require as being necessary or appropriate 
for the purposes of the habitat conservation plan. 
 
The purpose of issuing this permit is to allow Oncor to maintain the efficiency of its operations, 
while preserving protected species and their habitat.  Adoption of a multispecies habitat 
conservation approach, rather than a species-by-species/project-by-project approach, will reduce the 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

News Release Public Affairs Office 
PO Box 1306 
Albuquerque, NM 87103 
505/248-6911 
505/248-6915 (Fax) 

http://southwest.fws.gov/
http://www.fws.gov/southwest/index.html


costs of implementing mitigation measures, and eliminate cost and time-consuming efforts 
associated with processing individual incidental take permits for each project within Oncor’s 
service area.  In addition, the multispecies habitat conservation plan approach is designed to 
minimize and mitigate potential impacts to species on a coordinated landscape level basis that 
provides increased benefits to – and in some cases prevents contact with – the covered species.  The 
Service expects that Oncor will request permit coverage for a period of 30 years. 
 
This HCP will include four plants (large-fruited sand verbena, Texas poppy-mallow, Navasota 
ladies’-tresses, and Pecos sunflower), one invertebrate (American burying beetle), one amphibian 
(Houston toad), three birds (golden-cheeked warbler, black-capped vireo, and red-cockaded 
woodpecker), and one mammal (Louisiana black bear). 
 
The mission of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service is working with others to conserve, protect and 
enhance fish, wildlife, plants and their habitats for the continuing benefit of the American people. 
We are both a leader and trusted partner in fish and wildlife conservation, known for our scientific 
excellence, stewardship of lands and natural resources, dedicated professionals and commitment to 
public service. For more information on our work and the people who make it happen, visit 
www.fws.gov. 
 

-FWS- 
 

For more information about fish and wildlife conservation in the Southwest, visit 
http://www.fws.gov/southwest/ 
 
 

http://www.fws.gov/


 

ONCOR HCP/EIS Scoping Meetings 

View in Español 

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service intends to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) to evaluate the 
potential impacts of alternatives to the proposed issuance of an Endangered Species Act (ESA) Section 10(a)(1)(B) 
Permit to Oncor Electric Delivery Company, LLC (Oncor) for incidental “take” of ten federally listed species from 
activities associated with maintenance and repair of existing facilities and installation and operation of new facilities 
within Oncor’s service area. A series of nine public scoping meetings located throughout Oncor’s service area are 
planned as shown below and the public comment period ends December 1, 2009. 

The format for the scoping meetings will consist of an open house from 6:30 PM to 8:30 PM that will provide an 
opportunity to learn about the proposed action, permit area, and species covered. The open house will include a 
presentation of the proposed action, summary of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, and 
opportunity for presentation of oral or written comments from meeting participants. A court reporter will be present 
at each meeting. The primary purpose of these meetings and public comment period is to solicit suggestions and 
information on the scope of issues and alternatives to consider when drafting the EIS.  

SCHEDULE 

As of 9/20/2009 

Contact: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

Please visit again for updates on meeting locations. 

Tuesday, October 13, 2009 
Howard Johnson Plaza  

(Wichita Ballroom) 
401 Broad Street 
Wichita Falls, TX 

Monday, October 19, 2009 
Depot Civic & Cultural Center 

(Ballroom) 
600 E. Depot St. 
Brownwood, TX   

Thursday, October 22, 2009 
Pecos High School  

(Cafeteria) 
1201 S. Park Street 

Pecos, TX 

Wednesday, October 14, 2009 
Love Civic Center (South Hall) 

2025 S Collegiate Drive 
Paris, TX 

Tuesday, October 20, 2009 
Nolan County Coliseum – 

Annex 
1699 Cypress Street 

Sweetwater, TX 

Monday, October 26, 2009 
Ramada Hotel & Conference 

Center 
(Rose Garden Ballroom) 

3310 Troup Hwy 
Tyler, TX 

Thursday, October 15, 2009 
La Quinta Inn & Suites 

(Ballroom) 
Dallas Arlington 6 Flags Dr 

825 North Watson Rd. 
Arlington, TX  

Wednesday, October 21, 2009 
Lee High School 

(Cafeteria) 
3500 Neely Avenue 

Midland, TX 

Tuesday, October 27, 2009  
Bellmead Civic Center 

(Auditorium) 
3900 Parrish 
Waco, TX 

http://www.oncorhcp-eisscopingmeetings.com/



 

ONCOR HCP/EIS Scoping Meetings 

View in English 

El Servicio de Pesca y Vida Silvestre La de los EE.UU. se prepone elaborar una Declaración de Impacto Ambiental 
(EIS) para evaluar los impactos potenciales de alternativas a la emisión propuesta de una sección 10(a)(1)(B) de la 
Ley de Especies en Peligro de Extinctión (ESA) el permiso a la empresa de distribución eléctrica de Oncor, LLC 
(Oncor) para la “toma fortuita” de diez especies federal enumeradas de actividades se asoció a mantenimiento y 
reparación de instalaciones existentes e instalación y operación de nuevas instalaciones dentro del área del servicio 
de Oncor. Una serie de nueve reuniones públicas del scoping situadas en el área del servicio de Oncor se planea 
como se muestra abajo; el comentario público período los extremos el 1 de diciembre de 2009. 

El formato para las reuniones del scoping consistirá en una casa abierta a partir del 6:30 P.M. al 8:30 P.M. que 
proporcionará una oportunidad de aprender sobre la acción propuesta, el área del permiso, y las especies cubiertas. 
La casa abierta incluirá una presentación de la acción propuesta, el resumen del proceso de la Acta sobre Politica 
Ambiental Nacional (NEPA), y la oportunidad para la presentación de comentarios orales o escritos de participantes 
de la reunión. Un reportero de corte estará presente en cada reunión. El propósito primario de estas reuniones y 
período del comentario público es solicitar sugerencias y la información sobre el alcance de problemas y de 
alternativas para considerar al elaborar el EIS. 

SCHEDULE 

As of 9/20/2009 

Contact: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

Please visit again for updates on meeting locations. 

Tuesday, October 13, 2009 
Howard Johnson Plaza  

(Wichita Ballroom) 
401 Broad Street 
Wichita Falls, TX 

Monday, October 19, 2009 
Depot Civic & Cultural Center 

(Ballroom) 
600 E. Depot St. 
Brownwood, TX   

Thursday, October 22, 2009 
Pecos High School  

(Cafeteria) 
1201 S. Park Street 

Pecos, TX 

Wednesday, October 14, 2009 
Love Civic Center (South Hall) 

2025 S Collegiate Drive 
Paris, TX 

Tuesday, October 20, 2009 
Nolan County Coliseum – 

Annex 
1699 Cypress Street 

Sweetwater, TX 

Monday, October 26, 2009 
Ramada Hotel & Conference 

Center 
(Rose Garden Ballroom) 

3310 Troup Hwy 
Tyler, TX 

Thursday, October 15, 2009 
La Quinta Inn & Suites 

(Ballroom) 
Dallas Arlington 6 Flags Dr 

825 North Watson Rd. 
Arlington, TX  

Wednesday, October 21, 2009 
Lee High School 

(Cafeteria) 
3500 Neely Avenue 

Midland, TX 

Tuesday, October 27, 2009  
Bellmead Civic Center 

(Auditorium) 
3900 Parrish 
Waco, TX 

http://www.oncorhcp-eisscopingmeetings.com/Espanol.htm



SCOPING MEETINGSCOPING MEETING

Identify Cooperating Agencies and
Interested Parties 
Identify Cooperating Agencies and
Interested Parties 

Identify significant issues and
alternatives to be addressed in the
Environmental Impact Statement 

Identify significant issues and
alternatives to be addressed in the
Environmental Impact Statement 

Gather information regarding
public views, concerns & issues
regarding the planned project 

Gather information regarding
public views, concerns & issues
regarding the planned project 

Oral comments recordedOral comments recorded
Written comment cards
submitted 
Written comment cards
submitted 

Not a question/answer sessionNot a question/answer session

Not a tabulation of votes for or
against project, but is qualitative
collection of information 

Not a tabulation of votes for or
against project, but is qualitative
collection of information 



AVOIDANCE AND
MINIMIZATION MEASURES

AVOIDANCE AND
MINIMIZATION MEASURES

Avoid When PossibleAvoid When Possible
Populations/speciesPopulations/species
Potential habitatPotential habitat
Lands managed for covered species Lands managed for covered species 
Clearing and ground-disturbing
activities during breeding season
Clearing and ground-disturbing
activities during breeding season

Minimize Unavoidable Impacts byMinimize Unavoidable Impacts by
Constructing in existing right-of-wayConstructing in existing right-of-way
Clearing vegetationClearing vegetation
Minimizing use of herbicides and pesticidesMinimizing use of herbicides and pesticides
Following Texas Forest Service guidelines for
preventing spread of oak wilt 
Following Texas Forest Service guidelines for
preventing spread of oak wilt 

Reseeding disturbed areas with native species
when practical
Reseeding disturbed areas with native species
when practical
Onsite environmental monitoringOnsite environmental monitoring
Training for construction personnelTraining for construction personnel
Using stormwater best management practices Using stormwater best management practices 

Pecos sunflower



ALTERNATIVESALTERNATIVES

No-Action AlternativeNo-Action Alternative
Species-by-species/project-by-project
approval process (numerous indivdual
section 10(a)(1)(B) or section 7 permit
applications)

Species-by-species/project-by-project
approval process (numerous indivdual
section 10(a)(1)(B) or section 7 permit
applications)

Oncor’s Preferred AlternativeOncor’s Preferred Alternative
Issuance of an incidental take permit for
the 10 covered species during construction,
operation, and/or maintenance of Oncor’s
transmission and distribution electrical
facilities within the proposed permit area
for 30 years (prepare Habitat Conservation
Plan to avoid, minimize, and mitigate
impacts)
 

Issuance of an incidental take permit for
the 10 covered species during construction,
operation, and/or maintenance of Oncor’s
transmission and distribution electrical
facilities within the proposed permit area
for 30 years (prepare Habitat Conservation
Plan to avoid, minimize, and mitigate
impacts)
 

Houston toad



PURPOSE AND NEEDPURPOSE AND NEED

Allow Oncor to continue to provide safe
and reliable electricity while maintaining
the efficiency of its projects and operations
and preserving protected species and their
habitat. 

Allow Oncor to continue to provide safe
and reliable electricity while maintaining
the efficiency of its projects and operations
and preserving protected species and their
habitat. 

Expedite the permitting process for Oncor
and the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service 
Expedite the permitting process for Oncor
and the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service 

Methods of evaluation to determine take
would not change 
Methods of evaluation to determine take
would not change 

Texas Poppy MallowTexas Poppy MallowTeTexTexaxasxas PoPoppppy Mappyppy MaMa owllllowow
Texas poppy mallow



COVERED ACTIONSCOVERED ACTIONS

New Construction ActivitiesNew Construction Activities
New overhead transmission and distribution lines
New support facilities (substations and
switching stations)
Expanding facilities within existing right-of-way
Underground electric installation

New overhead transmission and distribution lines
New support facilities (substations and
switching stations)
Expanding facilities within existing right-of-way
Underground electric installation

Typical Maintenance ActivitiesTypical Maintenance Activities
Vegetation management within right-of-way
(mowing, tree trimming or removal)
Expansion of existing support facilities (substations
and switching stations)
Line upgrade-reconductoring (new wires on
old poles)
Line upgrade-rebuilds (new wires on new poles)
Maintenance of underground electric facilities

Vegetation management within right-of-way
(mowing, tree trimming or removal)
Expansion of existing support facilities (substations
and switching stations)
Line upgrade-reconductoring (new wires on
old poles)
Line upgrade-rebuilds (new wires on new poles)
Maintenance of underground electric facilities

Emergency Response and RestorationEmergency Response and Restoration

Equipment AccessEquipment Access

la appe  eo



SPECIES ADDRESSEDSPECIES ADDRESSED
PlantsPlants

Large-Fruited Sand Verbena (Endangered)Large-Fruited Sand Verbena (Endangered)
Texas Poppy-Mallow (Endangered)  Texas Poppy-Mallow (Endangered)  

Navasota Ladies’-Tresses
(Endangered)
Navasota Ladies’-Tresses
(Endangered)

Pecos Sunflower (Threatened)Pecos Sunflower (Threatened)

InvertebratesInvertebrates
American Burying Beetle (Endangered)American Burying Beetle (Endangered)

AmphibiansAmphibians
Houston Toad (Endangered)Houston Toad (Endangered)

BirdsBirds

Golden-Cheeked Warbler (Endangered)Golden-Cheeked Warbler (Endangered)
Black-Capped Vireo (Endangered)Black-Capped Vireo (Endangered)

Red-Cockaded Woodpecker
(Endangered)
Red-Cockaded Woodpecker
(Endangered)

MammalsMammals
Louisiana Black Bear
(Threatened)
Louisiana Black Bear
(Threatened)

Navasota
ladies’
tresses

e o a e
woo pe e

o s a a la  ea



ALTERNATIVES COMPARISONALTERNATIVES COMPARISON

No-Action (Individual Permits)No-Action (Individual Permits)

Endangered Species Act
consultation for each action
is labor intensive and duplicates
effort

Endangered Species Act
consultation for each action
is labor intensive and duplicates
effort

Considers each action
separately, addressing
service area in piece-meal
fashion

Considers each action
separately, addressing
service area in piece-meal
fashion

Addresses species effects
as case-by-case basis
(avoidance, minimization,
mitigation)

Addresses species effects
as case-by-case basis
(avoidance, minimization,
mitigation)

HCP/EIS is high level of
effort up front but
expedites process for each
action with reduced
duplication

HCP/EIS is high level of
effort up front but
expedites process for each
action with reduced
duplication

Allows for comprehensive
approach for entire service
area (wider area of
distribution for each
species)

Allows for comprehensive
approach for entire service
area (wider area of
distribution for each
species)

Establishes set standards for
each species (avoidance,
minimization, mitigation)

Establishes set standards for
each species (avoidance,
minimization, mitigation)

Oncor’s Preferred (HCP/EIS)Oncor’s Preferred (HCP/EIS)



ONCOR PERMIT AREAONCOR PERMIT AREA
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NATIONAL
ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY

ACT (NEPA) PROCESS

NATIONAL
ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY

ACT (NEPA) PROCESS

Notice of Intent
Published

Draft HCP/EIS
Published

Scoping Process
Public Meetings
Review of Comments

RECORD OF
DECISION

Final HCP/EIS
Published

Comment Period
Public Meetings
Review of Comments

~2 months

~3 months

~4
months

~5
months

~5
months



a e e  sa  e e a

me a  y  ee le 

INCIDENTAL TAKEINCIDENTAL TAKE

Take Will Not Appreciably Reduce the
Likelihood of the Survival and Recovery
of the Species 

Take Will Not Appreciably Reduce the
Likelihood of the Survival and Recovery
of the Species 
Measured Using Amount of Habitat TakenMeasured Using Amount of Habitat Taken
Estimates of Maximum Allowable CalculatedEstimates of Maximum Allowable Calculated

Past project experiencePast project experience
Covered projectsCovered projects
Extent of existing facilities
near known or occupied
habitat 

Extent of existing facilities
near known or occupied
habitat 
Potential for future system
expansion
Potential for future system
expansion

Conduct Presence/Absence
Surveys 
Conduct Presence/Absence
Surveys 

Conduct Habitat Surveys When Possible Conduct Habitat Surveys When Possible 

Assume Presence if NecessaryAssume Presence if Necessary
County-by County Record
of Habitat Impacts 
Maintained

County-by County Record
of Habitat Impacts 
Maintained



ol e ee e  a le

MITIGATION
(Compensation for Unavoidable Impacts)

MITIGATION
(Compensation for Unavoidable Impacts)

Species-Specific MeasuresSpecies-Specific Measures
Mitigation FundsMitigation Funds

Species-specific fundingSpecies-specific funding
Land acquisitionLand acquisition
Land managementLand management
Habitat managementHabitat management
ResearchResearch

Formation of funding allocation committeeFormation of funding allocation committee
OncorOncor
U.S. Fish and Wildlife ServiceU.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
The Nature Conservancy of  TexasThe Nature Conservancy of  Texas
Conservation FundConservation Fund
Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower CenterLady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center
Other agencies/conservation groups as neededOther agencies/conservation groups as needed

Provided prior to potential incidental takeProvided prior to potential incidental take

Annual report submitted by Oncor Annual report submitted by Oncor 
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the homeless. Today’s Notice is for the 
purpose of announcing that no 
additional properties have been 
determined suitable or unsuitable this 
week. 

Dated July 7, 2011. 
Mark R. Johnston, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Special Needs. 
[FR Doc. 2011–17500 Filed 7–14–11; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4210–67–P 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Office of the Secretary 

Regional Tribal Consultations on 
Implementation of Indian Land 
Consolidation Program Under Cobell 
Settlement 

AGENCY: Office of the Secretary, Interior. 
ACTION: Notice of Regional Tribal 
Consultation Meetings. 

SUMMARY: The Office of the Secretary is 
announcing that it will conduct a series 
of regional consultation meetings with 
Indian tribes to obtain oral and written 
comments concerning the 
implementation of the Indian Land 
Consolidation Program (ILCP) under the 
terms of the Cobell Settlement. The 
initial regional consultation meeting in 

Billings, Montana, was announced by a 
previous notice in the Federal Register. 
This notice announces five additional 
regional consultation meetings. See the 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section of 
this notice for details. 
DATES: The first regional tribal 
consultation meeting will take place on 
Friday, July 15, 2011, in Billings, 
Montana. Additional regional 
consultations will take place on 
Thursday, August 18, 2011, in 
Minneapolis, Minnesota; Friday, 
September 16, 2011, in Seattle, 
Washington; Tuesday, September 27, 
2011, in Albuquerque, New Mexico; 
Thursday, September 29, 2011, in 
Phoenix, Arizona; and Thursday, 
October 6, 2011, in Oklahoma City, 
Oklahoma. Comments for all 
aforementioned consultations must be 
received by October 15, 2011. 
ADDRESSES: Michele F. Singer, Director, 
Office of Regulatory Affairs and 
Collaborative Action, Office of the 
Assistant Secretary—Indian Affairs, 
1001 Indian School Road, NW., Suite 
312, Albuquerque, NM 87104. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Michele F. Singer, telephone (505) 563– 
3805; fax (505) 563–3811 or access 
additional details for each consultation 
via the DOI Cobell website at 
www.doi.gov/cobell. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

I. Background 

The Bureau of Indian Affairs’ ILCP 
purchases fractionated interests of 
individually owned trust or restricted 
fee lands and transfers those 
consolidated interests into tribal 
ownership pursuant to the Indian Land 
Consolidation Act, 25 U.S.C. 2201 et 
seq. The Indian Claims Resolution Act 
of 2010, Public Law 111–291, makes 
available $1.9 billion, the majority of 
which will be used by the Secretary to 
operate the ILCP with the purpose 
addressing the problem of fractionation. 
The Act requires consultation with 
Indian tribes to identify fractional 
interests within the respective 
jurisdictions of the Indian tribes that the 
Department may want to consider 
purchasing. 

Information and statistics regarding 
the issue of land fractionation will be 
distributed to the federally-recognized 
Indian tribes prior to the consultations. 
The information will also be made 
available to attendees on the day of each 
consultation. 

II. Meeting Details 

The Office of the Secretary will hold 
a series of regional tribal consultation 
meetings on the following schedule: 

Date Time Location 

Friday, July 15, 2011 ........................................................ 8 a.m.–4 p.m ...................... Holiday Inn Grand Montana Hotel & Convention Center 
5500 Midland Road Billings, MT 59101, (406) 248– 
7701, www.billingsholidayinn.com. 

Thursday, August 18, 2011 .............................................. 8 a.m.–4 p.m ...................... Minneapolis, MN—venue to be determined. 
Friday, September 16, 2011 ............................................. 8 a.m.–4 p.m ...................... Seattle, WA—venue to be determined. 
Tuesday, September 27, 2011 ......................................... 8 a.m.–4 p.m ...................... Albuquerque, NM—venue to be determined. 
Thursday, September 29, 2011 ........................................ 8 a.m.–4 p.m ...................... Phoenix, AZ—venue to be determined. 
Thursday, October 6, 2011 ............................................... 8 a.m.–4 p.m ...................... Oklahoma City, OK—venue to be determined. 

Written comments will be accepted 
through October 15, 2011, and may be 
sent to the official listed in the 
ADDRESSES section above. 

Dated: July 12, 2011. 

David J. Hayes, 
Deputy Secretary of the Interior. 
[FR Doc. 2011–17847 Filed 7–14–11; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4310–W7–P 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Fish and Wildlife Service 

[FWS–R2–ES–2011–N084; 20124–1112– 
0000–F2] 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
and Draft Habitat Conservation Plan 
for Oncor Electric Delivery Facilities in 
100 Texas Counties 

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Interior. 
ACTION: Notice of availability of 
documents and announcement of public 
hearings. 

SUMMARY: We, the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, announce the 
availability of the draft environmental 
impact statement and the draft Oncor 
Electric Delivery Company, LLC habitat 

conservation plan, under the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969. 
Oncor has applied for an incidental take 
permit (TE–40918A–0) under the 
Endangered Species Act of 1973, as 
amended, to authorize incidental take of 
11 Federally listed species (covered 
species) in 100 Texas counties. 

DATES: Comment period: To ensure 
consideration, we must receive written 
comments on or before close of business 
(4:30 p.m. CDT) October 13, 2011. 

Public meetings: Nine public 
meetings, located throughout Oncor’s 
proposed 100-county permit area, will 
be held between August 1, 2011, and 
September 28, 2011. Exact meeting 
locations and times will be announced 
in local newspapers, on the Austin 
Ecological Services Office Web site 
(http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/ 
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AustinTexas/), and on Oncor’s Web site 
(www.oncor-eis-hcp.com) at least 2 
weeks prior to each meeting. 
ADDRESSES: To find out how to obtain 
documents for review and where to 
submit comments, see Reviewing 
Documents and Submitting Comments 
in SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr. 
Adam Zerrenner, Field Supervisor, by 
U.S. mail at U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service, 10711 Burnet Road, Suite 200, 
Austin, TX 78758, or by phone at (512) 
490–0057. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969 (NEPA), this notice advises the 
public that: 

(1) We, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service (Service), have gathered the 
information necessary to determine 
impacts and formulate alternatives for 
the draft environmental impact 
statement (dEIS) related to the potential 
issuance of an incidental take permit 
(ITP) to Oncor Electric Delivery 
Company, LLC (Applicant; Oncor), and 

(2) That the Applicant has developed 
a draft habitat conservation plan (dHCP) 
which describes the measures Oncor has 
agreed to undertake to minimize and 
mitigate the effects of incidental take of 
Federally listed species to the maximum 
extent practicable, pursuant to section 
10(a)(1)(B) of the Endangered Species 
Act of 1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 
et seq.; Act). 

Oncor has applied for an ITP (TE– 
40918A–0) under section 10(a)(1)(B) of 
the Act. The requested ITP, which 
would be in effect for a period of 30 
years if granted, would authorize 
incidental take of the following 11 
Federally listed species (covered 
species): Large-fruited sand-verbena 
(Abronia macrocarpa), Texas poppy- 
mallow (Callirhoe scabriuscula), 
Navasota ladies’-tresses (Spiranthes 
parksii), Pecos sunflower (Helianthus 
paradoxus), American burying beetle 
(Nicrophorus americanus), Houston 
toad (Bufo houstonensis), whooping 
crane (Grus americana), golden-cheeked 
warbler (Dendroica chrysoparia), black- 
capped vireo (Vireo atricapilla), red- 
cockaded woodpecker (Picoides 
borealis), and Louisiana black bear 
(Ursus americanus luteolus). The 
proposed incidental take would occur in 
100 Texas counties that comprise the 
Applicant’s service area, excluding 
Williamson and Travis counties, and 
with the addition of Runnels County, 
and would result from activities 
associated with maintenance and repair 
of existing electric facilities and 
installation and operation of new 
facilities. 

Background 

Our initial notice of intent to prepare 
an EIS and hold public scoping 
meetings published in the Federal 
Register on September 22, 2009 (74 FR 
48285). A summary of comments 
provided during the 2009 scoping 
period, which included meetings held at 
nine locations throughout the proposed 
100-county permit area, is available at 
http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/ 
AustinTexas/. 

The dHCP for maintenance and 
construction activities for Oncor and the 
conservation program described in the 
dHCP were developed through a 
collaborative effort between the Service, 
the Applicant, and the Applicant’s 
consultants, and also through outreach 
to potential interest groups, nonprofit 
organizations, and other stakeholders. 

The Austin Ecological Services Office 
Web site (http://www.fws.gov/ 
southwest/es/AustinTexas/) contains 
information on meetings, documents, 
and the status of the process. 

Alternatives 

We are considering three alternatives 
as part of this process: The no action 
alternative, the applicant’s preferred 
alternative, and a project-by-project 
alternative: 

1. No Action—No ITP would be 
issued. This alternative would require 
the Applicant to avoid activities within 
the proposed permit area that would, or 
potentially would, result in incidental 
take of any Federally listed species. The 
Applicant would continue to perform 
those activities that would not, or would 
not be expected to, result in violation of 
the Act. 

2. Preferred Alternative—Issuance of 
an ITP by the Service for covered 
activities in the 100-county permit area, 
pursuant to section 10(a)(1)(B) of the 
Act. This is the Applicant’s preferred 
alternative. The activities that would be 
covered by the ITP are general activities 
associated with new construction, 
maintenance, and emergency response 
and restoration, including stormwater 
discharges from construction sites, 
equipment access, and surveying. 
Construction activities covered for new 
facilities include new overhead 
transmission and distribution lines, new 
support facilities such as substations 
and switching stations, underground 
electric installation, and second-circuit 
addition on existing structures. 
Maintenance activities would include 
vegetation management within rights of 
way, expansion of existing support 
facilities, line upgrades, insulator 
replacement, and maintenance of 
underground electric facilities. The 

requested ITP will cover the 100-county 
permit area. The requested term of the 
permit is 30 years. 

To meet the requirements of a section 
10(a)(1)(B) ITP, the Applicant has 
developed and will implement the 
dHCP, which describes the conservation 
measures the Applicant has agreed to 
undertake to minimize and mitigate for 
incidental take of the covered species to 
the maximum extent practicable. As 
described in the HCP, the Applicant 
anticipates that incidental take would 
not appreciably reduce the likelihood of 
the survival and recovery of these 
species in the wild. 

3. Project-Based Consultation— 
Project-by-project consultations or ITPs. 
This alternative would require Oncor to 
seek authorization on a project-by- 
project basis to address incidental take 
resulting from their actions, as needed, 
through section 7 or under section 
10(a)(1)(B). 

Section 9 of the Act and its 
implementing regulations prohibit the 
‘‘taking’’ of threatened and endangered 
species. However, under limited 
circumstances, we may issue permits to 
take listed wildlife species incidental to, 
and not the purpose of, otherwise lawful 
activities. 

Reviewing Documents and Submitting 
Comments 

You may obtain copies of the dEIS 
and dHCP by going to http:// 
www.fws.gov/southwest/es/ 
AustinTexas/. Alternatively, you may 
obtain compact disks with electronic 
copies of these documents by writing to 
Mr. Adam Zerrenner, 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 dEIS and dHCP are 
also available, by request, from Mr. 
Zerrenner. Copies of the dEIS and dHCP 
are also available for public inspection 
and review at the following locations 
(by appointment only at government 
offices): 
—Department of the Interior, Natural 

Resources Library, 1849 C. St., NW., 
Washington, DC 20240. 

—U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 500 
Gold Avenue, SW., Room 6034, 
Albuquerque, NM 87102. 

—U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 10711 
Burnet Road, Suite 200, Austin, TX 
78758. 
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 6034, Albuquerque, NM 
87103. 
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Written comments may be submitted 
to Mr. Adam Zerrenner (see above). We 
will also accept written and oral 
comments at any of the nine public 
meetings (see DATES). 

Public Availability of Comments 
Written comments we receive become 

part of the public record associated with 
this action. Before including your 
address, phone number, e-mail 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. We will not consider anonymous 
comments. 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 (16 U.S.C. 1531 et 
seq.) and its implementing regulations 
(50 CFR 17.22) and NEPA (42 U.S.C. 4321 et 
seq.) and its implementing regulations (40 
CFR 1506.6). 

Joy E. Nicholopoulos, 
Acting Regional Director, Southwest Region, 
Albuquerque, New Mexico. 
[FR Doc. 2011–17811 Filed 7–14–11; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4310–55–P 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Fish and Wildlife Service 

[FWS–R8–ES–2011–N147; 1112–0000– 
81440–F2] 

Francis Proposed Low-Effect Habitat 
Conservation Plan for the Morro 
Shoulderband Snail, Los Osos, San 
Luis Obispo County, CA 

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Interior. 
ACTION: Notice of availability; request 
for comment. 

SUMMARY: We, the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (Service), have received 
an application from Catherine M. and 
Ronald L. Francis (applicants) for a 5- 
year incidental take permit under the 
Endangered Species Act of 1973, as 
amended (Act). The application 
addresses the potential for ‘‘take’’ of the 
Federally endangered Morro 
shoulderband snail (Helminthoglypta 
walkeriana) incidental to the 

construction and occupation of a single- 
family residence on a legal single- 
family-zoned parcel in the 
unincorporated community of Los Osos, 
San Luis Obispo County, California. The 
applicants would implement a 
conservation program to minimize and 
mitigate project activities as described 
in their low-effect habitat conservation 
plan. We invite comments from the 
public on the application, which 
includes the Francis Low-Effect Habitat 
Conservation Plan for the Morro 
Shoulderband Snail (HCP) that has been 
determined to be eligible for a 
Categorical Exclusion under the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, as amended (NEPA). 
DATES: To ensure consideration, please 
send your written comments by August 
15, 2011. 
ADDRESSES: You may download a copy 
of the HCP, draft Environmental Action 
Statement, Low-Effect Screening Form, 
and related documents on the Internet at 
http://www.fws.gov/ventura/, or you 
may request documents by U.S. mail or 
phone (see below). Please address 
written comments to Diane K. Noda, 
Field Supervisor, Ventura Fish and 
Wildlife Office, U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service, 2493 Portola Road, Suite B, 
Ventura, CA 93003. You may 
alternatively send comments by 
facsimile to (805) 644–3958. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Julie 
M. Vanderwier, Fish and Wildlife 
Biologist, at the above address or by 
calling (805) 644–1766. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background 
The Morro shoulderband (= banded 

dune) snail was listed by the U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service as endangered on 
December 15, 1994 (59 FR 64613). 
Section 9 of the Act (16 U.S.C. 1531 et 
seq.) and its implementing regulations 
prohibit the ‘‘take’’ of fish or wildlife 
species listed as endangered or 
threatened. ‘‘Take’’ is defined under the 
Act to include the following activities: 
‘‘[T]o harass, harm, pursue, hunt, shoot, 
wound, kill, trap, capture, or collect, or 
to attempt to engage in any such 
conduct’’ (16 U.S.C. 1532); however, 
under section 10(a)(1)(B) of the Act, we 
may issue permits to authorize 
incidental take of listed species. 
‘‘Incidental Take’’ is defined by the Act 
as take that is incidental to, and not the 
purpose of, carrying out of an otherwise 
lawful activity. Regulations governing 
incidental take permits for threatened 
and endangered species are, 
respectively, in the Code of Federal 
Regulations at 50 CFR 17.32 and 17.22. 
Issuance of an incidental take permit 

also must not jeopardize the existence of 
Federally listed fish, wildlife, or plant 
species. 

However, take of listed plants is not 
prohibited under the Act unless such 
take would violate State law. As such, 
take of plants cannot be authorized 
under an incidental take permit. Plant 
species may be included on a permit in 
recognition of the conservation benefits 
provided them under a habitat 
conservation plan. All species included 
in the incidental take permit would 
receive assurances under our ‘‘No 
Surprises’’ regulations (50 CFR 
17.22(b)(55) and 17.32(b)(5)). In 
addition to meeting other criteria, 
actions undertaken through 
implementation of the HCP must not 
jeopardize the continued existence of 
Federally listed plant or animal species. 

The applicants seek an incidental take 
permit for direct impacts to up to 0.57 
acres (24,829 square feet) of highly 
disturbed coastal dune scrub and 
maritime chaparral occupied by Morro 
shoulderband snail in association with 
the construction and occupation of a 
single-family residence on an existing 
legal parcel. The project is proposed for 
a parcel legally described as Assessor 
Parcel Number 074–323–031 and 
located on the corner of Via Vistosa 
Drive and Bayview Heights Road in the 
southwestern portion of Los Osos, San 
Luis Obispo County, California. The 
applicants are requesting a permit for 
take of Morro shoulderband snail that 
would result from ‘‘Covered Activities’’ 
that include the construction and 
occupation of a single-family residence 
and associated landscaping/ 
infrastructure. 

The applicants propose to minimize 
and mitigate take of Morro 
shoulderband snail associated with the 
covered activities by fully implementing 
the plan. The following measures will 
be implemented to minimize the effects 
of the taking: (1) Pre-construction and 
concurrent construction monitoring 
surveys for Morro shoulderband snail 
will be conducted within the 0.57-acre 
parcel; (2) all identified individuals of 
Morro shoulderband snail will be 
relocated by an individual in possession 
of a current valid recovery permit for 
the species to a receptor site out of 
harm’s way; (3) installation of protective 
fencing; and (4) development and 
presentation of a contractor and 
employee training program for Morro 
shoulderband snail. To mitigate for 
unavoidable take, the applicants will 
contribute $9,300 to an Impact-Directed 
Environmental Account held and 
administered by the National Fish and 
Wildlife Foundation. These funds will 
be used to implement recovery tasks 
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Area and outer coast will be determined 
through a separate process. 

Administrative Record 
Pursuant to the OPA Natural Resource 

Damage Assessment regulations, the 
trustees have developed an 
Administrative Record that informs the 
public of information considered by 
them in restoration planning. 
Additional information and documents, 
including public comments received on 
this draft DARP/EA, the Final 
Restoration Plan (when it becomes 
available), and other related restoration 
planning documents, will also become 
part of the Administrative Record. 

Request for Comments 
Interested members of the public are 

invited to review and comment on the 
draft DARP/EA by the methods listed 
under ADDRESSES. Note that there are 
separate instructions in the draft DARP/ 
EA document on how to submit 
comments. If you submit written 
comments according to the instructions 
in the draft DARP/EA, please do not 
resubmit them using another method. 
Submit only one set of comments by 
only one of the methods listed in this 
notice or by the method listed in the 
draft DARP/EA. 

Written comments will be considered 
and addressed in the final DARP/EA at 
the conclusion of the restoration 
planning process. Comments will 
become part of the administrative record 
and available for public review as part 
of the record. 

Public Availability of Comments 
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 ask us in your comment 
to withhold your personal identifying 
information from public review, we 
cannot guarantee that we will be able to 
do so. 

Obtaining Documents for Comment 

Draft DARP/EA 
The draft DARP/EA can be viewed in 

person by contacting Janet Whitlock at 
(916) 414–6599. 

Administrative Record 
The documents comprising the 

Administrative Record can be viewed 
electronically at the following location: 

• http://www.dfg.ca.gov/ospr/
Science/cosco_busan_admin.aspx. 

The administrative record is on file at 
the following location: 

• California Department of Fish and 
Game, Office of Spill Prevention and 
Response, 1700 K Street, Suite 250, 
Sacramento, CA 95814. 

Arrangements may be made to view 
the record at this location by contacting 
Steve Hampton by telephone at (916) 
323–4724. 

Author 

The primary author of this notice is 
Janet Whitlock (address above). 

Authority 

The authority for this action is the Oil 
Pollution Act of 1990 (33 U.S. C. 2701 
et seq.) and the implementing Natural 
Resource Damage Assessment 
regulations found at 15 CFR part 990. 

Dated: September 19, 2011. 
Alexandra Pitts, 
Acting Regional Director, Pacific Southwest 
Region. 
[FR Doc. 2011–24769 Filed 9–26–11; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4310–55–P 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Fish and Wildlife Service 

[FWS–R2–ES–2011–N155; 20124–1112– 
0000–F2] 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
and Draft Habitat Conservation Plan 
for Oncor Electric Delivery Facilities in 
100 Texas Counties 

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Interior. 
ACTION: Notice; correction. 

SUMMARY: We, the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, correct a previously 
published notice that announced the 
availability of the draft environmental 
impact statement (DEIS) and the draft 
Oncor Electric Delivery Company, LLC, 
habitat conservation plan (HCP). Due to 
an inadvertent error, the prior notice 
mischaracterized the alternatives 
evaluated in the draft environmental 
impact statement. We correct the 
descriptions of the alternatives in this 
notice. The error was not in the DEIS or 
the HCP, but only in our previous 
notice. 

DATES: Comments: We must receive 
written comments on the draft 
environmental impact statement and 
draft habitat conservation plan on or 
before close of business (4:30 p.m. CDT) 
October 13, 2011. 

Public meetings: Up to nine public 
meetings will take place throughout 
Oncor’s proposed 100-county permit 
area through September 28, 2011. Exact 
meeting locations and times will be 

announced in local newspapers, on the 
Austin Ecological Services Office Web 
site (http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/ 
AustinTexas/), and on Oncor’s Web site 
(http://www.oncor-eis-hcp.com) at least 
2 weeks prior to each meeting. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr. 
Adam Zerrenner, Field Supervisor, by 
U.S. mail at U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service, 10711 Burnet Road, Suite 200, 
Austin, TX 78758, or by phone at (512) 
490–0057. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background 

On July 15, 2011, we published a 
notice in the Federal Register (76 FR 
41808) that announced that Oncor 
Electric Delivery Company, LLC, has 
applied under section 10(a)(1)(B) of the 
Endangered Species Act of 1973, as 
amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) (Act), 
for an incidental take permit (ITP) (TE– 
40918A–0). The requested ITP, which 
would be in effect for a period of 30 
years if granted, would authorize 
incidental take of 11 federally listed 
species. The proposed incidental take 
would occur in 100 Texas counties that 
comprise the Applicant’s service area, 
excluding Williamson and Travis 
counties and with the addition of 
Runnels County, and would result from 
activities associated with maintenance 
and repair of existing electric facilities 
and installation and operation of new 
facilities. 

The July 15, 2011, notice (76 FR 
41808) provided information about 
Oncor’s draft habitat conservation plan 
(HCP) and our draft environmental 
impact statement (DEIS) prepared under 
the National Environmental Policy Act 
of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.). Please 
refer to that notice for further 
information, including details about 
public meetings, ways to obtain copies 
of the documents, and comment 
submission. 

Due to an inadvertent error, the July 
15, 2011, Federal Register notice did 
not accurately reflect the three 
alternatives explored in the DEIS. 
Therefore, we correct our description of 
the alternatives below in this document. 
Please note that all the documents we 
made available from the date of 
publication of our earlier notice (July 
15, 2011) are correct. If you already 
obtained any documents for review, you 
do not need to get new copies. The only 
error was in the text of our notice. 

Alternatives 

The DEIS examines three alternatives: 
1. No Action—Project-Based 

Consultation—Project-by-project 
consultations or ITPs. This alternative 
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would require Oncor to seek 
authorization on a project-by-project 
basis to address incidental take resulting 
from their actions, as needed, through 
section 7 of the Act or under section 
10(a)(1)(B). 

2. Preferred Alternative—Proposed 
Alternative with 30-year Duration— 
Issuance of an ITP by the Service for 
covered activities in the 100-county 
permit area, pursuant to section 
10(a)(1)(B) of the Act. This is the 
Applicant’s preferred alternative. The 
activities that would be covered by the 
ITP are general activities associated 
with new construction, maintenance, 
and emergency response and 
restoration, including stormwater 
discharges from construction sites, 
equipment access, and surveying. 
Construction activities covered for new 
facilities include new overhead 
transmission and distribution lines, new 
support facilities such as substations 
and switching stations, underground 
electric installation, and second-circuit 
addition on existing structures. 
Maintenance activities would include 
vegetation management within rights of 
way, expansion of existing support 
facilities, line upgrades, insulator 
replacement, and maintenance of 
underground electric facilities. The 
requested ITP will cover the 100-county 
permit area. The requested term of the 
permit is 30 years. 

To meet the requirements of a section 
10(a)(1)(B) ITP, the Applicant has 
developed and will implement the draft 
HCP, which describes the conservation 
measures the Applicant has agreed to 
undertake to minimize and mitigate for 
incidental take of the covered species to 
the maximum extent practicable. As 
described in the draft HCP, the 
Applicant anticipates that incidental 
take would not appreciably reduce the 
likelihood of the survival and recovery 
of these species in the wild. 

3. Proposed Alternative with 50-year 
Duration—Issuance of an ITP by the 
Service for covered activities in the 100- 
county permit area, pursuant to section 
10(a)(1)(B) of the Act. This alternative 
would cover the same activities as the 
preferred alternative, but for a longer 
period of time. The requested term of 
the permit is 50 years. 

Authority 

We provide this notice under section 
10(c) of the Act (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) 
and its implementing regulations (50 
CFR 17.22) and NEPA (42 U.S.C. 4321 

et seq.) and its implementing 
regulations (40 CFR 1506.6). 

Joy E. Nicholopoulos, 
Acting Regional Director, Southwest Region, 
Albuquerque, New Mexico. 
[FR Doc. 2011–24752 Filed 9–26–11; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4310–55–P 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Indian Affairs 

Privacy Act of 1974, as Amended; 
Notice To Amend an Existing System 
of Records 

AGENCY: Bureau of Indian Affairs, 
Interior. 
ACTION: Notice of amendment to an 
existing system of records. 

SUMMARY: Pursuant to the provisions of 
the Privacy Act of 1974, as amended, 
the Department of the Interior (DOI) is 
issuing a public notice of its intent to 
amend Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA) 
Privacy Act system of records, ‘‘Tribal 
Rolls—Interior, BIA–7’’ to change the 
name of the system to the ‘‘Tribal 
Enrollment Reporting and Payment 
System, Interior/BIA–7,’’ and update the 
categories of individuals and records in 
the system, the authorities, routine uses, 
and policies and practices for records 
storage and disposition. This system is 
used to assist the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs in collecting data and analyzing 
applications to determine an 
individual’s eligibility to share in 
judgment fund distributions authorized 
by plans prepared pursuant to Federal 
legislation. It also assists BIA in calling 
and conducting Secretarial elections. 
DATE: Comments must be received by 
November 7, 2011. 
ADDRESSES: Any person interested in 
commenting on this notice may do so 
by: submitting comments in writing to 
Willie Chism, Indian Affairs Privacy Act 
Officer, 625 Herndon Parkway, 
Herndon, Virginia 20170; hand- 
delivering comments to Willie Chism, 
Indian Affairs Privacy Act Officer, 625 
Herndon Parkway, Herndon, Virginia 
20170; or e-mailing comments to 
willie.chism@bia.gov. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Deputy Bureau Director for Indian 
Services, 1849 C Street, NW., MS 4513– 
MIB, Washington, DC 20240 or 202– 
513–7640. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

I. Background 

The BIA maintains the ‘‘Tribal Rolls— 
Interior, BIA–7’’ system of records, 
which it is renaming the ‘‘Tribal 

Enrollment Reporting and Payment 
System, Interior/BIA–7.’’ The BIA Tribal 
Enrollment Reporting and Payment 
System functions as a central database 
for Tribal enrollment records. The 
purpose of this system is to assist BIA 
to determine an individual’s eligibility 
to share in judgment fund distributions 
authorized by plans prepared pursuant 
to 25 U.S.C. Section 1401, Funds 
appropriated in satisfaction of 
judgments of Indian Claims Commission 
or United States Court of Federal 
Claims. It also assists BIA in calling and 
conducting Secretarial elections under 
25 CFR Part 81, Tribal Reorganization 
under a Federal Statute. The 
amendments to the system will include 
revising the system name and adding a 
routine use to comply with 5 U.S.C. 
552a(b)(3) of the Privacy Act specifically 
applying to the disclosure of 
information in connection with 
response and remedial efforts in the 
event of a data breach. Other 
amendments will include updating data 
in the following fields: System location, 
categories of individuals and records in 
the system, authorities, routine uses, 
storage, retrievability, safeguards, 
retention and disposal, system manager 
and address, notification procedures, 
records access procedures, contesting 
records procedures and record source 
categories. This system notice was last 
published on August 21, 1990 (55 FR 
34085). 

The amendments to the system will 
be effective as proposed at the end of 
the comment period (the comment 
period will end 40 days after the 
publication of this notice in the Federal 
Register), unless comments are received 
which would require a contrary 
determination. DOI will publish a 
revised notice if changes are made based 
upon a review of the comments 
received. 

II. Privacy Act 
The Privacy Act of 1974, as amended 

(5 U.S.C. 552a), embodies fair 
information principles in a statutory 
framework governing the means by 
which Federal Agencies collect, 
maintain, use, and disseminate 
individuals’ personal information. The 
Privacy Act applies to information that 
is maintained in a ‘‘system of records.’’ 
A ‘‘system of records’’ is a group of any 
records under the control of an agency 
for which information is retrieved by 
the name of an individual or by some 
identifying number, symbol, or other 
identifying particular assigned to the 
individual. In the Privacy Act, an 
individual is defined to encompass U.S. 
citizens or lawful permanent residents. 
As a matter of policy, DOI extends 
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 
Oncor Draft Habitat Conservation Plan/Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service), in cooperation with Oncor Electric Delivery Company, LLC (Oncor), are 
currently planning to conduct three Public Hearings to obtain comments on the Draft Habitat Conservation Plan 
(DHCP)/Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS). The DHCP and DEIS present an evaluation of potential impacts to 
the proposed issuance of an Endangered Species Act (ESA) Section 10(a)(1)(B) Permit to Oncor for incidental “take” of 
eleven federally-listed species from activities associated with maintenance and repair of existing facilities and installation 
and operation of new facilities within Oncor’s service area in north Texas.  These Hearings will allow the public the 
opportunity to view project exhibits and provide comments on the proposed action.  Public Hearings currently scheduled 
for the Oncor service area include: 
 

WHEN WHERE TIME 

Tuesday, August 23, 2011 

Ruthe Jackson Center 
Ballroom 
3113 S. Carrier Parkway 
Grand Prairie, TX 75052 

5:30 PM – 7:30 PM 

Wednesday, August 24, 2011 

Texas State Technical College 
Center Seminar Room 
300 Homer K. Taylor Drive 
Sweetwater, TX 79556 

5:30 PM – 7:30 PM 

Thursday, August 25, 2011 

Bellmead Civic Center 
Senior Room 
3900 Parrish Street 
Waco, TX 76705 

5:30 PM – 7:30 PM 

 
The Public Hearings will consist of an Open House/Exhibit Review from 5:30 PM to 6:00 PM that will provide an 
opportunity to view the DHCP, DEIS, maps, and exhibits and to learn more about the proposed action, permit area, and 
species covered.  A formal presentation of the proposed action and summary of the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) process will be given from 6:00 PM to 6:30 PM.  The Hearing will be conducted from 6:30 PM to 7:30 PM during 
which citizens are invited to provide written or oral comments in an informal, open-house setting.   
 
A court reporter and Spanish interpreter will be present at each Hearing.  Written comments may be submitted at the 
Hearings or may be mailed to Mr. Adam Zerrenner, 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.  Written comments must be received by 
October 13, 2011 in order to be included in the Public Hearing record. 
 

All interested citizens are invited to attend. Persons requiring special communication, access, or accommodation needs 
should contact Angela Bulger, Atkins, via phone (512.342.3388) or e-mail (angela.bulger@atkinsglobal.com) at least two 

working days prior to the hearing.  All reasonable efforts will be made to accommodate any special needs. 
 

OPPORTUNITY FOR ADDITIONAL PUBLIC HEARINGS 
 
The Service, in cooperation with Oncor, is also offering the opportunity for a public hearing to provide citizens a forum to 
present comments on the proposed action at other locations within Oncor’s service area.  The DEIS and DHCP, which 
include maps showing the service area for the proposed action, and other related information are available at 
http://www.oncor-eis-hcp.com/DraftEISHCP.aspx or http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/AustinTexas/ and available for 
review at the Service’s Austin office at 10711 Burnet Road, Suite 200, Austin, Texas 78758.  Public Hearings at additional 
locations within the service area will be considered upon request.  Requests must be received by Wednesday, August 31, 
2011.  All requests for a Public Hearing must be submitted in writing and should be sent via email to 
FW2_AUES_consult@fws.gov or to the following address: 
 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Oncor DHCP/DEIS Public Hearing Request 

Attention: Adam Zerrenner 
10711 Burnet Road, Suite 200 

Austin, Texas 78758 
 

For more information, visit http://www.oncor-eis-hcp.com/ or http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/AustinTexas/. 
 



AVISO DE AUDIENCIA PÚBLICA 
Anteproyecto del Plan de Conservación de Hábitat ONCOR/ 

Anteproyecto de Declaración de Impacto Ambiental  
 
El Servicio de Pesca y Vida Silvestre de los Estados Unidos (Servicio), en colaboración con la empresa de distribución 
eléctrica Oncor, LLC (Oncor), está planeando llevar a cabo tres audiencias públicas para recibir comentarios sobre el 
Anteproyecto del Plan de Conservación de Hábitat (DHCP siglas en Inglés) / Anteproyecto de Declaración de Impacto 
Ambiental (DEIS siglas en Inglés). Los documentos DHCP y el DEIS presentan una evaluación de los impactos 
potenciales a la propuesta de emisión de una Ley de Especies en Peligro de Extinción (ESA siglas en Inglés) Sección 10 
(a) (1) (B) Permiso a Oncor la "toma incidental" de once especies enumeradas por el Gobierno Federal y las actividades 
relacionadas con el mantenimiento y la reparación de las infraestructuras existentes y la instalación y operación de 
nuevas infraestructuras dentro de la zona de servicio de Oncor en el norte de Texas. Estas audiencias le permitirán al 
público la oportunidad de consultar esquemas de proyectos y formular comentarios sobre las medidas propuestas.  La 
siguiente es una lista de las audiencias públicas programadas para la zona de servicio de Oncor: 
 

CUANDO DONDE HORA 

Martes,  23 de Agosto 2011 

Centro Ruthe Jackson  
Salón de Baile (Ballroom) 
3113 S. Carrier Parkway 
Grand Prairie, TX 75052 

5:30 PM – 7:30 PM 

Miércoles, 24 de Agosto 2011 

Texas State Technical College 
Sala de Seminarios del Centro 
300 Homer K. Taylor Drive 
Sweetwater, TX 79556 

5:30 PM – 7:30 PM 

Jueves, 25 de Agosto 2011 

Centro Cívico Bellmead  
Salón Senior  
3900 Parrish Street 
Waco, TX 76705 

5:30 PM – 7:30 PM 

 

Las audiencias públicas consistirán de un foro con formato de puerta abierta al público de 5:30 PM a 6:00 PM que 
proporcionará una oportunidad para consultar los documentos DHCP, DEIS, planos y esquemas, para informase sobre 
la medidas propuestas, áreas del permiso y especies de la vida silvestre protegidas.  Una presentación pública de las 
acciones propuestas y un resumen de la Ley de Política Ambiental Nacional (NEPA siglas en Inglés) se llevara a cabo 
de 6:00 PM a 6:30 PM.  La Audiencia Pública se llevara acabo de 6:30 PM a 7:30 PM durante esta Audiencia Publica 
los ciudadanos están invitados a exponer sus comentarios escritos u orales de manera informal y con formato de puerta 
abierta. 
 

Un Taquígrafo de la Corte y un Intérprete de Español estarán disponibles en cada audiencia. Los comentarios escritos 
pueden ser presentados ante las audiencias o pueden enviarse por correo al Sr. Adán Zerrenner, Supervisor de Campo, 
(Servicio de Pesca y Vida Silvestre de los Estados Unidos) U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 10711 Burnet Road, Suite 
200, Austin, TX, 78758, llamando al (512) 490-0057, o enviando un fax al (512) 490-0974. Los comentarios escritos se 
deben recibir antes del 13 de Octubre 2011 con el fin de ser incluidos en el registro de la audiencia pública.  
 

Todos los ciudadanos interesados están invitados a asistir. Las personas que requieran de alguna necesidad especial 
de comunicación, acceso u otra necesidad especial deben comunicarse con Angela Bulger, Atkins, al teléfono 
(512.342.3388) o por correo electrónico a (angela.bulger@atkinsglobal.com) por lo menos dos días hábiles antes de la 
audiencia. Se harán todos los esfuerzos razonables para satisfacer cualquier necesidad especial. 
 

OPORTUNIDAD PARA AUDIENCIAS PÚBLICAS ADICIONALES  
 

El Servicio, en colaboración con Oncor, también le ofrece la oportunidad de una audiencia pública para proporcionar a 
los ciudadanos un foro para presentar comentarios sobre las medidas propuestas en la zona de servicio de Oncor. Los 
documentos DEIS y DHCP, los cuales incluyen planos que muestran el área de servicio para la medida propuesta, y otra 
información relacionada están disponibles en http://www.oncor-eis-hcp.com/DraftEISHCP.aspx o en 
http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/AustinTexas/ también están disponibles para su consulta en la oficina del Servicio de 
Austin en el 10711 Burnet Road, Suite 200, Austin, Texas 78758.  Las audiencias públicas en lugares adicionales dentro 
del área de servicio serán consideradas en caso de ser solicitadas.  Las solicitudes deben ser recibidas antes del 
Miércoles, 31 de agosto 2011. Todas las solicitudes para audiencia pública deben de ser presentadas por escrito y deben 
ser enviadas vía correo electrónico al FW2_AUES_consult@fws.gov o a la siguiente dirección: 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Oncor DHCP/DEIS Public Hearing Request 

Attention: Adam Zerrenner 
10711 Burnet Road, Suite 200 

Austin, Texas 78758 
Para mayor información, visite http://www.oncor-eis-hcp.com/ o http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/AustinTexas/ 



Oncor to host public hearing concerning 
habitat conservation  
But meeting won't focus on power lines 

By Hannah Boen  

Friday, August 12, 2011  

Oncor Electric Delivery has scheduled a public hearing in Sweetwater later this month 
for discussion of a habitat conservation plan drawn up by the company, but officials 
say the plan is not specifically tied to the company's efforts to expand electricity 
transmission lines throughout the state. 

Oncor is one of several companies building transmission lines in what is labeled the 
Central Competitive Renewable Energy Zone (CREZ). 

Oncor, which says it operates the largest system in Texas for distribution and 
transmission of electricity,is in the process of laying 1,000 miles of transmission lines 
as part of the statewide initiative to carry wind power to metropolitan areas. 

To keep up with electricity needs throughout the state, the company is planning to build 
and expand transmission lines across Texas over the course of the next several 
decades, said Oncor spokeswoman Catherine Cuellar. 

To complete future construction projects, permits must be obtained from the U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service to ensure the safety and protection of threatened and endangered 
species within the state. 

That process started with a habitat conservation plan drawn up by Oncor consultants. 

Then the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service responded with an environmental-impact 
statement. 

The habitat conservation plan is a 315-page document detailing the steps Oncor plans 
to take to avoid or minimize potential impact on 11 species within the 101-county area 
served by Oncor that could be threatened as a result of proposed construction 
projects. 

Christina Williams, a biologist for the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, said Oncor could 
continue construction without a permit, Williams said, but likely would violate the 
Endangered Species Act in doing so. 

In October 2009, Oncor hosted nine public meetings to provide a general background 
of the proposed habitat conservation plan and solicit suggestions from the public. 
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Of those nine meetings in nine locations across the state, a total of nine people 
showed up, Williams said. 

Considering the participation in the initial meetings, the company decided to hold three 
public hearings to get final feedback from residents. 

The Sweetwater meeting is scheduled from 5:30 to 7:30 p.m. Aug. 24 at Texas State 
Technical College in Sweetwater. 

Cuellar said Oncor operates in more than 400 cities and towns in Texas. 

Among the species potentially threatened by expansions are several varieties of 
endangered plants and birds. 

Cuellar said the habitat conservation plan is not specifically tied to the CREZ project, 
rather the plan is to address future issues that may arise. 

"We don't have a crystal ball to see where industries and cities are going to develop," 
she said. "This is a plan to take a proactive, comprehensive look to minimize impact in 
the future." 

Species that could be affected are: 

Plants 

Large-fruited sand-verbena — Listed as endangered in Texas and in the U.S., this 
plant has stems up to 20 inches tall covered with sticky hairs and has round clusters of 
pink-purple flowers up to 4 inches across. This plant is endangered because many 
areas of sandy soils have been cleared of native vegetation and planted to pasture 
grass. This plant lives in sandy openings in post oak woods. 

Navasota ladies’-tresses — Listed as endangered in Texas and in the U.S., this plant 
is a member of the orchid family. There are more than a dozen different ladies’-tresses 
in Texas, and most produce a single slender, twisted spike of tiny white flowers. This 
plant is often found in wet areas and has been impacted by habitat loss and 
degradation due to urban development, road construction, lignite mining and oil and 
gas development. This plant is endemic to the Oak Woodlands and Prairies region of 
East-Central Texas. 

Pecos sunflower — Listed as threatened in Texas and in the U.S., this plant is known 
to grow in Pecos and Reeves counties within the state. It grows in saturated saline 
soils of desert wetlands and some activities that degrade or destroy wetlands include 
erosion, groundwater depletion and water diversions. 

Texas poppy-mallow — Listed as endangered in Texas and in the U.S., this is a deep 
red to purple cup-shaped flower with stems as thick as a pencil. They grow only in 
windblown, river-deposited deep sands near the upper Colorado River in Coke, 
Mitchell and Runnels counties in Texas. This plant is endangered because of habitat 
loss due to farming, pasture planting, sand mining and urban development. 
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Invertebrates 

American burying beetle — This beetle is endangered and a critical habitat has not 
been designated. This nocturnal beetle lives for one year and typically reproduces only 
once. The body of the beetle is shiny and black and has hardened protective wing 
covers that meet in a straight line down the back. The cause for the decline of this 
species is not clearly understood. 

Amphibians/Reptiles 

Houston toad — This species is listed as endangered in Texas and the U.S. It is 
generally 2 to 3½ inches long and coloration varies from light brown to gray or purplish 
gray. They live primarily on land and burrow in the sand in extreme weather. The 
largest population of Houston toads exists in Bastrop County and they require loose, 
deep sands supporting woodland savanna and still or flowing waters for breeding. 
Among the reasons for the decline of this toad is periodic drought, particularly long-
term drought. 

Birds 

Black-capped vireo — This bird is listed as endangered in Texas and the U.S. It’s a 
small bird, typically growing to 4½ inches in length. It nests in Texas from April to July 
and travels to the western coast of Mexico for the winter months. These birds are 
found throughout the Edwards Plateau and eastern Trans-Pecos regions of Texas. 
They are on the decline because the low growing woody cover they need for nesting 
has been cleared of overgrazed by livestock and deer. 

Golden-cheeked warbler — This bird is listed as endangered in Texas and the U.S. 
The birds eat insects and spiders and nest only in the mixed Ashe-juniper and oak 
woodlands in ravines and canyons in Central Texas. They can be found in the 
Edwards Plateau and Palo Pinto County. They have become endangered because of 
the construction of roads and structures. 

Red-cockaded woodpecker — This bird is listed as endangered in Texas and the U.S. 
This species lives in family groups, which may include a male and female, their chicks 
and young adult “helpers.” They live in open pine forests with large, widely spaced 
older trees and can be found in the Pineywoods of East Texas. They are endangered 
because the open forests with big, older pines have been replaced with smaller pines. 
Also, periodic natural fires that keep pinewoods open have been suppressed since 
settlement. 

Whooping crane — This bird is listed as endangered in Texas and the U.S. The 
whooping crane is the tallest bird in North America with a wingspan of 7½ feet. This 
bird breeds in the wetlands of Wood Buffalo National Park in Canada and spends the 
winter on the Texas coast at Aransas National Wildlife Refuge near Rockport. The 
greatest threats to the species are man-made, including power lines, illegal hunting 
and habitat loss. 

Species list sources: www.fws.gov, www.tpwd.gov 
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Help Wanted
Holiday Inn Express is looking for 
desk clerk and housekeeping. Apply 
in person @ 1900 So. Cedar.

**********
Immediate opening for a FULL-
TIME nursing positions for home 
health care.  Excellent benefits and 
pleasant working environment.  No  
experience required, will train.  For 
more information please contact 
Ava Gerke, DON at 432-445-3330.

**********
Immediate opening for a FULL-
TIME certified home health aide 
for home health care. For more 
information please contact AVA 
GERKE, DON at 445-3330.

**********
Immediate opening for a FULL-
TIME Office Secretary for home 
health care.  Excellent benefits.  
Pleasant working environment.  
For more information please 
contact Irma Castillo at 432-445-
3330.

**********
Plateau Truck Stop Exit 159, I-10 
West, Van Horn, Tx. All positions 
available: cook, waitress/waiter, 
dishwasher, maintenance, store 
mgr. Please contact: Qamar Alam 
(713)826-0418.

**********
Drivers needed in Pecos. Class 
A CDL with tanker endorsement 
required. Competitive salary/
benefits. Apply at Standard Energy 
Services, 2101 Bickley, Pecos, TX 
(432)447-0200.

**********
Vacuum truck drivers 
needed,experience preferred,drug 
testing required,clean driving 
record,good benefits,competitive 
pay. Call 432-943-2385 or come by 
107 Spur 57 in Wickett,Texas.

You've worked for the rest now come try the Best!! 
Enterprise Now Offering a $1,000.00 Sign on Bonus!!

CURRENTLY SEEKING DRIVERS FOR WEST TX. AND NEW MEXICO. 
OPENINGS FOR BOTH DAY AND NIGHT SHIFT.

WE OFFER:
•Well Maintained Equipment
•Competitve Wages
•Great Benefits
•Medical, Dental, Vision
•401K

REQUIREMENTS:
•1 Year Tractor Trailer Experience      •Good Driving Record

•Class A CDL with Tanker and Hazmat Endorsements

FAX RESUME TO 1-432-684-8650
EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER

Copy of Real Estate Listings 
available Ac me Realty Co., 212 
W. 3rd St. Call 432-445-4814.

**********
Totally remodeled 3 bdrm, 2 ba. 
New granite kitchen & bath, new a/
c, over $50,000 in upgrades. A must 
see. Will pay 1/2 closing cost. No 
owner financing. 432-238-4891.

House for Sale Legals

                   

BELL U STORAGE
2118 W. 3rd St.        432-445-4071

LONESTAR STORAGE
(Next to DPS) Several Sizes
Call 432-448-1238 Box 545

LONGHORN STORAGES
6 Locations - 12 Sizes
Pecos & Monahans

Arizona - Cedar C&O - 
Walthall - ABC -Sandhills

Call 432-940-8699

S&G STORAGE
Brand New Building
(Next to Golf Course)

Call 432-448-1918 / 432-940-1607

Friaco's Custom Jewelry
Quality Jewelry @ Great Prices!
1115 S. Stockton, Monahans, TX

432-943-9090. 
Hours: M-F 10 am-5 pm; Closed Sat. 

Extended Holiday Hours

KEYS

JEWELRY

STORAGE

PLUMBING
Barmore Plumbing M-8871

Residential & Commercial
Plumbing, Ditching

2204 Bickley 432-447-2513
STILL LOCATED IN PECOS

**************************

**************************

**************************

Business 
Directory

KEYS MADE WHILE
YOU WAIT AT

BROWNLEE HARDWARE  

Advertise Your 
House in the Pecos 

Enterprise Classified. 
Call 445-5475 
or come by 

324 S. Cedar

ARE YOU 
HAVING A 

HARD TIME 
SELLING 

YOUR HOUSE?

Put your business out there!

Advertise Your Business In 
The Classifieds. Call 445-5475

Pecos Enterprise

PUBLIC NOTICE

REEVES COUNTY 
HOSPITAL DISTRICT

NOTICE is hereby given 
that the Board of Directors 
of Reeves County Hospital 
District, Pecos, Texas will 
receive bids on the following 
oil & gas leases:

Oil and Gas Lease on Section 
22, Block C-18, PSL, Reeves 
County, Texas

Bids shall be submitted to the 
office of the Administrator/
CEO, 2323 Texas Street, 
Pecos, TX 79772, no later 
than August 17, 2011 at 1:
00 p.m.

Reeves County Hospital 
District reserves the right 
to reject any and/or all bids 
for the best interest of the 
Hospital District and the 
decision shall be final.

Al LaRochelle
Administrator/CEO

To be published in the Pecos 
Enterprise on August 5th,  
and 9th, 2011.

U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service

Oncor Draft Habitat 
Conservation Plan/Draft 

RUSSELL CELLULAR
IS CURRENTLY ACCEPTING 

APPLICATIONS FOR THE POSITION OF

WIRELESS SPECIALIST
PECOS, TEXAS

SEE CAREERBUILDER.COM FOR DETAILS!
KEYWORD: RUSSELL CELLULAR

Pecos Enterprise

Environmental Impact 
Statement

Public Hearing and 
Invitation to Comment
Tuesday, August 23, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM
Ruthe Jackson Center 
(Ballroom)
3113 S. Carrier Parkway
Grand Prairie, TX 75052

Wednesday, August 24, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM
Texas State Technical 
College (Center Seminar 
Room)
300 Homer K. Taylor Drive
Sweetwater, TX 79556

Thursday, August 25, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM
Bellmead Civic Center 
(Senior Room)
3900 Parrish Street
Waco, TX 76705

Purpose: Solicit public 
comments on the Draft 
Environmental Impact 
Statement (DEIS) and 
Draft Habitat Conservation 
Plan (DHCP) as part of the 
proposed issuance of an 
Endangered Species Act 
(ESA) Section 10(a)(1)(B) 
Permit to Oncor for 
incidental take of 11 
federally listed species from 
activities associated with 
maintenance and repair 
of existing facilities and 
installation and operation of 
new facilities within Oncorís 
service area. Hearings will 
begin with an open house 
from 5:30 to 6:00 PM, formal 
presentation from 6:00 to 
6:30 PM, and open house 
with opportunity to provide 
written or oral comments 
until 7:30 PM.

Opportunity: The Service, in 
cooperation with Oncor, is 
also offering the opportunity 
for a public hearing to 
provide citizens a forum to 
present comments on the 
proposed action at other 
locations within Oncorís 
service area.  The DEIS and 
DHCP, which include maps 
showing the service area 
for the proposed action, and 
other related information 
are available at http:
//www.oncor-eis-hcp.com/
DraftEISHCP.aspx or http:/
/www.fws.gov/southwest/es/
AustinTexas/ and available 
for review at the Serviceís 
Austin office at 10711 Burnet 
Road, Suite 200, Austin, Texas 
78758.  Additional Public 
Hearings will be considered 
upon request.  Requests must 
be received by Wednesday, 
August 31, 2011.  All requests 
for a Public Hearing must 
be submitted in writing and 
should be sent via email to 
FW2_AUES_consult@fws.gov 
or to the following address:
U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service
Oncor DHCP/DEIS Public 
Hearing Request
Attention: Adam Zerrenner
10711 Burnet Road, Suite 
200
Austin, Texas 78758

For more information, 
visit http://www.oncor-
eis-hcp.com/ or http://
www.fws.gov/southwest/es/
AustinTexas/.

To be published in the Pecos 
Enterprise on August 9th and 
19th, 2011.
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Run Your Ad In TexSCAN!

To Order: Call this Newspaper
direct, or call Texas Press Service

at 1-800-749-4793 Today!

Statewide Ad ................$500
301 Newspapers, 942,418 Circulation

North Region Only ......$230
98 Newspapers, 263,811 Circulation

South Region Only .....$230
101 Newspapers, 366,726 Circulation

West Region Only .......$230
102 Newspapers, 311,881 Circulation

Need newspaper to wrap 
dishes or valuable things?

PECOS
ENTERPRISE

Has bundles of old 
newspapers. A bundle 

for only $1.00.
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Estate Sales

Fabulous Finds
ESTATE SALE

of June and Paul  
Rehm

1234 Nottingham  
Lane, Abilene

(off ES 11th and  
Lakeway)

Sat, Aug 13, 9-5
Sun, Aug 14, 1-5

Partial List: Living,  
dining, BR, & vintage  

furniture. 2 small  
sleeper sofas, secre- 
taries, flat screen TV,  

freezer, kitchen,  
dishes, crystal, china,  

glassware, John  
Deere riding mower,  
tiller, lots of hand &  
power tools, decora- 

tive accessories.  
LOTS MORE!

fabulousfindsofabilene 
on Facebook

ShopWith
Fabulous.com

FABULOUS FINDS
715 Grape Street
Abilene, TX 79601

325-677-5110

Flea Markets

Lydian Market
1702 So. 20th
(325)676-8383

Open Wednesday- 
Saturday  

10:30-5:30.
Summer Sale!  

10% 20% & 50%  
off merchandise.  
HOT! HOT! HOT!  
Thank you Abilene  
for shopping in a  

cool, pleasant 
environment.

Have a blessed  
day!

Antique Unique’s  
and Collectibles.

Apartments/
Unfurnished

Garage Sale
Northside 03

Huge Garage Sale
Fri & Sat 7-12
310 Briarwood

Bow Flex, Recumbent  
Bike, Ablounge, All  

Like New, Entertain- 
ment Center, Wom- 
en’s dress shirts &  
pants, size 8-12,  

Baby Clothes, Boys  
6-8mnths, up to 5T  

girls, Wedding dress,  
Electronics & House- 
hold Items & Much  
More!! All Must Go!!
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Apartments/
Furnished

2bd wtr, gas pd.  
$200dep/$500mo.  

2083 N. 2nd   
518-4329/733-4801

All bills pd. 1bd house
$130wk/$150dep 

No pets 930 Cedar  
518-4329/733-4801

Furnished 1bd, bills  
pd, +cable, no pets.  

$575/100, 2023 S. 5th  
673-4652 660-1742

Apartments/
Unfurnished

2bd 1ba $675 appl 
included all bills pd.

1 bd 1 ba $575
 FREE SATELLITE   

SERVICE
325-428-8901
325-672-9980

All bill paid $99 move  
in, eff. $399. 

1bd $499, 2bd $595.
325-725-7268

CLEAN 1bd w/d hook, 
water pd. $395/$250 
no pets. no smoking

325-660-1973

Don’t’ Miss Out! Call  
for our 1bd Special
Willow Crest Apts.

325-692-9881
www.willowcrestapts.com

Business/Office/Retail
Space for Lease

Retail/Storage
Space Available

2,400 to 14,000 SF

3202 N. 1st
FIMC Commercial Realty

806-358-7152

24
07
17

Needing to cut your  
overhead? 

Fine centrally located 
offices w/ free parking  
& a rate that will save  
you money! Boykin 

Properties 677-1426

Retail Merchant- 
Are you tired of being  

overlooked? N. 1st
 & Willis, best 

exposure in town, 
1200 to 5000sf 

Boykin Properties  
325-677-1426

Apartments/
Unfurnished

Business/Office/Retail
Space for Lease

THE 
ENTERPRISE  

TOWER

M 500 Chestnut St
Spaces of any size
in Abilene’s most
prestigious office  

building.

WOODHAVEN
SHOPPING 

CENTER
M 4600 S. 14th

1,500 to 7,100sq ft 
 available. 

RADFORD HILLS
M EN 10th and  

Judge Ely
2,450 to 5,000sq ft  

available.

CROSSROADS
M 4104 Buffalo  

Gap Road
1,080 - 2,300sq ft  

available. 
(Next to 

Starbucks)

SAYLES  
SQUARE

M 100 Sayles Blvd
12,000 sq ft 
warehouse  
available

12,000 Church 
(Ready to Go)

CROWN PLAZA
M 1217 ES 11th St.  
540 sq ft Available

M 3850 RIDGE- 
MONT Drive 

25,000 sq ft avail
Next to Target

M 4001 JOHN  
KNOX DR

3500 sqft avail
Next to Office Max

For leasing
 information 
please call 

Mark Horn or 
Cory Wood at

325-673-7736

Homes -
Unfurnished

1210 Portland  
2bdrm/1bath  
$575/$575 

325-721-3998

1289 S. Bowie, 2Bed
Remodeled C/H/A.  
No pets/smoking.  

$650. 325-692-0759

1872 Pasadena. 4bd,  
1ba, 2liv, utility rm,  

cent h/a, refrig, stove,  
dishwasher. $795/$795

325-280-0588

2501 Regent Dr.  
3bdrm 2 bath  

$975/$875
341 CR 131 

Tuscola 3 bdrm 2  
bath and 3 acres  

$1150/1050
Commercial

710 B-1 Butternut  
approx 1120sf  

$450/mo 
1246 N. 6th St.  

Corner of Hickory  
& N. 6th. 

Previously used as  
an antique or gift  

shop. 1800sf.  
$600 mo.
McClure 

Management Co. 
325-698-3211
TREC0326551

2501 Sylvan 3bd 2ba  
h/a, nice, clean, good  

neighborhood, no  
smoke small pets ok  

$1100/1100 668-1919

2bd 1ba fenced yard,  
$525mo - $250dep

1442 Shelton
518-4329/733-4801

2bd 2ba with priv.  
fence $485mo, most  
pets welcome. all dep  

$150 No App. Fee
325-691-0795

3 Bdrm / 1 Bath $660  
Mo 1525 North 16th
Available on August  
26th Call 677-3583

375 Lancaster
3 bdrm/1bath, 2 living  

areas, w/d con, 
central h/a,  
$600/$600

325-280-0588

Apartments/
Unfurnished

Homes -
Unfurnished

3/2/2 car garage;  
Cent h/a; Dishwasher,  
Oven, Refrigerater.  
Privacy Yard; Wylie  
ISD; 3834 Purdue  
Ln,79602. NO Pets/  
S m o k i n g !  
$1100 /month -$800  
d e p o s i t .  
(325)998-2223

3bdrm, 2bath country  
home on Fulwiler Rd  

$700/$400 
325-669-2986

5417 Questa 3bdr/1
5220 Durango 4bdr/1
673-3056/ 669-5529

672-7639

550 Scotland Ct   
(near ACU)  3bd, 2ba  

duplex, 1300sqft.   
Large rooms, ceiling  

fans, central H/A,   
stove, dishwasher, 

refrig, W/D  
$895/ $500, 

1 yr. lease, WAC. 
 No pets, No smoking.   

325-660-9666.

801 Ave F. 3bd 2.5ba  
1936sqft, near ACU  

$1200/month
325-665-4926

894 Grand Ave. 2bd  
1ba, pecan trees,  

great neighborhood,  
cent h/a 325-721-4486

ALL BILLS PAID!  
Large 1 BDR Duplex.  
$400Dep, $625Mth  

1118 Matador.  
325-829-1935

All Bills Paid
Some restrictions 
apply    2 & 3bdrm  

mobile homes.  
Near Dyess.  

Fenced yards.  
Pets Welcome.  

692-5006
202 Arnold Blvd

All Bills Paid
Some restrictions 
apply    2 & 3bdrm  

mobile homes.  
Near Dyess.  

Fenced yards.  
Pets Welcome.  

692-5006
202 Arnold Blvd

H  1026 S. Bowie H   
2bd 1ba, great liv.  

area $575/500
H 325-698-2700 H

H  3050 Chimney H  
Rock  3bd 2ba, great  
built in fp, $950/500
H 325-698-2700 H

H  3110 Post Oak H   
3bd 1ba, huge lv rm  

w/fp, $750/500
H 325-698-2700 H

H 1 BEDROOM H
602 Jefferson$309
657 Ruidosa $419

H 2 BEDROOM H 
27 Lariat $399
4 Lariat $399
16 Lariat $399
200 Jefferson  
$499
202 Arnold-bills  
paid
5297 Pueblo $549
657 Ruidosa $529

H 3 BEDROOM H
233 Graham $599
502 N. Bowie $699
657 N. Willis $749
841 Sunset $749
934 Luzon $749
917 Reeves $1299

325-690-0123 
werent

abilene.com
*Bring this adv 
in for one free 

app. fee

House for rent!  
3-1/2-1

Near school and  
Dyess, Yard,  

325-977-9000

Lg. Home 5bd/3ba  
2 living areas quiet  

col-de-sack   
Stonegate all new  
appliances. $1,875

325-439-2884

Nice 3/2 mobile home  
appl. cent. h/ac,  

washer/dryer con.,  
$495/200, 695-7270

Apartments/
Unfurnished

Homes -
Unfurnished

Quiet neighborhood,  
3bd mobile home,  

pets welcome, 
fenced yrd, cent. h/ac  
$495/200, 695-7270
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Buildings / Houses
to be Moved

2002 Carriage Hill  
Double Wide
39,500.00 
325-660-3913

Farms /
Ranches

 H H H H H H H H 
NELSON

FARM & RANCH  
PROPERTIES

H 318+/-a NE Oplin,  
hunting, bldg. sites,  
hilly, oaks, tanks,  
fence $1,495/a
H  74+/-a Cross  
Plains, Coastal, oaks  
$2,200/a
H 50+/-a Baird,  
Coastal, pens, wtr  
wells, hunting, oaks  
$155,000
H 350+/-a SE Cross  
Plains tanks, wtr,  
oaks, Coastal, fence  
$1,575/a
H 86+/-a SE Cross  
Plains, tank, Coastal,  
oaks, pecans, fence  
$1,750/a
H 2138+/-a Sylvester,  
11 tanks, wtr, fence  
$1,050/a
H 178+/-a Coleman  
Co, tanks, hunting,  
hwy. frontage, hm,  
Mesq,  $1,700/a
H 32+/-a S Baird,  
bldg. site, rolling,  
trees $1,499/a
H 5+/-a CR114, 3/2  
hm, arena, sheds,  
stg. bldgs, wtr  
$185,000
H 5+/-a Hawley, 4BR  
home, extras, shop,  
wtr, add. acres  
$225,000
H179+/-a Taylor Co,  
Jim Ned ISD, fence,  
wtr, Mesq. $1,495/a  
Reduced
H 88+/-a Baird,  
CR110, bldg. site,  
oaks, tank, farm hm  
$2,850/a
www.aenelson.com

1-866-218-6238
325-698-3374

Apartments/
Unfurnished

Homes with
Acreage

Beautiful home on  
1.5 acres in The  

Canyons at Cedar  
Gap.197 

Alexandra Dr. Jim  
Ned Schools.  

2400+ sq ft, 4 bed- 
rooms, 

2 baths,2 dining  
areas, upstairs  

game room. 
Pool with a deck,  
fencing and shed.  

$295,500  
Call 325-669-9021  

for appointment

In Stamford
1202 Robin Rd
Come enjoy the  
best of town &  
country living!

In a great
Neighborhood.  A   
3/2/2/. 2300sqft.  
brick home. New 
appliances, roof,  
A/C. Screened  
Porch, large

 pergula covered  
patio, nice yard,  

26 acres,  
fenced/cross  
fenced. 30x40  

metal barn with  
concrete floor,  

pens, and much  
more.  Move in  

ready. $164,000
325-773-3140  
leave message
325-660-4127

LAND/HOME for  
Sale:  in Southern  

Throckmorton  
County. Clear Fork  
of Brazos River is  
SW boundary of  

property. Home is  
2900 sq. ft.; 3 BR ,  

2.5 B, large 
kitchen, den, 

sitting rm; large  
master suite, utility  
rm; formal dining; 
attached carport; 
fireplace; large 

surrounding porch;  
BBQ pit 

outbuilding; 600  
sq. ft. shop 

building; working   
cattle pens; on  
468 acres; with  

100 acres 
cultivation; 5 stock  
tanks; 400 yards  

riverbank; 
excellent  

fences/cross- 
fences; proven  

deer, turkey, feral  
hog, dove and  
quail hunting.  

Road access by  
Hwy 283/CR 288  
or 289. Call for 

details at  
325-762-9060,  

914-837-9500 or  
325-338-4856.  
ARN289087

Tuscola area 55+  
acres Tifton 85  

Grass farmland, 4- 
barns with 

electricity, set of  
pens, cross  

fenced, 2,000 sq.  
ft. home 3/2 newly  

remodeled , 
custom kitchen,  

many energy 
efficient features,  

kitchen appliances  
stay, Jim Ned  

schools, must sell  
ASAP $249,500  

make offer  
325-338-4265

Out of Town
Property

In Stamford
1202 Robin Rd
Come enjoy the  
best of town &  
country living!

In a great
Neighborhood.  A   
3/2/2/. 2300sqft.  
brick home. New 
appliances, roof,  
A/C. Screened  
Porch, large

 pergula covered  
patio, nice yard,  

26 acres,  
fenced/cross  
fenced. 30x40  

metal barn with  
concrete floor,  

pens, and much  
more.  Move in  

ready. $164,000
325-773-3140  
leave message
325-660-4127

Homes for Sale

REDUCED
By Owner

165 Lawrence Cir.
4/2/2, sunroom, 

mexican tile, 
Decra Steel Roof, 
NEW Trane AC.  

$165,000
325-692-6566

Homes for Sale

Homes for Sale

23
54
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EQUAL HOUSING
OPPORTUNITY

REALTORS®
677-2246
691-1300

PRICE REDUCED!!
Well maintained! 3 BDRMS, 2 

baths! Est. neighborhood, easy 
access to shopping, schools 

& more! Fireplace, walk-in 
shower (handicap access), 

vinyl covered gables, dbl pane 
windows, large shop insulated, 

electrical wiring, storage in 
back. New roof on home & 

shop, new gutters on house! 
Must see! $125,900! 

Delbert 829-1212. 677-2246
ALBANY – BIG HOUSE!

Large living & big warm den 
for entertaining. Covered patio, 
hardwood floors, dining rooms, 

sunroom. Nice workshop, 
storage, gazebo,

2.5 baths! $179,500! 
Larry 669-4963. 691-1300

5 ACRES CLOSE TO TOWN! 
DW modular home on 5 acres! 
Fresh paint inside & out! This 
home is in Clyde School Dist! 

Judith 669-1038. 677-2246
7000 SQ FT. BUILDING!!

15 ac. lake & 47.5 acres close 
to ACU! I-20 & business 80! 
Great for new development! 
Recreation site or so much 
more! O/A. Only $695,000! 
Valarie 725-2593. 691-1300

CLYDE SCHOOLS!!!
CLYDE! 3 bdrms with cent. 
heat/air, office, dining area, 

bonus room off utility!
Great buy! $64,900! 

Judith 669-1038. 677-2246
$124,500!!

Wylie Schools! Charming Lytle 
South home! 3 bdrms, 2 baths! 

Open gallery kitchen,
designer colors, new carpet!

Ready to move in! 
Joni 338-4824. 691-1300

8 HOME SITES! 10 & 20 ac!
Wylie Schools, Some 

restrictions! Near Dyess!
$3500 - $4000/AC! 

Larry 669-4963. 691-1300

$12,000 Cash. 3 Bed.  
Close to HSU.

Great Investment!  
2834 Beech  

325-829-1935

1226 SAYLES  
Move-in ready; 

On Abilene Hist.  
Reg.; Original  

woodwork, 
moldings and  

glass front kitchen  
cabinets; Arched  

doorways and  
beautiful 

hardwood floors;  
Eat-In kitchen and  
formal dining rm;  
New HVAC, water  

heater, roof;  
Sprinkler; Austin  
Elem.; 2400 sqft  

(2185 sq ft. 
according to 2009  
apprs. + 254 sq. ft.  

finished 
basement);  
$195,000

Call Chris at  
260-5159

5281 Long Shadows
1417sqft, Completely  
Updated, New Fur- 
nace, Lg. Back yard  

w/storage bldg,  
Sprinkler System.  

3bd/2bth. $134,900 
325-518-4577

602 Greenbriar
(Clyde)

3 bedroom, 2 bath,  
Solitaire mobile  

home. Aprox half  
acre of land, 2 car  
carport, 3 storage  
buildings, as is,  
$30,000 obo.  
325-518-9809

75 Shepherd Cove
Highly desirable l
location, walk to 

Madison/Jackson. 
3-bedroom, 2-bath, 

2-car garage,  
1615sqft, fire place,  
hardwood floor, tile  
kitchen, bath, new  
carpet, new paint,  
sprinkler system,  

beautifully maintained  
property. By owner,  

by appointment.  
$130,000

325-669-9494

By Owner 
1702 Rosewood  
Dr. 3-bed, 2-bath,  

2-car garage, 
Privacy fence, new  
updated roof, big  

backyard with  
trees, good closed  

space, well 
maintained.  

$93,000 
325-214-1924  
ARN289112

By Owner 
3/2/2 in 

Riveroaks, new  
roof & sewer line,  
fresh paint inside  

& out, newly 
updated master  
bath & kitchen, 

in-ground pool, &  
sprinkler system,  
9-mature pecan  
trees, water well  

connected to  
sprinkler system,  
25000sqft corner  

lot, separate 
storage building  
with electricity. 
1402 Sylvan

$199,000
 325-669-3520

Homes for Sale

Homes for Sale

By Owner 
4625 Stonehedge Rd,  

Abilene, TX. Great  
Location, very well  

maintained.  
4bd/2.5bth/2 car gar- 
age, 2100sqft, large  
sparkling inground  
pool, gas grill hook  

up, new storage build- 
ing, 7ft privacy fence,  
sprinkler system, new  

windows & tile &  
wood burning 

fireplace. Huge 
Corner Lot. $157,000.  
Call 325-660-8283 or  

325-660-6918

By Owner
Nice 2-story,  

4/2.5/2, 1874sqft,  
built 1996, 

cul-de-sac, WISD.  
$184,000 

4317 DeeAnn Ct.  
325-280-8905 
Open House 

Sunday 
August 14th  
ARN288076

Energy Efficient  
ICF Home in Cole- 
man County.  Built  
in 2010.  3/2/2.   
Beautiful Country  
views.  2027 Sq  
Ft. $235,000   Call  
325 725-6602

FAIRWAY OAKS
Executive Home - 24  

Cherry Hills E. in 
cul-de-sac off Pine- 

hurst. Spacious  
4br/2.5ba, Kitchen w/  
huge breakfast bar  

open to breakfast and  
living area, updated  
Wylie, roof replace  

2011, 
approx. 3218sqft, only  
$297,700. By Owner.

325-660-2752

For Sale by Owner, 
S. Side home. fresh  

paint inside & 
out, new carpet, &  

storm windows.
3bedroom, 2bath,  

1car garage. Call for  
viewing.  

940-200-0678 or  
325-669-9238

H  Why rent when H  
you can own?  

adorable 3bd 1ba  
house, updates 

include new 
carpet/paint, 

bathroom & kitchen  
have been updated  

also. includes  
fenced backyard &  
garage. Hurry, wont  

last long! 
H 325-698-2700 H

House for Sale as is  
on Robertson 3 bed,  

1.5 bath 
$35,000. 

Call for details  
325-692-6175

Lake Front Home  
in Lake Hinkle,  
Waldron AR,  

$118,000 
Evenings

479-923-4236  
ARN288203

Lovely totally 
remodeled garden  
home for sale by 
owner # 3 Kings  
Cross. 3 bdrm, 2  
bath, office, large 

living room, dinning  
area. All new 

stainless appliances.  
HOA with clubhouse  
and new saltwater  

pool extra parking for  
boat or RV. call for  

appt. only  
325-668-5053

New on market, 
completely 

remodeled, 4 bdrm  
2 bath 2 living  
areas, granite  
countertops, 
beautiful oak 

flooring, new paint  
inside and out, 

established 
neighborhood.   
3018 Ventura,  

$155,000,  
325-201-4780 or  

325-665-5488

Owner Finance 5361  
Durango dr. 3/2 new  
carpet/paint $38,000  

call 325-277-4923

Rent to Own. 
Small 3 BDR Home.   
$500 Monthly 1399  
Oak.  325-829-1935

Legal Notices

APPLICATION  
HAD BEEN  
MADE WITH  
THE TEXAS 
ALCHOLIC 
BEVERAGE 
COMMISSION  
FOR A MIXED  
BEVERAGE  
PERMIT WITH  
BEVERAGE  
CARTAGE  
PERMIT BY CY  
HOUSTON 
MANAGMENT  
COMPANY  
LLC, D/B/A/  
COURTYARD  
BY MARRIOTT,  
LOCATED AT  
4350 
RIDGEMONT  
DRIVE, 
ABILENE, 
TAYLOR  
COUNTY, TX  
79606. 
MANAGERS  
OF SAID 
LIMITED  
LIABILITY  
COMPANY  
ARE BUEL G.  
CARTER, 
NANCY S.  
CARTER AND  
WILLIAM P.  
BAGWELL.

INVITATION TO BID

Dinosaur Valley 
Construction, Inc. will  

be accepting
Subcontractor bids for 

SHACKELFORD  
COUNTY LAW 

ENFORCEMENT 
CENTER

ALBANY, TEXAS  
76430

Hand-delivered Bids,  
Faxed Bids or Bids  

Delivered by
Common-Carriers will  

be received at the 
office of:

Construction Manager  
At-Risk

Dinosaur Valley 
Construction, Inc.

1378 County Road  
327

Glen Rose, Texas  
76043

254-897-4901
FAX - 254-897-7876
Attn: Danny Butler

Until 3:00 pm CDT,  
August 29, 2011

Contract Documents  
may be examined 

beginning Tuesday,
August 2, 2011 at:
AGC Plan Room, 

Abilene, Texas  
325-676-7447

Dinosaur Valley 
Construction, Inc.  

254-897-4901
Southwest Architects,  

Inc. 817-732-7772
Shackelford County  

Clerk’s Office  
325-762-2232

Or can be ordered  
from ARC 

Reprographics, Fort  
Worth, Texas  
817-332-9704

There will be a 
Pre-Bid Meeting for  

all interested 
subcontractors and  

suppliers on
 Thursday, August 18,  
2011 at 1:00 pm, CDT  

at The Shackelford  
County Courthouse -  

Commissioners  
Courtroom, Albany,  

Texas

Dinosaur Valley 
Construction, Inc. is  
on equal opportunity  

employer. 
All qualified 

applicants will receive  
consideration for 

employment without  
regard

to race, color, religion,  
gender or national 

origin.

Public Notices

U.S. Fish and  
Wildlife Service
Oncor Draft 
Habitat 
Conservation  
Plan/Draft 
Environmental 
Impact Statement
Public Hearing  
and Invitation to  
Comment
Tuesday, August  
23, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30  
PM
Ruthe Jackson  
Center (Ballroom)
3113 S. Carrier  
Parkway
Grand Prairie, TX  
75052

Wednesday, 
August 24, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30  
PM
Texas State 
Technical College  
(Center Seminar  
Room)
300 Homer K.  
Taylor Drive
Sweetwater, TX  
79556

Thursday, August  
25, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30  
PM
Bellmead Civic  
Center (Senior  
Room)
3900 Parrish  
Street
Waco, TX 76705

Purpose: Solicit  
public comments  
on the Draft 
Environmental 
Impact Statement  
(DEIS) and Draft  
Habitat 
Conservation Plan  
(DHCP) as part of  
the proposed 
issuance of an 
Endangered 
Species Act (ESA)  
Section  
10(a)(1)(B) Permit  
to Oncor for 
incidental take of  
11 federally listed  
species from 
activities 
associated with  
maintenance and  
repair of existing  
facilities and 
installation and 
operation of new  
facilities within 
Oncor’s service  
area. Hearings will  
begin with an open  
house from 5:30 to  
6:00 PM, formal  
presentation from  
6:00 to 6:30 PM,  
and open house  
with opportunity to  
provide written or  
oral comments 
until 7:30 PM.

Opportunity: The  
Service, in 
cooperation with  
Oncor, is also 
offering the 
opportunity for a  
public hearing to  
provide citizens a  
forum to present  
comments on the  
proposed action at  
other locations  
within Oncor’s 
service area.  The  
DEIS and DHCP,  
which include  
maps showing the  
service area for  
the proposed 
action, and other  
related information  
are available at  
http://www.oncor- 
eis-hcp.com/Draf
tEISHCP.aspx or  
http://www.fws.gov 
/southwest/es/
AustinTexas/ and  
available for 
review at the 
Service’s Austin  
office at 10711  
Burnet Road,  
Suite 200, Austin,  
Texas 78758.  
Additional Public  
Hearings will be  
considered upon  
request.  Requests  
must be received  
by Wednesday,  
August 31, 2011.   
All requests for a  
Public Hearing  
must be submitted  
in writing and  
should be sent via  
email to  
FW2_AUES_cons 
ult@fws.gov or to  
the following 
address:
U.S. Fish and  
Wildlife Service
Oncor  
DHCP/DEIS 
Public Hearing 
Request
Attention: Adam  
Zerrenner
10711 Burnet  
Road, Suite 200
Austin, Texas  
78758

For more 
information, visit  
http://www.oncor- 
eis-hcp.com/ or  
http://www.fws.gov 
/southwest/es/Aus
tinTexas/.
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GET MORE OUT OF THE CLASSIFIEDS!TEXT THE
ITEM NUMBER

TO 48696
2009 LUXURY SEDAN

Four door, silver, 15,000 miles, 

low asking price, must see!

ARN235092

Text the ITEM NUMBER to get 
additional photos and info sent 

to your mobile phone!*

for

For advertising opportunities on 
HOMESINABILENE.COM
call Trish at 670-5286

2217052

We Have The Key
To Your New Home!

1, 2, 3, & 4 Bedroom Single Family
Homes, Apartments, Condos, Mobile 

Homes ALL around Abilene!

· KEY PROPERTY MANAGEMENT
· CONTINENTAL VILLA

· WHISPERING OAKS APTS.
· LITTLE ELM CONDOS

· MEADOW RIDGE ESTATES
• JEFFERSON SQUARE APTS.

• VILLAGE WEST APARTMENTS

Pets allowed at MOST!  All Bills paid on some!  
GREAT locations and amenities on ALL!

WE WELCOME HUD RENTERS!
*BRING IN THIS ADV FOR ONE FREE APPLICATION FEE

202 Arnold Blvd.            
690-0123 

 www.werentabilene.com

161 S. Pioneer•695-4510

Westgate Mobile
Home Community

Live, Laugh & Love!
“Community Living at its Best”

Nice, Clean, Remodeled Mobile Homes For
Rent & For Sale • 1, 2, 3 & 4 Bedrooms

$15 APPLICATION FEE

2008 Winner
Best Mobile Home Park

23
81
69

The Owner does not discriminate
against persons with disabilities.

ABILENE NORTH
APARTMENTS

• Free Water, Gas & Electric
• Resident Controlled Air/Heat

• “ON BUS LINE”
• Walking Distance to Schools

For more information call

325-672-9851
TTY # - 1-800-676-3777

2411 N. Willis

2 bedroom – $542
3 bedroom – $622
Ask about Section 8

23
82
66

ASHDEN COURTYARD
APARTMENTS

South 19th and Grand
Near HEB and MCM

1,000 sq. ft.
2 Bedroom, 1 Bath

Washer/Dryer 
Connections

$650 month

Owner pays Water &
Basic Expanded Cable

Call Sydney McKinney

ashden.courtyard@gmail.com

LICENSED REALTOR

325-370-0888
M-F 9-5:30 or email

SUNSCAPE
APARTMENTS

55 and Older, or Disabled
Nice Area, Safe Apartments
1 Month Free, HUD Accepted

Radford Hills Neighborhood

325-672-5092
1315 Musken (Off Judge Ely)

$505Water Paid
1-1 UNIT

$585Water Paid
2-1 UNIT

Westwood Apartments
All Bills Paid, Pool, Covered Parking

$550$200 Down
1-1 UNIT

$650$300 Down
2-1 UNIT

$725$300 Down
2-2 UNIT

325-672-5092
Corner of N. 6th & Westwood

WESTWOOD
APARTMENTS

Beautiful, energy efficient, 4 bedroom, 2 bathroom home. 
Features include: granite countertops in kitchen, stainless steel 

appliances, 20 in. porcelain tile, walk-in tile shower, double 
granite vanities, whirlpool corner tub, huge walk-in closet in 

master, double ovens, full masonry stone fireplace, extra 6 in. 
insulation, custom cabinets, 15 seer air conditioning unit, low-e 
windows, radiant barrier roof, insulated garage door, phantom 
extra quiet garage door opener, fence. Home is located in the 

NEW Dakota Springs Subdivision.

5025 YELLOWSTONE TRAIL

OPEN THURS. 6-8 PM

24
11
29

Cornerstone Enterprises
We Build Your Home on a Firm Foundation

(325) 370-9960
www.cornerstonebuilthomes.com
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Each row and each column must ●
contain the numbers 1 through 4 
(easy) or 1 through 6 (challenging) 
without repeating.

The numbers within the heavily ●

outlined boxes, called cages, must 
combine using the given operation 
(in any order) to produce the target 
numbers in the top-left corners. 

Freebies: Fill in single-box cages with ●
the number in the top-left corner.

8-10-11

�������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������

������ ����

���������
1 yr old full size sofa $200 & black TV stand,
fits up to 52” TV,  $150, both like new condi-
tion. Cedar Park 512-694-5654, 512-694-5645

���������������������������
Brand new 8x10 Chain linked fence, with gate

& tarp over the top. $350 or best offer.
512-578-9546

����
I buy golf balls.
 Local buyer.

Bobby & Erin 512-382-5903 or 817-901-0212 

��������������������������

New AC & Heating Systems
FOR SALE  TO ALL. 512-342-8001

������������������
Invacare Pronto electric wheelchair Excellant
condition only used indoors $1500 Martha
Nazworth, 512-899-1212, granee710@aol.com

�����������������������
Wanted entire coin collections, any quantity -
gold rings & jewelry, gold & silver coins, gold

& silver bouillon. 512-945-5664

Selling & Buying 1 oz American Eagle gold
coins & large diamonds. Take possession.
 J. Stern Gold & Diamonds 512-478-4649

�����������������������������
Wide & edge belts, 3x21 & 4x24 belts, discs,
pads, metal cutting, circular, & band saw
blades. 512-442-0379

Table & mitre saws, belt, palm, & finish sand-
ers, drills, buffers, grinders, brand name tool
parts, 60k BTU overhead heater. 512-442-0379

����������������������
Nice Sony DVD Mini Camcorder,

with battery, charger & case $100.
254-733-9552

 Hand held 1000 Channel
programmable police, fire, weather, trunking

scanner. $125 254-733-9552

To view online versions of our ads
please go to: statesman.com/classifieds

To place an ad please go to:
statesman.com/placeanad

�������������������
FLUTE, Armstrong Heritage; solid silver,
B-foot, great cond. Perfect student instru-
ment for school bands, $850. 512-264-9171

GRAND  PIANO, Kimball; polished ebony case,
good cond, beautiful tone, free tuning in Aus-
tin area, $3900, 264-9171

��������������������

Garage Sales run as a bannered feature in
Classifieds every Thursday, Friday, and

Saturday.

To begin publishing your garage sale ad on
Thursday or Friday, call before 2:30pm on the

day prior.

To publish your garage sale ad on Saturday,
call before 4:00pm on the Thursday  prior.

To view online versions of our ads
please go to: statesman.com/classifieds

To place an ad please go to:
statesman.com/placeanad

������������������
Moving Sale 1813 White Oak Loop, RR TX
08/11&12,7-10am Amana Fridge $400. Furni-
ture, yard equipment, DISHES, LOTS OF LA-
DIES CLOTHING (6-10). Christmas decors/
lights. 2 LG dog kennels, 2 SM animal carriers.

����
Doberman (Full European AKC)  HUGE &
GORGEOUS Full Euro Doberman puppies-
www.StellarDobermans.com

Dorkies, SMALL, 13 wk, blk/tan, S/W, adorable,
playful, $150 CASH. Call/txt 512-818-7621
English bulldog  9 wks, vet checked. AKC
ped.,white with blk mask, great bully. $1800
512-633-5723

English Bull dog puppies  AKC, Champion-
DNA-lines $2200. U.T. horns pattern, bids start
8-2-2011 via email esawenzel@hotmail.com

English Bulldogs~ AKC   puppies $1300, 1F
and 3M, Red/white/brindle. shots/vet
check/wormed. Robin 254-722-2323

French Bulldogs- ACK Health registered, 1
piebald, 1 white, 1 cream & 1 brindle Female.

Absolutely beautiful, 8wks old. Cash only
$1,200. 512-430-0908

German Shepherd imported AKC pups
& young adults. 512-767-4000.

elitegermanshepherds.com

GERMAN SHEPHERD PUPPIES Born 7/2; Dam
AKC; SCHII,SCHIII in exc Germ work-lines; Sire

CKC Am/Germ work-lines; Large bone,
straight back; raised w kids; shots/dw; local;

$425; 512 709-9737, 512 989-6700.

German Shepherds  AKC. Exceptional quality.
Lesa Scott 325-451-4518 - Videos of puppies
at:  www.cornerstonegsd.com

German Shorthaired Pointer Puppies  ready to
go now! They are from champion hunting
bloodlines.  $600 (210-240-1872)

German Shorthair Pointers  DVM-owned par-
ents,4 fe,2 m,AKC, chipped,S/W.  White w/liver
spots. Great pets/hunters! $600 512-925-9746

German Shorthaired Pointer, AKC,
Dixieland’s Rusty Bloodline, exc.

hunter/companion, $500-$700.
936-642-2553. www.ninepines.net

Golden Retriever  2 Male AKC Puppies. Par-
ents onsite. Born 5/24. Raised with kids. Erin ,
512-619-1594, jeffbeardjr@hotmail.com

GOLDEN RETRIEVER ADORABLE  PUPS  ACA,
BORN 6/19,parents onsight, shot & wormed.
$450f/$400m Staci McCoy, 512-799-8203.

Golden Retriever  pups AKC. 3F $375, 3M
$275. 9wks. 1st shots, family raised,
512-627-7444, 626-1908 austindeli@msn.com

Great Dane puppies AKC- black mantles, har-
lequinns, 1st shots, de-wormed, Lulling area.
$400 up. Call 830-351-0622 or 830-875-9223

GREAT DANE PUPPIES AKC FAWN w/black
mask 3M/3F, shots, dewormed, BD 4/13;
512.335.2300 greatdanes@broadways.org

GREYHOUND ADOPTION & OPEN HOUSE
 Saturday 12-3. 2805 West Fresco
Near Mopac/45th. 512-453-7737.
Cat friendly. Tick disease tested.

www.greyhoundrescueaustin.com

Lab AKC Pups- 7 yellow, S/W/D; DOB 06/23
$400-$600; 830-237-9680:

www.stoltelabs.com

Labradoodle Puppies, Australian Multigenera-
tional  www.LabradoodleMe.com
512.259.9205, 281.469.4447 Home Raised. ������������������������� ��������������������������

Labradoodle  Pups.
Multi-Gen (903)530-5611

www.mudcreeklabradoodles.com
3-string bales of alfalfa hay from AZ.Irrigated
and fertilized.Pick up in Spicewood right on
71. $23/bale cash only.  Jesse 512-743-8526

Fill Your Rental With A
No Vacancy

Print & Online Package
From The Statesman

Ask About Our
7 and 14 Day Packages
For As Low As $150.27

*Include up to
TEN online photos

Call Your Statesman
Representative

or (512) 445-4021 TODAY!

Labrador Puppies AKC- Born 06/05,
2 chocolate & 2 yellow. 1st. S/W, D/C. $400

830-456-1481 pdbenedict@gmail.com

�����������Labrador Retriever AKC $250  AKC Lab pups.
black & yellow.Male & female.$250 Matt Tice,
832-298-7703, tice404@gmail.com

Maltese CKC beautiful, health guar,
$300. 254-939-3411,

www.terryspuppiestolove.citymax.com
������������

Central - REDUCED ! 2813 E. 22nd St. 4Bd/2Ba
on large lot. CA/CH, over 1,500sf.

Thomas Sinsel, Agent - 512-650-5979.
Malti-poo, morkie, shorkie, yorkie, males &
females, $295 & up. 512-789-7325. More in-
formation: myrainbowpuppies.com

Selling your home?
Ask your Agent about...

or call
512-912-2548

Mastiff  Pups, 3 boys,4 girls. Parents onsite,
first shots, photos online, CKC. $600. Rob-
ert - 512-627-6789

�������������
�������������

 Morkie (Yorkie/Maltesse)- Mixed Puppies,
Very Cute, Registered, Small, Shots/Wormed,

$125-$175 512-804-8541
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Oncor Draft Habitat Conservation
Plan/Draft Environmental Impact

Statement
Public Hearing and Invitation to Comment

Tuesday, August 23, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM
Ruthe Jackson Center (Ballroom)
3113 S. Carrier Parkway
Grand Prairie, TX 75052

Wednesday, August 24, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM
Texas State Technical College
(Center Seminar Room)
300 Homer K. Taylor Drive
Sweetwater, TX 79556

Thursday, August 25, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM
Bellmead Civic Center (Senior Room)
3900 Parrish Street
Waco, TX 76705

Purpose: Solicit public comments on the
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS)
and Draft Habitat Conservation Plan (DHCP)
as part of the proposed issuance of an En-
dangered Species Act (ESA) Section
10(a)(1)(B) Permit to Oncor for incidental take
of 11 federally listed species from activities
associated with maintenance and repair of
existing facilities and installation and opera-
tion of new facilities within Oncor's service
area. Hearings will begin with an open house
from 5:30 to 6:00 PM, formal presentation
from 6:00 to 6:30 PM, and open house with
opportunity to provide written or oral com-
ments until 7:30 PM.
For more information, visit http://www.oncor-
eis-hcp.com/ or http://www.fws.gov/south-
west/es/AustinTexas/

Old English Bulldog- Pure Bred Puppies, 1
male, 3 females, 7weeks old. $1200 Call for
details 512-529-2086 Round Rock location. �����������������������������

���������������� CITATION BY PUBLICATION
THE STATE OF TEXAS

CAUSE NO: D-1-GN-11-001970
To: UNKNOWN HEIRS AT LAW OF ALBERT F
LIMBACK AND EMMA LEE LIMBACK
Defendant(s), in the hereinafter styled and
numbered cause:
YOU (AND EACH OF YOU) HAVE BEEN SUED.
You may employ an attorney. If you or your
attorney do not file a written answer with the
clerk who issued this citation by 10:00 A.M. on
the Monday next following the expiration of
42 days from the date of issuance hereof, that
is to say at or before 10 o’clock A.M. of Mon-
day the 21st OF JULY, 2011 and answer the
ORIGINAL PETITION of Plaintiff(s), filed in the
98TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT of Travis
County, Texas, on JULY 1, 2011, a default
judgment may be taken against you.
Said suit being number D-1-GN-11-001970, in
which
GREEN TREE SERVICING, L.L.C. AS SERVICER
FOR LEHMAN ABS MANUFACTURED HOUS-
ING CONTRACT SENIOR/SUBORDINATE AS-
SET-BACKED CERTIFICATE, U.S. BANK N.A. AS
TRUSTEE Plaintiff(s),
and
THERESA G. JACOBSON AND THE UNKNOWN
HEIRS AT LAW OF ALBERT F. LIMBACK AND
EMMA LEE LIMBACK- IN RE: PROPERTY AD-
DRESS: 1335 CR 45, ANGLETON, BRAZORIA
COUNTY, TEXAS 77515 Defendant(s),
and the nature of which said suit is as follows:
SUIT FOR FORECLOSURE OF PROPERTY LO-
CATED AT 1335 CR 45, ANGLETON, TEXAS
ALL OF WHICH MORE FULLY APPEARS FROM
PLAINTIFF’S ORIGINAL PETITION ON FILE IN
THIS OFFICE, AND WHICH REFERENCE IS HERE
MADE FOR ALL INTENTS AND PURPOSES.
Issued and given under my hand and the seal
of said court at Austin, Texas, July 14, 2011.
REQUESTED BY:
RICHARD ALLEN MCKINNEY
5057 KELLER SPRINGS RD., SUITE 600
ADDISON, TX 75001-6231
BUSINESS PHONE: (972) 716-1888
FAX: (972) 716-1899

AMALIA RODRIGUEZ-MENDOZA
Travis County District Clerk
Travis County Courthouse

1000 Guadalupe, P.O. Box 679003 (78767)
Austin, Texas 78701

/s/ By: LYDIA ANN MARTINEZ, Deputy

Pomeranian AKC quality
puppies, 512-497-5818

www.hillcountrypoms.com

2 bedroom, 1bath. Washer & Dryer. About
750sf. Excellent location! Near shopping, bus
line. $1200/mo. 512-452-9902

Poodles, 112 for Adoption
www.poodlerescueofhouston.com

281-477-3297
����
����������������������������������������
�������������������������������������������
��������������������������������������������
����������������������������

���������������������������������
House or Office Rental. 2 Story, 1Bd, 800sqft.
Great central location at 3619 Bull Creek Rd.

$1500/mo.    Call  512-452-9902

Poodle, Toy  Babies  Top Quality Slv/Blk/Parti
M/F S/W $500-$700 Shelly, 512-749-8680
qualitypoodles.yolasite.com

Elgin  For Sale in Elgin - 3/2 mobile home.
Great condition. $24000 Call Jerry for details.
210-372-1251 Statesman.com code -1N5ZE

Poodle, Toy puppies,
$ 125 each,  ready for good lovable home,

254-760-7642

Spacious 3/2, wood floors, colorful tile, fenced
yard & detached garage. $2,295 per mo. 1606
Wethersfield. Ann @ Turnquist 512-417-9590

����Seek loving, committed homes for great
adoptable dogs & puppies.

bluedogrescue.com KYLE-5 Acres, No Zoning or restrictions.
245ft on road. Water meter reserved.

2205 Rocky Rd. $55K. Ownr Brkr 512-474-0786
Schnauzer, Miniature   Retiring adults,1-6 yrs.
Socialized,loving pets. $50-$250.
512-784-9086, http://www.schnauzertex.com

��������������������“Summer Adoption Special”
Cats only. $25 adoption fee. Adoption applica-

tion required. Dog breeds available, Border
Collie, Boxer, Chihuahua, Chiweenie, English

Pointer, G. Shepherd, Lab, Rat Terrier, Stafford-
shire Terrier, Rhodesian Ridgeback.  Four 12 wk

old Aussies. Open every Sat & Sun 2-6p.
 No appt. necessary.

www.lifelongfriends.org
512-267-6876

2,945 sq ft- 4 brd, 3.5 ba, Lg game room &
Shady Hollow area, 11504 Arroyo Blanco Dr.
Rent/mo $1,800 + $1,000 dep. 512-731-7573

 REPO LOT at Medina Lake:
small down, $124/ month. BAD CREDIT OK

830-796-3760

Schnauzer miniatures CKC beautiful puppies,
$250-$300. 254-939-3411,

www.terryspuppiestolove.citymax.com

�����������Schnauzer Mini’s AKC certified champ. blood-
line 6wks. small,jet blk, blk & silv. & parti. S/W
& 1st haircut. $300 512-365-3108

����������
Eanes lease, off Bee Caves. 3bed-2.5bath-2

garage, lake, boat dock/pool access,
remodeled, no pets. $2250/mo. 512-940-2823

2Story Remodeled Charmer near boat launch,
10 min. W. of Lakeway. Tiled floors, 3Ba, 15
min to Galleria.$148K Must sell! 512-217-8830

Shih Tzu babies, tri-color, black & white and
brindle colors, CKC reg, $200 & up.
979-567-4880

Eanes 4/5BR-3B-3LR-2DR, gas & elect,energy
effic., off Cuernavaca, built ‘97, apprx 2100 sf,
lg kitch, FP, MB jet tub, lg trees, lg deck, 1-2 yr
lease,fence, pets OK. $2000+dep.TIP 495-9400

Granite Shoals-Lake LBJ.  700 ft open wa-
ter peninsula lot.  Aprox 1.1 ac. Priced to
sell by owner. Great buy!  512-755-1978

Shih Tzu CKC beautiful puppies,
$200-$350. 254-939-3411,

www.terryspuppiestolove.citymax.comPlease read your ad both
in print and online on the
first day of publication. If
there are errors, notify us
immediately. We will

make changes for errors upon notification.
Austin American-Statesman liability is
limited to the first day publication, and we
do not accept liability for any other dam-
ages which may result from an error or
omission in an ad.

Lakefront on Medina Lake,
Repo must Sell
 830-796-3594

Shih tzu  Tiny rare imperials, m/f, s/w/vet
chkd, $450up 830-491-7039,
lrsz4u@gmail.com

����������������
Great location! Milwood comm. 3/2.5/2car,
close to shopping & schools. Comm. park &
pool. Small pet ok. $1400/mo. 619-405-8867.

Siberian Husky CKC puppies, white, B/W, R/W
M/F 6 weeks, blue eyes, S/W, $400.

Ready now. 512-689-9563

LAKE LBJ - Great Buy. 2Bd Waterfront Condo
with boat dock, jet ski ramp, pool. $169,900.

Walker & Associates, 888-693-5549
Valley Bulldog pups, IOEBA reg, 2nd
vaccinations, wormed, vet checked,

tails docked, $200. 830-996-1036
������������Waterfront lot, Tres Palacios Bay, over

120’ frontage, beautiful sunset, 2 ac,
$110,000. w/ owner fin. Call Ron Laws
979-240-4413 Remax Coastal Properties
www.remaxtxcoastalproperties.com

ONE MONTH FREE RENT
Brand new homes fr. $799. W/D incl. 1200+sf.

Sun Homes 888-280-0238   Exp. 8/31/11
www.boulderridge.tv    RBI#34047 E.H.O.

CITY OF KYLE
REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS

EMPLOYEE GROUP BENEFITS
The City of Kyle, Texas is soliciting proposals
from Group Health Insurance Carriers to pro-
vide Medical, Dental, Vision, Term Life Insur-
ance, Short Term/Long Term Disability, Con-
tinuation of Coverage, Section 125, and Pre-
65 Retirement Benefits. Employee Group
Benefits providers are invited to submit
qualifications and proposals for the provision
of these services. In order to be considered,
proposals must address each of the requests
for information included in the RFP. In addi-
tion, information regarding rates and fees
must be submitted on the sheet included in
the Request For Proposals (RFP).
Any questions regarding this RFP should be
addressed to Sandra Duran, Director of Hu-
man Resources, (512) 262-3928. In order to be
considered, proposals must be received no
later than 2:00 pm on August 26, 2011 and
must be sealed and addressed to:

Sandra Duran
Director of Human Resources

City of Kyle
P. O. Box 40 (mailing address)

100 West Center Street (physical address)
Kyle, TX 78640

Complete copies of the RFP specifications are
on file at the City of Kyle and are available by
request. The City of Kyle reserves the right to
reject any and all bids and to waive any and
all technicalities or formalities.

WEE RESCUE YOU ADOPT
Meet & Greet at PetCo Arboretum,

Aug. 13th. Shih Tzus, Lhasas, Pekinese
Permanent & foster homes needed.
www.weerescue.org  512-533-9360

Vizsla  Gorgeous! 4F, 4M pups. AKC, micro-
chipped, wrmd, vacc, born 7/18, ready in Sept
$600. Grt hunters & family pets! 512-740-1604

Yorkie - AKC, baby faces, 2 M’s, 3 1/2
mos old, will be small, $675 ea.

yorkiesaremy life.com. 830-456-1679

����������������������������
Garfield area, quiet, clean, 3/2, C/AH, lg yard,
deck, shed, paved parking, DVISD, no
pets/smoking, $850. 512-247-5636 -for app.

20.7AC N. OF BRACKETTVILLE. DEEP CANYON,
BEAUTIFUL VIEWS. AXIS, HOGS, TURKEY,
WHITETAIL. $1475 DN - $290/MO.

800-876-9720    TEXASRANCHLAND.COM

AUSTRALIAN SHEPHERD (MINIATURE )  Pups
$300 Red Tri & Black Tri Males 512-680-0047
www.austinaussies.com      Mike

YORKIE AKC Males HEALTH GUARANTEE
w/shots $500! tx2steppr@yahoo.com

210-313-9508
������������Beagle pups

 registered, shots & wormed, $150.
 1-512-321-3008, 718-4550

75 acres W. of Kerrville on Bear Creek. Fenced
game preserve. Fantastic year- round hunt-
ing. Stocked w/S. Tx whitetails, elk, red stag,
axis, fallow, etc. Lots of turkey, bluffs, 25 mile
views, huge oaks, caves, new paved road, tax
benefits, owner terms. 830-257-7979

Yorkie Puppies Small, Registered $300-$400
Yorkie-Poos 8wks. Very Cute, Registered
Shots/Wormed $175-$275 512-525-1907 ALL RENTERS WANTED!

3 or 4 Br Manufactured homes on Land!
Call now!  RBI 02572.  512-389-1210

The Pflugerville Independent School District
will open proposals for:

Low-Flow Plumbing Fixtures & Supplies
on Monday, August 22, 2011

@ 2:00 p.m.

and

Irrigation Equipment & Supplies
on Tuesday, August 23, 2011

@ 2:00 p.m.

All proposals must be mailed or hand-deliv-
ered to:                              Pflugerville ISD
                                           1401 West Pecan
                                            Pflugerville, TX 78660
                                           Attn:  Purchasing Dept.

The Request for Proposal documents may be
downloaded from the PISD website at
www.pflugervilleisd.net.

Beagle  Registered UKC Tri-colored
puppies.  They are up to date on shots

and deworming. $350. Gene, 512-365-3775 
Yorkshire Terrier Puppies  AKC,8M-5F, exc.
coats, teacup & standard yorkies. $600-$2000
(512)6570072 www.pocketbookpups.net

Be aware of requests to
wire money to obtain a
pet. These may be
fraudulent.
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�������������������������To view online versions of our ads
 please go to: statesman.com/classifieds

To place an ad please go to:
statesman.com/placeanad

10.1AC. DUVAL COUNTY. MESQUITE & BRUSH,
DEER, HOGS, QUAIL. PRIVATE ROADS. LOCKED
GATE. $29,500 OWNER FINANCING OR TX VET.
1-866-286-0199    WESTERNTEXASLAND.COMBichon Frise CKC beautiful puppies,

$300. 254-939-3411,
www.terryspuppiestolove.citymax.com ����

����������������������������������������
�������������������������������������������
��������������������������������������������
����������������������������

2.6Wooded Ac-Big 4-3 Dblwide,lrg covd deck.
Great cond. Parklike, fenced, horses allowed.
BastropCo 24mi SEof AUS. $99K. Brk 826-2700Bichon Frise Puppies AKC registered, 8 wks

old, 1st. shot & wormed. Very lovable.
Female $600 & Male $500. 254-875-2020

Central/South. $390 + utilities, short term ok,
nice place, Prefer quiet, responsible. No

smoke/ pets/drugs. 825-7036
4 AC -1910 Farmhouse, Manor, 3/2. Huge wrk-
shp, big barn, 4car carport, nice area, views,
pasture. Jackie Burke, Realtor 512-272-4331Bichon-Poo & schnoodle pups,

hypoallergenic, M/F, $350-$650
storybookpuppies.com. 512-985-6486 

NO- Burnet & Howard, 78728. Furn bdrm,
priv fridge, computer/internet, HBO cable.
W/D. Avail. now. $550 ($150 process fee),

ABP, No pets. Paul 512-963-7428

Siamese Adoption Day Sat. 8/13, 1p - 5p.
In PetsMart 5207 Brodie Ln. Blue point,

lynx point, seal point. Adults & kittens (check on
availability). Fosters also needed. More info:

www.austinsiameserescue.org

57.82 AC. S. OF SONORA. WELL, HEAVY
COVER, ENDLESS VIEWS. AXIS, AOUDAD,

HOGS, TURKEY. $1,125/AC. 20 YR FINANCING
800-876-9720   HILLCOUNTRYRANCHES.COM

Boston Terrier puppies, AKC,
$450-$500. 325-792-8115

 denoahsplace@yahoo.com 
NORTH - $350, ABP

Cable, room for rent, No dep/
no pets. David, 300-0536

Boston Terriers  AKC/CKC Boston Terriers
$400-450, 979-220-9106 or visit us at
www.bostonsoftexas.com

PRICE REDUCED! CRAWFORD, TX. 43.5 ac,
3Br-1Ba brick house, $205K. OR  43 ac.
(land only).  $3300 per acre. 254-760-0139

Camilo Garcia Construction, Inc.
Referred as CG Construction, Inc., a registered
general contractor and construction com-
pany with the city of Austin do hereby place
this notice as a good faith effort to satisfy our
obligation for bid purposes with Austin
Housing Finance Corporation.

PROJECT NAME: 2012 HOME REPAIR CON-
TRACT, SOLICITATION # 20110705RFP-MS-

2012 HOME REPAIR CONTRACT
Upon award of such contract and as a Section
3 covered contract, CG Construction, Inc. will
adhere and is required to provide economic,
educational and/or training opportunities to
very low and low income individuals. CG Con-
struction, Inc. intends to hire local individuals
and/or companies to fulfill a variety of job de-
scriptions performed under “home repair
projects,” e.g. mechanical electrical and
plumbing. This job will be upon award of con-
tract for a minimum of a 12 month period
upon award of contract by AHFC. Interest and
questions will be addressed by contacting:

CG CONTRACTION, INC.
LISEL ALEMAN

6111 S. CONGRESS ST., SUITE 36
AUSTIN, TEXAS 78745

OR CALL 210-433-5455

1626 Enterprises, LLC, Roger L.
Dickerson, CEO, Austin L. Souther-
land, COO, Peter K. Jones, Board
Member, DBA 1626 Wine and Spir-
its is Making Application with the
Texas Alcoholic Beverage Commis-
sion for a Package Store Permit,
Package Store Tasting Permit, Beer
Retail Dealer's Off-Premises Permit
On the address of 2120 FM 1626 Ste.
B, Manchaca, Travis, Texas.

Siamese kittens, 13 wk male, bluepoint, $125,
10 wk females, sealpoint, $150. Cash only.

259-0767 Leander SE  Roommate wanted $450 mth in Aust.
Colony must be clean and non-smoking
512-731-7246

Boxer Puppies- AKC, Males & Females, fawn &
white. Tails & dewclawed ,1st shots. Parents

on sight.  $400 512-247-4411 or 512-567-5857

WEST TEXAS
Mule Deer -Brewster Cnty 334+ Acres $88,584

White Tail - Terrell Cnty 240+Acres $84,231
Shared Well.   Owner Financed

1-210-734-4009    westerntexasland.com

TICA Ragdoll Kittens & Cats $100-$950
979.823.2287 or 512.887.0157
www.IWANTARAGDOLL.comBoxer  pups 6 wks 2 fawn & 1 brindle. $200

cash. Full blooded w/o papers Patrick ,
325-248-4699, patrick.hazel96@yahoo,com

��������������������������CFA Himalayan kittens, males $275, females,
$295, S/W, vet chkd, various colors. 254-939-3832 Residential rental locators are required to be

licensed by the Texas Real Estate Commission
(PO Box 12188, Austin, TX 78711-2188;
1-800-250-8732)

Locators may advertise apartment units in
general terms, and all units may not have the
same features. The amount of rent quoted in
an advertisement may be the starting rent for
a basic unit or for a unit which does not have
all advertised features.

������������������Boxer pups, AKC. Fawn fem’s $350. White
male $300. Shots.  Parents on site.

512-856-2220
����������������������

FACTORY CLOSED!
Multiple discontinued display homes that

MUST SELL NOW!
Financing available or Cash Discounts.

512-389-1211  RBI 02572

Wanted: Worn out farm & construction
equipment. Big old trucks, big plows &
trailers. Cash. 512-804-6989

Bulldogge Puppies  gorgeous thick and bully
reg utd on shots from old established blood-
lines with legendary pedigrees. heather, 512
633 0350, lonestarbulldogges@hotmail.com,
www.lonestarbulldogges.com ���������

FEATURED HOME OF THE MONTH. Extra large
extra nice 3/2. Sunken Living Room, superior
extras.  Best of the best!  Only $459/mo.
5%down, 25 yrs, 8% wac. Village Homes The
Best For Less!  1-866-899-5394   rbi 3223

** Bulldogs **
4M/3F:Wormed, Shots, Reg. Start @ $800

512-789-8165 www.ImperialBulldogges.com

Registered Top Red Brangus bulls,
 4 bloodlines, few heifers, certified  herd

512-452-6916 R.G.M. Constructors of Texas, LLC is soliciting WBE/
MBE/HUB/SMB participation for the following COA
projects bidding on 8/18/11: Wells Branch Com-
merce Park CLMC310 at 11:00 AM and Lance Arm-
strong Bikeway Ph3 CLMC220 at 10:00 AM. All bids
must be received 36 hours prior to the bid date for
consideration. Fax: 512-990-3785

������������������������������
CAIRN TERRIER PUPPIES  Great with children
512-633-6925, vlanka53@gmail.com,
http://www.tuki-terriers.com

Classy Wethered Show Goats
 Must see to appreciate!

Call 512-677-0146
Up to 8000 sqft, will divide, lots of
parking, $4.80/ft, excellent call cen-

ter, fitness, dance studio. 512-371-7944
WHY RENT when you can own your own
home cheaper than renting. Lrg new 3/2 only
$237mo. 5% down, 20yrs, 8.5% Village Homes
The Best For Less!  1-866-899-5394     rbi 3223

Chihuahua CKC puppies M & F, L. S. coats,
S/W, $50-$150. Adults $50. 512-365-2832

www.memeschihuahuas.com
�������������������������

������������������������������Full seed corn hay, 5x5 net wrapped rounds,
$55. Nitrate tested OK. Delivery available.
512-784-6666Chihuahua Toy puppies- 1st. S/W, cash,

Bastrop. 512-321-1773 or 917-1773 �������
Near Ben White & South Congress

 1250 sf office / warehouse, overhead door
 $775/mo.  1 year lease.  512-569-9696Large round bells of horse quality coastal hay

$115 also cow hay available
512-856-0044

ORDINANCE NO. 20110804-008

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CITY CODE
CHAPTERS 12-4, 25-1, AND 25-2 TO
CORRECT TYPOGRAPHICAL ERRORS.

Mayor, Lee Leffingwell -
City of Austin

ORDINANCE NO. 20110804-009

AN ORDINANCE RENUMBERING CITY CODE
SECTIONS 11-1-21, 11-1-26, AND 11-1-27;
ADDING A NEW CITY CODE SECTION 11-1-21;
AND AMENDING CITY CODE SECTIONS
11-1-23, 11-1-24, AND 11-1-26 RELATING TO
PARTIAL EXEMPTIONS FROM AD VALOREM
TAXES FOR HISTORIC LANDMARKS.

Mayor, Lee Leffingwell - City of Austin

Cocker Spaniel puppies,AKC,well-bred,1
male,4 female,lots of pretty colors with beau-
tiful tails,shots,wormed,8 weeks,raised with
love, $500. Cedar Park,512-701-2009

����������������������
Taking orders for round bales, $60. Baling
7/29. Delivery available. First come, first
served. 713-562-0601

������������������ Country living within the city limits. Log cabin
on 5 ac. resdential/commercial for lease or

sale. 1 mi. from corner of Parmer Ln. & 1431.
1000sf single family residence overlooking

Brushy Creek. Wrap- around porch, 1600sf air
cond. office/shop. 600sf storage bldg, 2 car-

ports, very good shape. 210-496-9533,
210-410-5999

DACHSHUND  mini pups, Longhair & Smooth,
solids, dapples, piebalds, most colors,
$200-$500 dabrendoxies.com, 325-948-3578

To view online versions of our ads
please go to: statesman.com/classifieds

To place an ad please go to:
statesman.com/placeanad

2011 fresh cut Coastal square bales,
green & fertilized, horse & show cattle
quality, $11 ea, 200 bale minimum, free
delivery. Mary Tyson 979-200-1618

 Dachshund mini pups AKC/CKC
xsmall potty trained $100-$400

979-412-2500, dachshundsoftexas.com



SOPHOMORES
August 16th
11:30 AM - 2:00 PM

JUNIORS:
August 16th 
2:00-4:30 PM

SENIORS: 
August 15th
12:00-3:00 PM

NEW STUDENTS
TO DISTRICT/MAKE-UP:
August 18th
12:00-3:00 PM

FRESHMAN
FISH CAMP
August 15
6:00 PM

BHS REGISTRATION 2011-2012

Questions – Please call 637-4523

This year, stay connected with your 
customers and protect your critical data with 
DataVault, our business back-up solution. With 
DataVault you’ll get:

T-1 Speed Connectivity that cuts over from your 
primary provider if they lose power…
only $89.95/month 

10 Gigabytes of Back-Up Memory, stored 
offsite, to protect your critical data…
only $19.95/month

First Month FREE!
If you call and set up a 24-month contract, 

we’ll give you your first month of our 
secure and reliable business back-up 

solution…FREE!

1 (866) 980-2613
www.erfwireless.net

       Internet the way it should be…
         fast and reliable!

W i r e l e s s

This year, stay connected with your
customers and protect your critical data with 
DataVault, our business back-up solution. With
DataVault you’ll get:

T-1 Speed Connectivity that cuts over from your 
primary provider if they lose power…
only $89.95/month 

10 Gigabytes of Back-Up Memory, stored 
offsite, to protect your critical data…
only $19.95/month

First Month FREE!
If you call and set up a 24-month contract,

we’ll give you your first month of our 
secure and reliable business back-up

solution…FREE!

1 (866) 980-2613
www.erfwireless.net

Internet the way it should be…
         fast and reliable!

W i r e l e s s

Severe Weather Can Disrupt 
Communications...

Is Your Business Prepared?
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U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Oncor Draft Habitat Conservation Plan/Draft Environmental Impact Statement

Public Hearing and Invitation to Comment

Tuesday, August 23, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM

Ruthe Jackson Center (Ballroom)
3113 S. Carrier Parkway
Grand Prairie, TX 75052

Wednesday, August 24, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM

Texas State Technical College (Center Seminar Room)
300 Homer K. Taylor Drive

Sweetwater, TX 79556

Thursday, August 25, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM

Bellmead Civic Center (Senior Room)
3900 Parrish Street

Waco, TX 76705

Purpose: Solicit public comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) 
and Draft Habitat Conservation Plan (DHCP) as part of the proposed issuance of an 
Endangered Species Act (ESA) Section 10(a)(1)(B) Permit to Oncor for incidental take 
of 11 federally listed species from activities associated with maintenance and repair of 
existing facilities and installation and operation of new facilities within Oncor’s service 
area. Hearings will begin with an open house from 5:30 to 6:00 PM, formal presentation 
from 6:00 to 6:30 PM, and open house with opportunity to provide written or oral com-
ments until 7:30 PM.

Opportunity: The Service, in cooperation with Oncor, is also offering the opportunity 
for a public hearing to provide citizens a forum to present comments on the proposed 
action at other locations within Oncor’s service area.  The DEIS and DHCP, which include 
maps showing the service area for the proposed action, and other related information 
are available at http://www.oncor-eis-hcp.com/DraftEISHCP.aspx or http://www.fws.
gov/southwest/es/AustinTexas/ and available for review at the Service’s Austin offi ce at 
10711 Burnet Road, Suite 200, Austin, Texas 78758.  Additional Public Hearings will be 
considered upon request.  Requests must be received by Wednesday, August 31, 2011.  
All requests for a Public Hearing must be submitted in writing and should be sent via 
email to FW2_AUES_consult@fws.gov or to the following address:

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Oncor DHCP/DEIS Public Hearing Request

Attention: Adam Zerrenner
10711 Burnet Road, Suite 200

Austin, Texas 78758

For more information, visit http://www.oncor-eis-hcp.com/ or
 http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/AustinTexas/
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The ladies of
The Crossing Church of God

will be hosting  an

OPEN HOUSE
for their new kitchen!

August 14 • 2:00-4:00 PM
The Crossing Church of God

101 West Hill Street
Brownfi eld, Texas

The kitchen is dedicated to the memory of

AVA GAY DILL
whose hard work, diligence, commitment and dedication,

through many years of fund-raising, made it possible.

“Reward her for all she has done. 
Let her deeds publicly declare her praise.” - Proverbs 31:31 (NLT)

COME JOIN US!

Twenty-one less-than-at-
tractive houses in Brownfield 
are now even more attention-
getting with shiny bright orange 
stickers. 

The orange notices des-
ignate the properties as sub-
standard and in need of de-
molition. The city’s property-
removal project is heading to 
the south side of town, and 
after demolishing ugly houses 
in the northwest side of town 

(RIGHT)
An orange notice 

marks a demolition-
ready house in the 

1100 block of South 
Fourth Street. The 
City of Brownfield 

has identified 21 
substandard properties 
that they plan to tear 
down within the next 

few months.

earlier in the year, staff are now 
focusing mainly on the neigh-
borhood west of Coleman 
Park’s baseball fields, between 
Fourth and Sixth Streets south 
of Seagraves Road.

A few other demolition-
ready houses are on East Main 
and East Hill Streets.

Those 21 houses were 
deemed substandard after fire 
inspection. Criteria to earn 
a spot on the tear-down list 
include dilapidated structures, 
open doors and windows and 
other damage that could be 
aesthetically unappealing or 
even fire hazards.

“We’re hitting the worst 
ones,” said Code Enforcement 
Officer Kitha Tankersley.

But before those ugly hous-
es can become empty lots, city 
staff must contact - or at least 
attempt to contact - their own-
ers, many of whom are several 

years behind on property tax-
es. Those owners receive a bill 
with a final chance to catch up 
on the payments, and if they 
do not comply a lien is placed 
on the property.

Tankersley said she plans 
to seek approval for the proj-
ect from the Zoning Board of 
Adjustments within the next 30 
days, and then begin the pro-
cess of removing the houses 
about a month later.

“It takes several steps be-
fore we get to that point,” she 
said.

Abatement usually takes 
about one to three days, and 
then city maintenance staff 
must remove the structure and 
level the ground. Total demo-
lition costs per house range 
from about $2,500 to $5,500, 
including labor, equipment 
charges and landfill fees.

City to tear down delapidated houses

PAYDAY
LOANS

TITLE
LOANS<

NO Credit Checks.  We can ease your fi nancial burdens with a cash loan.

Brownfield Advance 
1214 Tahoka Rd     (806) 637-0454

NEED CASH?
FAST. EASY. CONFIDENTIAL.

We Can Help!
$100-$2500

<
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1220 Public
Notices 1220 Public
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SOLUTION TO YESTERDAY’S PUZZLE

Sudoku is a number-placing puzzle based on a 9x9 grid with several given numbers. 
The object is to place the numbers 1 to 9 in the empty squares so that each row,each 
column and each 3x3 box contains the same number only once. The difficulty level 
of the Conceptis Sudoku increases from Monday to Sunday.

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Oncor Draft Habitat Conservation 
Plan/Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Public Hearing and Invitation to Comment

Tuesday, August 23, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM
Ruthe Jackson Center 

(Ballroom)
3113 S. Carrier Parkway
Grand Prairie, TX 75052

Wednesday, August 24, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM

Texas State Technical College 
(Center Seminar Room)

300 Homer K. Taylor Drive
Sweetwater, TX 79556

Thursday, August 25, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM
Bellmead Civic Center 

(Senior Room)
3900 Parrish Street
Waco, TX 76705

Purpose: Solicit public comments on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) and Draft 
Habitat Conservation Plan (DHCP) as part of the 
proposed issuance of an Endangered Species 
Act (ESA) Section 10(a)(1)(B) Permit to Oncor for 
incidental take of 11 federally listed species from 
activities associated with maintenance and repair of 
existing facilities and installation and operation of 
new facilities within Oncor’s service area. Hearings 
will begin with an open house from 5:30 to 6:00 
PM, formal presentation from 6:00 to 6:30 PM, and 
open house with opportunity to provide written or oral 
comments until 7:30 PM.
Opportunity: The Service, in cooperation with 
Oncor, is also offering the opportunity for a public 
hearing to provide citizens a forum to present 
comments on the proposed action at other locations 
within Oncor’s service area.  The DEIS and DHCP, 
which include maps showing the service area for 
the proposed action, and other related information 
are available at http://www.oncor-eis-hcp.
com/DraftEISHCP.aspx or http://www.fws.gov/
southwest/es/AustinTexas/ and available for review 
at the Service’s Austin offi ce at 10711 Burnet Road, 
Suite 200, Austin, Texas 78758.  Additional Public 
Hearings will be considered upon request.  Requests 
must be received by Wednesday, August 31, 2011.  
All requests for a Public Hearing must be submitted in 
writing and should be sent via email to FW2_AUES_
consult@fws.gov or to the following address:

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Oncor DHCP/DEIS Public Hearing Request

Attention: Adam Zerrenner
10711 Burnet Road, Suite 200

Austin, Texas 78758

For more information, visit http://www.oncor-eis-
hcp.com/ or http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/

AustinTexas/

951 Acreage

5 acres. Flint
Restricted Subdivision.
$70,000. 903-566-6986

80 ac. of land  near Lake Pales-
tine. appx 11 mi. from Chandler
off of 315. 903-681-3794

Bank Bank 
ForForeclosureclosuree

5.1 acres in 
prestigious 

East Texas gated 
community,

heavily wooded. 
Must Sell- $34,900. 
Great Low Terms. 
Call 888-495-2526

Bargain
Lake

Access

Views of 3rd
Largest TX lake
Swimming Pool/

Gazebo
MMMMooootttt iiii vvvvaaaatttteeeedddd    SSSSeeee llll llll eeeerrrr

$19,900
Financing Available

888-629-1883

Land – N0 Income?Land – N0 Income?
TTururn Into CASHn Into CASH

Let The Land Let The Land 
Specialist Sell ItSpecialist Sell It

New Listing – Prime Real
Estate - Located in the affluent
S. Tyler area, only 4.3 mi. from
Broadway & Grande. Beautiful
9.8 acres, graced with tall, love-
ly trees & open pastureland. Rd
ftg 2 roads.  Versatile. Country
Estate. Horses. Cattle. Devel-
opment. Older house on the
property.
New Listing – 100 Ac  -
Investment land! Plus recre-
ation & hunting. This beautiful
East Texas land is already in
production for clipping
coupons in several phases.
There is a beautiful crop of 7-
year-old planted pines. Look-
ing for a safe place to "park
some money" during these
uncertain financial times with
the stock market etc?  Land is
one commodity that cannot
be printed or made more
New Listing – 2 Acres – House
– Reasonable priced? Attractive
entrance graces the property
with scattered trees. The land is
mostly level to slightly sloped.
The house needs some repairs
and has lots of potential with
some effort put into fresh, mod-
ern decor light paint etc. There
is a front porch that runs the
length of the house.
New Listing – Great Recreation
place - 160 acres, only 11 miles
from the Loop 323, level to rolling,
some open but mostly trees,
good County Road frontage.
Game for hunting, great weekend
place to bring the family and
friend & camp out, ride 4-wheel-
ers etc. Only 2 mi from  I-20.

CLASSIFIED
ADS

GET RESULTS
CALL TODAY

TO PLACE
YOUR AD
592-3818

Land – N0 Income?Land – N0 Income?
TTururn Into CASHn Into CASH

Let The Land Let The Land 
Specialist Sell ItSpecialist Sell It

New Listing – 26 Acres, A
small camp-out weekend
house, barn and pens with
electricity and water piped to
them. A nice workshop with
utilities. Open land, with
Coastal Bermuda and pretty
trees scattered.
80 Beautiful Acres - Pic-
turesque, secluded – House,
barns, corals, beautifully land-
scape, 3650 sq ft home, lg
rms, 4 BR, off, 2 BR suites +
2BR. 80 beautiful ac, wrap
around porch, excel view.
Rolling, level, pastures,
woods, barns, deep well,
fenced x fenced. Deer & small
game. An ideal country place. 
NEW LISTING - 15 acres –
Beautiful trees, some open
land, deep spring fed creek.
Perfect recreation place or
that secluded country home.
Rd ftg FM Rd. Game. 13 miles
from Loop. 2 miles from I-20.  
New Listing- Great location
for your business, 3 acre lot at
busy corner of Spur 248 and
FM 848 (Lake Tyler/White-
house Rd). Long road
frontage, level and open. Or
may purchase 1 ac lot or 2 ac
lot. 

LINDALE-5, 8 & 10 Ac
tracts, scattered trees, close
in, restricted, no mobiles,
possible owner financing,
Ralph Miles 903-571-3087

Steal My 
5 Acres

Owner must SELL!
Beautiful 5 acres,

Central Water
Paved Roads, 

Horse Privileges
Access to huge

private lake.
Compare at only $39,900

Call 888-698-1063

954 Acreage
Wanted

WANT TO BUY LAND.
Any amount.

Call 903-571-9440.

1000

FINANCIAL

1010 - Financial
1020 - Business Opportunities
1030 - Business Opportunities
 Wanted
1040 - Loans
1060 - Bail Bonds
1070 - Oil & Gas Properties
1080 - Oil Properties Wanted

1010 Financial

Cash for your Trust Deed or
Mortgage. Private party only.
Call 903-749-6553

1020 Business
Opportunities

Drop 3 sizes in 10 minutes.
Pam Banks 903-253-6026
www.ardyss.com/pambanks

1020 Business
Opportunities

WARNING
INVESTIGATE
BEFORE YOU

INVEST

The Tyler Courier
Times Telegraph
does everything pos-
sible to keep these
columns free of mis-
leading unscrupu-
lous or fraudulent
advertising. When a
fraudulent ad is dis-
covered in any paper
in the country we
usually learn of it in
time to refuse the
same ad in this
paper. However it is
impossible to screen
all ads thoroughly as
we would like to, so
we urge our readers
to check THOR-
OUGHLY any propo-
sition requiring an
investment. For a
free report call The
Better Business
Bureau at 

903-581-5704.

1080 Oil Properties
Wanted

We buy producing  OR
nonproducing minerals for

Cash. Call Bob, 903-526-3838.

1100

AUCTIONS
1110 - Auctions

1110 Auctions

Sun, August 14th at 1:00
Located at 105 Indian

Trail “Hwy 69 N.” 
Jacksonville, TX 75766

“Antiques from England,
France, Holland, Belgium

and parts unknown”
Auctioneers Note: This auc-
tion will include one French
container, French antiques
and estate items from sev-
eral local estates. To include
an incredible selection of
furniture, stained glass,huge
selection of estate rugs,
architectural items, black
forest items, chandeliers,
Japanese Imari, textiles and
much more.

Auction Preview: 11:00 a.m.
until auction

10% Buyers Premium
Call to Reserve Seating
Free Food and Drinks

“Come and enjoy our new
climate controlled building”

www.beardauction.com
Auctioneer: Wesley Beard

TXS 9613
903-586-7952

FRENCH &
ENGLISH
ANTIQUE
AUCTION

1200

PUBLIC NOTICES

1210 - Alcoholics Anonymous
1220 - Public Notices
1225 - Bid Notices
1230 - City Legals

1210 Alcoholics
Anonymous

Alcoholics Anonymous
Central Service Office in

Tyler
401 E. Front St. Bldg 3, Suite
145-B
Tyler, Tx  75702
24 Hr. Contact: 597-1796
www.tyler-aa.org
Tyler AA Groups
Alpha Group- 2328
Aberdeen, 581-7856
7:00 A.M. Mon., Tues,  Wed.,
Thurs., Fri.
8:00 AM, Sat. Men’s Mtg
9:30 AM Sat. & Sun.
10:00 AM Thur. Womens
Mtg.
12:00 Noon Mon. thru Fri.
6:00 PM  Mon. Tues. Thurs.
Fri. &  Sat.  
7:00 PM Sunday (Family
After)
8:00 PM Mon., Wed., & Fri.
Circle 12 Group  - Old Chil-
dren’s Day Care Center First
Presbyterian Church, 230
Rusk St.
7:00 PM Tues., Thurs. & Sun.
Downtown Suburban
Group - 593-1401
1034 E. Lake St. 
Noon & 8:00 PM Mon.thru-
Fri.,
1:00 PM & 8:00 PM Sat.
6:00 PM Tue. & Wed.
9:30 AM & 8:00 PM Sun.
El Libro Grande (Hispanic)
623 West Bow St.
7:30 PM Mon.through Friday
5:00 PM Sat. & Sun.
Legacy Group1st Christian
Church
4202 S. Broadway
Main Bldg - Rm 190
Noon Mon., Wed., Fri.
Living Sober Group- New-
comers
ETMC Behavioral Center
4101 University
7:00 PM Weds.
Serenity Group 601 N.
Broadway  
7:00 AM & Noon Mon.-Fri.
6:30 PM Mon 
8:00 PM Mon (Newcomers)
8:00 PM Tues thru Sun.
9:30 AM Sat.  & Sun.
Triangle Group 1311 E.
Commerce  592-7061
7:00 AM Mon, Tues, Weds,
Thurs, Fri.
Noon & 6:00 PM Daily
Walker House Group 231
So. Beckham 533-0309
10:00 AM Last Sun. of
Month
Arp Group Methodist Ch.,
Bartow St.
8:00  PM Mon. 
Bullard Group1st Methodist
Ch.,8:00 PM Tues.
Chandler Lakeside Group
849-3512
Sunrise Assembly of God
Church 9 miles South on
FM-315
7:00 PM Mon. & Thurs.
Hawkins Group Public
Library Hawkins Library 
6 PM, Wednesday
10:00 AM Sat.
Lindale Group- 402 W.
Hubbard St.
Church Office Bldg.-Rear
Door
7:00 PM Tues. & Thurs., 
9:00 AM Sat.
Mineola Group St. Dun-
stons Epis. Ch. Corner of
Hall & Johnson Sts. 
7:00 PM Sun. & Mon.
8:00  Fri
Mineola Women’s Group
St. Dunstans Church at Hall
and Johnson St. 11AM Mon.
Quitman Back Door Group
303 West Bermuda (Hwy
154 West) Quitman Tx 75783
7:30 pm Wednesday & Sat-
urday
Holly Lake Ranch-Holly
Hope Group-Holly Lake Vol
Fire Department, 126 PR
7869-
7PM Thursday
6:30 PM Fri.
Van Group
Methodist Church (in back)
326 W. Main St.
8:00 Friday
Dogwood City
Dogwood City Group II
22112 State Hwy 155 W.
Tues/Fridays at 7 pm 

Al-Anon Information
Service Office

401 E. Front St. Bldg 3,
Ste 145-A

Open 10am to 2pm M-F
24 Hour Phone 597-6492

AL-ANON
Downtown Noon Group
Immaculate Conception
Catholic Church, 423 S.

1210 Alcoholics
Anonymous

Broadway, Monday, Noon.
Suburban Group 1034 E.
Lake St. Monday 8pm
Circle Twelve, Al-Anon
Children Day Center behind
First Presbyterian Church
230 Rusk Street, Tues 7pm
Wed. Morning Group, 2328
Aberdeen Wed 10am
Wed. How Alanon Works
Book Study meets at 401 E.
Front, Ste. 145-A (AIS Ofc)
at noon.
Wed Night OK AFG, 6pm,
St. Francis Episcopal
Church, 3232 Jan Ave, in
children’s bldg behind
church.
Brown Bag Group,Thurs.
Noon 1034 E. Lake St. Big
Room
TGIF Al-Anon Family
Group 401 E. Front St. 12
noon Friday
Gratitude Group,
2328 Aberdeen, Sat., noon.
Hawkins Al-Anon
Public Library, Wed. 6 PM
Van Al-Anon Family Group
Dwayne Wheeler Insurance,
121 W. Main Use Back
Entrance Used to meet on
Cherry St Tues. 7:30 pm
Hope for Today meets Fri-
days at 7:00 p.m. at First
Presbyterian Church, 230
Rusk St.

Spanish Speaking Only
Monday Night
623 W. Bow St. 5:30-6:30
Tuesday night meets 6-7pm
Jacksonville AFG 318 W.
Larissa Monday 8:00 p.m.
Marshall Trinity AFG 106
Grove St., Marshall, use
Houston St. Entrance. Mon-
day 5:15 p.m.
————————————
————
Courage To Change ACA
meeting 401 E. Front St., Ste
145-A, Tuesdays @ 12 noon.
903-597-6492
————————————
————

Narcotics Anonymous
New Beginnings Group

216 S. Bonner
Tyler TX 75701 
(903) 592-2962

Daily Meeting Schedule-
all meetings are non-
smoking
Sun.  1:00PM  Topic
(O/D) Basic Text Chapter
Study 6 PM Discussion
O/D
8:00 PM Chairs Choice
(O/D)
Mon. 12:00 PM (O/D) 
Pamphlet Study
6:00 PM (O/D) Discussion
8:00 PM (O/D) Basic Text
Study 
Tues: 12:00 PM (O/D) It
Works How & Why
6:00 PM (O/D) Topic
8:00 PM (O/D) Discussion
Wed 12:00 PM (O/D)
Basic Text Study
6:00 PM (O/D) Step
Working Guide Study
8:00 PM (O/D) Candle
light Discussion
Thurs: 12:00 PM (O/D)
Chairs Choice
6:00 PM (O/D) Topic
8:00 PM (O/D) Tradition
Study
Fri 12:00 PM (C/D) Dis-
cussion
6:00 PM (C/D) Discussion
6:00 PM (C/D) Women’s
Meeting
8:00 PM (C/D) Newcomer
Speaker Meeting
Sat. 1:00 PM (O/D) Chair-
persons Choice
6:00 PM (O/D) Discussion
8:00 PM (O) Last Satur-
day of the month -Birth-
day night 1st & 3rd Satur-
day- Speaker Meeting
Other Saturday Meetings
are  Discussion (O)
Nueva Adventura Group
(Spanish)
Monday, Wednesday,
Friday 7:30 PM (O)
Future Generation
Youth Group (21 and
under) Tuesday, Friday,
Saturday 8:00 PM (O)
————————————
—-

Co-Dependents
Anonymous

Tyler Tues Serenity
Noon Group (TX471)
3500 Old Omen Rd.Tyler
TX 75707   Mike K. 903-
521-4060
Tyler Thursday Night
CoDA (TX 074)
Our Savior’s Lutheran
Church, 4900 Kinsey
Drive Tyler, Texas 75703
Contact: Calista M. 903-
253-3054-h Thursday
6:00 PM
————————————
—-   Overeaters Anony-
mous
4:00 p.m., Sundays,
Christ Episcopal Church,
Elm & Bois D Arc, Parish
Hall
5:30 p.m. Tuesdays,
Mineola, Saint Dunston
7:00 p.m. Tuesdays at
Holy Apostles Orthodox
Church in Bullard.
Noon, Thursdays, First
Christian Church 4202
Broadway, Room 190
————————————
——
Gambler’s Anonymous

Every Monday night
6:30 p.m.-7:30 p.m.

at
OAK LEAF

5520 Old Bullard Road,
Ste. 120

Tyler, Texas 75703

1220 Public
Notices

CITATION BY PUBLICATION

THE STATE OF TEXAS

COUNTY OF SMITH

Attorney of Record:
Steve Spitzer

100 E. Ferguson, Ste. 1202
Tyler, Texas 75702

903-596-9000

TO: ALL UNKNOWN
HEIRS OF ESTATE OF

PHYLLIS RANZIE,
DECEASED:

On the 3rd day of August,
2011, Catherine Ventrone
filed an Application to Deter-
mine Heirship in a proceed-
ing styled ESTATE OF
PHYLLIS RANZIE,
DECEASED, and bearing
the number 37,554P in the
County Court of Smith
County, Texas.

The Court will hear the
aforesaid Application To
Determine Heirship on the
Monday next after the
expiration of ten (10) days
from the date of publica-
tion of this citation, in the
County Court Courtroom in
the County Courthouse
Annex of Smith County, in
Tyler, Texas.

All persons interested in the
aforesaid Estate are com-
manded to appear at or
before the time set for said
hearing by filing a written
contest of answer to said
Application To Determine
Heirship.

Said written contest or
answer shall be filed in the
office of the County Clerk of
Smith County, Texas in Tyler,
Texas.

In compliance with the law,
this citation shall be served
by publication once in a
newspaper of general circu-
lation in this, the County in
which such proceeding is
pending, not less than ten
(10) days before the return
date hereof, exclusive of the
day of publication, and the
date of publication said
newspaper bears shall be
the day of publication.

If this citation is not served
within ninety (90) days after
the date of issuance, it shall
be returned unserved.

Issued and given under my
hand and seal of office, this
4th day of August, 2011, at
the office in Tyler, Texas.

Karen Phillips,
County Clerk

Smith County, Texas

By: Donna Henry,
Deputy

No. 37,846-P

IN THE ESTATE OF
RUTH MARIE BAIN,

DECEASED

IN THE COUNTY COURT

1220 Public
Notices

OF 
SMITH COUNTY, TEXAS

NOTICE TO CREDITORS

Notice is hereby given that
original Letters Testamentary
for the Estate of RUTH
MARIE BAIN, Deceased,
were issued on July 21,
2011, in  Cause No. 37,846-
P, pending in the County
Court of Smith County,
Texas, to: JERRY ED BAIN
and SUZAN FENNER.

All persons having claims
against this Estate which is
currently being administered
are required to present them
to the undersigned within
the time and in the manner
prescribed by law. 

JERRY ED BAIN and SUZAN
FENNER
c/o : Joe K. Thigpen
Attorney at Law
110 North College, 
Suite 1401
Tyler, Texas 75702

DATED the 5th day 
of Aug., 2011

Joe K. Thigpen
Attorney for JERRY ED

BAIN and SUZAN FENNER
State Bar No. : 19837400

110 North College, 
Suite 1401

Tyler, Texas 75702
(903) 595-0998

FAX: (903) 595-1299

NOTICE OF PUBLIC SALE

Pursuant to Texas Property
Code, Chapter 59, a public
auction will be held at 10:00
a.m. on Friday, August 26,
2011 at Best Choice Storage,
18949 Hwy 155 South,  Flint,
TX 75762, to satisfy a land-
lord’s lien. Property will be
sold to the highest bidder for
cash. Cleanup and removal
deposit may be required. Sell-
er reserves the right to with-
draw property from sale or to
refuse any bid. Property in
each space may be sold item-
by-item, in batches, or by the
space. Property being sold
includes contents of spaces
of the following tenants:

Ruby Rodriguiz mirror, bed
frame, mattress set, end
table, stereo, typewriter, tv,
misc. boxes

Contact:
Lana Smith, Manager
903-825-2451
Best Choice Storage
18949 State Highway 155
South 
Flint, TX 75762

Looking for a low-cost way to 
communicate your advertising 
message? Want Ads are your

answer. 592-3818

NOTICE TO
CREDITORS

Notice is hereby given that
original Letters of Adminis-
tration for the Estate of
JOHNNY WAYNE MORROW,
Deceased, were issued on
July 18, 2011, in Docket No.
37,716P, pending in the
County Court of Smith
County, Texas, to: SHEILA
PAULETTE MORROW.

The address of the 
Independent Administrator is:

c/o Adams & Coker, P.C
4540 Kinsey Dr.

Tyler, Texas 75703

All persons having claims
against this Estate which is
currently being administered
are required to present them
within the time and in the
manner prescribed by law.

DATE: August 9, 2011

ADAMS & COKER, P.C.
Attorneys for the Estate

1220 Public
Notices

PLACE YOUR AD BY
PHONE:

Call 592-3818 8:00 am-5:00
pm Monday-Friday. Line ads
placed by 12:00 noon will be
published the following day,
Sunday line ads must be
called in by 3:00 pm Friday;
Monday line ads must be
called in by 4:30 pm Friday. 

PLACE YOUR AD IN
PERSON:

Classified sales counter is
open 8:00 am-5:00 pm Mon-
day-Friday. Line ads placed
by 12:00 noon will be pub-
lished the following day. Sun-
day line ads placed by 3:00
pm Friday; Monday line ads
must be placed by 4:30 pm
Friday. Our office is located at
410 W. Erwin Street.

PLACE YOUR AD 
ON LINE:

Classified ads placed online
must be paid in advance.
Please have your credit or
debit card information avail-
able.  

CLASSIFIED DEADLINES:
Ads submitted before noon
weekdays will be eligible for
publication the following
day.

Ads submitted Friday
before 4:30 p.m. will be eligi-
ble for publication on Mon-
day.
Ads submitted after 4:30
p.m. Friday through mid-
night Sunday will be eligible
for publication on Tuesday.

CANCELLATIONS:
Ads must be cancelled dur-
ing office hours of 8:00 am
to 5:00 pm Monday-Friday.
Cancellations called in after
the deadline for next edi-
tions will be cancelled the
following edition.

EDITING AND ACCEPTING
COPY:

The publisher reserves the
right to edit copy as well as
to not accept copy for publi-
cation.

ERRORS:
The TYLER COURIER-
TIMES-TELEGRAPH and
TYLER MORNING TELE-
GRAPH, in case of errors
which materially affect the
result of advertisement will
be responsible for only the
first insertion and in no case
beyond the cost of space
actually occupied by error.

OMISSION OF ADS:
The TYLER COURIER-
TIMES- TELEGRAPH and
TYLER MORNING TELE-
GRAPH, shall not be liable
for omissions in advertise-
ments as printed excess of
amount charged thereof. In
event of non-publication of
copy furnished, no liability
shall exist on the part of the
TYLER COURIER-TIMES-
TELEGRAPH and TYLER
MORNING TELEGRAPH,
except that no charge shall
be made thereof.
There will be a pulbic sale at
Bulldog Storage located at
11585 Highway 64-E, Tyler,
TX 75707 on Aug. 20, at
10am. Clean up is requried.
903-566-4470

Units will consist of: 
CL Dorries - App, Furn,
Lawn tools, Misc. 
Cole Griffin - App, furn, Misc.
Triena Mortell - Furn, Misc.
Margalo Lane - Piano, TV, misc

PUBLIC NOTICE

SMITH COUNTY PUR-
CHASING DIRECTOR,
KELLI DAVIS, WILL DIS-
TRIBUTE SPECIFICATIONS
AND RECEIVE SEALED
PROPOSALS IN ROOM 414
of the SMITH COUNTY FER-
GUSON BUILDING, TYLER,
TEXAS 75702 ON THE FOL-
LOWING UNTIL 2:00 P.M.,
WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 31,

1220 Public
Notices

2011. THE PROPOSAL
PACKAGE WILL BE AVAIL-
ABLE ON SMITH COUN-
TY’S WEBSITE @
www.smi th-county.com
UNDER THE PURCHASING
D E PA R T M E N T / E x h i b i t
Drawings can be picked up
in the office of the Purchas-
ing Agent. PROPOSALS
WILL BE OPENED IN THE
OFFICE OF THE PURCHAS-
ING AGENT FOR AWARD, IF
ANY, BY THE COMMIS-
SIONERS COURT, AT A
FUTURE DATE.

Construction Manager at
Risk for Construction and

Renovation at Smith
County’s Downtown Jail 

PAYMENTS WILL BE
PROCESSED BY THE
COUNTY AUDITOR AFTER
NOTIFICATION OF SATIS-
FACTORY RECEIPT OF
ITEMS. SMITH COUNTY
RESERVES THE RIGHT TO
AWARD BY LUMP SUM.

76,397

Public Notice
In accordance with LGC
152.905, a public hearing
will be held on August 19,
2011 at 12:00 p.m. in the
321st District Courtroom to
set the salaries of the coun-
ty auditor, assistant auditors,
and district court reporters.
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Legal 2515
Published in the
Sweetwater Reporter
08-10-2011

Notice of Abandoned vehicle
Mercury 1108 Runnels 30 days

to remove from property
235-1169

Legal 2518
Published in the
Sweetwater Reporter
08-10-2011

Public Notification of
Nondiscrimination in Career
and Technology Education

Programs

Highland Independent School
District offers career and 
technology programs in

Vocational Agriculture and
Business. Admissions to these

programs is based on age,
grade, and class schedule.

It is the policy of Highland ISD
not to discriminate on the basis
of race, color, national origin,

sex or handicap in its
vocational programs, services

or activities as required by Title
VI of the Civil Rights Act of

1964, as amended; Title IX of
the Education Amendments of
1972; and Section 504 of the
Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as
amended. Highland ISD will

take steps to assure that lack of
English language skills will not
be a barrier to admission and
participation in all educational

and vocational programs.
For information about your

rights or grievance procedures,
contact the Title IX/Section 504

Coordinator, Guy Nelson, at
6625 FM 608, Roscoe, Texas

79545, (325)766-3652.

Legal 2516
Published in the
Sweetwater Reporter
08-10-2011

NOTICE OF IMPOUNDMENT
OF ESTRAY

CASE NO:  2011-07-004-IR
DATE: 07/26/2011   

On the 27th day of July 2011,
I impounded the following:

Description of Estray
Kind of Animal: Yearling
Breed: Longhorn/Jersey

Color: Brown/Black Body-
Brown/Black Face

Sex: Bull
Age: Approximately 16 to 18

Months old
Size: Mid-size

Brand, Mark, Identifying
Characteristics: None

Location of Estray:
Currently 1603 W Broadway
Original Nolan, TX CR 197

And on the 28th day of July,
2011, I filed a Notice of Estray

in the Estray Book of Nolan
County, Texas.

I have made diligent search of
the register of recorded brands
in Nolan County, Texas, for the
owner of the said estray, but
the search did not reveal the
owner due to the fact that the

yearling has no brand.

Legal 2520
Published in the
Sweetwater Reporter
08-10-2011

NOTICE OF PUBLIC 
HEARING

ON AUGUST 22, 2011 AT 9:00
AM, THE NOLAN COUNTY
COMMISSIONERS’ COURT

WILL HOLD A PUBLIC 
HEARING CONCERNING THE

PROPOSAL TO SEEK BIDS
REGARDING OIL, GAS AND
MINERAL LEASE ON THE
FOLLOWING DESCRIBED

LANDS AS FOLLOWS:
DESCRIPTION OF OLD 

HIGHWAY 70 AS SHOWN ON
THE TEXAS DEPARTMENT

OF TRANSPORTATION PLAT
DATED MARCH 1930 (F.A.P.

511-A; JOB NO. 177-I; 
CONTROL 263-6-1):

CENTERLINE DESCRIPTION
OF A STRIP OF LAND 

VARYING IN WIDTH FROM
200 FEET WIDE TO 100 FEET
WIDE, SAID STRIP BEING 5.5
ACRES MORE OR LESS, AND
BEING OUT OF THE T&PRR
CO SECTION 31, BLOCK 21,

NOLAN COUNTY, TEXAS.
BEGINNING AT THE POINT
WHERE THE NORTHEAST
PROPERTY LINE OF THE
PECOS AND NORTHERN

TEXAS RAILWAY COMPANY
INTERSECTS THE 

CENTERLINE OF STATE
HIGHWAY 70, SAID POINT

BEING SHOWN AS STATION
NUMBER 132+95 ON SAID

RIGHT-OF-WAY PLAT.
THENCE ALONG THE 

CENTERLINE OF A STRIP
BEING 200 FEET WIDE, 100
FEET EITHER SIDE OF THE

FOLLOWING: 1. N22º56’E
121.3’ TO THE BEGINNING OF
A 4 DEGREE CURVE TO THE

LEFT, SAID POINT BEING
SHOWN AS STATION 

NUMBER 134+16.3 ON SAID
PLAT; AND 2. WITH SAID 4
DEGREE CURVE TO THE

LEFT HAVING A DELTA
ANGLE OF 25º50’ AND AN

ARC LENGTH OF 645.8’ TO
THE END OF SAID CURVE,
SAID POINT BEING SHOWN

AS STATION NUMBER
140+62.1 ON SAID PLAT.

THENCE ALONG THE 
CENTERLINE OF A STRIP
NARROWING FROM 200
FEET WIDE, 100 FEET
EITHER SIDE OF THE

CENTERLINE, TO 100 FEET
WIDE, 50 FEET EITHER SIDE

OF THE CENTERLINE,
N2º54’W 537.9’ TO A POINT

SHOWN AS STATION 
NUMBER 146+00 ON SAID

PLAT. THENCE ALONG THE
CENTERLINE OF A STRIP
BEING 100 FEET WIDE, 50

FEET EITHER SIDE OF THE
CENTERLINE, N2º54’W 291.0’
TO THE POINT WHERE SAID
CENTERLINE INTERSECTS

THE WEST LINE OF WHAT IS
LABELED AS PRESENT

HIGHWAY, SAID POINT BEING
SHOWN AS STATION 

NUMBER 148+91 AND BEING
THE TERMINUS OF THIS

CENTERLINE DESCRIPTION.
AND, 3.854 ACRES

DESCRIBED AS BEING ALL
OF BLOCK 1, (1.928 AC) AND
BLOCK 6, (1.926 AC) OF THE

KIRKLAND HEIGHTS 
ADDITION OF THE TOWN

SITE OF BLACKWELL, TEXAS
ACCORDING TO THE PLAT
OR MAP OF SAID ADDITION
DATED AUGUST 10, 1906,

RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 2,
PAGE 8, NOLAN COUNTY,

TEXAS. BIDS MUST BE 
SUBMITTED BY 5:00 P.M. 

FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 9, 2011.
NO BID WILL BE RECEIVED
LATER THAN THE ABOVE
TIME AND DATE AND NO

FAXES WILL BE ACCEPTED.
BIDS SHALL BE OPENED AT
THE REGULAR MEETING OF

THE COURT ON MONDAY,
SEPTEMBER 12, 2011

STARTING AT 9:00 A.M. IN
THE COMMISSIONERS’
ROOM OF THE NOLAN

COUNTY COURTHOUSE,
SWEETWATER, TEXAS. 

THE SEALED BIDS ARE TO
BE MAILED IN TIME TO MEET

THE DEADLINE WITH THE
WORD “BID” ON THE 

OUTSIDE OF THE ENVELOPE
OR MAY BE HAND

DELIVERED TO THE NOLAN
COUNTY AUDITOR’S OFFICE,

100 EAST THIRD STREET,
SUITE 102A, SWEETWATER,
TEXAS 79556. BIDDERS ARE
REQUESTED TO SUBMIT THE
ORIGINAL & SIX COPIES TO

THE COURT. THE NOLAN
COUNTY COMMISSIONERS’

COURT RESERVES THE
RIGHT TO REJECT ANY

AND/OR ALL BIDS.

Legal 2519
Published in the
Sweetwater Reporter
08-10-2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Oncor Draft Habitat
Conservation Plan/Draft
Environmental Impact

Statement

Public Hearing and Invitation to
Comment

Tuesday, August 23, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM

Ruthe Jackson Center
(Ballroom)

3113 S. Carrier Parkway
Grand Prairie, TX 75052

Legals Legals

Legals

Notice is hereby given that, if
the ownership of said estray is
not determined by 17th day of
August, 2011, said estray will

be sold at public auction/
sheriff’s sale at 12:00 P.M. in

the Sweetwater Cattle Auction,
1603 W Broadway, Sweetwater,

TX.

David Warren, Sheriff
Nolan County, Texas

By: Angie Collier,
Civil/DARE Deputy

Legals

Wednesday, August 24, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM

Texas State Technical College
(Center Seminar Room)

300 Homer K. Taylor Drive
Sweetwater, TX 79556

Thursday, August 25, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM

Bellmead Civic Center
Auditorium (Senior Room)

3900 Parrish Street
Waco, TX 76705

Purpose: Solicit public 
comments on the Draft
Environmental Impact

Statement and Draft Habitat
Conservation Plan as part of
the proposed issuance of an

Endangered Species Act (ESA)
Section 10(a)(1)(B) Permit to
Oncor for incidental take of 11
federally-listed species from

activities associated with 
maintenance and repair of

existing facilities and
installation and operation of
new facilities within Oncorís
service area.  Hearings will

begin with an open house from
5:30 to 6:00 PM, formal

presentation from 6:00 to 6:30
PM, and open house with

opportunity to provide written or
oral comments until 7:30 PM.

For more information, visit
http://www.oncor-eis-hcp.com/

or http://www.fws.gov/
southwest/es/AustinTexas/.

Legals

Legals

Legals

010 Personal
Notices

AA/NA
Meetings nightly 8pm

219 West 3rd
721-5779

IF YOU miss your 
Sweetwater Reporter

you should call evenings from
5:00p.m. to 6:00p.m.
Monday thru Friday.
If you miss your Sunday

Paper please call from
8:00 a.m. to 9:30 a.m., and

we will contact your carrier.
Sweetwater Reporter.  

236-6677.

013 Public
Notices

30TH ANNUAL
GUN, KNIFE & Coin show

Canyon Gun Club, Inc
Snyder, Tx.

THE COLISEUM
August 13th and 14th, 2011
Sat. 9:00 A. M. to 5:00 P.M.

Sun. 9:00 A. M. to 4:00 P. M. 
For more information call:

325-573-2777 or
325-207-4963

AS OF AUGUST 5TH 2011
I Edward Keith Moore am not
responsible for anyone else’s

debt but my own. 
Thank You
Keith Moore

IF YOU’VE brought in a picture 
to us at the 

SWEETWATER REPORTER
within the last year, please

stop by our office at 112 W. 3rd 
Street and pick it up. We thank 

you for allowing us to share 
your important memories and 
events with your friends and 

community.

040 Cars
for Sale

1996 FORD
MUSTANG

CONVERTIBLE
clean Paint & interior

$4500.00
236-6321

Call between 9 - 5

92 OLDS
CUTLASS CIERA

3300 enegine
AC / updated

$1,700.00
325-370-3170

Please call after 6:00pm

050 Trucks
for Sale

TRUCK/WELDER FOR SALE
1995 Chevrolet 1 Ton with
welder bed and tool boxes, 

454 gas engine. Will sell without
1977 Lincoln SA 200 Welding
Machine. Call after 6:00 pm

325-665-1425

051 Vehicles
for Sale

Legals

Legal 2522
Published in the
Sweetwater Reporter
08-10-2011

NOTICE OF APPLICATION 
FOR FLUID INJECTION WELL

PERMIT

Plantation Operating, LLC, 4700 
W. Sam Houston Pkwy. N., Ste. 
140, Houston, Texas 77041 is 

applying to the Railroad
Commission of Texas for a 
permit to inject fluid into a 

formation which is 
productive of oil and gas.  The 

applicant proposes to inject fluid 
in the Canyon Formation, Lake 

Trammel Unit Lease, 
Well Number 90R.  The 

proposed injection 
well is located 10 miles South of 
Sweetwater, Texas in the Lake 
Trammel, W. (Canyon) Field, in 
Nolan County, Texas. Fluid will 

be injected into strata in the
subsurface depth interval from

5110 to 5511 feet.

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
Chapter 27 of the Texas Water 
Code, as amended, Title 3 of
the Texas Natural Resources
Code, as amended, and the

Statewide Rules of the Oil and
Gas Division of the Railroad

Commission of Texas.

Requests for a public hearing
from persons who can show

they are adversely affected, or
requests for further

information concerning any
aspect of the application should
be submitted in writing, within

fifteen days of publication, to the
Environmental Services Section,
Oil and Gas Division, Railroad

Commission of Texas, P.O. Box
12967, Capitol Station, Austin,

Texas 78711 
(Telephone 512/463-6792).

2003 MUSTANG GT
$7,200.00

4.6 Liter Engine
5 speed

New Clutch & Tires
Call 242-1812

92 FORD WITH A
big 20 Miller Welder

Call Ron for information
325-282-2246

2003 CHEVY TAHOE

RANCHHAND

80,000 miles

$9,000.00

325-450-0390

CCllaassssiiffiieedd  AAdd  DDeeaaddlliinneess

•Monday - Friday 
2 PM the Previous Day

•Sunday 
9 AM Friday

Any questions please call 325-236-6677 



By Fax
659-8172
8 a.m. - 4 p.m.Monday - Friday

In Person
34W.Harris Ave.
8 a.m. - 4:30 p.m.Monday - Friday

Online
gosanangelo.com/classified

Add aPhoto
to your online ad

Tell your customer service representative to make your ad
BIGGER and BETTER with:

A Border • Bold Type • A Graphic

Get your ad the
day youneed it!

Deadlines areMonday-Friday at 4:30p.m. for the next day’s paper.
Deadline for Saturday edition is Friday at 3 p.m.
Deadline for Sunday edition is Friday at 4:30p.m.
Deadline forMonday edition is Friday at 4:30p.m.

659-8355 ● ( 800) 588-1884
gosanangelo.com/classified

By Phone
659-8355
800-588-1884
8 a.m. - 4:30 p.m.Monday - Friday

PLACINGANAD
ISSOEASY!

CASHFORCLUTTER

GARAGE
SALE
W/Garage
Sale Sign

1 day$16.50
2day$20.00

MerchandiseAds

Online 24/7

Classified

*Some restrictions apply

PRIVATEPARTY
AUTOADS
10days

Starting at

$15.00
*Some restrictions apply

under $250 $7 for7 days

Merchandise  C4

Garage Sales  C4

Trading Post C4

Announcements C4

Public Notices C4

Jobs  C5

Rentals  C5

Real Estate  C5

Business & Services  C6-7

Cars, Trucks and More C8

Section C WEDNESDAY,  AUGUST 10, 2011

30TH ANNUAL
GUN, KNIFE & COIN SHOW

Canyon Gun Club, Inc. Snyder, TX. 
THE COLISEUM 

AUGUST 13th & 14th, 2011
 Saturday 9:00 A.M. to 5:00 P.M.
 Sunday 9:00 A.M. to 4:00 P.M.

FOR MORE  INFORMATION CALL
 (325 ) 573-2777 OR

(325) 207-4963

U.S. FISH and Wildlife Service

Oncor Draft Habitat Conservation Plan/Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement

Public Hearing and Invitation to Comment

Tuesday, August 23, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM

Ruthe Jackson Center (Ballroom)
3113 S. Carrier Parkway
Grand Prairie, TX 75052

Wednesday, August 24, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM

Texas State Technical College (Center Seminar Room)
300 Homer K. Taylor Drive

Sweetwater, TX 79556

Thursday, August 25, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM

Bellmead Civic Center (Senior Room)
3900 Parrish Street

Waco, TX 76705

Purpose: Solicit public comments on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (DEIS) and Draft Habitat Conservation Plan (DHCP) as part 
of the proposed issuance of an Endangered Species Act (ESA) Sec-
tion 10(a)(1)(B) Permit to Oncor for incidental take of 11 federally listed 
species from activities associated with maintenance and repair of ex-
isting facilities and installation and operation of new facilities within 
Oncor’s service area. Hearings will begin with an open house from 
5:30 to 6:00 PM, formal presentation from 6:00 to 6:30 PM, and open 
house with opportunity to provide written or oral comments until 7:30 
PM.

Opportunity: The Service, in cooperation with Oncor, is also offering the 
opportunity for a public hearing to provide citizens a forum to present 
comments on the proposed action at other locations within Oncor’s 
service area.  The DEIS and DHCP, which include maps showing the 
service area for the proposed action, and other related information are 
available at http://www.oncor-eis-hcp.com/DraftEISHCP.aspx or 
http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/AustinTexas/ and available for review 
at the Service’s Austin offi ce at 10711 Burnet Road, Suite 200, Austin, 
Texas 78758.  Additional Public Hearings will be considered upon re-
quest.  Requests must be received by Wednesday, August 31, 2011.  
All requests for a Public Hearing must be submitted in writing and 
should be sent via email to FW2_AUES_consult@fws.gov or to the fol-
lowing address:

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Oncor DHCP/DEIS Public Hearing Request

Attention: Adam Zerrenner
10711 Burnet Road, Suite 200

Austin, Texas 78758

For more information, visit http://www.oncor-eis-hcp.com/ or 
http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/AustinTexas/

NOTICE TO CREDITORS

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that original Let-
ters Testamentary for the Estate of Martha 
Louise McKnight, Deceased, were issued on 
July 25, 2011 in Docket No. 11P318, pend-
ing in the County Court of Tom Green 
County, Texas to Richard Shelton McKnight, 
Independent Executor.

Claims may be presented in care of the attor-
ney for the Estate addressed as follows:

Paul H. Millican
Gossett, Harrison, Millican, & Stipanovic P.C.

P.O. Drawer 911
San Angelo, TX 76902

All persons having claims against this Estate 
which is currently being administered are re-
quired to present them within the time and in 
the manner prescribed by law. 

DATED: August 1, 2011
Respectfully submitted, Paul H. Millican; State 

Bar No. 14146700.

#11-020 THE San Angelo ISD is accepting 
sealed proposals for paper towels and toi-
let tissues.  Bid opening will be at 3PM, 
Wednesday, August 31, 2011.

Bid opening will be located in the Purchasing 
offi ce, 1621 University Avenue, San Angelo, 
TX 76904.  Forms and specifi cations for the 
above listed RFPs may be found at 
www.saisd.org/purchasing or by contacting 
the Purchasing Department at 325.947.3759.

THE CITY of San Angelo is requesting bids on 
behalf of COSADC, for the sale of 8’ x 12’ x 
7’6” Used Walk-In Freezer. A Pre-Bid Walk-
Thru will be held at 69 N Chadbourne on 
Thursday, August 11, 2011 at 3:00 PM, 
CDST. Bid documents and specifi cations 
may be viewed in the Purchasing Depart-
ment, 106 S. Chadbourne, Room 204 or 
downloaded at www.sanangelotexas.us at 
no cost.  Bids will be accepted until August 
18, 2011/2:00 PM in the Purchasing Division 
at which time all bids will be publicly opened, 
and read aloud. For more information, call 
(325) 657-4220.

THE CITY of San Angelo, Recreation Depart-
ment is accepting sealed bids for Food Prod-
ucts.    Bids will be accepted until 2:00 P.M., 
August 24, 2011 in the Purchasing Depart-
ment, 106 S. Chadbourne, Room 204, San 
Angelo, Texas 76903 at which time all bids 
will be publicly opened and read aloud.  For 
more information, call (325) 657-4219 or visit 
www.sanangelotexas.us.

merchandise

 Appliances

KIRBY VACUUM 
KING SIZE AIR 
MATTRESS Kirby 
vacuum complete 
w/hoses & attach-
ments, clean and 
runs great $250. 
King size Mountain 
Air mattress w/ dual 
remotes, excellent 
condition $600. Call 
(325)396-2659

 Furniture/Household

1101 N. Chadbourne 
We Buy & Sell
Used Furniture!
325-227-6623
325-234-9533

3 HIGH back wooden 
swivel bar stools w/ 
cushions. excel. 
cond. $60. 653-5760

BLACK ENTERTAIN-
MENT Center in 3 
sections. NICE!! 
$250 OBO. 651-8229

MOVING SALE! Stand 
up freezer $140. 4 yr. 
old washer/dryer set 
for $475. Beautiful 
Mahogony computer 
desk $300. 277-6400

OAK DINING Table 
w/4 chairs. Light 
brn., 72x41, without 
leaf. $650. OBO. 
Call 325-617-9668

 Furniture/Household

Main St. Furniture
Little Place, Big Deals!

Same Owner, Same
Location for 39 Years.

103 N Main  657-0734
All New Furniture
Layaways Available!

~~~ SALE ~~~
reclining ends sofa & 
love $975; plush sofa 
& love $595; plush 
black sofa & love 
$799; 6 pc wood 
bdrm set $649; cherry 
sleigh bdrm set $949

PALE YELLOW love 
seat w/ twin hide-a-
bed. Brand new. 
$200. 482-8740.

RECLINING CHAIR 
Ladies size reclining 
chair very good con-
dition. $50. Call 
(325)651-8001

 Miscellaneous
 Merchandise

2011 JEEP PATRIOT 
BUMPER Replace-
ment for son’s jeep 
overseas but box is 
too big to ship inter-
nationaly New - still 
in box condition. 
$125. Call (325)617-
2976

3 sets of ASU nursing 
scrubs, 2 S, 1 M,  

excellent condition. 
$45/all. 315-3150.

4X6 all steel utility trail-
er, dump bed, new 
hitch, tires & lights. 
$325. 944-8756.

BLACK ENT. center, 
cabinets on both 
sides; total w/ 86” x d 
22. $400. 944-2424.

BLACK/ SILVER glass 
& mirror lighted curio 
5’7” w x 6’7 1/2” h. 
$400 obo. 944-2424.

ELECTRIC BARBIE 
JEEP 

with rechargeable 
battery $60. 

Call (325)949-1543

 Miscellaneous
 Merchandise

ONE LARGE seasoned 
cafe grill on stand, & 
a large galvanized 
vent hood. 361-765-
2569

Tattoo Kit- new, 
2 machines, ink, power 

supply, needles, 
case, everything! 

$200. 325-212-4635.

 Oil Field
 Equipment

1978 SKYTOP RIG. 
Sweet little rig, well 
maintained, tri-
scope derrick, sin-
gle/double, double 
drum, 8V71 Detroit, 
4460 Allison trans-
mission, tooled out 
and ready to work, 
asking $225,000. 
325-869-5506

 Pets - AKC/Purebred

“Lassie” Collies
Web site to view:

alphatexkennels.com 
Call 806-652-3458 FMI

AKC BOXER 
PUPPIES 

All colors $500. Call 
(432)264-0422

AKC MINIATURE 
Schaunzer white 
puppies- male & fe-
male,  dew claws re-
moved, tails docked, 
1st shots, groomed. 
$350 ea. 325-650-
4487.

AKC YORKIE Puppies
 & fullblood Chihuahua 

puppies for sale. 325-
718-4711; 212-1851

AKC YORKIE PUPS 
ready! Male & fe-
males, start at $500 
obo. 812-8503.

Australian 
SHEPHERD

AKC Aussies Pup-
pies for sale $200 to 
$400. We have 4 lit-
ters and all colors. 
www.candysauss-

ies.com For more in-
formation you may 

call 806-252-0312 or 
0313 or Home: 
806-657-4485     

German Shepherds
Web site to view:

alphatexkennels.com 
Call 806-652-3458 FMI
Golden Retriever Pups

Web site to view:
alphatexkennels.com 

Call 806-652-3458 FMI

 Sporting Goods

 Pets - AKC/Purebred

IF YOU’VE always 
wanted a little Yorkie 
puppy. Now’s your 
chance. Little bless-
ing puppies are ready 
now, will be purse 
size! Call now; don’t 
be disappointed. 
$600.  277-5137

MINI- SCHNAUZERS
born 6/1, 2 F, 2 M. 

$350/each. 
325-949-2042.

 Pets for Free
3 CUTE kittens to good 

home. 6 weeks old. 
650-1721

BARN KITTENS (3) 
weaned. Good for 

ranchers. 
325-835-6404.

GERMAN SHEPHERD 
mix, male to good 
home. 325-340-3506.

Male Cat- 8 yrs. old, 
neutered, de clawed, 
black, 18 lbs., indoor 
only. 656-1973.

Male cat- orange 
Tabby 10 mos. old, liter 

box trained. To good 
home. 325-451-4313.

MALE CHIHUAHUA, 
12 weeks old, house-
broken, free to good 
home. 325-763-2598

 Pets for Sale
FULLBLOODED GER-

MAN SHEPHERD 
puppies for sale. 
325-658-4055.

LOOKING FOR good 
loving home. 3 TOY 
AUSSIE female pup-
pies, 6 wks old. Reg-
istered, & have shots. 
325-396-4625 or 325-
456-9580

RED NOSED Pit
 puppies for sale. 
$50/ea. 227-5361. 

1163 E. 24th.

SCHNORKIE     
PUPPIES
Reg. Schnauzer 
mom, 
Reg. Yorkie dad, 
2 female/ 1 male 
$200. For more 
details call 
(325)226-0156

YORKIE PUPPIES
Registered w/ 
Pedigree- 1 fe-
male/ 1 male
DOB: 4-1-11 
$500. For more 
details call 
(325)226-0156

 Sporting Goods

public notices

announcements

 Found
CHOCOLATE LAB- 

old male found on 
Main St. Red collar, 
no tags. 340-3506.

FOUND LAB in Col-
lege Hills area. Call 
to identify. 949-4319

White female Lab w/ 
pink collar, no tags at 
2500 blk. W. Ave. N. 
763-3251 / 947-3020.

 Free 4 All
FREE STYROFOAM 

omaha steaks con-
tainers. 658-3244.

 Personals
ROOM FOR rent: 

Nice area near HEB. 
325-949-7583.

 Public Notices

 Request for Bids

 Public Notices

 Request for Bids

 Legal Notices  Legal Notices

 Public Notices

THE CITY of San Angelo is requesting bids on 
behalf of COSADC, for the sale of 8’ x 12’ x 
7’6” Used Walk-In Freezer. A Pre-Bid Walk-
Thru will be held at 69 N Chadbourne on 
Thursday, August 11, 2011 at 3:00 PM, 
CDST. Bid documents and specifi cations 
may be viewed in the Purchasing Depart-
ment, 106 S. Chadbourne, Room 204 or 
downloaded at www.sanangelotexas.us at 
no cost.  Bids will be accepted until August 
18, 2011/2:00 PM in the Purchasing Division 
at which time all bids will be publicly opened, 
and read aloud. For more information, call 
(325) 657-4220.

 Farm/Ranch Needs

*20’ AND 40’ Sea 
Containers For Sale or 
Rent. 325-234-0292; 

325-324-0295

20’ & 40’ Storage 
Containers, Clean & 
Tight,  Customization 

Available. Credit 
Cards Accepted.

Call 866-468-2791

DOZER & EXCAVATOR
Work- Grubbing, raking,

tanks, terraces, etc.
Over 30 yrs. exp. 

Troy Hoffman 
651-6879/656-9465 TJ.

651-6126/656-9338
Harold L. Stephens 

Residential, 
Commercial, farms, 
ranches, lands. Spe-
cialize in ranch sales.  

yrs exp. 656-7247.

SEA CONTAINERS
Largest  Inventory
     Prompt Delivery      
Cell: 325-656-7988

 Farm/Ranch
 for Sale

103 AC. Hunting ranch 
in Schelicher County 
between Eldorado & 
Christoval. Has Rus-
tic cabin, elec. Water 
is available by drilling 
a well. Ranch Realty 
325-656-1400

3695 ACRES
Sutton Co.

Hill Country; Oaks
Priced to Sell!
325-315-8775

568 ACRES. Improve-
ments incl. 3bdrm, 
2ba home built in ‘03. 
7mi north of Mertzon. 
Good hunting & 
ranching, 3 pastures 
plus cultivated fi eld. 
20x50 barn w/work-
ing pens. Mike 325-
450-2550 

       Ranch Land Co.
660 AC Exotics Ranch 

in Eden w/Axis, 
Blackbuck, Orix, & 
Whitetail, some Min-
erals to Convey 
$1650/AC. 234-0347 
Debbie@sallison

960 AC Millersview 
Ranch on Rolling 
Hills w/360degree 
views. Hunt, Ranch & 
more! $1495/AC. 
234-0347

Debbie@sallison.com

 Farm/Ranch
 for Sale

764 AC. Ranch near 
Robert Lee with Pro-
ducing Minerals, 
Wind Rights and Ad-
ditional 1400 AC. 
Hunt/Grass Lease to 
Convey $1295/AC. 
D e b b i e @ s a l l i s o n 
234-0347

CARLSBAD TX. 209 
acres. Excellent for 
development or live-
stock and hunting. 20 
minutes from San 
Angelo. Great Oppor-
tunity. Sammy Farm-
er 325-374-1810             
Ranch Land Co.

COKE COUNTY 305 
AC. 2 stock tanks, 3 
windmills, 3bdrm, 
2ba. 50 mi. from San 
Angelo. Pat D&D Re-
altors 277-4070

CONCHO AND Menard 
Counties. Near Eden, 
Tx. 1670 acres, com-
fortable house, good 
water. 7 pastures 
w/great deer, some 
exotics. One pasture 
is high fenced, some 
cleared country, 
hunting lodge. Ideal 
for cattle and hunting 
operation  Mike Do-
lan 325-450-2550 
Ranch Land Co.

CONCHO RANCH - 
298 acres 35 mi. east 
of San Angelo. Some 
improved grass. 11 
pastures. good cattle 
place. Very nice 
3bdrm/2ba dbl. wide 
and nice barn. Sam-
my 325-374-1810 
Ranch Land Co.

CREWS RANCH - 320 
acres  in NW Run-
nels Cty. Improve-
ments, cabin and two 
nice barns. Commu-
nity water, 2 surface 
tanks. Nice getaway. 
Leon Nance 325-
656-8978 

       Ranch Land Co.
DEER HUNTERS 170 

aces 6 miles North of 
Water Valley Located 
8960 FM 2034. Lots 
of very large deer & 
turkey. Remote 
w/Elec. close to prop-
erty line. Springs in 
the canyon run in 
normal rain fall years. 
Ranch Realty 325-
656-1400

HILLTOP RANCH - 1.7 
mi. from Robert Lee. 
Good water well. 
Good hunting.  Great 
for a family retreat. 
Sunni 325-234-2507 
Ranch Land Co.

 Farm/Ranch
 for Sale

DEER HUNTERS 69 
acres Tennyson, TX. 
fl at farm land Sur-
rounded by large 
pastures. Deer come 
to winter Wheat & 
feeders. Fenced, wa-
ter well w/pump, 
pens. Ranch Realty 
325-656-1400

HURLEY ROAD 
Ranch. 532 acres 

Near Robert Lee Tx. 
Approx. 80 acres cul-
tivated. Most fencing 

is new. Very good 
hunting. Cattle can 
be bought. Sunni 

325-234-2507
 Ranch Land Co.

HYLTON RANCH - 758 
acres. Excellent con-
dition, good water, 
very pretty. Near Hyl-
ton, Tx. Great hunt-
ing, nice camp 
house. Call Sunni         
325-234-2507 

        Ranch Land Co.
MINERALS & Royalty 

will come w/this 165 
AC irrigated farm 
joining the city limits 
of Eldorado, TX. 
small pasture w/good 
deer hunting. Call 
Wesley for informa-
tion on when the min-
eral will go to the 
buyer. Ranch Realty 
325-656-1400

SILVER PEAK Ranch - 
200 acres near Sil-
ver, Tx. Good hunt-
ing. Call Sunni 325-
234-2507 Ranch 
Land Co.

 Feed/Seed/
 Supplies

Certifi ed Wheat seed. 
Duster, Coronado, 
Tam 203, Doans, 
Greer. Holubec 
Seed, 325-456-7836.

 Miscellaneous

 Horses/Related
 Items

AQHA STALLION
Leo X3 & Sweet

Little Lena Breeding.
alphatexkennels.com
806-652-3458 FMI

 Irrigation

Veribest
Irrigation

Irrigation
Systems

The Choice is simple.
Authorized

T-L Irrigation Dealer.
325-655-2853

Toll free 877-565-4000
www.veribest
irrigation.net

 Land/Acreage
 for Sale

1.1 acres-  Zoned com-
mercial, high traffi c 
area. Great building 
site. #75089. 944-
3596 D&D Realtors.

2 ACRE bldg. site in 
Wall ISD. Presently 
used in farming, ag 
examption. #75101. 
944-3596 D&D Real-
tors.

4.81 ac. home site. City 
sewer & elec. at site. 
3200 blk. of Lake Dr. 
#75100. 944-3596 
D&D Realtors.

 Miscellaneous

to advertise, call 325-659-8355 or visit gosanangelo.com

trading posttrading post

 Garage Sale

 Concho Confetti
 O ffers  Es ta te Liqu id a tio n

 a nd  Es ta te Sa les .
 W ill a ls o  b u y o ne piec e

 o r ho u s efu l.
 374-1588 – 234-2977

garage salesgarage sales
to advertise, call 325-659-8355

 Hungry?

 Print 
 Money 

 Clip 
 coupons

 @
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CLASSIFIEDS

HOW TO REACH US!!

REACH 
30,000

READERS 
DAILY!

REACHING MORE THAN 30,000 READERS EVERY DAY!
THE PARIS NEWS CLASSIFIEDS... YOUR BEST BUY!

Office Hours: Mon-Fri 8am-5pm
By Mail By Phone By Fax At Our Office Online

903-785-8744 • www.theparisnews.com

Line Ads-
Tuesday-Friday 12 Noon  (the previous day)

Sunday - 12 Noon  (Thursday)
Monday -12 Noon  (Friday)

Display Ads-
Tuesday-Friday 5pm  (2 days prior)

Sunday - 5pm (Wednesday)
Monday - 12 Noon  (Friday)

DEADLINES

rrs TM

GARAGE SALES
List your garage sale 

with us!
✟   for 1, 2 or 3 days 
✟   for 1, 2 or 3 days    

 our 
 

• Must be prepaid * $2 per extra line

SPECIAL
Sell it today with our 
private party special

4 lines - 8 days $16
* For individuals only

LIST YOUR
BUSINESS

In The Paris News Business & 
Service Directory

4 lines - 1 Month   $32
An Affordable Way To Advertise!

215
Legal Notices

U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

Oncor Draft Habitat Conservation
Plan/Draft Environmental Impact

Statement

Public Hearing and Invitation to Comment

Tuesday, August 23, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM

Ruthe Jackson Center (Ballroom)
3113 S. Carrier Parkway
Grand Prairie, TX 75052

Wednesday, August 24, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM

Texas State Technical College (Center Semi-
nar Room)

300 Homer K. Taylor Drive
Sweetwater, TX 79556

Thursday, August 25, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM

Bellmead Civic Center (Senior Room)
3900 Parrish Street
Waco, TX 76705

Purpose:  Solicit public comments on the
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS)
and Draft Habitat Conservation Plan (DHCP)
as part of the proposed issuance of an En-
dangered Species Act (ESA) Section
10(a)(1)(B) Permit to Oncor for incidental take
of 11 federally listed species from activities
associated with maintenance and repair of ex-
isting facilities and installation and operation
of new facilities within Oncor's service area.
Hearings will begin with an open house from
5:30 to 6:00 PM, formal presentation from
6:00 to 6:30 PM, and open house with oppor-
tunity to provide written or oral comments until
7:30 PM.

Opportunity:  The Service, in cooperation
with Oncor, is also offering the opportunity for
a public hearing to provide citizens a forum to
present comments on the proposed action at
other locations within Oncor's service area.
The DEIS and DHCP, which include maps
showing the service area for the proposed ac-
tion, and other related information are avail-
able at http://www.oncor-eis-hcp.com/Draf-
tEISHCP.aspx or http://www.fws.gov/south-
west/es/AustinTexas/ and available for review
at the Service's Austin office at 10711 Burnet
Road, Suite 200, Austin, Texas 78758.  Addi-
tional Public Hearings will be considered upon
request.  Requests must be received by
Wednesday, August 31, 2011.  All requests
for a Public Hearing must be submitted in writ-
ing and should be sent via email to
FW2_AUES_consult@fws.gov or to the fol-
lowing address:

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Oncor DHCP/DEIS Public Hearing Request

Attention: Adam Zerrenner
10711 Burnet Road, Suite 200

Austin, Texas 78758

F o r  m o r e  i n f o r m a t i o n ,  v i s i t
h t t p : / / w w w . o n c o r - e i s - h c p . c o m /  o r
http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/Austin-
Texas/

215
Legal Notices

THE CITY OF
CLARKSVILLE

is accepting propos-
als for the preparation
of the citys 2011 FY
audit. Due to the dol-
lar amount of grants
involved within the
year, the city antici-
pates that single audit
requirements wi l l
need to be met.

Proposals must be re-
ceived at City Hall,
800 West Main
Street, Clarksville, TX
75426 by 5:00 PM
Friday August 12th. If
you desire further in-
formation relating to
the audit of the city,
please contact City
Manager Wayne Dial
or City Secretary Pen-
nye Hobbs.

INVITATION FOR
BID

The Housing Author-
ity of the City of Paris,
Texas hereby called
the “Authority” will re-
ceive bids for the re-
placement of me-
chanical HVAC ther-
mostats with preset
tamper proof digital
thermostats in 238
apartments and build-
ings until:

MONDAY AUGUST
22, 2011 AT 1:00
P.M.
T H E  H O U S I N G
AUTHORITY OFFICE
AT 100 GEORGE
WRIGHT HOMES
PA R IS ,  TEXA S
75460.

Immediately thereaf-
ter all bids will be
opened and read al-
lowed.

Proposed forms of
contract documents,
including plans and
specifications are on
file and available for
inspection at the of-
fice of the authority.

A certified check or
bank draft, payable to
the Authority, U.S.
Government Bonds,
or a satisfactory bid
bond executed by the
bidder and acceptable
surety.  The bid bond
shall be from a com-
pany which is “on the
U.S. Treasury Depart-
ments List, as an ap-
proved Surety Com-
pany” in an amount
equal to five (5) per-
cent of the bid shall
be submitted with the
bid.

Attention is called to
the provisions for
Equal Employment
Opportunity as set
forth in the docu-
ments.  Attention is
called to the fact that
no less than the mini-
mum salaries and
wages as set forth in
specifications must be
paid on this project.

The Authority re-
serves the right to re-
ject any or all bids
and to waive any in-
formality in the bid-
ding.  No bid shall be
withdrawn for a period
of ninety (90) days
subsequent to bid
opening.

THE HOUSING
AUTHORITY OF THE

CITY OF PARIS,
TEXAS

BENNY GOFORTH
MAINTENANCE
SUPERVISOR
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INVITATION FOR
BID
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INVITATION FOR
BID

The Housing Author-
ity of the City of Paris,
Texas hereby called
the “Authority” will re-
ceive bids for the re-
placement of me-
chanical HVAC ther-
mostats with preset
tamper proof digital
thermostats in 238
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ings until:
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P.M.
T H E  H O U S I N G
AUTHORITY OFFICE
AT 100 GEORGE
WRIGHT HOMES
PA R IS ,  TEXA S
75460.

Immediately thereaf-
ter all bids will be
opened and read al-
lowed.

Proposed forms of
contract documents,
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shall be from a com-
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ments List, as an ap-
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equal to five (5) per-
cent of the bid shall
be submitted with the
bid.

Attention is called to
the provisions for
Equal Employment
Opportunity as set
forth in the docu-
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called to the fact that
no less than the mini-
mum salaries and
wages as set forth in
specifications must be
paid on this project.

The Authority re-
serves the right to re-
ject any or all bids
and to waive any in-
formality in the bid-
ding.  No bid shall be
withdrawn for a period
of ninety (90) days
subsequent to bid
opening.

THE HOUSING
AUTHORITY OF THE

CITY OF PARIS,
TEXAS

BENNY GOFORTH
MAINTENANCE
SUPERVISOR

NOTICE OF PUBLIC
HEARINGS

Notice of Public Hear-
ings is hereby given
by the City of Reno:

Monday, August 29,
2011, at 6:00 p.m.,
the Planning & Zoning
Commission will hold
a public hearing at
Reno City Hall, 160
Blackburn Street,
Reno, Texas:

and on Monday, Sep-
tember 12, 2011 at
6:00 p.m., the Reno
City Council will hold
a public hearing at the
Reno City Hall, 160
Blackburn Street,
Reno, Texas, 75462,

Both Public Hearings
to consider a zone
change request from
Agriculture to R-1
Residential, at A853
W Skidmore Survey,
Tract 38-C, Acres
3.061, Pine Mill Rd.
as requested by Les-
lie Watson.

Property located
within the City of
Reno, County of La-
mar, and State of
Texas, Abstract No.
A853, within the cor-
porate limits of the
City of Reno, and be-
ing part of a called
13.620-acre tract of
land conveyed to
Fred Eatherly by deed
of record in Book 741,
Page 48, Lamar
County Real Property
Records.

A copy of the Zone
Change Request is
on file at Reno City
Hall. All persons inter-
ested in appearing
before the Planning &
Zoning Commission
and the City Council
are invited to attend
these public hearings
at the time and place
designated above.
Any opposition on this
Zone Change Re-
quest may be pre-
sented at the above
referenced meetings.

If you have any ques-
tions, please contact
our office at (903)
785-6581.

Respectfully,

Cara Hubbard,
City Secretary
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC
HEARINGS

Notice of Public Hear-
ings is hereby given
by the City of Reno:

Monday, August 29,
2011, at 6:00 p.m.,
the Planning & Zoning
Commission will hold
a public hearing at
Reno City Hall, 160
Blackburn Street,
Reno, Texas:

and on Monday, Sep-
tember 12, 2011 at
6:00 p.m., the Reno
City Council will hold
a public hearing at the
Reno City Hall, 160
Blackburn Street,
Reno, Texas, 75462,

Both Public Hearings
to consider a zone
change request from
Agriculture to R-1
Residential, at A853
W Skidmore Survey,
Tract 38-C, Acres
3.061, Pine Mill Rd.
as requested by Les-
lie Watson.

Property located
within the City of
Reno, County of La-
mar, and State of
Texas, Abstract No.
A853, within the cor-
porate limits of the
City of Reno, and be-
ing part of a called
13.620-acre tract of
land conveyed to
Fred Eatherly by deed
of record in Book 741,
Page 48, Lamar
County Real Property
Records.

A copy of the Zone
Change Request is
on file at Reno City
Hall. All persons inter-
ested in appearing
before the Planning &
Zoning Commission
and the City Council
are invited to attend
these public hearings
at the time and place
designated above.
Any opposition on this
Zone Change Re-
quest may be pre-
sented at the above
referenced meetings.

If you have any ques-
tions, please contact
our office at (903)
785-6581.

Respectfully,

Cara Hubbard,
City Secretary

225
Lost and Found

FOUND!!
a new cushion for a
chair/Sofa on  Fri. 8-5
Noon, fell out of a ve-
hicle on Church St.
Call 903-737-1920 to
describe.

FOUND!!
Dachshund at Colle-
giate Dr. in July. Call
to identify.
903-785-2788.

FOUND!!
Puppy. Bk/Wh. Male.
Beaver Creek, in
Powderly. Please call
903-739-2584

FOUND!!
set of keys at Lamar
Point. Call to identify.
903-905-4321

LOST!!
Black Bull in Jennings
area.  Lv. Msg.
903-785-2279 or
903-272-7919

LOST!!
or Stolen Tractor at
Novice. When tractor
is returned $3000 Re-
ward. No questions.
903-249-2963
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Public Notices

NOTICE
CLASSIFIED

POLICIES:

ERRORS & GEN-

ERAL POLICIES

The Paris News ad-
vertising policies are
intended to create
reader confidence in
ethical advertising.
We reserve the right
to edit, alter or decline
any advertisement.
We accommodate ad-
vertisers requests
whenever possible;
however, position can
not be guaranteed.
The Paris News as-
sumes no financial re-
sponsibility for typo-
graphical errors or
omission of copy. Li-
ability for errors or
omissions shall not
exceed the cost of
that attributable por-
tion of space. Please
check your classified
ad the first day.
Credit is allowable for
the first insertion only.
Advertisers, advertis-
ing agencies or
agents will assume all
liability for advertise-
ments published and
agree to assume any
and all responsibility
for claims occurring
therefrom against The

Paris News. If your ad
contains an error,
please notify The

Paris News Classified
Department during
bus iness  hou rs
Mon.-Fri., at (903)
785-8744 before 9
a.m. of the next day
of insertion of your
ad. Thank you for
your business!

Bus. & ProF. 
sErvicEs

335
construction/

repairs

“ REMODELING ?
drywall,!bed, tape and
texture, painting out-
side and inside.! big
or small. Call Dave at
903-715-3692.!

EmPLoymENt

400
Help Wanted/

General

MARKETING /
ADMISSIONS

COORDINATOR
Paris Health Care 

Center 
seeks motivated, 
highly organized, 

ambitious individual 
to assist with the 
marketing/admis-
sions process in 

our skilled nursing 
facility. Successful 

candidates will have 
excellent interper-

sonal, organizational 
and computer skills.  

Prior healthcare 
marketing experience 
a plus. Some college 

preferred. EOE/
MFHV. Fax cover 

letter & resume, with 
salary history to: 

(903)784-0606, or 
mail to Administrator, 

PARIS 
HEALTHCARE 

CENTER, 
610 DeShong 

Drive., Paris, TX 
75460

CHIC' HAIR  STUDIO
is seeking a! Licensed
Hairstylist for booth
rental.Contact Brooke
Hayes  903-783-0077
or 903-669-9359

COMMERCIAL
DRYWALL

JOURNEYMEN
Experienced in Metal
Stud Framing, Sheet-
rock, Grid Ceiling
Systems, Doors and
Hardware. Greenville
and Sulphur Springs
areas.  Also, need Ex-
perienced Commer-
cial Drywall Helpers.
Call 903-496-7844

DAYTIME INSIDE
SALES

Will hire two sales
people to work from
the Paris News news-
paper office for our
Newspaper in Educa-
tion sales campaign.
This is soft, relaxed
business to business
sales.   The average
salesperson earns
$400 to $600 per
week, for a 27 hour
work week. The dress
code is very relaxed
and casual. We prefer
a background in
“business to busi-
ness” selling! This is
not ad or subscription
sales, however if you
have previous experi-
ence in advertising
sales, I will give you
priority consideration.
I!m looking for moti-
vated, energetic, ar-
ticulate people, with
excellent communica-
tion skills. Call Mela-
nie at 903-785-8744
Extension 272.  We
return calls twice
daily.

EXPERIENCE
ROOFERS
NEEDED

903-272-0002

400
Help Wanted/

General

EXPERIENCE
AUTO TECHNICIAN

NEEDED
Must have experience
and references. Apply
in person Road Run-
ner Service Center &
Tire. 2735 N. Main.
Paris. NO PHONE
CALLS.

EXPERIENCED
IN HOME NANNY

NEEDED
for 9 month old baby.
4 days per week.
Must have previous
child care experience.
CPR certified. Refer-
ences. Must pass
background check.
Call 903-517-6623 for
more info.

HANDY MAN AND
RANCH JOB

7 years experience
Post high school.
$2,500 per month.
Must rent and live in
house on ranch. No
police record. No to-
bacco. No pets in
house. References &
drug test required.
903-782-8140. Call
8-10 PM.

400
Help Wanted/

General

SALVATION ARMY
THRIFT STORE

Looking for Part Time
(29 hours a week)
Store Clerk.  Apply in
person Mon-Fri  10-4
at  350 W. Kaufman,
Paris.

SCHOOL BUS
DRIVERS
NEEDED

Must be at least 18
years of age. Class B
CDL w/passenger en-
dorsement
Call for further re-
quirement information
Contact Philip or Patti
@! 903-737-2022

SERVICE
MANAGER

Must have experience
and references. Apply
in person Road Run-
ner Service Center &
Tire. 2735 N. Main.
Paris. NO PHONE
CALLS.

TUTORS WANTED
Volunteers. Want to
help adults read? Call
Lamar County Liter-
acy Council,

903-782-0424

400
Help Wanted/

General

SPEEDY STOP
NOW HIRING

Looking for Experi-
enced Cashiers, Man-
agers & Asst. Manag-
ers. Competitive Pay,

Flexible Hours.
APPLY NOW

E-mail or Fax Resume
to:

speedystop@live.com
or 903-782-9896

405
medical/Dental

ARISE HOME
HEALTH LLC

is a Medicare home
health agency quickly
growing in the North
East Texas Region.

We are currently 
recruiting

FULL TIME
and PRN positions 
for the following 

counties:
COLLIN, DELTA,

FANNIN, GRAYSON,
HOPKINS, HUNT,
LAMAR, RAINS &

ROCKWALL. We offer
competitive salaries,

hourly rates +
SIGN ON BONUSES...

Please email your 
resume

attn: HR/RECRUITING
to: 

HR@arisehomehealthllc.com
or FAX attention HR:

to: 888-611-9835.
We are looking for 

exceptional
staff with

excellent patient care
experience…. Be a
part of “the care that

changes lives”…
Seeking: FULL TIME
OR PRN - RN /Case
Managers), PT/ OT,
HHA’s & Home Care

Attendants/ Providers.
Arise is an EOE

employer.

BUSY MULTI-
PROVIDER

practice needs person
experienced in medi-
cal bil l ing/coding.
Must be able to meet
deadlines and handle
stress.
Send resume to PO
Box 6279 Paris TX
75461

SEEKING
 EXPERIENCED

MEDICAL
assistant for busy
medical office. Send
resume to 2655 N.E.
Loop 286, Paris, TX.
75460continued...

...from previous column

continued... continued...

...from previous column

...from previous column

Read The Paris News
Classifieds and get 
the best buys first!

903-785-8744 www.theparisnews.com
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MERCHANDISE
• Estate Sales
• Garage Sales
• Antiques, Art,

Collectibles
• Appliances-Home
• Auction Sales
• Bicycles, Supplies
• Books, Magazines
• Building Materials
• Camera , Telescope,

and Video
• China , Silver,

Tableware
• Computers, Accessories
• Cooling , Heating Equip
• Crafts/Hobbies
• Electronic Components
• Farm Equipment
• Flooring , Carpet
• Furniture - Home
• Gameroom Equip
• Guns, Rifles , Supplies
• Holiday/Seasonal
• Infant/Children Items
• Jewelry, Watches
• Lawn & Garden
• Machinery, Supplies
• Medical , Handicapped

Equipment
• Merchandise
• Musical Instruments
• Office Equip/Furn
• Pianos, Organs,

Keyboards
• Pools , Spas, Supplies
• Portable Buildings
• Restaurant, Bar,

Business Fixtures
• Sewing Machines
• Sporting Goods
• Stereos, CDs, Radios
• TVs, Access, Satellites
• Tickets-Sports/

Entertainment
• Tickets-Travel
• Tools , Shop Equip
• Warehouse Equip
• Wearing Apparel

Estate Sales

Garage Sales

Garage Sales

Antiques, Art,
Collectibles

Appliances Home

Auction Sales Auction Sales

Auction Sales

Building Materials

Computers &
Accessories

Farm Equipment

Flooring/Carpeting Flooring/Carpeting

Flooring/Carpeting

Furniture Home

Furniture Home

Gameroom Equipment

Guns, Rifles,
Supplies, Etc.

Warehouse Equipment

Jewelry, Watches Jewelry, Watches

Jewelry, Watches

Jewelry, Watches

Tickets - Travel

Miscellaneous
Merchandise

Tickets - Sports/
Entertainment

Musical Instruments

Pianos, Organs,
Keyboards

Portable Buildings

Restaurant, Bar,
Business Fixtures

Sporting Goods

LEGAL BIDS
& NOTICES

• Bankruptcy, Court Sales
• Bids and Proposals
• Legal Notices

Bids & Proposals

Legal Notices Legal Notices Legal Notices Legal Notices Legal Notices

Legal Notices Legal Notices

Dogs

Dogs

The city’s best
journalists have
been mobilized.

Download our new
iPad™ and iPhone® apps

at dallasnews.com

AKC German Shepherd Pup -
pies $600 5F & 4M ready for
a new home 8/21. Parents
are AKC & OFA certified
sire is Champion bloodline
P.O.S. 214-543-5616
See Pics Online @
Dallasnews.com

AKC German Shepherd
pups 9 wks old. 5 black &

tans, 2 solid white,
1st shots & wormed,
dew claws removed,
vet check, $300/each
903-537-2403

German Shepherd purebred
AKC Pups, police dog pa -
rents. Excellent guardians

and pets. Black/silver/
tan/white with papers, train -
ing books & leash +50lbs of
food. $350-$500 972-333-4394

Great Dane Big, beautiful
F mantles. AKC CH.lines.

Shots/worm/DC/health
guar.$800-$1200 Quality

can’t be beat! 405-760-6287

Great Pyrenees Pups,
Reg’d M $200/F $225
Hard to find guard dogs
8 wks old, s/w,
903-583-3527

Irish terrier pups,
AKC, 3 females, 2

males $600
(785) 568-2345

Jack Russell Terrier Shortie
Puppies, top quality English
& Irish bloodlines, UTD on
shots/wormed, parents on
site, $200 & up 940-366-9071

AKC quality LAB pups,
blacks & yellows, $350.
Ready 7/30. S/W/D, health
guarantee, microchipped,
AKC certified kennel.
940-366-1624 940-845-2051

Labradoddle Non-
shedding, multi-gen
A u s t r a l i a n
Labradoodles. Loyal

companions. Health Guar-
antee $650 817-776-0597 ww
w.aussiefarmlabradoodles.
net

Labradoodle Puppies
F1B, s/w/dew claws,

health guar, will be ready
Aug 22, 580-889-0718

Casey_0618@yahoo.com

Labrador Retriever pups,
8 wks, AKC Superior pedi -
gree, S/W, health guar.,
$900, already swimming,

Graham Farm 903-962-4828

Rare Beautiful Fox
Red Labs, Labradoodles,

Maltipoos,
legacy-labs.com

972-679-5720 / 972-896-6030

Adorable Lhasa Apso
puppies, AKC,

champ bloodline.
3M $350;

(903) 217-5466

Looking for a Puppy?
Research Breeds before

you buy
www.puppybuyerinfo.com
Or contact Trinity Valley
Belgian Sheepdog Club

www.trinityvalleybsc.com

Male Stud Service
Toy Poodle, White / Apricot
Reg’d GP/Duncanville Area

Call Cynthia 214-458-9713

UKC Maltese Male
Puppies, 8wks, $400/ea

214-563-4290
Yorkiesandpoms.com

Maltese, Maltipoos,
Morkie Puppies
shots/wormed,

MandLpuppylove.com
(940) 733-3423

Mini-Schnauzers
Beautiful Pups

http://web.me.com/b0b144/Sit
e/Mini_Schnauzers.html

j.b.schnauzers@gmail.com
903-522-2100

Mini Schnauzers,
CKC reg, 9wks, shots,

salt/pepper Females $250,
Greenville, TX 903-274-5252

Pekingese Puppies,
11 wks, M/F, various
colors, UTD shots.
Cash Only. (903) 413-1004

Poodle Double Champion
Bred AKC Standard Poo -

dle Puppies. Show quality.
2 stunning black females,
born 5/29/11. Raised in our

home with love. Denise
Trimpa 580-585-1634
TTrimpa@aol.com

www.TNTPoodles.com

Poodle miniture puppies. 5
months of age. Fully

vaccinated, spayed and
neutered. Crated trained.
3 males and 2 females.
Both cream and white.

Excellent tempermen and
quality very sweet and

loving. 580-591-3145 happy
hollowdvm@aol.com

Poodle Puppies , dob 6/22/11,
817-636-2826

southernbellejewels@
hotmail.com

see pics online

Reg. American Bulldog
pups 8 weeks several col-
ors brindle some w/blue
eyes $600 501-416-5175 dksta
ndridge211@yahoo.com

Reg Australian Sheppard
Pups. M/F. Ready in 6

weeks. $200 (806)930-9450

Reg Choc Labs 6 males
Hunting Bloodline $400
call-text-email 214-789-4057
pj5964@gmail.com for info
& pics

Rhodesian Ridgeback
AKC Home Raised 6M 2F

$400 405-222-2913
julieshrader@msn.com

ROTTWEILERS, AKC
German lines.Young dogs,
breeders & protection
prospects. r TAKING
DEPOSITS on new litter,
35 yrs same location.
Health guarantee. Several
generations on site. Leave
msg or email. $500-$800
(903) 880-3572
www.roselanekennel.com

Schauzners Mini
AKC, CJC clear eyes,
shots, Champion Ped -
igree, personality+

972-231-9227

Schnauzer Giant pups
AKC 2 Females, 4 Males,

Big & Black $600-800
(785) 568-2345

AKC Mini SCHNAUZERS
Solid, S&P, blk/white parti
Lifetime Health Guar.
DarlingPuppypatch.com
1-972-562-2575 McKinney

Antiques & Thrift Store Live Auction
Out of Business Live Auction

World Wide Live Auction Group has been
commissioned to liquidate this unique store to the

highest bidder. 500 total lots from complete contents of
shelves, We are working in conjunction with our Irving
Auction House.Many hard to find and collectible items
will be sold. Watches, jewelry, Furniture, Old Trains,
Fine Art, Rare prints, Shelving, Fine and collectible
glass and pottery, gondolas, Rare books, furniture,

China, sewing machines, Toys, to much to list. Be sure
to bring plenty of help, boxes and packaging materials

we will have 1 and a half days.
Charlie Smither TX LC 16636 Cash Check Visa and
MasterCard will be accepted there is a 13.5% BP

751 North Britain Rd. Irving, Texas 75061 Doors open at
8am. Wednesday August 10th, 2011 10am go to

http://www.worldwideauctiongroup.com for details

AUCTION: Witherspoon Estate
19862 CR 4048 Kemp, Tx 75143
Saturday August 13 @ 10am

Directions: U.S. Hwy 175 East to Kemp. Take Hwy 274
South to FM 3396. Turn west at Tolosa Feed Store. Go
about 4 Miles to CR 4048 to the First house on the Right

Tractor, Farm equipment, Tools, Yard equipment,
Sadde, Tack, Household items, Furniture, Appliances
Too Much to list go to our website www.auctiontac.com

To see the Full List & Pictures

Taliaferro Auction Company
P.O. Box 9 * Rosser Texas 75157 * TXS-039-006996

Chris Taliaferro (972) 486-3140 or (214) 674-8064
www.Auctiontac.com

HAND SCRAPED
Wood Floors $2.89 sf
214.535.7847

Schnauzer Standard pups,
AKC reg’d, 1 salt/pepper M

& 3 black F. To
approved homes. $1000 plus.
(785) 568-2345

Sheltie Puppy’s
AKC Registered, 8 wks.

$350 Call:
972-971-0896 / 903-316-0383

Sheltie pups, extra nice,
young adults still

available. Very Lovable.
903-664-2090

Starfireranch.50megs.com
Starfireranch@texoma.net

Shih-Tzu & Malta-tzu
Puppies, s/w,

health guarantee,
MandLpuppylove.com

940-733-3423

Siberian Husky Pups
CKC reg, 6wks,

black/white, w/blue eyes,
3 Females $300

(903) 474-1194

Tiny Teacups
Maltese,Yorkie, Morkie

Daisy, Shih Tzu, MaltiPoo,
Chihuahua, Poodle, Poms
Coupons For $100 OFF @
www.TexasTeacups.com
1-972-552-1989 or 898-8495

Vizsla AKC
8 wks, 4M $350/ea

S/W, health guar’d.
great companians,

ready to go 580-574-6075

Weimaraner AKC Reg. 1st
shots/tails/dewclaws/worm
ed 1M/2F 4/25/11 $200each
Cory580-920-6802 coryburk_

1@yahoo.com

Welch Terrier Pups AKC
Males & females, $900 up
337-224-7322 or 337-725-6141
sirwinstonkennel@aol.com

Whippets, adorable
puppies, brindle, fawn
w/white, POS, good

indoors. Loves childen,
$150. 903-887-8007

Yorkie AKC Puppies, Born
6/5/11. Tiny Champion Blood -
line. Rare party colors and car-
riers. S/W, vet checked. Family
raised $500up 972-551-3997

AKC Yorkie Pups Toy Size
7 wks 1st Shots & wormed
home raised, very social
M $350-F$400 972-843-4740

YORKIES -
Teacups. vet checked,

Shots and Wormed
pictures available

580-513-5062

ESTATE SALE
206 Sellmeyer Highland
Village 75077 Thurs-Sat

8/11-13, 8-5, revisit the 60s!,
midcentury galore, furn,

antq, authntc indian items
-thousands of arrow &

spearheads, glassware, ce -
ramics, collectibles,

books, tools, lawn equip,
33 huge wrought iron Eu-
ropean Castle gate pcs.

Cash only.

Plano Estate Sale
Aug 11-14 1617 Lake Side
Ln. 75023. 8-5pm. Furni-

ture Galore! Lawnmower,
TV, Dishes, Golf, Guns,
Exterior Door, Fabric,

Toys, Clothes, Antiques.

Plano Estate Sale
Aug 11-14 1617 Lake Side
Ln. 75023. 8-5pm. Furni-

ture Galore! Lawnmower,
TV, Dishes, Golf, Guns,
Exterior Door, Fabric,

Toys, Clothes, Antiques.

Turtle Creek, antiq furn,
crystal chandeliers, lamps,

glassware, misc.
4323 Irving Ave. Fri-Sun 9-4

214-521-5700

Forney, Tx 118 Rambling
Way 8am-4pm Friday-
Saturday crafts, other

misc

Frisco/Plano- 8700 Preston
Rd, Ste 103, Plano 75024,
Aug 10(10-7), Aug 11(10-4),
Aug 12(10-6), Aug 13(9-
noon) All stuff for kids!

Highland Park: 3868
Mockingbird Ln 75205, Aug
11th, 8a-3p. HH, children’s
clothes & toys, sports equip.

WANTED: Old Elec-
tronics & sound equip,

tubes, tube testers, micro-
phones, large speakers,

Altec AR, McIntosh, JBL,
EV, Dyna, Marantz, RCA,
Western Electric +USA
Stamps. 1-713-728-4343

Cash for Beatles Only,
Sealed LPs. Autographs.

Butcher covers, 60’s
Memorabilia, Promo Re-

cords. Call
(817) 705-4237

Must Sell several antique
items left from estate sale.
buffet, rolltop desk, wooden
ice box, baby buggy, much
more, cash only. 903-271-6653

NEAR NEW black or stain-
less side by side refridg’s,
freezers, WD’s, ranges,
dishwashers. 214-381-2718

Internet Auction--Moving
Sale! Whitesboro TX

Fish Boat, Equip Trailer,
Wood Working Equip,

Furn. Bidding Closes 8/18
www.JonesSwenson.com

GRANITE SALE
COUNTER TOPS
15 Colors $14.00/sqft
817-821-8321

fromangranite.com

BOLT UP METAL BLDS
30x30...$5400 30x40...$6400
30X60...$8400 Other Sizes
Can erect bldg & pour slab
We finance turn-key deals
Pictures/Brochure or Est.
972-263-3565

Â Â Â Â Â Â Â Â
HALIBURTON SALVAGE
5 acres of bldg materials.
Door factory including
custom doors. Laminate
flooring 69 cents sf., 3/4"
plywood $20. (903)-893-6629
Â Â Â Â Â Â Â Â

Laminate Flooring
25 yr warranty
3100 s/f, 85¢ s/f
(940) 365-0617

Eagle Steel Fencing
New 2 3/8 .140 wall 1.65ft
New 2 7/8 .140 wall 1.95ft

972-225-8138

Pentium 4 Computer
Window 7, DVD, burner
plus monitor, net ready,
delivery $110. 214-853-1427

1965 International Truck
Fleetstar 2000, 220 Cum-

mins, single axle rear end,
9 speed trans. Truck has
been reconditioned (very
clean) $6500 903-886-2577

T020 Massey w/5ft mower
25hp, 3.3 wide frnt, good
tires, 12V system, runs
good, $2150 903-886-2577

NEW
Carpet

12 Colors

99¢/sqft

installed w/ pad
817-368-0686

MATTRESS SALE
MUST SELL 58

Orthopedic Mattress Sets
Bought for Model Homes.

Still in factory carton.
Twin $89, Full $99,

Queen $119, King $149
(214) 920-9448

$$ Estate Broker PAYS CASH $$
Pocketwatches, l4K Gold, Sterling
Silver, Designer Handbags, Cars,
Furs, Rugs, Fine Watches, Crystal

469.569.2268 : lori469h@aol.com
WE BUY
GOLD
ROLEX
DIAMONDS

CALL MEL 972-490-6062
DIAMONDBROKERDALLAS.COM
A STORE YOU CAN TRUST

BUYING
COINS

Paper Money &
U.S. & Foreign

Call Mark!
214-734-1229

Temperpedic New
100% memory foam, retail

$1800, sell $595.
972-866-9457

-----------------------------------------
Queen Pillowtop

New, Still in plastic
w/ warranty: sell $159.

972-679-9692
-----------------------------------------
Sleigh Bedroom

New 5 pcs solid wood,
retail $2150 sell for $675.

972-661-3968
-----------------------------------------
Pillowtop King

Set, new in plastic
warranty can deliver

Sacrifice $179
972-866-9459

-----------------------------------------
û Queen Pillowtop û
Brand new, still in plastic

w/warranty, Sell $149
214-893-4465

----------------------------------------
Pillowtop Full

New w/wrnty, in plastic
$149. 972-661-3968

-----------------------------------------
û Pillowtop King û
set, New in plastic

w/wrnty, can deleiver $169
214-893-4465
-----------------------------------------

Thomasville Dining Set
110 inch ext., cherry wood,
hand carved legs, compan -
ion buffet w/marble top-6
drawers & 2 side doors,
matching Thomasville
mirror, like new. Cost

$8500 Asking $3500
972-567-6381

Like NEW
recliner/massaging
sofa & loveseat Microfiber
hipub back. $899/ OBO
972-317-1538
galvasrg@verizon.net

Sectional Sofa Love
Seat chase, pull out

bed, red fabric,
like new $1950

972-744-9635

Leather couch, loveseat &
chair all black. Flatscreen
TV cabinet w/DVD inserts.
Like New, $2100 for every-
thing. (972) 689-9054

DIVORCE SELL-OFF!
Bring your Truck. Like
new furniture for every
room. Low prices, Dallas
area. (770) 617-7578

QUEEN ANNE style
Mahogany collection by
Thomasville, $2000 OBO.

(972) 317-9944

SLATE POOL TABLE
Excellent Condition; Incl.
Accessories & Delivery
214-871-0255 or 214-522-0173
billiardandgamecompany.com

MESQUITE
Rodeo Show

∂ 1818 Rodeo Drive
∂ Sat Aug 13, 9-5

Sun Aug 14, 10-5
(817)-732-1194

û CA$H FOR û
RODS, REELS & LURES

RELOADING GEAR
GUN PARTS, KNIVES

AMMUNITION
û 214-356-8010 û

WANTED
Will pay cash for firearms

& reloading stuff such as:
powder, brass, dies, presses,

bullets, bullet molds,
primers, ammo.

Also gun related items.
(469) 446-6331

WE BUY GUNS
From One to

Entire Collections
(214) 486-9663

For Sale: Stainless steel
Walther 9mm PPKS. $450

214-202-8893

WANTED FOR CASH
Man’s & Ladies Rolex
D Diamonds D
Gold Jewelry & Coins

214-534-6584

ûEd’s Barber & Beauty û
Equipment. Antique Barber
chairs. Used beauty chairs,
buy 4 or more & receive

$discount$ Commercial Up -
holstery, Trade-ins welcome.

214-391-9631 214-808-2887

Private, Prestigious West
Plano Country Club - Full
golf. $26,000 - Price dra-
matically reduced. Call
214-683-8841 for details.

Pearl Flute 501 series
student flute, 5 years old,
used for 1 year. If new $6-
700, sell for $350 obo Call
(817) 296-8081 leave msg

û Custom 1951 Nocaster û
Fender Electric Guitar.
Mint Cond! W/ digitech
RP 355 modeling guitar
processor. 903-284-6985

HAMMOND ORGANS
Used B’s & C’s all play
and are in excellent cond.
Used Leslie speakers.

1-800-682-4225

Individual Wants to Buy
from a Private Owner a

Steinway B in great condi -
tion. Pics to: mark@gtfrea
lty.com 214-522-5700 ext 3

BUILT ON SITE
12x16 .................. $1,995
12x24.....................$2,595
16x32 .................. $3,995
20x40 .................. $5,995
24x28 (pictured) $7,995

3/4" plywood flrs & 8’ walls
serving DFW area since 1980
214-557-6415
AMAZING! 8X12 $1195;
12X16 $1995; 12X32 $3295.
16X32 $4595, 20x40 $6995,

2 story cabin $3995. Garag-
es & Decks. 20x24 carport
$1995, tons of references

Rodney 972-768-6036
amazingbuildings.info

WOOD BUILDINGS
10 x 16 - $1449 12 x 24 - $2250

(214) 869-1703

Closed My Restaurant
Must Sell Everything!

Tables, Chairs, Work ta-
bles, Grill, Fryer & more.
(972) 377-6765

Master Built 2 door Glass
Freezer. List - $12,000

Asking - $1,800.
Ask for John 214-803-6556

û CA$H FOR û
RODS, REELS & LURES

RELOADING GEAR
GUN PARTS, KNIVES

AMMUNITION
û 214-356-8010 û

INDIVIDUAL BUYING
GOLF CLUBS

HUNTING & FISHING
EQUIPMENT
214-534-6584

Luxury suite in the ring of
honor at Cowboy Stadium,
seats 20, incls living area
w/seating + 3 flat screen

tv’s. Full svc wet bar, incl
lrg fridge, private R.R. +
4 blue lot pking + 1 RSVP
pking for all events, locat -
ed very close to main en-
trance. Xtra’s incl college
football, BigXII chmps,

Cotton Bowl & more! Reg.
$150,000/year, asking

$120,000 for more info
Call 325-340-0158

COWBOYS STADIUM
SUITE, Silver Level,
15 game tickets
w/opt for 5 more tickets,
5 VIP parking passes
Selling 50% interest
in suite for $1 Million
Call 325-669-0912
Off: 325-691-1085

spapipe1@aol.com

∑∑∑∑∑∑∑∑∑∑∑∑∑∑
∑ BUYING ∑
∑COWBOYS ∑
∑ LSU û OREGON ∑
∑ 214-563-2568 ∑
∑∑∑∑∑∑∑∑∑∑∑∑∑∑

COWBOYS TICKETS
Sec: C-206 Row 8 Seats 3-6
No Pre-Season or Detroit

games. Lot 12 parking
pass +Club included

MUST BY ALL $10,050
817-291-6078

LSU v. OREGON Tickets
DALLAS COWBOYS -
ALL Locations Avail!!!
Texas Rangers Tickets

ALL Concerts 214-821-9011
www.ticketsource.com

4 Cowboy Season Tickets
$200 ea. half season or full

Sect 144, row 18.
817-829-5848

2 Dallas Cowboys tickets
to each preseason game,
Silver level, section C339,

Row 13, Seats 9&10
903-216-1118

Airline Tix Voucher
Anywhere, International

50% OFF
Economy & Firstclass
avail. (646) 464-8747

Dallas Cowboy Season
Sect 230, row 9, seats 9-12.
$8000. Phone: 972-759-3735

50 % Off
First & Business Class
Tickets to Europe,
Asia, Australia etc.

Also
AMERICAN AIRLINES
MILES WANTED
323-839-3055 or
jhddon@aol.com

Buying AMEX Points For
My Personal Use Only!
Top Dollar Paid
Give Us A Call
PK 214-762-9084

Round Trip Air Transportation
+2 Days & 2 Nights for 2
adults to Las Vegas
Or Orlando $795
972-546-7577 Going Fast

We Buy AIRLINE Frequent
Flier Miles- 800-883-5937

flyfirstclass@hotmail.com

DISCOUNT AIRFARE
WE BUY MILES / VIP’S
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2011 Property Tax Rates in
Dallas County School Equalization

This notice concerns 2011 property tax rates for Dallas County School Equalization. It presents information about
three tax rates. Last year’s tax rate is the actual rate the taxing unit used to determine property taxes last year.
This year’s effective tax rate would impose the same total taxes as last year if you compare properties taxed in
both years. This year’s rollback tax rate is the highest tax rate the taxing unit can set before taxpayers can start
tax rollback procedures. In each case these rates are found by dividing the total amount of taxes by the tax base
(the total value of taxable property) with adjustments as required by state law. The rates are given per $100 of
property value.

Last year’s tax rate:
Last year’s operating taxes $15,886,817
Last year’s debt taxes $0
Last year’s total taxes $15,886,817
Last year’s tax base $158,868,170,000
Last year’s total tax rate 0.01000/$100

This year’s effective tax rate:
Last year’s adjusted taxes (after subtracting taxes on lost property) $15,826,307
÷ This year’s adjusted tax base (after subtracting value of new property) $154,733,668,114
= This year’s effective tax rate 0.010228/$100
(Maximum rate unless unit publishes notices and holds hearings.)

This year’s rollback tax rate:
Last year’s adjusted operating taxes (after subtracting taxes on lost property and $15,826,307
adjusting for any transferred function, tax increment financing, state criminal
justice mandate, and/or enhanced indigent health care expenditures)
÷ This year’s adjusted tax base $154,733,668,114
= This year’s effective operating rate 0.010228/$100
x 1.08 = this year’s maximum operating rate 0.011046/$100
+ This year’s debt rate 0/$100
= This year’s total rollback rate 0.011046/$100

Statement of Increase/Decrease

If Dallas County School Equalization adopts a 2011 tax rate equal to the effective tax rate of $0.010228 per
$100 of value, taxes would increase compared to 2010 taxes by $78,026.

Schedule A – Unencumbered Fund Balances

The following estimated balances will be left in the unit’s property tax accounts at the end of the fiscal year.
These balances are not encumbered by a corresponding debt obligation.

Type of Property Tax Fund Balance
General Fund $3,409,633

Schedule B – 2011 Debt Service

The unit plans to pay the following amounts for long-term debts that are secured by property taxes. These
amounts will be paid from property tax revenues (or additional sales tax revenues, if applicable).

Principal or
Contract Payment Interest to be Other
to be Paid from Paid from Amounts

Description of Debt Property Taxes Property Taxes to be Paid Total Payment

Debt Service $0 $0 $0 $0
Total Required for 2011 Debt Service $0
– Amount (if any) paid from funds listed in Schedule A $0
– Amount (if any) paid from other resources $0
– Excess collections last year $0
= Total to be paid from taxes in 2011 $0
+ Amount added in anticipation that the unit will collect only 100.00% of its taxes in 2011 $0
= Total Debt Levy $0

This notice contains a summary of actual effective and rollback tax rates’ calculations. You can inspect a copy
of the full calculations at 500 Elm Street, Dallas, Texas 75202.

Name of person preparing this notice: John RAmes, Dallas County Tax Assessor/Collector
Date Prepared: July 26, 2011

NEW & USED
Pallet Rack and Shelving
û Buy or Sell û
817-498-7500

Warehouserack.com

PO #1265-5241/DO 297259

CITY OF DALLAS
CONSTRUCTION

ADVERTISEMENT
FOR BIDS

Sealed bids will be
received at the Office of
Purchasing Agent of the
City of Dallas, 1500
Marilla St., Room 3FN,
Dallas, TX 75201, until
1:00 p.m. on Thursdays.
The Bids will be publicly
open at 2:00 p.m. on
Thursdays in the Express
Business Center, Rm
L2ES at City Hall. Bid
Openings can also be
viewed on the City of
Dallas Webcasting
Website
(www.dallascityhall.com
click on City Meetings).
Bid titles, department
and dates of public
opening are listed below.
Bid packets and plans
and specifications may be
obtained from the
department. For
alternative plans and
specifications pick up
site, please contact
department.

"DALLAS ARBORETUM
SURFACE PARKING"
Park and Recreation
Department, 1500
Marilla, Room 6FS,
Dallas, TX 75201, pre-
proposal conference will
be held on August 18, 2011
at 9:30 a.m. at Dallas
Arboretum, Camp House
Dining Room, 8617
Garland Road, Dallas,
TX (MAPSCO#37-R).
Enter at Garland Road /
Lakewood Drive traffic
light and park to your
right. Costs for plans and
specifications for a CD
purchase of $16.00 (check
or money order) (deposit
is non-refundable) or
$50.00 (check or money
order) (deposit is
refundable if returned
within 10 working days of
the date of the bid
opening). Contact: Vhee
Anastacio @ ph#214/670-
4109, e-mail:
vhee.anastacio@
dallascityhall.com,
Bid Opening Date:
August 25, 2011
Bid Due Date: August 25,
2011

"CULVERT
IMPROVEMENTS ON
COOMBS CREEK AT
IRWINDELL BLVD AND
RUGGED BRANCH AT
ELMWOOD BLVD" Pre-
Bid meeting will be held
on Thursday, August 11,
2011 at 10:00 a.m., at 320
E. Jefferson Blvd., Room
300. Attendance of all
prospective bidders is
strongly encouraged.
Plans and specifications
may be obtained at the
Oak Cliff Municipal
Center, 320 E. Jefferson
Blvd., Room 307, Dallas,
TX 75203. Cost for Plans
and Specifications is
$15.00 per set (non-
refundable). Sets can be
purchased by Cashier’s
Check or Money Order,
made payable to City of
Dallas. For information
regarding this project,
contact Milton Brooks,
214-948-4250.
Bid Opening Date:
August 18, 2011
Bid Due Date: August 18,
2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service

Oncor Draft Habitat
Conservation Plan/Draft
Environmental Impact

Statement
Public Hearing and

Invitation to Comment

Tuesday, August 23, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM

Ruthe Jackson Center
(Ballroom)

3113 S. Carrier Parkway
Grand Prairie, TX 75052

Wednesday,
August 24, 2011

5:30 PM to 7:30 PM
Texas State Technical

College (Center Seminar
Room)

300 Homer K. Taylor
Drive

Sweetwater, TX 79556

Thursday, August 25, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM

Bellmead Civic Center
Auditorium

(Senior Room)
3900 Parrish Street

Waco, TX 76705

Purpose: Solicit public
comments on the Draft
Environmental Impact
Statement and Draft
Habitat Conservation
Plan as part of the
proposed issuance of an
Endangered Species Act
(ESA) Section
10(a)(1)(B) Permit to
Oncor for incidental take
of 11 federally-listed
species from activities
associated with
maintenance and repair
of existing facilities and
installation and operation
of new facilities within
Oncor’s service area.
Hearings will begin with
an open house from 5:30
to 6:00 PM, formal
presentation from 6:00 to
6:30 PM, and open house
with opportunity to
provide written or oral
comments until 7:30 PM.

For more information,
visit http://www.
oncor-eis-hcp.com/ or
http://www.fws.gov/south
west/es/AustinTexas/

DEPARTMENT OF
HOMELAND SECURITY

FEDERAL
EMERGENCY

MANAGEMENT
AGENCY

Proposed Base Flood
Elevation Determination
for the City of Garland,
Dallas County, Texas,
Case No. 11-06-2614P. The
Department of Homeland
Security’s Federal
Emergency Management
Agency solicits technical
information or comments
on the proposed Base (1-
percent-annual-chance)
Flood Elevations (BFEs)
shown in the Flood
Insurance Study (FIS)
and/or on the Flood
Insurance Rate Map
(FIRM) for your
community. These
proposed BFEs are the
basis for the floodplain
management measures
that your community is
required to either adopt
or show evidence of
having in effect in order
to qualify or remain
qualified for participation
in the National Flood
Insurance Program
(NFIP). For a detailed
listing of the proposed
BFEs and information on
the statutory period
provided for appeals,
please visit FEMA’s
website at
https://www.floodmaps.fe
ma.gov/fhm/Scripts/bfe_
main.asp, or call the
FEMA Map Information
eXchange toll free at 1-
877-FEMA MAP.

NOTICE OF PUBLIC
HEARING

In accordance with
Subchapter Z, Chapter
152.905 Local Government
Code V.A.C.S., notice is
hereby given that the
254th, 255th, 256th, 301st,
302nd, 303rd and 330th
District Courts will
conduct a public hearing
on August 22, 2011, at 1:30
p.m. in the courtroom of
the 303rd District Court

p.m. in the courtroom of
the 303rd District Court
located on the 4th floor,
George L. Allen, Sr.,
Courts Building, 600
Commerce St., Dallas,
Texas.

The purpose of this
hearing is to receive
testimony and set Fiscal
Year 2012 compensation
for the Official Court
Reporter positions of the
above mentioned District
Courts.

ICI CONSTRUCTION,
INC., a Dallas based
General Contractor is
soliciting
Subcontractors/Suppliers,
Minority-Owned Business
(MBE), Historically
Underutilized Business
Firms (HUB) and
Woman-Owned
Business/Enterprise
Firms (WBE) for
competitive bids on the
following project:
Buckeye Trails
Commons, a local Dallas
Housing Authority
project. General
Contractor proposals are
due on August 25, 2011 at
3:00 PM and we would
like all subcontractor
and supplier bids by close
of business August 24,
2011. Please contact ICI
Construction at (972) 715-
7784 for further
information.

CLIA Notice to the Public
Sanction against

Donald Blair, II, MD,
Laboratory Director

Donald Blair, II, MD, PA
CLIA Certificate Number

45D09728401032943

The Centers for Medicare
and Medicaid Services
under the Clinical
Laboratory Improvement
Amendments of 1988
(CLIA) imposed the
following sanction against
the above laboratory
located at 221 West
Colorado Blvd, Suite 431,
Dallas, TX 75208;
revocation of its CLIA
certificate effective July
19, 2011. The sanction was
due to the prohibition of
an individual to own or
operate a laboratory once
a CLIA certificate has
been revoked.

(Answers tomorrow)
MINCE NUTTY BLOTCH WARPEDYesterday’s Jumbles:

Answer: The space station astronaut was so into his
book that he couldn’t do this — PUT IT DOWN

Now arrange the circled letters
to form the surprise answer, as
suggested by the above cartoon.

THAT SCRAMBLED WORD GAME
by David L. Hoyt and Jeff Knurek

Unscramble these four Jumbles,
one letter to each square,
to form four ordinary words.

GUSNW

KREYP

DLADOE

CSOMOH

©2011 Tribune Media Services, Inc.
All Rights Reserved.
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Application has been made with the
Texas Alcoholic Beverage
Commission for a Wine Only Package
Store Permit by THIRTY
THIRTYONE INC. DBA BOTTLE &
BREW, to be located at 1914 Skillman
St, Dallas, Dallas County, TX 75206.
Officers of said corporation are:
Deepak Kumar, President/Secretary
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Help Wanted
Part-time farm labor needed on 
Saturdays and Sundays. Call 915-
525-2162.

**********
Immediate opening for a FULL-
TIME nursing positions for home 
health care.  Excellent benefits and 
pleasant working environment.  No  
experience required, will train.  For 
more information please contact 
Ava Gerke, DON at 432-445-3330.

**********
Immediate opening for a FULL-
TIME certified home health aide 
for home health care. For more 
information please contact AVA 
GERKE, DON at 445-3330.

**********
Immediate opening for a FULL-
TIME Office Secretary for home 
health care.  Excellent benefits.  
Pleasant working environment.  
For more information please 
contact Irma Castillo at 432-445-
3330.

**********
Vacuum truck drivers 
needed,experience preferred,drug 
testing required,clean driving 
record,good benefits,competitive 
pay. Call 432-943-2385 or come by 
107 Spur 57 in Wickett,Texas.

**********
Nurses Unlimited Inc. is seeking 
enthusiastic attendants to assist 

Legals

RUSSELL CELLULAR
IS CURRENTLY ACCEPTING 

APPLICATIONS FOR THE POSITION OF

WIRELESS SPECIALIST
PECOS, TEXAS

SEE CAREERBUILDER.COM FOR DETAILS!
KEYWORD: RUSSELL CELLULAR

Pecos Enterprise

                   

BELL U STORAGE
2118 W. 3rd St.        432-445-4071

LONESTAR STORAGE
(Next to DPS) Several Sizes
Call 432-448-1238 Box 545

LONGHORN STORAGES
6 Locations - 12 Sizes
Pecos & Monahans

Arizona - Cedar C&O - 
Walthall - ABC -Sandhills

Call 432-940-8699

S&G STORAGE
Brand New Building
(Next to Golf Course)

Call 432-448-1918 / 432-940-1607

Friaco's Custom Jewelry
Quality Jewelry @ Great Prices!
1115 S. Stockton, Monahans, TX

432-943-9090. 
Hours: M-F 10 am-5 pm; Closed Sat. 

Extended Holiday Hours

KEYS

JEWELRY

STORAGE

PLUMBING
Barmore Plumbing M-8871

Residential & Commercial
Plumbing, Ditching

2204 Bickley 432-447-2513
STILL LOCATED IN PECOS

**************************

**************************

**************************

Business 
Directory

KEYS MADE WHILE
YOU WAIT AT

BROWNLEE HARDWARE

CLASSIFIEDS

PECOS ENTERPRISE, Friday, August 19, 2011

NO. 3317P

IN THE ESTATE OF

JAMES LEROY BATEAS 
a/k/a
JIM BATTEAS,

DECEASED

§

IN THE COUNTY COURT

OF 

REEVES COUNTY, TEXAS

NOTICE OF CREDITORS

Notice is hereby given 
that original Letters of 
Independent Administration 
for the Estate of James Leroy 
Bateas a/k/a Jim Batteas, 
Deceased, were issued on 
August 9, 2011, in Cause No. 
3117P, pending in the County 
Court of Reeves County, 
Texas, to: Carolyn Batteas.

All persons having claims 
against this Estate which is 
currently being administered 
are required to present them 
to the undersigned within 
the time and in the manner 
prescribed by law.

Copy of Real Estate Listings 
available Ac me Realty Co., 212 
W. 3rd St. Call 432-445-4814.

**********
3BR 2Bath 1418 sq ft house for 
sale in Pecos. Needs work. Buy it 
and fix it - then live in it, sell it, 
or rent it out. Asking $36k but I 
am negotiable. Sorry, no owner 
financing. Call 512-695-4218. 

House for Sale

Mobile House 
for Sale

2 bdrm, 1-1/2 bath house. On demand hot 
water heater, water well, storage building, 
whole house brand new. Sold with extra lot 
next to it. Must see to appreciate. 511 S. Eddy. 
No owner financing.

Call (254) 424-8992

HOUSE FOR SALE

Handyman Eddie Grady
Blown-in insulation special. 

Call for quote.

Call (254) 424-8992

HOME IMPROVEMENT

MR Direct Care: Responsible for training clients 
in work and social related skills. Required to work 
varied hours as necessary to meet individual's 
needs/schedules. Performs homemaking 
and respite services. Provides Residential 
Support Services, Support Housing Living, or 
Respite Services in compliance with HCS or 
ICF standards and in compliance with Texas 
Department of Health Standards part-time and 
full time positions. $8.20 an hr. ($655.85 bi 
weekly $17,052 annually) Salary Dependent 
on experience.

Applications may be obtained at 525 S. Oak or 
by calling 1-800-687-2769 or visit our web at 
www.wtcmhmr.org. E.O.E.

clients in the home with personal 
care, meal prep., and light 
housekeeping. Criminal history 
& background checks. P-T. E.O.E. 
Call Codee @ 1-800-458-3257.

**********
Truck Drivers Wanted for 
immediate hire. Class A or B CDL 
license required, at least 2 yrs exp. 
preferred, for innovative concrete 
company in Presidio County.  Great 
opportunity for motivated hard 
workers to advance with rapidly 
growing company.  Send resume 
to robertwkeith@gmail.com.

**********
Pecos Nursing Home is needing 
cooks. Apply in person @ 1819 
Memorial Drive.

**********

c/o DOUGLAS H. FREITAG
ATTORNEY AT LAW
401 50TH STREET, SUITE A
LUBBOCK, TEXAS 79404

DATED: the 15 day of August, 
2011.

Douglas H. Freitag
Attorney for Carolyn 
Batteas
State Bar No.: 24027255
401 50th Street, Suite A
Lubbock, Texas 79404
Telephone: (806) 368-8714
Facsimile: (806) 368-8715

To be published in the Pecos 
Enterprise on August 19th, 
2011.

CITATION BY 
PUBLICATION

Clerk of the Court
Pat Tarin
Reeves County District 
Clerk
Reeves County Courthouse
Pecos, Texas 79772

Petitioner’s Attorney
Ted Hollen
The Casey Professional 
Building
20624 F.M. 1431, Suite #9
Lago Vista, Texas 78645

THE STATE OF TEXAS

NOTICE TO RESPONDENT: 
“You have been sued. You 
may employ an attorney. If 
you or your attorney do not 
file a written answer with 
the Clerk who issued this 
citation by 10:00 a.m. on the 
Monday next following the 
expiration of forty-two (42) 
days after you were served 
this citation and petition, 
a default judgment may be 
taken against you.”

TO: G.U. MCCRACRY, 
E.C. HIGGINS, AND THE 
UNKNOWN HEIRS OF 
G.U. MCCRARY, AND E.C. 
HIGGINS

You are hereby commanded 
to appear by filing a written 
answer to the Plaintiff’s 
petition at or before 10:
00 o’clock a.m. of the first 
Monday after the expiration 
of 42 days from the date of 
the issuance of the citation, 

the same bring Monday, 
SEPTEMBER 12, 2011, at 
or before 10:00 o’clock a.m., 
before the 143RD DISTRICT 
COURT Of Reeves County, 
at the Courthouse in Pecos, 
Texas.

Said Plaintiff’s petition was 
filed on 07/25/2011 in Cause 
Number 11-07-19934-CVR, on 
the docket of said court, and 
styled

BOBBY A. BURCHARD ET 
AL
VS
G.U. MCCRARY, E.C. 
HIGGINS ET AL

A brief statement of the 
nature of the suit is as 
follows, to-wit, cause of 
action involves title to lands 
in Reeves County, Texas and 
is a suit to cancel a Warranty 
Deed dated April 5th, 1920, 
recorded in Volume 55, Page 
186, of the Deed Records of 
Reeves County, Texas, or, in 
the alternative, to establish a 
limitations title to the herein 
after described real estate. 
The Northwest 1/4, of the 
Northwest 1/4, of Section 27, 
Block 58, Public School Land 
Survey, in Reeves County., 
as is more fully shown by 
Plaintiff’s petition on file in 
this suit.

If this citation is not served 
within ninety (90) days after 
the date of its issuance, it 
shall be returned unserved. 
The officer executing this 
writ shall promptly serve 
the same according to the 
requirements of law, and 
the mandates thereof, and 
make due return as the law 
directs.

Issued and given under my 
hand Seal and said Court at 
office Pecos, Texas, on this 
26th day of July, 2011.

ATTEST: PAT TARIN, 
DISTRICT CLERK
REEVES COUNTY, TEXAS
143RD DISTRICT COURT

By: Amanda Montanes, 
Deputy Clerk

To be published in the Pecos 
Enterprise on August 5th, 
12th, 19th, & 26th 2011.

U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service

Oncor Draft Habitat 
Conservation Plan/Draft 
Environmental Impact 
Statement

Public Hearing and 
Invitation to Comment
Tuesday, August 23, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM
Ruthe Jackson Center 
(Ballroom)
3113 S. Carrier Parkway

Grand Prairie, TX 75052

Wednesday, August 24, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM
Texas State Technical College 
(Center Seminar Room)
300 Homer K. Taylor Drive
Sweetwater, TX 79556

Thursday, August 25, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM
Bellmead Civic Center 
(Senior Room)
3900 Parrish Street
Waco, TX 76705

Purpose: Solicit public 
comments on the Draft 
Environmental Impact 
Statement (DEIS) and 
Draft Habitat Conservation 
Plan (DHCP) as part of the 
proposed issuance of an 
Endangered Species Act 
(ESA) Section 10(a)(1)(B) 
Permit to Oncor for 
incidental take of 11 
federally listed species from 
activities associated with 
maintenance and repair 
of existing facilities and 
installation and operation of 
new facilities within Oncorís 
service area. Hearings will 
begin with an open house 
from 5:30 to 6:00 PM, formal 
presentation from 6:00 to 
6:30 PM, and open house 
with opportunity to provide 
written or oral comments 
until 7:30 PM.

Opportunity: The Service, in 
cooperation with Oncor, is 
also offering the opportunity 
for a public hearing to 
provide citizens a forum to 
present comments on the 
proposed action at other 
locations within Oncorís 
service area.  The DEIS and 
DHCP, which include maps 
showing the service area 
for the proposed action, and 
other related information 
are available at http:
//www.oncor-eis-hcp.com/
DraftEISHCP.aspx or http:
//www.fws.gov/southwest/es/
AustinTexas/ and available 
for review at the Serviceís 
Austin office at 10711 Burnet 
Road, Suite 200, Austin, Texas 
78758.  Additional Public 
Hearings will be considered 
upon request.  Requests must 
be received by Wednesday, 
August 31, 2011.  All requests 
for a Public Hearing must 
be submitted in writing and 
should be sent via email to 
FW2_AUES_consult@fws.gov 
or to the following address:
U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service
Oncor DHCP/DEIS Public 
Hearing Request
Attention: Adam Zerrenner
10711 Burnet Road, Suite 
200
Austin, Texas 78758

For more information, 
visit http://www.oncor-
eis-hcp.com/ or http:
//www.fws.gov/southwest/es/
AustinTexas/.

To be published in the Pecos 
Enterprise on August 9th and 
19th, 2011.

Public notice is hereby 
provided in accordance 
with Chapters 32, 52, and 
53 of the Texas Natural 
Resources Code, specifically 
Section 52.186, as the same 
provides for the leasing 
of certain minerals when 
the owners of the soil are 
unavailable to act as the 
state's agent for leasing oil 
and gas or other minerals 
under the relinquishment 
Act. A diligent search has 
been conducted in the public 
records of Reeves County, 
Texas which has determined 
that the owner(s) of the soil 
cannot be determined or 
located for (legal description) 
SECTION 36, BLOCK 58, 
ABSTRACT NO. 3622, TWP. 
2, T&P RR CO. SURVEY, 
REEVES COUNTY, TEXAS, 
CONTAINING 660.0 ACRES, 
MORE OR LESS, shown by 
the Deed records in Volume 
368, Page 818, of Reeves 
County, Texas, being 660.00 
acres, more or less. Failure 
of such owner(s) of the soil to 
come forth with notification 
to the General Land Office, 
state of Texas, c/o Minerals 
Leasing Division, 1700 N. 
Congress, Rm. 600, Austin, 
Texas 78701, within 30 days 
of this notice shall deem said 
owner unavailable to act as 
the state's leasing agent and 
the state's mineral interest 
shall be subject to lease 
for the applicable minerals 
under the procedure 
provided by Subchapter B 

of Chapter 52 of the Natural 
Resources Code.

To be published in the Pecos 
Enterprise on August 16th, & 
19th, 2011.

Notice of application for a 
Commercial Fluid Injection 
Well Permit:

Henderson & Erickson, 
Inc., 410 N. Main, Midland, 
Texas, 79701 is applying to 
the Railroad Commission 
of Texas for a permit to 
inject fluid into a formation 
which is Non-Productive of 
oil and gas. The applicant 
proposes to inject fluid into 
The Delaware formation 
in the (Wildcat) field in 
the Covington #1 well. The 
proposed commercial salt 
water disposal well is located 
approximately 5 miles North 
of Orla, Texas. Fluid will be 
injected into Strata in the 
subsurface depth interval 
from 4200 to 4700 feet.

Legal Authority: Chapter 
27 of the Texas Water Code, 
as amended and statewide 
rules of the oil and gas 
division of the Railroad 
Commission of Texas. 
Requests for a public hearing 
from persons who can show 
they are adversely affected 
or requests for further 
information concerning any 
aspect of the application 
should be submitted in 
writing within fifteen (15) 
days or publication to the 
Environmental Services 
Section, oil and gas division, 
Railroad Commission of 
Texas P.O. Box 12967 Capital 
Station, Austin, Texas 78711 
Telephone (512) 463-6792.

To be published in the Pecos 
Enterprise on August 19th, 
2011.

NOTICE OF APPLICATION 
FOR FLUID INJECTION 
WELL PERMIT

Mesquite SWD, Inc., P.O. Box 
1479, Carlsbad, NM 88221 is 
applying to the Railroad 
Commission of Texas for a 
permit to inject fluid into a 
formation productive of oil 
and gas.

The applicant proposes to 
inject fluid into the Delaware 
formation, from the Jalapeno 
Lease, Well #1, Sec. 214, Blk. 
34, H&TC RR Survey, Ward 
Co., TX, formally the China 
Lake SWD #1.  The proposed 
injection well is located 5 
miles N of Barstow, Texas, 
in Ward County.  Fluid will 
be injected into strata in the 
subsurface depth interval 
from 4500' to 7469'.

LEGAL AUTHORITY:  
Chapter 27 of the Texas 
Water Code, as amended, 
Title 3 of the Texas Natural 
Resources Code, as amended, 
and the Statewide Rules of 
the Oil and Gas Division of 
the Railroad Commission of 
Texas.

Requests for a public hearing 
from persons who can show 
they are adversely affected, 
or requests for further 
information concerning any 
aspect of the application 
should be submitted in 
writing, within fifteen 
days of publication, to the 
Environmental Services 
Section, Oil and Gas Division, 
Railroad Commission of 
Texas, P. O. Box 12967, 
Capitol Station, Austin, 
Texas  78711 (Telephone 
512/463-6792).

To be published in the Pecos 
Enterprise on August 19th, 
2011.

On Saturday, August 20th. 
Starting at 8:00 a.m. at Bell 
Storage 2118 West 3rd St.

Garage Sale

Pecos 
Enterprise

324 S. Cedar
has 2 drawers 
full of personal 
photos. Please 

come by and pick 
up your photo.
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Owner Finance
$1500 Down
3 bedroom, CHA, 
Cityview Schools, 
1618 Las Vegas.

$622/monthly.
(940)631-1985

PRICE REDUCED
Owner Finance.
1107 Douglas,

Electra TX. 4 bedroom,
1 bath, $22,500.
940-882-0713

Owner Financed
103 E Emerald.

Iowa park. 2 bedroom, 
1bath, $25,000.
940-882-0713

 1774602

 or at
 TimesRecordNews .com

 Look for your new 
 house in the 

 Times Record News 
 Real Estate 
 Classifieds

 Ask about Texas 
 Group Buys!

22349 FM 1954
3 Bedrooms,  2317 
Sq.Ft. Holliday, 
Great country home 
on FM 1954 in Holli-
day. Spacious rooms 
with elevated ceil-
ings, large windows, 
and tremendous stor-
age space. The isolat-
ed master suite is 
one of the highlights 
of this wonderful 
home. New paint and 
new kitchen appli-
ances along with re-
cent central heat and 
air and water heaters 
give this property the 
updates that you are 
looking for. See pic-
tures on landsoftex-
as.com listing id 
977435. Call us at 
940-224-4094 or 
940-224-4020. $205,900
TRN270219

Owner Finance in 
Iowa Park 

3/1.5, Brick  CHA,  
Great Neighborhood, 

$620/mon, $3000 down
906 Van Horn
(940)704-5540

REDUCED- 3/2 
manufactured home 
on 21 acres, new AC, 

fenced backyard, 
needs some work. 

Private and peaceful, 
near Kamay. $59,000. 

(940)704-9749.
TRN270502

 Times Classifieds
 Hire, Sell & Buy all in one place!

Cabin at Lake Kemp 
on Moonshine side.

2 bedrooms, 1 bath, 
utility room, most 

furniture goes with sale.
Carport to hold 3 

vehicles. Has extra size 
lot for no additional 

charge. Access to lake 
right out backdoor.
Great raft for great 

swimming fun 
All this for only 

$40,000 or reasonable 
offer considered.
Call For more info 

(940)357-9226
TRN269982

Lake Nocona waterfront 
property with pier, 3 lots, 
8' fence, 30' mobile 
home on cement slab, 
28' 5th wheel, 3 large 
cement slabs, shower 
house, electricity, water 
pump to each unit, 
$90,000. (940)766-6033
TRN270221

3 bed, 2 bath, 1,064 sq 
ft mobile home with 

detached shop  (25X30) 
with covered parking 
and lot all for sale.

Located in Iowa Park.
$22,000. (940)733-1100

TRN270251  
TRN270252

Solitaire Energy Star 
Home (2016Sq.Ft.) 

3BR/2BA, Huge living 
room, 2x6 exterior walls 

on 16"centers, 1/2" 
sheetrock throughout, 

5/8" Grade "A" plywood 
floors standard!! 

Delivery, set-up & AC 
Installed all included for 

$81,719. Lic#33028
Call (940)767-2238

Solitaire Royal Series 
Home (1568Sq.Ft.) 

3BR/2BA, 2x6 exterior 
walls on 16" centers, 

1/2' sheetrock through-
out, 5/8" Grade "A" Ply-
wood floors standard!! 
Delivery, Set-up & A.C.
Installed all included for 

$63,929. Lic.#33028
Call (940)767-2238

 Business/Commercial 
 Property for Sale

GREAT LOCATION! 
Six unit mall, four

rented, adjacent SAFB, 
6000 sq.ft.

with .57 acres.
High car and foot 
traffic from base.

Priced to sell 
at $150,000 firm.

Call: 321-537-5155

GREAT LOCATION! 
Commercial garage,
adjacent SAFB, 2300 
sq. ft. with .43 acres.

High car and foot traffic 
from base. Priced to 

Sell at $125,000 firm.
Call: 321-537-5155

 205099

 BBB.org
 or call

 940.691.1172

 Contact the
 Better Business
 Bureau to check 

 the reliability 
 of a company.

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Oncor Draft Habitat Conservation Plan/Draft Environmental 

Impact Statement
Public Hearing and Invitation to Comment

Tuesday, August 23, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM

Ruthe Jackson Center (Ballroom)
3113 S. Carrier Parkway
Grand Prairie, TX 75052

Wednesday, August 24, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM

Texas State Technical College (Center Seminar Room)
300 Homer K. Taylor Drive

Sweetwater, TX 79556

Thursday, August 25, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM

Bellmead Civic Center (Senior Room)
3900 Parrish Street

Waco, TX 76705

Purpose: Solicit public comments on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement (DEIS) and Draft Habitat Conservation Plan 
(DHCP) as part of the proposed issuance of an Endangered Spe-
cies Act (ESA) Section 10(a)(1)(B) Permit to Oncor for inciden-
tal take of 11 federally listed species from activities associated 
with maintenance and repair of existing facilities and installation 
and operation of new facilities within Oncor's service area. Hear-
ings will begin with an open house from 5:30 to 6:00 PM, formal 
presentation from 6:00 to 6:30 PM, and open house with opportu-
nity to provide written or oral comments until 7:30 PM.

Opportunity: The Service, in cooperation with Oncor, is also of-
fering the opportunity for a public hearing to provide citizens a 
forum to present comments on the proposed action at other loca-
tions within Oncor's service area.  The DEIS and DHCP, which 
include maps showing the service area for the proposed action, 
and other related information are available at
http://www.oncor-eis-hcp.com/DraftEISHCP.aspx or
http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/AustinTexas/ and available for 
review at the Service's Austin office at 10711 Burnet Road, Suite 
200, Austin, Texas 78758.  Additional Public Hearings will be con-
sidered upon request.  Requests must be received by Wednesday, 
August 31, 2011.  All requests for a Public Hearing must be sub-
mitted in writing and should be sent via email to 
FW2_AUES_consult@fws.gov or to the following address:

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Oncor DHCP/DEIS Public Hearing Request

Attention: Adam Zerrenner
10711 Burnet Road, Suite 200

Austin, Texas 78758

For more information, visit http://www.oncor-eis-hcp.com/ or 
http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/AustinTexas/

NOTICE TO
CREDITORS

Notice is hereby giv-
en that original Let-
ters Testamentary 
for the Estate of 
George Pete Thomas, 
Deceased, were is-
sued to Richard Dow-
dy on July 20, 2011 
under Docket No. 
28990-F in the County 
Court at Law  #2 of 
Wichita County, Tex-
as.  Claims may be 
presented in care of 
the attorney for the 
estate, addressed as 
follows: Richard 
Dowdy, Independent 
Executor c/o Michael 
Scott Zimmerer, 
P.C., 110 Broadway, 
Ste. 510, San Antonio, 
TX 78205 Tel. 
(210) 224-7660.  All 
persons having 
claims against this 
estate, which is cur-
rently being adminis-
tered, are required to 
present them within 
the time and in the 
manner prescribed 
by law.

 205099

 BBB.org
 or call

 940.691.1172

 Contact the
 Better Business
 Bureau to check 

 the reliability 
 of a company.

Sealed bids ad-
dressed to Purchas-
ing Agent, City of 
Wichita Falls, for 
furnishing F.O.B., 
Wichita Falls, Texas 
the following:
BID # 11-53  1 each 
60,000 GVW CAB & 
CHASSIS
Plans and specifica-
tions are available on 
request at the Pur-
chasing Agent's Of-
fice, Room 202 Me-
morial Auditorium, 
1300 7th Street, 
Wichita Falls, TX, or 
the City web site 
www:wichitafallstx 
.gov.  Bids will be re-
ceived at the office of 
the Purchasing Agent 
until 1:30 PM, AU-
GUST 22, 2011 and 
publicly opened and 
read aloud at that 
time.
The City reserves the 
right to accept or re-
ject any and all bids, 
or parts thereof, and 
to accept that offer 
considered most ad-
vantageous to the 
City.
204-6450
Peggy Gahagan
Purchasing Agent, CWF

 761-5151
 The Classifieds

Sealed proposals will 
be accepted by Mid-
western State Univer-
sity for “Tunnel Ceil-
ing Repairs”, until 
2:00 P.M., Wednes-
day, August 31, 2011, 
at the Purchasing 
Department, 3410 
Taft Blvd., Daniel 
Bldg., Rm. 202, 
Wichita Falls, Texas. 
A MANDATORY
Pre-Bid Conference 
will be held on Au-
gust 17, 2011, at 10:00 
AM in the Prothro-
Yeager Building, 
Room 203, located on 
the Midwestern State 
University campus, 
3410 Taft Blvd., 
Wichita Falls, Texas. 
MSU reserves the 
right to accept or re-
ject any or all bids 
received.

ROOFING HOME REPAIR

COMPETITIVE PRICES
R.L. BOLLINGER - 940-631-4701

WICHITAROOFING
ANDCONSTRUCTION

-LICENSED AND BONDED-
322-2124

SM
ALL

O
R

LAR
G

E
JO

BS

C
ER

A
M
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TI

LE

TRN246746

T
R
N
24

67
45

Certified Instructor
New & Renewal Classes

Call Kathy

851-6079

T
R
N
24

67
47

WE BUY
Rare Coins, Bullion,
Gold/Silver Scrap

BEVERLY COIN SHOP
Coin-Precious Metal Brokers

White’s Metal Detectors
Authorized Dealer

beverlycoin@att.net
(940) 723-1792

Corner 10th & Beverly Since 1971
T
R
N
246749

MULTI - PROCESS
WELDING.

*LICENSED
*BONDED
*INSURED

GILL WELDING
& FABRICATION

(940) 631-2373(940) 631-2373

T
R
N
246748

Otis Refrigeration 
Services

Air Conditioning, 
Heating • Refrigeration

Lic # TACLB01833C 
OKLA # 109585

4722 Jacksboro Hwy
Wichita Falls TX 76302

(940)692-OTIS
Fax: (940)692-6857

Sales, Service &
Installation.

Serving 
Texoma since 1996

TACLB15668E.
Call 696-9255

TACLB 020410E
940-733-0946

Fast & Friendly Service 
at reasonable pricing! 

Save 30% on your 
electric bill, install 

3 Ton 14 Seer 410A 
Comfort Maker, $3900.

Also save 25% by 
adding 1' insulation 

in your attic! 
Call JR Heating and 

air Conditioning.

 Times Classifieds
 Hire, Sell & Buy all in one place!

Free Pet Photo with 
1st Groom.

National Award Winning 
Groomer, 15 yrs exp.

Open Tues-Fri by 
Appointment

7900 Seymour Hwy
www.annettemcneil.com

Linda's Detail
Hand wash & wax, Buff 

3M Perfit-it System, 
motor cleaned, all 

interior cleaned with 
Auto Magic. Starting at 
$65.00. (940)322-7626

PAINT AND 
BODY

Individual with 
shop at home can 
save you money 

on your next 
paint/body needs. 
767-3799 Danny

Registered 
Child Care

•Clean, Christian home
• 20 years experience
•References available   

•Several openings
940-228-5727,
214-405-2990.

Registered Childcare
My home. 

Monday-Friday
630am-11pm

Saturday, 2pm-11pm 
CPR First Aid 

Certified. CCAS. 
(940)696-1973

Precision CS LLC.
Scheduled for time?

Let us do your cleaning.
Are you on a tight 

budget? Then check 
out our new contract 

cleaning service.
A great team with great 

results. Saving you 
money. References 

Available.
940-692-1977 
940-249-1687

Sweeping Beauty
Cleaning & Personal 
Assistant Services
• Interior Decorating

"Job done right...
to your delight!"

Dependable-Honest
House & Office 

Cleaning, Errands, 
Organization Help.

References Available
940-781-6315

Beverly
Coin Shop
Buys Gold & Silver

• Jewelry     .
• Dental       .
• Rare Coins

Highest Prices
Paid!!!

++++++++++
Whites Metal Detectors

Authorized Dealer

(940)723-1792
10th & Beverly Since 1971

BUYING
GOLD 
and

SILVER
COINS

Local 888-3832
Gene Wheeler
Authorized Coin 

Broker
gwcoins@classicnet.net

CATANO CONCRETE 
CONSTRUCTION

Free estimate, Concrete 
work, Privacy fence, 
Brick and Dirt Work 

Commercial and 
residential.

License and bonded.
Contact: Gilbert Catano 

(940)237-4130
Salvador Rodriguez 

(940)337-9281 or sal-
life2000@yahoo.com

Philippians 4:13

Deco Construction
Concrete, stucco,  fencing, 

patio covers, 
metal buildings, carports.  
Lic., bonded, & insured! 

Free Estimates 
940-337-4416

Pharris Concrete
Patios, Driveways, 

Walkways, Porches, 
Decorative Concrete, 
Stamped & Stained

Chris Pharris
(940)733-1170

B&L
Maintenance

Carpentry; 
small  & large jobs.
Work Guaranteed

Free Estimates
Call 723-2337

Reliable 
Construction 
Demolition

Do you need that 
structure torn down and 

hauled off?
Call Orlando Sosa

(940)337-2350

 Times Classifieds
 Hire, Sell & Buy
 all in one place!

 The Service Connection
 761-5151

WNW General
Contractors 

Quality & Satisfaction 
Guaranteed!

We do it all! Ceramic 
tile, wood floors, vinyl 
siding, roofs, concrete, 
baths/kitchen, carports, 
patio covers, windows, 
doors, drywall, painting, 
and plumbing, Call for 

free estimate & 
references.

Call Will
940-704-0524

CONTRACTORS
Father and Son, 
specializing in 
Kitchen and Bath 
Remodeling, For-

mica and solid surface 
counter-tops. Sheetrock 
Repair, Professional 
Painting. WE Do The 
Work!! Reasonable 
Rates, References in 
Wichita Falls, Iowa Park, 
Burk, Oklahoma. Li-
censed, Bonded, and In-
sured.

Billy & Scott Wilson
867-2436, 691-1432

Professional Home 
Remodeling 

and Additions
For Free Estimates 
call Elvin Dudley at 

Homes of Distinction
Insured License Bonded

940-692-6290

Rowland &
Donnell

Homes
40 years plus building
and remodeling. New

Homes. Add-ons. 
Dependable, honest
contractors. Free

consultation. 692-1904.
Insured. Bonded.

Backhoe 
Tractor Work

Most Types of  
Gravel and Sand. 

Dump Truck &
Light Demolition.

Paul Ward 
(940)636-6789

Clean Thornberry 
Topsoil, Gravel. 

Dump Truck, mow-
ing, demolition, back-
hoe, front end loader, 
gravel driveways, 
box blade, Brush hog, 
Hauling. 

DIRTWORKS
(940)782-6168
(940)322-6419

Longo Stone
Driveway gravel, top 

soil and fill dirt.
Delivery & Spreading 
Compare our 

prices.
Member BBB
940-691-7625

 Ask about Texas 
 Group Buys!

Dozer Work 
Fence lines/pastures 

cleared, Tanks Dug and 
Cleaned out.

Acreage/Lots mowed.
Very reasonable rates.

Call (940)613-1364

Electrical 
Problems?

Commercial/Residential
Lighting, Outlets, Fans

Senior Discounts.

(940)235-9353

 Fences & Fencing
Holliday Fencing

& Welding
Barbwire, Pipe, 

Privacy Fences, ETC.
Cheapest prices 

around, guaranteed!
Free Estimates

(940)631-6789

All types of fence
Whitaker 
Fencing

barbed wire, 
pipe, etc.  

940-631-5336

 Firearm
 Instruction

CHL Class, $75.
New Shooters Welcome

Weekday Evenings & 
Weekends Available.
Defensive Pistol and 

Carbine Classes. Private 
Lessons, Gift Certificates 

Available.
Schedule your class today!

Call for renewals.
Marvin (940)636-1979
www.redriverchl.com

Concealed 
Handgun Classes

Certified Instructor
New &  Renewal 

Classes, Also Ladies 
Only Classes. Gift 

Certificates available
Call Kathy 

940-851-6079
940-867-3028

Point Blank CHL
Concealed handgun 

classes and ladies only 
classes. Free pre-class 

training for new shooters.
Get more from your CHL 
classes. Call us Today.

TX Certified Instructors.
Chris: (940)257-5509

Heather: (940)257-5510
POINTBLANKCHL.com

Split Oak
Firewood

Delivered/stacked.  
We accept Master-

card and Visa. 
Call 592-4237

 Go Surfing

 TimesRecordNews .com

Refinish wood floors, 
repairs & installations.
Also install laminates, 

tile & pre-finished 
flooring.Free Estimates

940-447-7500

Reliable 
Foundation 

Repair
pier and beam, slab

concrete piers.
Best price around -- 

call me last!
Orlando Sosa
(940)337-2350

Slab and Pier 
& Beam

Free Estimates 
Same day evaluation 

Preferred Realtor 
Program 

Lifetime Transferable 
Warranty 

Senior Citizen 
Discount 

(940)337-8200
FOUNDATION REPAIR

Solid Rock 
Foundation Repair
Concrete slabs; Steel 
piers. Residential; 
Commercial; Level-
ing.  Work guaran-
teed.  940-761-4276.

Bacon's 
Remodeling

We provide quality, 
professional 

remodeling & 
home repair

Jobs Large or Small
782-4703 or 

782-4729

Willett's Handy Service
We do it all from ad ons, 

remodels, windows, 
interior and exterior 

painting, also staining 
and finishing. All types 
of wood work, interior 

or exterior. etc.
Free Estimates 
(940)872-0763

Cleanout garages,
sheds, vacant lots,

Rent houses,
foreclosures. Tractor 
work, dirt  removal,

brush hog,
demolition. Also 

Handyman. *free est.* 
Senior Discount

940-569-5635

Ibarra's Moving 
Hauling & 

Clean-up Service. 
Haul Lumber, limbs, 
painting, appliances, 

gutters, clean storages/ 
garages, Tear downs. 

We also Build Fences! 
Concrete. Big or small, 

Low rates. 
Senior/Summer Discounts
733-4017, or 733-4047

 Automobile Heaven

 TimesRecordNews .com

 House
 Leveling

Slab and Pier & 
Beam

Free Estimates 
Same day evaluation 

Preferred Realtor 
Program 

Lifetime Transferable 
Warranty 

Senior Citizen 
Discount 

(940)337-8200
FOUNDATION REPAIR

"Professional Work at an 
Affordable Price!"

Tree trimming & stump 
removal, rototilling, plant 
grass & seed, hedges & 

flower beds, leaves & 
lawn Maintenance, gut-
ters, ALL HAULING & 

clean up, moving, handy-
man. Free Est.~Senior 

Discount 100% Satisfac-
tion Guaranteed!

Michael (940)631-8968

Miguel Rocha
Mesillas Landscape 

Service
Professional in trimming 
trees and mowing lawns.
We also do gardening, 

how ever you want them.
We do everything in 

landscaping.
(940)444-7852 or 
(940)237-0673

1 Amazing lawn!
FREE ESTIMATES!

940-235-2378
•DEPENDABLE service
•QUALITY work
•FREINDLY attitude
•FAIR prices

MOW, WEEDEAT, 
EDGE, TRIM 

SHRUBS AND LIGHT 
HAUL OFFS.

Full service, year round 
lawn care.

CALL GREG!
940-235-2378

A Great Deal!!!
Whitaker Lawn Care

& Tree Trimming
Comm'l & Res'l. 

Mowing, weedeating, 
edging, hedges. 

Large or small lots. 
Insured. References.

Reasonable Rates. 
(940)631-5336

 Metal Buildings

GillWelding & 
Fabrication

Commercial/Residential 
buildings.

Multi - process 
welding. Structural 
Metal Fabrication, 

Steel Erecting. 
*Licensed *Bonded 

*Insured (940)631-2373
www.gillwelding.net

 761-5151
 The Classifieds

R.L. Tate's Painting
Fully Insured
Com. & Res.
Will paint ext.

electrical boxes & 
conduits to match veneer.

FREE ESTIMATES!
Rodney Tate

(940)704-0092 
(940)631-2207

WILLY'S PAINTING 
General Contractor

Interior/Exterior
Residential/Commercial
Painting, Drywall, Tape 

and Bed, Texture,
Windows, privacy 

fences, All flooring.
Roofing.

Licensed & Bonded
Free Estimates.
(940)782-4063

A BETTER POOL 
SERVICE

Specializing in: Salt 
Water and Chemical 
Systems Service and 
Maintenance. We are:
Fast-Safe-Effective-

Reliable
References Available!

Call 940-642-3955

 Produce
Charlie-Thornberry 

Farmers Market
Downtown W.F.

8th & Ohio
Tues.Thurs.Sat.

7:30-1:00
Pecans, okra, onions, 

cucumbers, honey, 
potatoes, black eyed 

peas, tomatoes, turnips, 
squash, cantaloupes and 

watermelons.
www.wichitafalls

farmersmarket.com

AAA Quality 
Roofing

Specializing in new 
Roofing and Repairs, 
Composition & metal. 

Licensed/insured/bonded 
Residential/Commercial. 
Church/Senior discounts.  

References. Free Esti-
mates, 30yrs experience. 

Contact Wayne Curtis   
940-781-8184, 782-3441

Affordable Replace-
ment Windows. 
F i n a n c i n g  
available. Free 
Estimates. 
Rance Hogue. 
940-692-9596.

MATASKA 
ROOFING

Bobby  Mataska 
Owner. Specializing 
in all Roofing, siding 
and construction 
needs. Senior dis-
counts.Family owned 
& operated over 40 
years.FREE ESTI-
MATES.  691-5722.

Ray Mataska
Roofing

All Types Roofing, 
FREE ESTIMATES
940-733-8809

 The Service Connection
 761-5151

Wichita Roofing 
& Construction 

Licensed, bonded, in-
sured. Residen-
tial/commercial. Re-
pairs. Vinyl siding 
and insulation.   Free 
estimates. 322-2124, 
631-4701.

Circular Saw 
Sharpening

Regular Blades: $4.00
Carbide Blades:

$5.00 - $10.00 & Up.
Call Richard

(940)696-8297 
(940)337-7491

 Sheet Metal

Custom  Sheet 
Metal

Pre-Fab, Roof Jacks, 
Chimney Flashings,  

Plenums, Duct Lining 
available. Custom or-
ders always welcome! 

Gage Metal 
Industries

940-723-5578

 Tile/Porcelain 
 Contractors

Southerland Tile
"Shower Pan Specialist" 

Floors, kitchen 
splashes, tub sur-
rounds, shower re-

models, patios, 
porches, regrouts 

and sealer.
Free estimates. 

Fully insured work. 
Jody   642-9316

Longo 
Tree 

Service
Take down and removal, 
mistletoe removal, tree 

trimming, stump 
grinding, 57' bucket 
truck for your safety, 
insured, Senior citi-

zen discount. 22yrs exp.
940-691-7625

Aaron's Tree 
Service

Professional 
Service & Equipment.

Trimming or Total 
removal. Free Estimates 

& reasonable prices.

631-6008

DINO'S
Professional Tree
and Landscape
Specializing in tree 
pruning/removals, 

stump grinding, lawn 
service, landscape 

maintenance! 
940-636-8695

Hugo's Tree & 
Landscaping

Mowing, Tree trim,  
shrubs/hedges, 
Fencing, stump 

grinding, clean-out 
hauling 

Senior/Summer Disc.
733-4017 or 733-4047

Smith's Lawn 
& Tree Service
Serving WF since 

1986•Certified tree 
care specialist 

tree trimming or 
removal

Our quality 
workmanship 
shows all over 

town! 
Comm./Res.

licensed • insured
940-855-1023
940-613-1909
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DEAL of the Day

254-751-0008

Visit our Showroom 

windowworldwaco.com

6912 WOODWAY DR.

254-751-0008

Visit our Showroom 

windowworldwaco.com

6912 WOODWAY DR.

“Having Window World’s support “Having Window World’s support 

again this year is tremendous.”again this year is tremendous.”

-John Andretti-John Andretti-John Andretti

“Having Window World’s support 

again this year is tremendous.”

TM

Home of the  
$189

WINDOWWINDOW

Home of the  Home of the  
$$189189

WINDOW

AUTO of the Day

(254) 662-3610MoveToMiller.com

74K miles, Sporty & Fun

$14,995$14,995
+TT&L

2004 FORD MUSTANG 2004 FORD MUSTANG 
GT CONVERTIBLEGT CONVERTIBLE

North on I35 across from Outlet MallNorth on I35 across from Outlet Mall
Hours: Mon-Fri 9am - 7pm • Sat. 9am - 5pmHours: Mon-Fri 9am - 7pm • Sat. 9am - 5pm

HILLSBOROHILLSBORO
254-582-2525254-582-2525
1-800-299-23781-800-299-2378

Home of theHome of the
STANLEY STANLEY 
LIFETIME LIFETIME 

WARRANTY*WARRANTY*
*ENGINE & A/C WARRANTY FOR LIFETIME AT ALL STANLEY 

DEALERSHIPS ON MOST VEHICLES. NORMAL MAINTENANCE APPLIES.

SHOP 24/7 AT www.stanleyhillsboro.com

CHRYSLER•DODGE•JEEP•RAMCHRYSLER•DODGE•JEEP•RAM

STANLEY HILLSBORO

per month

LUBE • OIL • FILTER
$19.95 - Most Cars/Light

  Trucks
$49.95 - Cummins Diesels

* Synthetics/Hemis/Extra

ROTATE & BALANCE
$49.95

ALL 4 WHEELS/TIRES

Most Wheels & Tires
(Locking/Speciality Wheels Not Included)

COOLING SYSTEM
SERVICE

$49.95
Includes:

Chemical Flush • 1-gal. Coolant • Insp. Belts & Hoses 
• Clean Condenser/Radiator • Leak Test 

• Performance Test

AIR CONDITIONING SPECIAL
$39.95

Inspect System • Check Belt (s) 
• Leak Check Hoses • Performance/Road Test 

• Clean Condenser

+TT&L

MSRP $18,130
STANLEY DISCOUNT $1,135
REBATE $1,500
BUY FOR $15,495 or 199 per month. ($2,226 DN/75 Mos @ 3.9% W.A.C.) TTL Extra

15,495
STK#L11N0010

STK#C571022 $239*

$$17,99517,995
2011 CHRYSLER 2002011 CHRYSLER 200

O.A.C/$2000.00 down/payments based off 75 months@3.9%/not all customers will not qualify. TTL extra.

+TT&L

2011 DODGE CARAVAN2011 DODGE CARAVAN

+TT&L

$232*

$$17,49517,495

MSRP $19,995
STANLEY DISCOUNT $2,000
BUY FOR $17,995 or 239 per month. ($2,000 DN/75 Mos @ 3.9% W.A.C.) TTL Extra

per month per month

2011 DODGE RAM 1500 QUAD CAB2011 DODGE RAM 1500 QUAD CAB

+TT&L

$249*

$$18,65018,650
per month

MSRP $25,940
STANLEY DISCOUNT $3,040
REBATE $4,250
BUY FOR $18,650 or 249 per month. ($2,000 DN/75 Mos @ 3.9% W.A.C.) TTL Extra

MSRP $22,180
STANLEY DISCOUNT $2,815
REBATE $2,500
BUY FOR $17,495 or 232 per month. ($2,000 DN/75 Mos @ 3.9% W.A.C.) TTL Extra

STK#C654924

254 757.3000 1-800 678.8742 fax 757.5866
online wacotrib.com  mail p.o. box 2588 waco, tx 76710

offi ce hours: M-F  7:30 a.m.-5 p.m. line ad deadline: 4 p.m. Display ads in classifi cation when possible (position not guaranteed). CLASSIFIEDSCLASSIFIEDSYour Central Texas Marketplace!
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0040 Legal Notices

0040 Legal Notices

PUBLIC NOTICE
Notice of Auction of Property to

satisfy landlords lien. Sale begins at 10
AM Friday, Aug. 12th, at Waco
Discount Storage, 2521 Robinson Dr.,
Waco, TX. Property to be sold to the
highest bidder for cash only. Seller
reserves the right to remove property
from sale, property must be paid for in
full at time of sale. Property sold by
unit includes furniture, clothing,
household items, tools, misc.

Notice of sale is given to Catalina
Maldonado, Pam Anderson, Lucinda
Bolden.

Contact Rob Adams at 755-6638

NOTICE OF PUBLIC SALE
Pursuant to Chapter 59, Texas

Property Code, Aarons Self Storage
will hold a public auction of property
being sold to satisfy a landlord’s lien.
Sale will start at 9:30 AM, Saturday,
August 20th, 2011 at 920 Wooded
Acres then will proceed to 400 Texas
Central Parkway and on to 501 Hewitt
Dr. Property will be sold to the highest
bidder for cash. Seller reserves the
right to not accept any bid and to
withdraw property for sale. A $25.00
cash cleanup deposit may be required.
All units contain miscellaneous
household items. Property being sold
includes contents in units of following
tenants. 920 Wooded Acres; David E.
Trujillo-TV, Chains & Ratchet Straps,
Booms & Ratchet Booms; Mike
Ballard-Motorcycle Engines & Frames,
TV’s Organ, Floor Jacks; Randy
Gober-Furniture, TV; James Q
Calvin-Clothes, Toys; Herman Taylor
Jr.-TV, Furniture; Angelia M.
Negron-Toys Furniture, Bicycles;
Sheryl D. Gatlin-TV; Diane L.
Jordan-Appliances; Rosetta Peques -
Furniture, TV’s Weight Bench &
Weights; Arthur N. Russell-Furniture;
400 Texas Central Parkway; Catrece
A. Balloa; 501 Hewitt Drive; Thomas
D. Smith-TV, Furniture.

Normal sale rules apply.
FOR MORE INFORMATION,
CALL  254-772-1515

PUBLIC NOTICE OF
ADVERTISED PROPOSALS

The City of Waco will receive sealed
proposals in the Office of Purchasing
Services at the Operations Center,
1415 N. 4th Street, Waco, Texas until
the closing time and date shown
below.  Specifications and proposal
forms are available at the purchasing
office or by calling 254/750-8060
during business hours 8-12 and 1-5
Monday through Friday.  The City
expressly reserves the right to accept,
reject, cancel or modify any proposal.
Proposals for RFP #2011-040,
Armored Car Services, will be
accepted until 2:00 PM, August 31,
2011. Buyer contact is Dennis Russell
at 254-750-8064.

0005
ANNOUNCEMENTS

0040 Legal Notices

0040 Legal Notices

0010 Celebrations

ADVERTISEMENT FOR BIDS
Sealed bids addressed to the City

Engineer will be accepted in the
Engineering Services Department, 401
Franklin (Development Center), Waco,
TX. until 4:00 P.M., August 23, 2011
for  Overlay at Various Locations
2011-2 .  Bids will be opened publicly
and read aloud at 4:00 P.M. on the
same date in the Engineering Services
Conference Room, 2nd Floor,
Development Center, 401 Franklin
Ave., Waco, Texas.   Plans and
Specifications may be obtained from
the office of the City Engineer,
Engineering Services, 2nd Floor,
Development Center at 401 Franklin
Ave.  A pre-bid meeting is scheduled
for Wednesday, August 10, 2011 at
10:00 AM in the Engineering Services
Conference Room, located on the 2nd
Floor, at 401 Franklin Ave.  For
technical information, please contact
Patrick Rogers, E. I. T., at 750-5605.

Attention Legal
Advertisers!

For your
convenience,

you may
e-mail your

advertisement
 to us at the

following address:

legals@wacotrib.com
If you have any questions,

please call 757-5757.
This excludes liquor permits and
some other types of legals ads.

 Call for details.

Due to the Intact
Animal Ordinance passed

January 1, 2011, all advertisers 
must list their intact animal 

permit number on any 
advertisement for sale, adoption, 

or other transfer of
any dog or cat, regardless

of compensation.
Failure to do so can result

in a fi ne from the City of Waco.
The Waco Tribune-Herald is not 
responsible for any fi nes and/or 
charges for advertisers failing to 
comply with the city ordinance.

0010 Celebrations Planning & Zoning Board.
B. Discussion and/or possible action

on appointing a Co-Chairman of the
Planning & Zoning Board.

C. Discussion and/or possible action
on approval of a new gated
Sub-Division Preliminary plat, “The
Woodlands of Bellmead” being 18.64
acres which include Three (3) Blocks
and Thirty-two (32) lots.

Any interested parties may attend
the meeting or may file information
regarding agenda items, with the
Director of Development prior to the
date of the Public Hearing, please
contact the City of Bellmead
Development & Neighborhood
Services Department, located at
City Hall, 3015 Bellmead Dr. by
calling 254-412-7580 or appearing in
person or by representative, no later
than the 15th day of August 2011.

J. Grisham
Director of Development &
Neighborhood Service
City of Bellmead, Texas

IT BUSINESS SOLUTIONS PROGRAMMER I/II
Brazos Electric Power Cooperative, Inc.

Brazos Electric Cooperative, with a corporate headquarters in 
Waco, Texas, is looking to fi ll an IT Business Solutions Programmer 
I/II position in its Network Services Department. Under general 
supervision, this position will perform RPG IV and RPG 400 
software development and modifi cations in a JD Edwards World 
Software environment for the various departments in Brazos. Must 
have an excellent customer service attitude. Modernize, redesign, 
and redevelop Brazos’ custom legacy S/36 systems with new RPG 
IV, ASNA’s AVR.Net, and Microsoft.Net/Visual Studio applications 
integrated with JDE World Software and the AS/400 database. 
Requires sitting for extended periods of time, working overtime 
and traveling at times with short notice. Education: Bachelor of 
Science Degree or equivalent experience. Required Experience: 
A minimum of fi ve (5) years of programming experience with 
RPG IV, RPG 400, RPGIII, RPG II (with the RPG Cycle), and CL. 
Three years of experience with JD Edwards World Software. 
Experience with IBM i5/OS (AS400) administration. Experience 
with the IBM System 36 Environment emulated under AS/400.  
Ability to rewrite RPGII System 36 applications into ILE RPG 
DB2-UDB applications. Must be able to work independently 
and with minimal supervision. Ability to communicate clearly 
verbally and in writing.

For more information regarding Brazos Electric Cooperative, please 
visit our website at www.brazoselectric.com. To apply, please 
mail, fax, or e-mail your resume with salary requirements by August 
17, 2011, to: Mr. Lee Ray, Manager - Human Resources, Brazos 
Electric Cooperative, 2404 La Salle Avenue, Waco, TX 76702-
2585. Fax: (254) 750-6292. E-mail: lray@brazoselectric.com. An 
EEO/AA Employer. 

According to new regulations 
passed June 28, 2011, it is illegal 
to manufacture, sell, contract to 

sell or resale, sublet, offer, provide 
for use, or otherwise place in 

stream of commerce a crib that 
does not comply with the CPSC’s 

new standards for full-size and 
non-full-size drop side cribs. In 
compliance with the these rules, 
the Waco Tribune-Herald will no 

longer accept paid or courtesy 
listings offering the sale, resell 

or give away of cribs that do not 
meet the new standards.

LEGAL NOTICE
THE STATE OF TEXAS

COUNTY OF McLENNAN
CITY OF BELLMEAD

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
A Public Hearing will be given and

held before the Planning and Zoning
Board of the City of Bellmead on
Tuesday, August 16, 2011, at 6:30
p.m.  at City Hall located at 3015
Bellmead Drive, Bellmead, Tx. 76705
to all parties interested and to all
citizens concerned, said hearing to be
as follows:

A. Discussion and/or possible action
on appointing a Chairman of the
Planning & Zoning Board.

B. Discussion and/or possible action

ADVERTISEMENT FOR BIDS
Sealed bids addressed to the City

Engineer will be accepted in the
Engineering Services Department, 401
Franklin (Development Center), Waco,
TX. until 4:00 P.M., August 30, 2011
for  Water Line Extension – Taylor to
Rice.  Bids will be opened publicly and
read aloud at 4:00 P.M. on the same
date in the Engineering Services
Conference Room, 2nd Floor,
Development Center, 401 Franklin
Ave., Waco, Texas.   Plans and
Specifications may be obtained from
the office of the City Engineer,
Engineering Services, 2nd Floor,
Development Center at 401 Franklin
Ave.  A pre-bid meeting is scheduled
for Wednesday, August 17, 2011 at
10:00 AM in the Engineering Services
Conference Room, located on the 2nd
Floor, at 401 Franklin Ave.  For
technical information, please contact
Ann Colina, P. E., at 750-5440.

Please take appropriate 
precautions when 

providing credit card 
information. If you are 

contacted with a request 
for your credit card 

information please ask for 
the telephone number and 
the name of the caller. If 

the caller claims the call is 
associated with the

Waco Tribune-Herald, 
please contact us at

254-757-3000 to verify
the authenticity of any 
such call before giving
out this information.

0030 Cemetery Lots
2 burial plots. Good location at Waco
Memorial. Make offer. 775-355-7320
6 PLOTS- REDUCED. $500/ea. Waco
Memorial Cemetery. Call 817-929-4023

0040 Legal Notices
PUBLIC NOTICE

THE WACO INDEPENDENT
SCHOOL DISTRICT’S SPECIAL
EDUCATION DEPARTMENT WILL
BE DESTROYING SPECIAL
EDUCATION ELIGIBILITY RECORDS
FOR THE 2003-2004 SCHOOL
YEAR. IF YOU WERE A SPECIAL
EDUCATION STUDENT DURING
THIS TIME AND WOULD LIKE YOUR
RECORDS, PLEASE CONTACT THE
SPECIAL EDUCATION OFFICE AT
254-755-9569. YOU MAY PICK UP
THESE RECORDS August 22-26
FROM 8:00 TO 5:00 AT 1030 East
Live Oak Street (former G.L. Wiley
Middle School).

PUBLIC NOTICE
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Oncor

Draft Habitat Conservation
Plan/Draft Environmental

Impact Statement
Public Hearing and

Invitation to Comment
Tuesday, August 23, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM
Ruthe Jackson Center (Ballroom)
3113 S. Carrier Parkway
Grand Prairie, TX 75052

Wednesday, August 24, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM
Texas State Technical College
(Center Seminar Room)
300 Homer K. Taylor Drive
Sweetwater, TX 79556

full moon tonight?
for moon phases, rainfall 

totals, forecasts, maps,
sunrise and sunset,

see page 2A.

weather. daily
the power 

of the press,
the power 
of the mouse.





We’ve got the

answer to your 

BACK TO 

SCHOOL
woes !

L O A N SL O A N S
u p  t ou p  t o   $$ 1 , 2 0 01 , 2 0 0 **

*All loans subject to our liberal credit policies.  Licensed by the State of Texas.

MIDWEST MIDWEST FINANCEFINANCE416 W Main     637-1414
416 W Main     637-1414

M-W-F:    9:00 - 6:00     T-T: 9:00-7:00   Sat: 9:00 - 12:00

Brownfi eld Church of Christ

THURSDAY
SCHOOL

A learning experience of 38 years!

OPENINGS
We have spots for 3 & 4 year olds (by 9/1/11)

Thursday School is based on the educational concept of learning classes.  Our purpose is 
to provide a Bible based curriculum and a wide range of learning experience in a conduc-
tive Christian atmosphere.  There is no charge - Our staff is volunteer!  Thursday School 
meets every Thursday morning from 9:00 -11:45 am.

To enroll  your child please come by the church at 502 Lubbock Road or call 637-4597.
Ask for Debra Graham
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U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Oncor Draft Habitat Conservation Plan/Draft Environmental Impact Statement

Public Hearing and Invitation to Comment

Tuesday, August 23, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM

Ruthe Jackson Center (Ballroom)
3113 S. Carrier Parkway
Grand Prairie, TX 75052

Wednesday, August 24, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM

Texas State Technical College (Center Seminar Room)
300 Homer K. Taylor Drive

Sweetwater, TX 79556

Thursday, August 25, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM

Bellmead Civic Center (Senior Room)
3900 Parrish Street

Waco, TX 76705

Purpose: Solicit public comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) 
and Draft Habitat Conservation Plan (DHCP) as part of the proposed issuance of an 
Endangered Species Act (ESA) Section 10(a)(1)(B) Permit to Oncor for incidental take 
of 11 federally listed species from activities associated with maintenance and repair of 
existing facilities and installation and operation of new facilities within Oncor’s service 
area. Hearings will begin with an open house from 5:30 to 6:00 PM, formal presentation 
from 6:00 to 6:30 PM, and open house with opportunity to provide written or oral com-
ments until 7:30 PM.

Opportunity: The Service, in cooperation with Oncor, is also offering the opportunity 
for a public hearing to provide citizens a forum to present comments on the proposed 
action at other locations within Oncor’s service area.  The DEIS and DHCP, which include 
maps showing the service area for the proposed action, and other related information 
are available at http://www.oncor-eis-hcp.com/DraftEISHCP.aspx or http://www.fws.
gov/southwest/es/AustinTexas/ and available for review at the Service’s Austin offi ce at 
10711 Burnet Road, Suite 200, Austin, Texas 78758.  Additional Public Hearings will be 
considered upon request.  Requests must be received by Wednesday, August 31, 2011.  
All requests for a Public Hearing must be submitted in writing and should be sent via 
email to FW2_AUES_consult@fws.gov or to the following address:

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Oncor DHCP/DEIS Public Hearing Request

Attention: Adam Zerrenner
10711 Burnet Road, Suite 200

Austin, Texas 78758

For more information, visit http://www.oncor-eis-hcp.com/ or
 http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/AustinTexas/

637-7626 ★ 1323 Tahoka Road ★ www.asbonline.com ★ follow us on:

TEENBANKING from American
State Bank gives you tools to help
balance your guidance and her
financial independence: 

• Mobile Banking
• Online Banking
• Designer Debit Card
• $10 iTunes® Gift Card
• Access to goodcents

And account transfers just in case
she finds that special dress.

TEENBANKING: let her do her
thing and ASB will help you do
what you do.

Member FDIC

Mom, can u
xfer some $ 
4 my
homecoming
dress?

Please join our family in celebrating

RJ ROWDEN’S
95TH Birthday

August 28, 2011
1:00 - 3:00 PM

Calvary Baptist Church
402 W Broadway

Your friendship is his treasured gift. 
No other gift is necessary.

BROWNFIELD 
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The historic Texas drought 
has led to a record $5.2 billion 
in agricultural losses, making 
it the most costly drought on 
record, according to Texas 
AgriLife Extension Service 
economists.

“The drought of 2011 will 
have a lasting impact on Tex-
as agriculture,” said Dr. Tra-
vis Miller, AgriLife Extension 
agronomist and a member 
of the Governor’s Drought 
Preparedness Council.

“This drought is ongoing,” 
said Dr. David Anderson, 
AgriLife Extension livestock 
economist. “Further losses 
will continue if rainfall does 
not come soon to establish 
this year’s winter wheat crop 
and wheat grazing.”

The $5.2 billion in losses 
exceeds the previous record 
of $4.1 billion during the 
2006 drought. The losses also 
represent 27.7 percent of the 
average value of agricultural 
production over the last four 
years, Anderson said.

The current drought losses have 
reached record levels in large part 
due to Texas farmers failing to cash 
in crops during times of high com-
modity prices, economists said. 
The state’s cattle producers con-
tinue to cull herds at historic levels 
and spend money on expensive 
supplemental feed.

“Livestock losses include the 
increased cost of feeding due to 
lack of pastures and ranges and 
market losses,” Anderson said. 
“Market losses include the impact 
of fewer pounds sold per calf and 
the impact of lower market prices 
due to the large number of cattle 
sold in a very short time period.”

To remain comparable to past 
drought loss estimates, Wednes-
day’s loss estimates do not include 
losses to fruit and vegetable pro-
ducers, horticultural and nursery 
crops, or other grain and row 
crops.

“In that regard, these estimates 
are considered conservative,” 
Anderson said.

The $5.2 billion total released 
Wednesday takes into account 
$1.2 billion in drought losses 
previously reported by AgriLife 
Extension in May, which were 
primarily livestock-related losses 
due to added supplemental costs 
and lost grazing.

“The drought began for much 
of the state in September 2010,” 
Miller said. “Much of the Gulf 
Coast, Central, West Texas and 
the High Plains had seen abun-
dant moisture in the summer from 
Tropical Storm Hermine and other 
rainfall events. An unusually strong 
La Nina pattern moved into place 
in the fall of 2010, which had an 
impact comparable to turning off 
the ‘rainfall switch’ for most of 
Texas and surrounding states.”

October 2010 through July 
2011was the driest 10-month 
period in recorded Texas weather, 

Miller said.
“The drought, coupled with 

prolonged high winds and record 
temperatures were enormously 
destructive to Texas agriculture 
and natural resources,” he said. 
“The summer rains caused grass 
growth, which provided fuel for 
an unprecedented fire season, 
with more than 3.3 million acres of 
Texas ravaged by wildfire.

“This destructive climatic pattern 
has taken a huge toll on crops and 
forages, and the timing could not 
have been worse for Texas produc-
ers, as all of the major agricultural 
commodities are enjoying strong 
prices.”

Combined losses for wheat, 
corn and sorghum grain farmers 
in Texas due to drought are more 
than $600 million. Dr. Mark Welch, 
AgriLife Extension grains econo-
mist, said Texas wheat production 
in 2011 is about half what it would 
have been in a normal year.

“Wheat yields were down from 
a five-year average of 30 bush-
els to 26 bushels per acre and 
abandonment was up,” he said. 
“Given this year’s plantings of 
5.7 million acres, we would have 
harvested 2.8 million in a normal 
year. In 2011, harvested acreage is 
estimated at only 2 million acres, 
down 800,000 acres. The combi-
nation of yield losses on harvested 
acres and higher abandonment 
put Texas wheat-for-grain losses 
at $243 million.”

Texas corn production is estimat-
ed to be down about 30 percent in 
2011, Welch said, with harvested 
acres down 16 percent due to 
higher abandonment rates.

“Yields are down 16 percent 
statewide,” he said. “Highlighting 
the severity of this year’s heat and 
dry conditions is that the most 
severe yield losses are seen in the 
irrigated corn grown in the Panhan-
dle. The average corn yield in the 
northern High Plains is estimated at 
165 bushels per acre compared to 

a five-year average of 205 
bushels, down 40 bush-
els per acre. Yield losses 
and abandonment will cost 
Texas corn producers about 
$327 million in 2011.”

Grain sorghum produc-
tion in Texas, according 
to Welch, is expected to 
be about half of normal in 
2011. The 1.6 million acres 
planted spring marked the 
lowest in Texas history.

“Then drought lowered 
yields and raised aban-
donment rates,” he said. 
“The drought estimates 
for sorghum reported are 
based only on the yield and 
harvested acreage estimates 
from U.S. Department of 
Agriculture. This totals 
about $63 million.”

Meanwhile, Texas cotton 
growers faced unprecedent-
ed impacts from drought in 
2011, said Dr. John Robin-
son, AgriLife Extension cot-
ton economist. Robinson 

said in August USDA projected “a 
relatively low average cotton yield 
of 636 pounds per harvested acre” 
in addition to a “historically high 
abandonment of 52 percent.”

“Compared to five-year average 
yields and abandonment, 2011 
represents a huge loss in poten-
tial production,” Robinson said. 
“Applied to USDA’s measure of 
7.1 million planted cotton acres 
in Texas, and valued at their pro-
jected price of 95 cents per pound, 
this loss adds up to $1.8 billion.

“It’s that $1.8 billion is also the 
10-year average total value of cot-
ton lint and cottonseed production 
in Texas. So, Texas cotton growers 
lost as much market income in 
2011 as they would normally make 
for an entire cotton crop.”

“Perhaps the most telling thing 
about the 2011 drought was that 
even irrigated farmers were not 
spared,” Miller said. “While most 
Texas irrigation systems work well 
in normal or even below normal 
rainfall, many irrigators found that 
water supplies were not able to 
provide all of the water require-
ments of the crop in the absence 
of any rain and excessive heat.  By 
mid-July, farmers began to try to 
stop (economic) losses, dedicat-
ing all of their water supplies to a 
reduced amount of acres as water 
demand from the crops was higher 
than their ability to supply it.”

Drought causing record 
$5.2 billion in ag loss

The following are losses by commodity:
- Livestock: $2.06 billion (includes $1.2 billion 
previously reported in May);
- Lost hay production value: $750 million;
- Cotton: $1.8 billion;
- Corn: $327 million;
- Wheat: $243 million;
- Sorghum: $63 million;

The following is a list of economic drought 
losses from 1998 through 2011 compiled by 
AgriLife Extension economists:

* 2011– $5.2 billion
* 2009 – $3.6 billion
* 2008 – $1.4 billion
* 2006 – $4.1 billion
* 2002 – $316 million
* 2000 – $1.1 billion
* 1999 – $223 million
* 1998 – $2.4 billion
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Yorkie - 1 male, 1 female, 3.5 months old, $250 ea
or $400 for both. 512-366-0171

Bartlett Cocke General Contractors, Construc-
tion Manager-at-Risk, for the C.C. Mason El-
ementary Renovations, is requesting Com-
petitive Proposals from subcontractors for
Test and Balance Services. Subcontractor
Proposals will be received via FAX to
512-259-1468 or email to hschneider@
bartlettcocke.com no later than 2:00 PM on
August 23, 2011.  Any proposal received af-
ter this time will not be accepted.
Proposal Documents may be obtained from
Bartlett Cocke; please contact Hans Schnei-
der at HSchneider@bartlettcocke.com or call
at (512) 259-0094 to make arrangements.
Small, Woman Owned, Disadvantaged, HUB,
HUBZone, 8(a), Minority, and all similar firms
are encouraged to submit proposals on this
project. Bartlett Cocke General Contractors is
an equal opportunity (EEO) employer.

Sundt Construction, Inc. is soliciting certified
Small Disadvantaged, Veteran-Owned, Ser-
vice Disabled Veteran-Owned, Women-
Owned, and HUBZone Small Business Com-
panies, who are interested in bidding on
Sundt Construction's Ft. Hood 69th ADA Bri-
gade Site at Fort Hood, TX.
Interested companies must be capable of
being certified as a Small Business Enterprise
and must complete Sundt Constructions
prequalification process. Please visit our web-
site at www.sundt.com
For more information regarding this project
please contact Lisa White, Sundt Construc-
tion, Inc., 10767 Gateway Blvd West - Suite
520, El Paso, TX  79935 or e-mail at
lawhite@sundt.com

Equal Employment Opportunity Employer

Yorkie 2 small puppies, 3-4 lbs, female $450,
male $400. Ready 9/15 when they’re 8 wks,
512-755-5795

Yorkie 3 AKC register teacup puppies 1 fe-
male $700, 2 males $650, ready to go in 3
weeks taking deposits Also selling the father
AKC register 2 1/2 yrs old stud $450. Puppies
are paper trained and Dad is house broke and
a great dog !!!! Jeanne Marks, 512-876-8015,
marksjeanne@aol.com

Yorkie - AKC, baby faces, 2 M’s, 3 1/2
mos old, will be small, $675 ea.

yorkiesaremy life.com. 830-456-1679

Texas Department of Transportation
Contract Number: 83-2SDP5001 The Rail Divi-
sion of the Texas Department of Transporta-
tion (TxDOT) intends to enter into one (1)
contract with a prime provider pursuant to
Texas Government Code, Chapter 2254, Sub-
chapter A, and 43 TAC §§9.30-9.43, to pro-
vide the following services.
The purpose of the project is to function as an
extension of TxDOT's resources by providing
qualified technical and professional person-
nel to perform activities related to the imple-
mentation of the Texas Rail Plan's Short-Term
Rail Program (FY2011-2015).
A letter of interest notifying TxDOT of the
provider's interest in the contract will be ac-
cepted by hand delivery to TxDOT, Rail Divi-
sion, 118 E. Riverside Dr., Attention:  Do-
nAnne Williford, or by mail addressed to P.O.
Box 149217, Austin, TX 78714-9217.
Deadline:  A letter of interest notifying Tx-
DOT of the provider's intent to perform
these services will be received until 4:00
p.m. on September 8, 2011.    
For more information about the notice of in-
tent, please visit TxDOT Internet home page
located at: http://www.txdot.gov/business/
projects/professional_services.htm or contact
Mark Werner, P.E., at (512) 486-5137 or email
Mark.Werner@txdot.gov. 

YORKIE AKC Males HEALTH GUARANTEE
w/shots $500! tx2steppr@yahoo.com

210-313-9508 NOTICE TO CONTRACTORS OF PROPOSED
TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
(TxDOT) CONTRACTS
Sealed proposals for contracts listed below
will be received by TxDOT until the date(s)
shown below, and then publicly read.
CONSTRUCTION/MAINTENANCE/BUILDING
FACILITIES CONTRACT(S)
Dist/Div: San Antonio
Contract 6229-59-001 for EMERGENCY RE-
PAIR OF SIGNALS in BEXAR County, etc will be
opened on September 14, 2011 at 1:30 pm at
the District Office for an estimate of
$249,115.75.
Contract 6229-94-001 for PM OF TRAFFIC
SIGNALS in BEXAR County, etc will be opened
on September 15, 2011 at 1:30 pm at the Dis-
trict Office for an estimate of $250,000.00.
Plans and specifications are available for in-
spection, along with bidding proposals, and
applications for the TxDOT Prequalified
Contractor's list, at the applicable State and/
or Dist/Div Offices listed below.  If applicable,
 bidders must submit prequalification infor-
mation to TxDOT at least 10 days prior to the
bid date to be eligible to bid on a project.
Prequalification materials may be requested
from the State Office listed below.  Plans for
the above contract(s) are available from
TxDOT's website at www.txdot.gov and from
reproduction companies at the expense of
the contractor.
 NPO: 37370

State Office
Constr./Maint. Division
200 E. Riverside Dr.
Austin, Texas  78704
Phone: 512-416-2540

Dist/Div Office(s)
San Antonio District
District Engineer
4615 NWLoop 410
San Antonio, Texas 78229-0928
Phone: 210-615-1110

Minimum wage rates are set out in bidding
documents and the rates will be part of the
contract.  TXDOT ensures that bidders will not
be discriminated against on the grounds of
race, color, sex, or national origin.

Yorkie  AKC pups 4 mos old.  Will be 4-7 lb
adult. Short legs, tails docked.  M-F:
$325-$475. 512-694-3166

YORKIE, MINI!  Moving & must sell, 10 month old
male $450,  fun,  great pet 512-584-5673

Yorkie & Poodle toy & teacups. Summer
special, starting $295. 512-789-7325.

myrainbowpuppies.com

Yorkie Puppies Small, Registered $285-$400
Yorkie-Poos 8wks. Very Cute, Registered
Shots/Wormed $150-$275 512-525-1907

Yorkshire Terrier Puppies  AKC,8M-5F, exc.
coats, teacup & standard yorkies. $600-$2000
(512)6570072 www.pocketbookpups.net

Yorkshire Terrier  Reg Puppies with Baby Doll
Faces.  Raised in home. Ann Stephen,
254-640-1518, annstephen@stephenshc.com

To view online versions of our ads
 please go to: statesman.com/classifieds

To place an ad please go to:
statesman.com/placeanad

Austin Portable Storage, LLC d/b/a PODS,
hereby publishes notice as required by Texas
"Storage Facility Liens' section 59.042 and
59.043 of pubic sale of property listed below
to satisfy a landlords lien, all sales are for cash
to the highest bidder and are considered fi-
nal. PODS reserves the right to reject any bids.
The sale shall be held at 2251 Picadilly Drive
Suite# C-380 Pflugerville, TX 78660 on Thurs-
day Sept. 8th  2011 @ 5:00 PM.
Augirre, Delma P.                         158B35/194A35
Healy-kuhn, Deirdre                                    110A35
Sherman, Breanna                                     8089B35
Smallwood, Virginia                                    425B64
Smith, Diane                                                  122A35
Veal, Diane                                                     358B35
Contents included but not limited to: House-
hold items, books, exercise equipment, ste-
reo equipment and more.

Expand your options
the fastest growing market

in Central Texas
Advertise in ¡ahora sí!

Call 445-3576
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Siamese Adoption Day Sat. 8/20, 1p - 5p.
In PetsMart 5207 Brodie Ln. Blue point,

lynx point, seal point. Adults & kittens (check on
availability). Fosters also needed. More info:

www.austinsiameserescue.org Austin Children's Shelter (ACS) seeks a ven-
dor to execute its food service program for
the child, youth and young adult clients it
serves. The vendor should have prior experi-
ence with delivering services in conjunction
with the National School Lunch Program
(NSLP) and the desire to serve quality and nu-
trition meals. Meals are prepared and served
out of ACS' kitchen and include breakfast,
lunch, snacks and dinner and they are served
365 days a year. Each interested vendor is ex-
pected to submit Intent to Apply notice be-
fore they are eligible to submit a response to
the Request For Proposal (RFP). Interested
vendors should call Robbie Fuller to schedule
site visit and for RFP materials at (512) 927-
4722 or via email at Robbie@austinchildren
shelter.org.

TICA Ragdoll Kittens & Cats $100-$950
979.823.2287 or 512.887.0157
www.IWANTARAGDOLL.com

Siamese & Manx cross kitten, 2 mos old,
$100. Call 281-9500.

LEGAL NOTICE:
This Texas Lottery Commission Scratch-Off
game will close on September 8, 2011. You
have until March 6, 2012, to redeem any tick-
ets for this game: #1318 Instant Powerball
($5) overall odds are 1 in 2.80. This Texas Lot-
tery Commission Scratch-Off game will close
on September 23, 2011. You have until March
21, 2012, to redeem any tickets for this game:
#1270 Weekly Grand ($2) overall odds are 1
in 3.91. This Texas Lottery Commission
Scratch-Off game will close on September 25,
2011. You have until March 23, 2012, to re-
deem any tickets for this game: #1327 Black
Cherry Doubler ($5) overall odds are 1 in
3.76. These Texas Lottery Commission
Scratch-Off games will close on October 26,
2011. You have until April 23, 2012, to re-
deem any tickets for these games: #1320 3
Times The Money ($3) overall odds are 1 in
4.85, #1344 Find The 9's ($1) overall odds are
1 in 4.60, #1304 Double Dollars ($1) overall
odds are 1 in 4.31, #1306 Cactus Cash ($1)
overall odds are 1 in 4.31, #1319 Blackjack
($1) overall odds are 1 in 4.85, #1143 Double
It! ($2) overall odds are 1 in 4.87, #1258 Bo-
nus Cashword ($3) overall odds are 1 in 3.44,
#1275 Big Money Bingo ($5) overall odds are
1 in 3.62. The odds listed here are the overall
odds of winning any prize in a game, includ-
ing break-even prizes. Lottery retailers are au-
thorized to redeem prizes of up to and in-
cluding $599. Prizes of $600 or more must be
claimed in person at a Lottery Claim Center or
by mail with a completed Texas Lottery claim
form; however, annuity prizes or prizes over
$1,000,000 must be claimed in person at the
Commission Headquarters in Austin. Call Cus-
tomer Service at 1-800-37LOTTO or visit the
Lottery Web site at www.txlottery.org for
more information and location of nearest
Claim Center. The Texas Lottery is not respon-
sible for lost or stolen tickets, or for tickets lost
in the mail. Tickets, transactions, players, and
winners are subject to, and players and win-
ners agree to abide by, all applicable laws,
Commission rules, regulations, policies, direc-
tives, instructions, conditions, procedures,
and final decisions of the Executive Director.
A Scratch-Off game may continue to be sold
even when all the top prizes have been
claimed. Must be 18 years of age or older to
purchase a Texas Lottery ticket. PLAY RE-
SPONSIBLY. The Texas Lottery Supports Texas
Education.

Munchkins (short legged) Kittens &
Adults-nice selection- heath guar, $300
www.countrymunchkins.net 247-4244
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Wanted: Worn out farm & construction
equipment. Big old trucks, big plows &
trailers. Cash. 512-804-6989

��������� Satterfield & Pontikes Construction, Inc.,
an EOE, is requesting proposals from subcon-
tractors, certified minority vendors, disadvan-
taged and disabled vendors for:  Construc-
tion of Urban Assault Course-Texas Army
National Guard, Camp Swift Training Site
Bastrop, Texas. Bids are due: 08/25/2011
before 3:00 PM.  Questions on plans, specs,
scope, bonding, insurance, etc., contact Esti-
mator Andrew Chaudoir @ achaudoir@
satpon.com or 210-572-4700.  Bids to be re-
ceived by fax 210-572-1890 or sabids@
satpon.com. 

Classy Wethered Show Goats
 Must see to appreciate!

Call 512-677-0146
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2011 fresh cut Coastal square bales,
green & fertilized, horse & show cattle
quality, $11 ea, 200 bale minimum, free
delivery. Mary Tyson 979-200-1618

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Oncor Draft Habitat Conservation
Plan/Draft Environmental Impact

Statement
Public Hearing and Invitation to Comment

Tuesday, August 23, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM
Ruthe Jackson Center (Ballroom)
3113 S. Carrier Parkway
Grand Prairie, TX 75052

Wednesday, August 24, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM
Texas State Technical College
(Center Seminar Room)
300 Homer K. Taylor Drive
Sweetwater, TX 79556

Thursday, August 25, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM
Bellmead Civic Center (Senior Room)
3900 Parrish Street
Waco, TX 76705

Purpose: Solicit public comments on the
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS)
and Draft Habitat Conservation Plan (DHCP)
as part of the proposed issuance of an En-
dangered Species Act (ESA) Section
10(a)(1)(B) Permit to Oncor for incidental take
of 11 federally listed species from activities
associated with maintenance and repair of
existing facilities and installation and opera-
tion of new facilities within Oncor's service
area. Hearings will begin with an open house
from 5:30 to 6:00 PM, formal presentation
from 6:00 to 6:30 PM, and open house with
opportunity to provide written or oral com-
ments until 7:30 PM.
For more information, visit http://www.oncor-
eis-hcp.com/ or http://www.fws.gov/south-
west/es/AustinTexas/

Alfalfa Hay
Horse quality. Square bells $11

Call 512-626-1243 austinpolo@gmail.com

Taking orders for round bales, $70. Baling
now. Delivery available. First come, first
served. 713-562-0601

Good Quality round Bales, Cow & Horse Hay,
delivery not included, $100-125

512-856-0044

5x5 net wrapped rounds, full seed corn hay, @
$80. Full seed Milo hay @ $95. Nitrate tested
OK. Delivery available. 512-784-6666
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Coastal square bales, heavily fertilized, in barn,
$12. Florence 806-663-3198

Good cow hay, round bales, $90/bale.
 We load. Tulsa, OK. Bill 918-625-1090

������������������

For Sunday
Real Estate and Rental ads,

please refer to today’s
Statesman Homes section. Public Meeting Notice

2012 Unified Transportation Program
 Revision and

2011-2014 Statewide Transportation
 Improvement Program Revision

The Texas Department of Transportation (Tx-
DOT) will host an open-house style public
meeting to solicit public comments and in-
put for revisions to the 2012 Unified Transpor-
tation Program (UTP), which covers fiscal
years (FY) 2012 through 2021 and the FY 2011
August II Out-Of-Cycle revision to the 2011-
2014 Statewide Transportation Improvement
Program (STIP).

Unified Transportation Program
The 2012 UTP is a comprehensive ten-year
plan for the development and construction of
State of Texas transportation projects includ-
ing roadways, aviation, public transportation,
waterways and coastal waters, and rail
projects and includes specific funding levels
for each fiscal year.
Beginning promptly at 5:30 p.m., TxDOT
staff will conduct a brief presentation on the
purpose and revisions of the 2012 UTP.  Addi-
tional information will be available for public
viewing and TxDOT representatives will be
on-hand to discuss the development process
and answer questions.  Forms will be pro-
vided in order to receive written comments.
All interested parties are encouraged to at-
tend.
For additional information, please go to
http://www.txdot.gov/public_involvement/ut
p.htm or call the toll-free information line at
(800) 687-8108.
Written comments may be submitted on the
UTP website at: http://www.txdot.gov, using
search engine keyword: 2012 UTP; by email
at: FIN_UTP@txdot.gov; or by mail to: TxDOT
Finance Division UTP, 150 E. Riverside Drive,
Austin, Texas, 78704. Public comments will be
received until September 26, 2011.

Statewide Transportation Improvement
Program

The STIP is a mechanism used by TxDOT and
the Federal Highway Administration to fund
projects for the next four years and includes
all federally funded projects.  This public
meeting pertains specifically to the FY 2011
August II Out-Of-Cycle STIP revision. TxDOT
representatives will be on-hand to answer
STIP related questions.
The FY 2011 STIP Amendment for August
2011 may be viewed online at http://www.tx-
dot.gov/business/governments/stips/htm or
visit any TxDOT District Office prior to the
meeting. Locations of these offices can be
found at:  http://www.dot.state.tx.us/local_
information/. Written comments may be
submitted to Lori Morel, 118 E. Riverside
Drive, Austin, Texas 78704.
The public meeting will be held from 5:00 -
6:30 p.m. (CST) on Thursday, September 1,
2011, at the following locations:

Austin District
7901 N. IH 35
Austin Texas 78753

Corpus Christi District
1701 South Padre Island Drive
Corpus Christi, TX 78416

Laredo District
1817 Bob Bullock Loop
Laredo, Texas 78043

Pharr District
600 West Expressway US 83
Pharr, TX 78577-1717

San Antonio District
4615 NW Loop 410
San Antonio, TX 78229-0928

Yoakum District
403 Huck Street
Yoakum, TX 77995

Persons with special communication or ac-
commodation needs may call Darcie Schipull
at (210) 615-5902 for assistance.  Requests
should be made no later than three days prior
to the meeting.  Every reasonable effort will
be made to accommodate needs.
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
Notice is hereby given, pursuant to Chapter
26 of the Texas Parks and Wildlife Code, that
the Travis County Commissioners Court,
Travis County, Texas, will hold a Public Hear-
ing on Tuesday, August 30, 2011 to receive
comments regarding a request to tempo-
rarily use a portion of Little Webberville Park
as construction staging and working area for
a streambank protection project along the
Colorado River by the USACE beginning ap-
proximately December 1, 2011 and continu-
ing for a period of three months or until con-
struction is completed. Except for the boat
launch and parking area, the park would be
closed for the duration of the project.
The Public Hearing will be held in the Com-
missioners Courtroom in Travis County Ad-
ministration Building (first floor), 314 West
11th Street, Austin, TX.

Statesman
Legal Notices

address:

305 S. Congress
Austin, TX 78704

phone:

512-445-3832
fax:

512-445-3503
email address:

legals@statesman.com
Legal Notices are published daily in print
and online in     the  Austin American-
Statesman which is generally circulated in
Bastrop, Bell, Blanco, Brazos, Burleson,
Burnet, Caldwell, Colorado, Comal, Coryell,
Fayette, Gillespie, Gonzales, Guadalupe,
Hays, Kerr, Lampasas, Lee, Llano, Milam,
Nueces, San Saba, Travis, Washington and
Williamson Counties.

Deadlines: Legal Notices copy needs to be
submitted to our office noon two business
days prior to date of publication. Holiday
deadlines may differ.

Earlier deadlines for display ads apply.
Please contact the Legal Notices desk for
further details.

Charges vary depending on day of the
week. Please call for rates. All published
Legal Notices are placed online at no addi-
tional charge on statesman.com/classi-
fieds.

For notices with a legal requirement of
publication   in a Spanish language paper,
¡ahora sí!, a product of the    Austin Ameri-
can-Statesman, publishes each Thursday.

For any additional information, please call
out Legal Notices  desk at 512-445-3832 or
email  to  legals@statesman.con

An affidavit of Publication is provided for
each Legal Notice.
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Homes -
Unfurnished

2&3 bedroom Mobile  
homes. 4mi N. of Tye

appl furn. fenced,  
325-660-2384

2501 Regent Dr.  
3bdrm 2 bath  

$975/$875
341 CR 131 

Tuscola 3 bdrm 2  
bath and 3 acres  

$1150/1050
Commercial

710 B-1 Butternut  
approx 1120sf  

$450/mo 
1246 N. 6th St.  

Corner of Hickory  
& N. 6th. 

Previously used as  
an antique or gift  

shop. 1800sf.  
$600 mo.
McClure 

Management Co. 
325-698-3211
TREC0326551

301 Hawthorne, 2/1  
cent h/a, $725  

/$500 325-370-1660  
or 325-261-1624

384 Lancaster  
$600/$600 4bd/1ba 2  
living washer & dryer  
connections four A/C 

window units.  
325-280-0588

3bdrm, 2bath country  
home on Fulwiler Rd  

$700/$400 
325-669-2986

625 Briarwood
2bed, C/H/A, Appli- 
ances, No Smokers  
or Pets. 673-4611

801 Ave F. 3bd 2.5ba  
1936sqft, near ACU  

$1200/month
325-665-4926

894 Grand Ave. 2bd  
1ba, pecan trees,  

great neighborhood,  
cent h/a 325-721-4486

All Bills Paid
Some restrictions 
apply    2 & 3bdrm  

mobile homes.  
Near Dyess.  

Fenced yards.  
Pets Welcome.  

692-5006
202 Arnold Blvd

All Bills Paid
Some restrictions 
apply    2 & 3bdrm  

mobile homes.  
Near Dyess.  

Fenced yards.  
Pets Welcome.  

692-5006
202 Arnold Blvd

Beautiful 4/2/2 with  
bonus room in Wylie  
ISD on 1.2 acres for  
rent.$2000 per month.  
call 325-232-5903 or  
325-232-5904

Beautiful Buffalo Gap  
3/1.5, appl., Huge  

Oaks. Refs, No Pets,  
$675  692-7015

Beautiful Home,
4bd, study, music, tv  
rooms, multi liv, pavil- 
ion, horse facilities,  

work shop. $3200/mo  
325-428-7144

Clean Rentals 
Excellent cond. with  

cntrl.h/a No  
pets/smoking. 1173  
Barrow 3bdr $625  
1289 S.Bowie 2bd  

$600 325-692-0759

Country Cottage 3/1,  
double wide 3/2 all  
electric Clyde ISD,  
6mi of Abilene, no  
smoking, no pets.  

$595/300 548-9153

H  4326 S. 6th H   
3bd 2ba, 2liv, 
gameroom, 

fireplace, $900/500
move in ready 8/22
H 325-698-2700 H

H  Why rent when H
 you can own?  
2201 S. Willis 

3bd 2ba, remodeled  
kitchen & 

bathrooms, new 
carpet & paint, big  

corner lot, with 
garage & fenced  
backyard. Hurry  
won’t last long. 

Financing Available
H  325-676-3100  H

Newly Remodeled
3/2, 1-Car Garage,  

Lrg. Backyard &  
Patio, Nice Quiet  
Neighborhood.  

$850m. 5297 Alamo  
Dr. 845-800-7933

Apartments/
Unfurnished

Homes -
Unfurnished

H 1 BEDROOM H
602 Jefferson$309
657 Ruidosa $419

H 2 BEDROOM H 
27 Lariat $399
4 Lariat $399
16 Lariat $429
200 Jefferson  
$499
202 Arnold-bills  
paid
5297 Pueblo $549
657 Ruidosa $529

H 3 BEDROOM H
233 Graham $599
502 N. Bowie $699
841 Sunset $749
934 Luzon $749
917 Reeves $1299

325-690-0123 
werent

abilene.com
*Bring this adv 
in for one free 

app. fee

H 1749 Jackson H   
2bd 1ba, huge liv  
w/fireplace, new  
paint. $575/500

move in ready 8/22
H 325-698-2700 H

H 734 S. Jefferson H   
3bd 2ba, appl incl.,  

huge storage space.  
$800/500 move in  

ready 8/22
H 325-698-2700 H

Like new 3/2, double  
garage, deck & stor- 
age. Wylie ISD near  
FWO, $1300/1500 

325-695-0986

Move in now
3bd 2ba all deposits  
$150 pet welcome.

  No App. Fee
325-691-0795

Nice 3/2 mobile home  
appl. cent. h/ac,  

washer/dryer con.,  
$495/200, 695-7270

Quiet neighborhood,  
3bd mobile home,  

pets welcome, 
fenced yrd, cent. h/ac  
$495/200, 695-7270

Southside 2/b Duplex  
C/H/A, Remodeled,  
Fenced Yard, Real  
Nice. $550, Water  

Paid. 325-829-9050

Hunting /
Fishing Leases

Deer/Turkey lease,  
Callahan Co. 80acres  
NW corner on Hwy 36  

& CR 269 
850-937-9414
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Buildings / Houses
to be Moved

2002 Carriage Hill  
Double Wide
39,500.00 
325-660-3913

Apartments/
Unfurnished

Farms /
Ranches

 H H H H H H H H 
NELSON

FARM & RANCH  
PROPERTIES

H 74+/-a Cross  
Plains, Coastal, oaks  
$2,200/a
H  86+/-a SE Cross  
Plains, tank, Coastal,  
oaks, pecans, fence  
$1,750/a
H77+/-a N Putnam,  
rolling, oaks, wtr,  
fences $1,199/a
H 145+/-a Trent, cot- 
ton farm, fenced, wtr,  
may owner finance  
$1,200/a 
H 38+/-a Trent, cotton  
farm, hunting  
$1,514.89/a
H 37+/-a SW Nugent,  
secluded, hunting,  
shinnery  $750/a
H 203+/-a Ovalo, CR  
620, hunting, 5  
stocked tanks, rural  
wtr, mesquite, cedar  
$1,175/a
H 135+/-a Abilene,  
bldg. site, rolling, sce- 
nic, wtr, tanks, fence  
$6,000/a
H 63+/-a S Abilene,  
building site, scenic,  
wtr, fences $6,000/a
H 107+/-a Hodges,  
CRP, may subdivide  
for housing addition  
$347,000
H150+/-a Noodle,  
cropland, CRP, wtr  
wells $1,250/a
H 160+/-a Funston,  
cropland, CRP inc.  
$1,200/a
H320+/-a Trent,  
grubbed, planted, wtr  
wells, CRP inc.  
$1,156/a
H47+/-a E Baird,  
hunting, lrg. mod. hm,  
tank, culv. $175,000
www.aenelson.com

1-866-218-6238
325-698-3374

v 16ac 202 CR  
160 Tuscola.Nice  
tank. Fish. Giant  
Bermda. Wtr.  
Good fences.
Good bldg site.  
$96k
v 46ac S Buffalo  
Gap on CR  
176.Tank  
w/fish.Co-Op
Wtr meter. 
Hunters Cabin
Septic system.  
Shop. Bldg .Good
Fences. Oak  
trees. REDUCED  
$129,900
v 85.5ac S Clyde
on CR 531. Great
cattle place. Exc
hunting. Co-op
wtr. Furnished
Mobile home.
200k
v 120ac S Taylor
Co 778sqft
Country Cottage
loft bdrm. all the
amentities of
home. 2 ponds.
Barns/corrals
Prime hunting!
$225K
v 142 Remington
4-3-2-3 on 26AC,
inground pool, 
pond,landscaped
$575,000 Bring  
Offers! 
v 182.46ac SW  
Taylor Co.Great  
hunting Fronts 2  
County Rds
2 wtr wells.Great 
Mineral est. Oaks
$232,636

Peterson Real 
Estate 698-9960
www.peterson
realestate.com

Homes with
Acreage

2200 sqft stone  
house, in a grove  

of oak trees, 3/2/2,  
11+ acres with  
fenced coastal,  
barn with corral,  

Jim Ned ISD, 13mi  
S. of Abilene.  

$289,900 
325-669-5855 

NEAR LAKE  
BROWNWOOD

10 acres with, like  
new 4-4-2 custom  
home with shop.  
Only $217,000.  

Dave 
817-689-3483  
ARN289220

Apartments/
Unfurnished

Homes with
Acreage

Beautiful home on  
1.5 acres in The  

Canyons at Cedar  
Gap.197 

Alexandra Dr. Jim  
Ned Schools.  

2400+ sq ft, 4 bed- 
rooms, 

2 baths,2 dining  
areas, upstairs  

game room. 
Pool with a deck,  
fencing and shed.  

$295,500  
Call 325-669-9021  

for appointment

LAND/HOME for  
Sale:  in Southern  

Throckmorton  
County. Clear Fork  
of Brazos River is  
SW boundary of  

property. Home is  
2900 sq. ft.; 3 BR ,  

2.5 B, large 
kitchen, den, 

sitting rm; large  
master suite, utility  
rm; formal dining; 
attached carport; 
fireplace; large 

surrounding porch;  
BBQ pit 

outbuilding; 600  
sq. ft. shop 

building; working   
cattle pens; on  
468 acres; with  

100 acres 
cultivation; 5 stock  
tanks; 400 yards  

riverbank; 
excellent  

fences/cross- 
fences; proven  

deer, turkey, feral  
hog, dove and  
quail hunting.  

Road access by  
Hwy 283/CR 288  
or 289. Call for 

details at  
325-762-9060,  

914-837-9500 or  
325-338-4856.  
ARN289087

Lots / Small
Tracts

10 acrs comanche  
tx private lake/gat- 
ed community/wa- 
ter well/electric  
4 3 , 0 0 0 . 0 0   
254 842 1282

Real Estate
Wanted

Want to Rent To  
Own 1-2 Acres 

Outside of Abilene,  
set up for Mobile  
Home. Must have 

water. Call  
325-670-0250

Homes for Sale

3bdrm, possible 4th  
bedrm 3ba on 10  

acres, beautiful oak  
trees. 325-513-0056

By Owner 
1702 Rosewood  
Dr. 3-bed, 2-bath,  

2-car garage, 
Privacy fence, new  
updated roof, big  

backyard with  
trees, good closet  

space, well 
maintained.  

$93,000 
325-214-1924  
ARN289112

By Owner
Nice 2-story,  

4/2.5/2, 1919sqft,  
built 1996, 

cul-de-sac, WISD.  
$184,000 

4317 DeeAnn Ct.  
325-280-8905 
Open House 

Sunday 
August 28th 2-4  

ARN289604

Apartments/
Unfurnished

Homes for Sale

Energy Efficient  
ICF Home in Cole- 
man County.  Built  
in 2010.  3/2/2.   
Beautiful Country  
views.  2027 Sq  
Ft. $235,000   Call  
325 725-6602

FAIRWAY OAKS
Executive Home - 24  

Cherry Hills E. in 
cul-de-sac off Pine- 

hurst. Spacious  
4br/2.5ba, Kitchen w/  
huge breakfast bar  

open to breakfast and  
living area, updated  
Wylie, roof replace  

2011, 
approx. 3218sqft, only  
$297,700. By Owner.

325-660-2752

H 1725 Matador H    
3bd 1ba new 

carpet/paint, cent.  
h/a, updated 
kitchen/bath  

$800/500
H 325-698-2700 H

House for Sale as is  
on Robertson 3 bed,  

1.5 bath 
$35,000. 

Call for details  
325-692-6175

Lovely totally 
remodeled garden  
home for sale by 
owner # 3 Kings  
Cross. 3 bdrm, 2  
bath, office, large 

living room, dinning  
area. All new 

stainless appliances.  
HOA with clubhouse  
and new saltwater  

pool extra parking for  
boat or RV. call for  

appt. only  
325-668-5053

New on market, 
completely 

remodeled, 4 bdrm  
2 bath 2 living  
areas, granite  
countertops, 
beautiful oak 

flooring, new paint  
inside and out, 

established 
neighborhood.   
3018 Ventura,  

$155,000,  
325-201-4780 or  

325-665-5488

OPEN HOUSE  
(SAT. 8/20 2-4)  
1226 SAYLES  

Move-in ready; 
On Abilene Hist.  
Reg.; Original  

woodwork, 
moldings and  

glass front kitchen  
cabinets; Arched  

doorways and  
beautiful 

hardwood floors;  
Eat-In kitchen and  
formal dining rm;  
New HVAC, water  

heater, roof;  
Sprinkler; Austin  
Elem.; 2400 sqft  

(2185 sq ft. 
according to 2009  
apprs. + 254 sq. ft.  

finished 
basement);  
$195,000

Call Chris at  
260-5159

REDUCED
By Owner

165 Lawrence Cir.
4/2/2, sunroom, 

mexican tile, 
Decra Steel Roof, 
NEW Trane AC.  

$165,000
325-692-6566

Apartments/
Unfurnished

Public Notices

                               
                      
INVITATION FOR  
BIDS

The Housing 
Authority of the  
City of Stamford,  
Texas (hereinafter  
called the “Public  
Housing 
Authority”) will 
receive sealed  
bids for a single  
construction  
contract for the  
abandonment 
of existing water  
distribution lines  
and installation of  
new water 
distribution lines  
and shut-off  
valves, and 
installation of gate  
valves at Site Plan  
‘A’ Project 002;  
bids are to include  
demolition, 
alterations, and all  
work specified  
and/or shown on  
the drawings until:

WEDNESDAY,  
SEPTEMBER 21,  
2011 AT 10:00  
AM
at the HOUSING  
AUTHORITY OF  
THE CITY OF  
STAMFORD
110 N. ANSON  
STREET
STAMFORD,  
TEXAS 79553

Immediately 
thereafter all bids  
will be publicly  
opened and read  
aloud.

Proposed forms of  
contract 
documents; 
including plans  
and specifications  
are on file and  
available for 
inspection at the  
office of the 
Housing Authority  
of the City of  
Stamford and at  
the office of  
Cameron Alread,  
Architect Inc., 209  
W. 8th St., Fort  
Worth, Texas  
76102,  
(817) 332-6231  
and at plan rooms  
in various cities of  
the state.

Copies of the  
documents may  
be obtained by 
depositing  
$100.00 with the  
Architect for one  
set of documents  
per General  
Contractor. Such  
deposits will be 
refunded on return  
of the plans,  
specifications and  
other documents  
in good condition  
within 15 days  
after bid opening.    
Plans and 
specifications that  
have been taken  
apart are not 
considered in  
good condition.

PRE-BID 
CONFERENCE  
will be held  
Wednesday,  
September 7,  
2011 at 10:00 AM  
at the Stamford  
Housing Authority.

HOUSING 
AUTHORITY OF  
THE
CITY OF 
STAMFORD,  
TEXAS
Judy Detamore,  
Executive Director
325/ 773-3761

EQUAL 
HOUSING 
OPPORTUNITY

In accordance with  
the requirements  
of the U.S. 
Department of  
Transportation as  
set forth in 49  
C.F.R. Part 26 as  
amended CityLink  
Transit, Abilene  
Texas, hereby 
notifies the public  
that it is 
recommending the  
following 
Disadvantaged  
Business 
Enterprise (DBE)  
goal for applicable  
professional 
services, 
construction and  
procurement  
contracts during  
Fiscal Years  
2012-2014, 
beginning October  
1, 2011 and 
ending September  
30, 2014. The  
overall total DBE  
goal for Fiscal  
Years 2012-2014  
is .18%. 
Information 
pertaining to this  
goal and 
description of how  
it was selected is  
available for 
inspection from  
8:00am to 5:00pm  
CDT at CityLink  
Transit 1189 S.  
2nd Abilene Texas  
for 30 calendar  
days following the  
date of publication  
of this notice. 
Written comments  
on this goal will be  
accepted for 45  
calendar days  
from the date of  
the publication of  
this notice. The  
comments are for  
informational
purposes only and  
may be sent to the  
DBE Officer at  
CityLink Transit  
1189 S. 2nd 
Abilene, 
Texas 79602 and  
to the Regional  
Civil Rights 
Officer, Federal  
Transit 
Administration,  
Region 6, 819  
Taylor Street, Fort  
Worth, TX 76102.

Public Notices

Notice is hereby 
Given that Christine  
P. Chavez has 
petitioned the Court  
for Name Change to  
change her name and  
to be exclusively  
known as Christine  
Ann Peter. A hearing  
on this petition will be  
heard on August 24,  
2011 at 9:00 a.m., at  
the Crownpoint 
Family Court, 
Crownpoint, New  
Mexico.
If you wish to object  
or intervene on this  
petition, you must file  
an answer to the 
petition and serve a  
copy to the Petitioner  
at: 1117 S. 15th St.,  
Abilene TX 79602, if  
you do not file an 
answer to the petition,  
your answer and  
claims may be barred  
from being heard at  
the hearing.

NOTICE OF 
PUBLIC 
HEARING

Notice is hereby  
given that the 
Development 
Corporation of 
Abilene, Inc., 
Abilene, Texas,  
will hold a public  
hearing on 
Tuesday, August  
23, 2011, at 1:30  
p.m., or thereafter,  
in the Abilene Life  
Sciences 
Accelerator Large  
Conference Room,  
1325 Pine St., 
Abilene, Texas, for  
the purpose of  
considering the  
following item:

Funding proposals  
for Fiscal Year  
2012 beginning  
10-1-11 from the  
Abilene Industrial  
Foundation, Inc.,  
Abilene Chamber  
of Commerce 
Military Affairs  
Committee, Texas  
Tech University  
Small Business  
Development 
Center, City of  
Abilene Airport  
Business 
Development  
Management 
Program, and City  
of Abilene for  
Business 
Services, and  
Property 
Maintenance.   
Also being 
considered is a  
proposed budget  
for the Fiscal Year  
2012.  Said item is  
on file in the office  
of the City of 
Abilene 
Department of  
Economic 
Development, 174  
Cypress, 3rd floor,  
available for public  
inspection.

Request for 
Proposal (RFP)  
guidelines will be  
available 
beginning August  
23, 2011, for Ryan  
White Part B, HIV  
Health & 
Social Services  
and Housing 
Opportunities for 
Persons with AIDS  
for FY 2012-2013.   
These HIV 
Services grants  
will cover 19  
counties.  A 
Bidders 
Conference for  
this Request for  
Proposal will be  
held on 
Wednesday, 
August 31, 2011,  
at Tarrant County  
Public Health,  
Pasteur 
Conference Room,  
1101 South Main  
St., Fort Worth,  
Texas at 10:30  
am.  Agencies  
may request an  
RFP by calling  
(817) 321-4746.

Public Notices

U.S. Fish and  
Wildlife Service
Oncor Draft 
Habitat 
Conservation  
Plan/Draft 
Environmental 
Impact Statement
Public Hearing  
and Invitation to  
Comment
Tuesday, August  
23, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30  
PM
Ruthe Jackson  
Center (Ballroom)
3113 S. Carrier  
Parkway
Grand Prairie, TX  
75052

Wednesday, 
August 24, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30  
PM
Texas State 
Technical College  
(Center Seminar  
Room)
300 Homer K.  
Taylor Drive
Sweetwater, TX  
79556

Thursday, August  
25, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30  
PM
Bellmead Civic  
Center (Senior  
Room)
3900 Parrish  
Street
Waco, TX 76705

Purpose: Solicit  
public comments  
on the Draft 
Environmental 
Impact Statement  
(DEIS) and Draft  
Habitat 
Conservation Plan  
(DHCP) as part of  
the proposed 
issuance of an 
Endangered 
Species Act (ESA)  
Section  
10(a)(1)(B) Permit  
to Oncor for 
incidental take of  
11 federally listed  
species from 
activities 
associated with  
maintenance and  
repair of existing  
facilities and 
installation and 
operation of new  
facilities within 
Oncor’s service  
area. Hearings will  
begin with an open  
house from 5:30 to  
6:00 PM, formal  
presentation from  
6:00 to 6:30 PM,  
and open house  
with opportunity to  
provide written or  
oral comments 
until 7:30 PM.

Opportunity: The  
Service, in 
cooperation with  
Oncor, is also 
offering the 
opportunity for a  
public hearing to  
provide citizens a  
forum to present  
comments on the  
proposed action at  
other locations  
within Oncor’s 
service area.  The  
DEIS and DHCP,  
which include  
maps showing the  
service area for  
the proposed 
action, and other  
related information  
are available at  
http://www.oncor- 
eis-hcp.com/Draf
tEISHCP.aspx or  
http://www.fws.gov 
/southwest/es/
AustinTexas/ and  
available for 
review at the 
Service’s Austin  
office at 10711  
Burnet Road,  
Suite 200, Austin,  
Texas 78758.  
Additional Public  
Hearings will be  
considered upon  
request.  Requests  
must be received  
by Wednesday,  
August 31, 2011.   
All requests for a  
Public Hearing  
must be submitted  
in writing and  
should be sent via  
email to  
FW2_AUES_cons 
ult@fws.gov or to  
the following 
address:
U.S. Fish and  
Wildlife Service
Oncor  
DHCP/DEIS 
Public Hearing 
Request
Attention: Adam  
Zerrenner
10711 Burnet  
Road, Suite 200
Austin, Texas  
78758

For more 
information, visit  
http://www.oncor- 
eis-hcp.com/ or  
http://www.fws.gov 
/southwest/es/Aus
tinTexas/.

Request for
Bids

INVITATION FOR  
BIDS

The Housing 
Authority of the  
City of Stamford,  
Texas (hereinafter  
called the “Public  
Housing 
Authority”) will 
receive sealed  
bids for a single  
construction  
contract for the  
abandonment of  
existing water 
distribution lines  
and installation of  
new water 
distribution lines  
and shut-off  
valves, and 
installation of gate  
valves at Site Plan  
‘A’ Project 002;  
bids are to include  
demolition, 
alterations, and all  
work specified  
and/or shown on  
the drawings until:

WEDNESDAY,  
SEPTEMBER 21,  
2011 AT 10:00  
AM at the 
HOUSING 
AUTHORITY OF  
THE CITY OF  
STAMFORD
110 N. ANSON  
STREET
STAMFORD,  
TEXAS 79553

Immediately 
thereafter all bids  
will be publicly  
opened and read  
aloud.

Proposed forms of  
contract docu- 
ments; including  
plans and 
specifications are  
on file and  
available for 
inspection at the  
office of the 
Housing Authority  
of the City of  
Stamford and at  
the office of  
Cameron Alread,  
Architect Inc., 209  
W. 8th St., Fort  
Worth, Texas  
76102,  
(817) 332-6231  
and at plan rooms  
in various cities of  
the state.

Copies of the  
documents may  
be obtained by 
depositing  
$100.00 with the  
Architect for one  
set of documents  
per General  
Contractor. Such  
deposits will be
refunded on return  
of the plans,  
specifications and  
other documents  
in good condition  
within 15 days  
after bid opening.    
Plans and 
specifications that  
have been taken  
apart are not 
considered in  
good condition.

PRE-BID 
CONFERENCE  
will be held  
Wednesday,  
September 7,  
2011 at 10:00 AM  
at the Stamford  
Housing 
Authority.

HOUSING 
AUTHORITY OF  
THE CITY OF  
STAMFORD,  
TEXAS
Judy Detamore,  
Executive Director
325/ 773-3761

EQUAL 
HOUSING 
OPPORTUNITY

NOTICE IS 
HEREBY GIVEN  
THAT THE CITY  
OF ABILENE  
WILL RECEIVE  
SEALED, 
WRITTEN BIDS  
IN THE OFFICE  
OF THE 
PURCHASING  
ADMINISTRA- 
TOR, 555 
WALNUT, ROOM  
201-A, CITY  
HALL, ABILENE,  
TEXAS 79601 
UNTIL 11:00 A.M.  
ON THE 30TH  
DAY OF AUGUST  
A.D., 2011 FOR:

1. WATER  
TREATMENT  
CHEMICALS -BID  
#CB 1142

2. 300-GALLON  
FULLY 
AUTOMATED  
CONTAINERS - 
BID #CB 1143

BIDS WILL BE  
OPENED AND  
READ ALOUD 
IMMEDIATELY  
AFTER CLOSING  
DEADLINE IN  
THE CITY HALL  
COUNCIL
CHAMBERS.

BID DOCUMENTS  
MAY BE 
OBTAINED 
ELECTRONICAL- 
LY. ALL BIDS  
MUST 
SUBSTANTIALLY  
COMPLY WITH  
SPECIFICA- 
TIONS.  FOR 
INFORMATION,  
CALL  
(325) 676-6225.

THE CITY OF  
ABILENE WILL  
AWARD THE  
CONTRACT TO  
THE LOWEST  
RESPONSIBLE  
BIDDER.  THE  
CITY RESERVES  
THE RIGHT TO  
REJECT ANY OR  
ALL BIDS.

for

2217052

We Have The Key
To Your New Home!

1, 2, 3, & 4 Bedroom Single Family
Homes, Apartments, Condos, Mobile 

Homes ALL around Abilene!

· KEY PROPERTY MANAGEMENT
· CONTINENTAL VILLA

· WHISPERING OAKS APTS.
· LITTLE ELM CONDOS

· MEADOW RIDGE ESTATES
• JEFFERSON SQUARE APTS.

• VILLAGE WEST APARTMENTS

Pets allowed at MOST!  All Bills paid on some!  
GREAT locations and amenities on ALL!

WE WELCOME HUD RENTERS!
*BRING IN THIS ADV FOR ONE FREE APPLICATION FEE

202 Arnold Blvd.            
690-0123 

 www.werentabilene.com

161 S. Pioneer•695-4510

Westgate Mobile
Home Community

Live, Laugh & Love!
“Community Living at its Best”

Nice, Clean, Remodeled Mobile Homes For
Rent & For Sale • 1, 2, 3 & 4 Bedrooms

$15 APPLICATION FEE

2008 Winner
Best Mobile Home Park

23
81

70

The Owner does not discriminate
against persons with disabilities.

ABILENE NORTH
APARTMENTS

• Free Water, Gas & Electric
• Resident Controlled Air/Heat

• “ON BUS LINE”
• Walking Distance to Schools

For more information call

325-672-9851
TTY # - 1-800-676-3777

2411 N. Willis

2 bedroom – $542
3 bedroom – $622
Ask about Section 8

23
82
67

ASHDEN COURTYARD
APARTMENTS

South 19th and Grand
Near HEB and MCM

1,000 sq. ft.
2 Bedroom, 1 Bath

Washer/Dryer 
Connections

$650 month

Owner pays Water &
Basic Expanded Cable

Call Sydney McKinney

ashden.courtyard@gmail.com

LICENSED REALTOR

325-370-0888
M-F 9-5:30 or email

SUNSCAPE
APARTMENTS

55 and Older, or Disabled
Nice Area, Safe Apartments
1 Month Free, HUD Accepted

Radford Hills Neighborhood

325-672-5092
1315 Musken (Off Judge Ely)

$505Water Paid
1-1 UNIT

$585Water Paid
2-1 UNIT

Westwood Apartments
All Bills Paid, Pool, Covered Parking

$550$200 Down
1-1 UNIT

$650$300 Down
2-1 UNIT

$725$300 Down
2-2 UNIT

325-672-5092
Corner of N. 6th & Westwood

WESTWOOD
APARTMENTS

ANSON
PARK

2934 Old Anson
Abilene, TX

325-672-1636

Call for an
Appointment

MOVE IN
SPECIAL

$39900

3 Bedroom,
2 Bath

ONLY
3 Available
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BID NOTICE
THE DALLAS-FORT
WORTH
INTERNATIONAL
AIRPORT is accepting
separate sealed bids for
the following items at the
herein stated bid opening
location until the bid
/proposal due date and
time stated below, when
they will be publicly
opened and read aloud.

BID DUE DATE AND
TIME: Wednesday,
September 07, 2011 @ 2:00
PM (Central Time)

SOLICITATION: 7005440 -
Waterproof and Repair
IG Unit Supports on A/B
Skybridge

BID OPENING
LOCATION: DFW
International Airport
Procurement Offices,
3122 East 30th Street,
DFW Airport, TX 75261
telephone (972) 973-5600.
Specifications may be
obtained at MS Dallas
Reprographics, 2300
Reagan St., Dallas, Texas
75219, telephone (214) 522-
8533; viewed /
downloaded from DFW
International Airport
website at
dfwairport.com or the
msdallas website
www.msdallas.com.

BID NOTICE
THE DALLAS-FORT
WORTH
INTERNATIONAL
AIRPORT is accepting
separate sealed bids for
the following items at the
herein stated bid opening
location until the bid
/proposal due date and
time stated below, when
they will be publicly
opened and read aloud.

BID DUE DATE AND
TIME: Wednesday,
August 31, 2011 @ 11:00
AM (Central Time)

SOLICITATION: 262799 -
Purchase Heavy
Equipment

BID OPENING
LOCATION: DFW
International Airport
Procurement Offices,
3122 East 30th Street,
DFW Airport, TX 75261.
Specifications may be
obtained at the herein
stated bid opening
location or viewed /
downloaded from DFW
International Airport
website at
dfwairport.com or by
calling 972-973-5600.

INVITATION FOR BIDS

The Housing Authority of
the City of Dallas, Texas
(DHA) will receive
sealed bids from qualified
companies to provide
GLASS INSTALLATION
AND REPAIR SERVICE
for DHA Properties.

Bid documents including
the Scope of work may be
obtained from the
Procurement Department
at DHA’s Central Office
which is located on the
2nd floor at 3939 N.
Hampton Road, Dallas,
Texas 75212 or by calling
214/951-8429, beginning
Wednesday, August 17,
2011. Office hours are
from 8:00 a.m. to 5:30
p.m. Monday through
Thursday and 8:00 a.m.
to 12:00 p.m. on Friday.

A non-mandatory Pre-Bid
Conference will be held
on Thursday, August 25,
2011 at 10:30 A.M. at
DHA’s Central Office,
3939 N. Hampton Road,
Dallas, Texas 75212

Bids will be accepted
until 3:00 P.M., on
Thursday, September 08,
2011 in the Procurement
Department, on the 2nd
floor at 3939 N. Hampton
Road, Dallas, Texas
75212, at which time and
place all bids will be
publicly opened and read
aloud. All bids must be
received in the
Procurement Department
by the specified time.
Any Bids received after
3:00 P.M., on Thursday,
September 08, 2011 will be
rejected.

DHA RESERVES THE
RIGHT TO REJECT
ANY AND ALL BIDS OR
TO WAIVE ANY
INFORMALITIES IN
THE BIDDING. THE
HOUSING AUTHORITY
OF THE CITY OF
DALLAS, TEXAS WILL
NOT DISCRIMINATE
ON THE BASIS OF
RACE, COLOR,
NATIONAL ORIGIN,
RELIGION, SEX,
DISABILITY FAMILIAL
STATUS, OR AGE.
EQUAL HOUSING
OPPORTUNITY.

INVITATION FOR BIDS

The Housing Authority of
the City of Dallas, Texas
(DHA) will receive bids
for the Installation of a
New Parking Lot at the
Lone Star Building,
Dallas, Texas 75212,

Bid documents including
Plans and Specifications
may be obtained from the
Procurement Department
at DHA’s Central Office
which is located on the
2nd floor at 3939 N.
Hampton Road, Dallas,
Texas 75212 or by calling
214/951-8429, beginning
Tuesday, August 23, 2011 .
Office hours are from
8:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m.
Monday through
Thursday and 8:00 a.m.
to 12:00 p.m. on Friday.

A non-mandatory Pre-Bid
Conference will be held
on Wednesday, August 31,
2011 at 10:00 A.M. at the
Lone Star Building, 2575
Lone Star Drive, Dallas,
Texas 75212.

Bids will be accepted
until 3:00 P.M., on
Thursday, September 08,
2011 in the Procurement
Department, on the 2nd
floor at 3939 N. Hampton
Road, Dallas, Texas
75212, at which time and
place all bids will be
publicly opened and read
aloud. All bids must be
received in the
Procurement Department
Office by the specified
time. Any Bids received
after 3:00 P.M., on
Thursday, September 08,
2011 will be rejected.

DHA RESERVES THE
RIGHT TO REJECT
ANY AND ALL BIDS OR
TO WAIVE ANY
INFORMALITIES IN
THE BIDDING. THE
HOUSING AUTHORITY
OF THE CITY OF
DALLAS, TEXAS WILL
NOT DISCRIMINATE
ON THE BASIS OF
RACE, COLOR,
NATIONAL ORIGIN,
RELIGION, SEX,
DISABILITY FAMILIAL
STATUS, OR AGE.
EQUAL HOUSING
OPPORTUNITY.

INVITATION FOR BIDS

The DALLAS COUNTY
LOCAL WORKFORCE
DEVELOPMENT
BOARD, INC. dba
Workforce Solutions
Greater Dallas, a private,
non-profit agency that
administers Workforce
funds in Dallas County,
Texas is issuing an
Invitation for Bids (IFB)
to provide Janitorial
Services at the Workforce
Center offices located
throughout Dallas
County. The IFB, #112308,
with detailed
specifications will be
available at the Board
offices at One Main
Place, 1201 Main Street,
Suite 2700, Dallas, Texas
75202, and available to
download from the
Board’s website:
www.wfsdallas.com
Tuesday, August 23, 2011,
at 1:00 p.m. CDT. There
will be no Bidders’
Conference to respond to
questions about the IFB;
however, potential

Public Meeting Notice
2012 Unified Transportation Program Revision and
2011-2014 Statewide Transportation Improvement

Program Revision

The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT)
will host an open-house style public meeting to
solicit public comments and input for revisions to
the 2012 Unified Transportation Program (UTP),
which covers fiscal years (FY) 2012 through 2021
and the FY 2011 August II Quarterly revision to the
2011-2014 Statewide Transportation Improvement
Program (STIP).

Unified Transportation Program

The 2012 UTP is a comprehensive ten-year plan for
the development and construction of State of Texas
transportation projects including roadways,
aviation, public transportation, waterways and
coastal waters, and rail projects and includes
specific funding levels for each fiscal year.

Beginning promptly at 5:30 p.m. , TxDOT staff will
conduct a brief presentation on the purpose and
revisions of the 2012 UTP. Additional information
will be available for public viewing and TxDOT
representatives will be on-hand to discuss the
development process and answer questions.
Forms will be provided in order to receive written
comments. All interested parties are encouraged
to attend.

For additional information, please go to
http://www.txdot.gov/public_involvement/utp.htm
or call the toll-free information line at (800) 687-
8108.

Written comments may be submitted on the UTP
website at: http://www.txdot.gov, using search
engine keyword: 2012 UTP; by email at:
FIN_UTP@txdot.gov; or by mail to: TxDOT
Finance Division UTP, 150 E. Riverside Drive,
Austin, Texas, 78704. Public comments will be
received until September 26, 2011.

Statewide Transportation Improvement Program

The STIP is a mechanism used by TxDOT and the
Federal Highway Administration to fund projects
for the next four years and includes all federally
funded projects. This public meeting pertains
specifically to the FY 2011 August II Quarterly
STIP revision. TxDOT representatives will be on-
hand to answer STIP related questions.

The FY 2011 STIP Amendment for August 2011
may be viewed online at
http://www.txdot.gov/business/governments/stips/ht
m or visit any TxDOT District Office prior to the
meeting. Locations of these offices can be found
at: http://www.dot.state.tx.us/local_information/.
Written comments may be submitted to Lori
Morel, 118 E. Riverside Drive, Austin, Texas 78704.

The public meeting will be held from 5:00 - 6:30
p.m. (CST) on Thursday, September 1, 2011 , at the
following locations:

Brownwood District
Administration Building
Conference Room, BWD 2
2495 Highway 183 N
Brownwood, Texas 76802

Atlanta District
Administration Building
Atlanta Room 26
701 East Main St.
Atlanta, Texas 75551

Dallas District
Administrative Bldg,
DAL 2 Conference Room
4777 East Hwy 80
Mesquite, Texas 75150

Fort Worth District
Regional Training Center
2501 SW Loop 820 (at McCart Ave.)
Fort Worth, Texas 76133

Paris District
Training Center
1365 Main St
Paris, Texas 75460

Tyler District
Administration Building
Assembly Room
2709 West Front St
Tyler, Texas 75702

Waco District
Administration Building
Administration Conference Room
100 South Loop Dr
Waco, Texas 76704

Wichita Falls District
District Training Center
Small Classroom WFS2
1601 Southwest Pkwy
Wichita Falls, Texas 76302

Persons with special communication or
accommodation needs may call Tim Juarez at
(254) 745-2136 for assistance. Requests should be
made no later than three days prior to the
meeting. Every reasonable effort will be made to
accommodate needs.

questions about the IFB;
however, potential
bidders may submit any
questions to the Board no
later than Monday,
August 29, at 5:00 p.m.
CDT to the workforce
procurement e-mail link
at:
procurement@wfsdallas.c
om. Responses to
questions will be posted
on website at
www.wfsdallas.com on
August 30th. The
deadline for bid proposals
in response to the IFB is
5:00 p.m. CDT on
Wednesday, September 7,
2011. Procurement is via
the competitive
negotiation method, on
the basis of ability to
meet IFB requirements,
bidder experience and
qualifications, and costs.

BID NOTICE

Dallas County Schools is
accepting submittals for
the following:

RFP # 08-30-11-01, Vehicle
Parts and Equipment
(Bus, Truck, Car)
Submittals must be
returned by 10:30 A.M.,
Tuesday, August 30, 2011.
Late submittals may not
be accepted. Envelopes
must be marked with
RFP title and number.

Dallas County Schools is
not responsible for late
submittals due to mail
service, delivery service,
etc.

A RFP may be obtained
by accessing the Dallas
County Schools’ website
at
http://www.dcschools.co
m and under BIDDING
OPPORTUNITIES, or by
emailing Alan Hagy,
Purchasing Manager, at
ahagy@dcschools.com.

Dallas County Schools
reserves the right to
reject any and/or all
submittals, in whole or in
part. Dallas County
Schools may waive minor
technicalities and award
such as deemed in its
best interest.

BID NOTICE

Dallas County Schools is
accepting submittals for
the following:

RFP # 08-30-11-02,
EMPLOYEE UNIFORMS-
SUPPLY AND SERVICE
Submittals must be
returned by 10:30 A.M.,
Tuesday, August 30, 2011.
Late submittals may not
be accepted. Envelopes
must be marked with
RFP title and number.

Dallas County Schools is
not responsible for late
submittals due to mail
service, delivery service,
etc.

A RFP may be obtained
by accessing the Dallas
County Schools’ website
at
http://www.dcschools.co
m and under BIDDING
OPPORTUNITIES, or by
emailing Alan Hagy,
Purchasing Manager, at
ahagy@dcschools.com.

Dallas County Schools
reserves the right to
reject any and/or all
submittals, in whole or in
part. Dallas County
Schools may waive minor
technicalities and award
such as deemed in its
best interest.

BID NOTICE

Dallas County Schools is
accepting submittals for
the following:

RFP # 08-30-11-03,
WRECKER, HAULING
SERVICES
Submittals must be
returned by 10:30 A.M.,
Tuesday, August 30, 2011.
Late submittals may not
be accepted. Envelopes
must be marked with
RFP title and number.

Dallas County Schools is
not responsible for late
submittals due to mail
service, delivery service,
etc.

A RFP may be obtained
by accessing the Dallas
County Schools’ website
at
http://www.dcschools.co
m and under BIDDING
OPPORTUNITIES, or by
emailing Alan Hagy,
Purchasing Manager, at
ahagy@dcschools.com.

Dallas County Schools
reserves the right to
reject any and/or all

reserves the right to
reject any and/or all
submittals, in whole or in
part. Dallas County
Schools may waive minor
technicalities and award
such as deemed in its
best interest.

BID NOTICE

Dallas County Schools is
accepting submittals for
the following:

RFP # 08-30-11-04, BUS
CHASSIS SPRING
SERVICES
Submittals must be
returned by 10:30 A.M.,
Tuesday, August 30, 2011.
Late submittals may not
be accepted. Envelopes
must be marked with
RFP title and number.

Dallas County Schools is
not responsible for late
submittals due to mail
service, delivery service,
etc.

A RFP may be obtained
by accessing the Dallas
County Schools’ website
at
http://www.dcschools.co
m and under BIDDING
OPPORTUNITIES, or by
emailing Alan Hagy,
Purchasing Manager, at
ahagy@dcschools.com.

Dallas County Schools
reserves the right to
reject any and/or all
submittals, in whole or in
part. Dallas County
Schools may waive minor
technicalities and award
such as deemed in its
best interest.

BID NOTICE
THE DALLAS-FORT
WORTH
INTERNATIONAL
AIRPORT is accepting
separate sealed bids for
the following items at the
herein stated bid opening
location until the bid
/proposal due date and
time stated below, when
they will be publicly
opened and read aloud.

SOLICITATION: 263295 -
Public Address / Voice
Evacuation Test System

BID DUE DATE AND
TIME: Thursday,
September 08, 2011 @
11:00 AM (Central Time)

BID OPENING
LOCATION: DFW
International Airport
Procurement Offices,
3122 East 30th Street,
DFW Airport, TX 75261.
Specifications may be
obtained at the herein
stated bid opening
location or viewed /
downloaded from DFW
International Airport
website at
dfwairport.com or by
calling 972-973-5600.

NOTICE IS HEREBY
GIVEN as required by
title 18, United States
Code, section
983(a)(2)(A) and/or title
19, United States Code,
section 1607 et seq of
seizure at Dallas/Fort
Worth, Texas, on the
dates specified below, of
the following
merchandise, liable to
forfeiture to the United
States under provisions of
various statutes cited.
Any person claiming such
property is hereby
notified to file his claim
at the Customhouse, 7501
Esters Blvd., Suite 160,
Irving, Texas 75063 (or by
mail to P.O. Box 619050,
D/FW Airport, Texas
75261), within 20 days (or
35 days if case is denoted
as C.A.F.R.A.) after the
first publication of this
notice together with a
bond in the amount of
$5000 or 10% of the value
of the claimed property
(for cases not denoted as
C.A.F.R.A.), whichever is
lower, but not less than
$250, with approved
sureties as provided for
in title 19, United States
Code, section 1608. The
cost bond amount, if
required, is specified
below for each referenced
case. Once the cost bond
and/or claim to the
merchandise has been
filed, the case will be
forwarded to the United
States Attorney for the
institution of forfeiture
proceedings in federal
district court. If you are
indigent (needy and poor)
you may not be required
to post the monetary
bond. If no claim is filed
(or bond given) as
provided in the aforesaid
statute, the property
herein described will be
declared forfeited to the
Government of the United

Legal Notice
Application has been made with the
Texas Alcoholic Beverge Commission
for a Mixed Beverage Permit with Late
Hours by Nadia Esquivel dba G Spot, to
be located at 4310 Maple Avenue,
Dallas, Dallas County, Texas. Owner of
said business is Nadia Esquivel.

Notificación Publica de No Discriminación
en Programas

Vocacionales (Career and Technical
Education Programs)

Winfree Academy Charter Schools carrera de
ofertas y programas técnicos de educación en el
Negocio, en Servicios de Humano, y en la Ley, la
Seguridad Pública, las Correcciones, y la
Seguridad. La admisión a estos programas puede
ser basada en el nivel de grado que usted está en.
Es norma de Winfree Academy Charter Schools no
discriminar por motivos de raza, color, origen
nacional, género, o impedimento, en sus
programas, servicios o actividades vocacionales,
tal como lo requieren el Título Vl de la Ley de
Derechos Civiles de 1964, según enmienda; el
Título IX de las Enmiendas en la Educación, de
1972, y la Sección 504 de la Ley de Rehabilitación
de 1973, según enmienda.

Winfree Academy Charter Schools tomará las
medidas necesarias para asegurar que la falta de
habilidad en el uso del inglés no sea un obstáculo
para la admisíon y participación en todos los
programas educativos y vocacionales.

Para información sobre sus derechos o
procedimientos para quejas, Winfree Academy
Charter Schools, 6221 Riverside Dr. Suite 110;
Irving, Texas 75309, o 972-869-3250.

Public Notification of Nondiscrimination in Career
and Technical Education Programs

Winfree Academy Charter Schools offers career
and technical education programs in Business,
Human Services, and Law, Public Safety,
Corrections, and Security. Admission to these
programs may be based on the grade level
you are in.

It is the policy of Winfree Academy Charter
Schools not to discriminate on the basis of race,
color, national origin, gender, handicap, or age in
its employment practices as required by Title VI
of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended; Title
IX of the Education Amendments of 1972; the Age
Discrimination Act of 1975, as amended; and
Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as
amended.

Winfree Academy Charter Schools will take steps
to assure that lack of English language skills will
not be a barrier to admission and participation in
all educational and vocational programs.

For information about your rights or grievance
procedures contact Winfree Academy Charter
Schools at 6221 Riverside Dr. Suite 110; Irving, TX
75039, or at 972-869-3250.

Application has been made with the
Texas Alcoholic Beverage
Commission for Mixed Beverage
Late Hours Permit and Food and
Beverage Certificate By Zambezi
Enterprise dba Zambezi Sports Grill,
to be located at 13333 N. Stemmons
Freeway, Dallas, Dallas County,
Texas, 75234. Owner is Florence
Zezai.

Government of the United
States and disposed of in
conformity with the laws
and regulations of the
Secretary of the
Treasury:

2011550100006201: 20,000
Vials of Diazepam
5mg/ml 2ml -
19USC1595a(c) &
21USC952, because the
items are controlled
substances that were
imported contrary to law
and 19USC1595a(c) &
21USC954, because the
items are controlled
substances that were
imported into the United
States for transshipment
to another country,
namely Taiwan - seized
on November 14, 2010 at
DFW Airport, Texas
(total appraised value
$33,528.00 - cost bond
required $3,353.00)

2011550100049601: Bank of
America Cashier’s Check
#4317032 valued at
$20,365.35 - in violation of
18USC981, 18USC2323 &
18USC2320, because the
articles bear a
"counterfeit" version of a
trademark which has
been registered for
protection with the
United States
Government. Pursuant
to the cited statutes, the
"trafficking" in such
items is expressly
forbidden by title 18,
United States Code,
section 2320 - seized on
April 27, 2011 at Dallas,
Texas (CAFRA No Cost
Bond Required)

2011550100049701: 234
Pieces of U.S. Currency
valued at $3,798.00 -
18USC 981& 18USC1956,
because the property was
involved in transactions
that involved the
proceeds of trafficking in
counterfeit goods that
bear a "counterfeit"
version of a trademark,
registered for
importation protection
with the United States
Government and 4,930
Counterfeit "UMD" CD’s,
2,010 Counterfeit "Sony"
CD’s, 299 Counterfeit
"EMI" CD’s, 74
Counterfeit "UMD"
DVD’s and 94 Counterfeit
"WEA" CD’s - in violation
of 18USC2323 &
18USC2320, because the
articles bear a
"counterfeit" version of a
trademark which has
been registered for
protection with the
United States
Government. Pursuant
to the cited statutes, the
"trafficking" in such
items is expressly
forbidden by title 18,
United States Code,
section 2320 - seized on
April 27, 2011 at Dallas,
Texas (CAFRA No Cost
Bond Required)

11-2000
NOTICE OF HEARING
Project No. PB06U291,

PB06U297

The City Council of the
City of Dallas will hold a
public hearing at 1:00
P.M. on September 14,
2011, in the Council
Chamber of the Dallas
City Hall as to the
amount to be assessed
against each abutting
property owner, railways,
and street railways, if
any, or their agents or
attorneys and to all
persons interested in said
matter and as to the
benefits to said property
by reason of said
improvement or any
other matter or thing in
connection therewith on
the following streets:

Street Group 06-454
1. Laneri Avenue from
Merrimac Avenue to
Mercedes Avenue
2. Old Gate Lane from
Garland Road to Angora
Street to San Fernando
Way to Forest Hills
Boulevard to Redondo
Drive to Santa Clara
Drive to Diceman Drive

That the cost of the
following described
improvements on the
heretofore described
streets, with the amount
or amounts per front foot
proposed to be assessed
for such improvements
against abutting property
and the owners thereof
and against street and
steam railway companies
whose tracks occupy said
streets, if any, are as
follows, to wit:

shall be paved from curb
to curb with 6-inch and 8-
inch thick 4000-pounds
per square inch
reinforced concrete
pavement; with 6-inch
thick lime treated base;
with 6-inch high integral
curbs; with 6-inch thick
reinforced concrete drive
approaches; with 4-inch
thick reinforced concrete
sidewalks 4 or 5 feet wide
where specified; so that
the roadway shall be 26
and 36 feet in width; and,

The estimated cost of the
improvements is
$1,835,739.00 (est.)

$1,835,739.00 (est.)
a. The estimated rate
per square yard to be
assessed against abutting
property and the owners
thereof for concrete drive
approaches is $41.34/S. Y.
b. The estimated rate
per front foot to be
assessed against abutting
property and the owners
thereof for pavement
improvements including
sidewalks is as follows:

Where Property
Classification is WSR-I
(Residential R-7.5 (A)
The front rate for 6-inch
thickness reinforced
concrete pavement 13.5
feet wide with curb:
$72.80/L. F.
The side rate for 6-inch
thickness reinforced
concrete pavement 2.5
feet wide with curb:
$15.03/L.F.
The rear rate for 6-inch
thickness reinforced
concrete pavement 10
feet wide with curb:
$15.96/L.F.
The front rate for 4-inch
reinforced concrete
sidewalk is: $7.12/L. F.
The side rate for 4-inch
reinforced concrete
sidewalk is: $3.56/L. F.

Where Property
Classification is WSR-III
(Residential R-7.5 (A)
The front rate for 8-inch
thickness reinforced
concrete pavement 18.5
feet wide with curb:
$110.36/L. F.
The front rate for 4-inch
reinforced concrete
sidewalk is: $7.12/L. F.

11-1999
NOTICE OF HEARING
Project No. PB06U290,

PB06U302

The City Council of the
City of Dallas will hold a
public hearing at 1:00
P.M. on September 14,
2011, in the Council
Chamber of the Dallas
City Hall as to the
amount to be assessed
against each abutting
property owner, railways,
and street railways, if
any, or their agents or
attorneys and to all
persons interested in said
matter and as to the
benefits to said property
by reason of said
improvement or any
other matter or thing in
connection therewith on
the following streets:

Street Group 06-453
1. Kimsey Drive from
Maple Avenue North to
Dead-End
2. St. Mary Avenue from
Garland Avenue to Ash
Lane to Terry Street

That the cost of the
following described
improvements on the
heretofore described
streets, with the amount
or amounts per front foot
proposed to be assessed
for such improvements
against abutting property
and the owners thereof
and against street and
steam railway companies
whose tracks occupy said
streets, if any, are as
follows, to wit:

shall be paved from curb
to curb with 6-inch thick
4000-pounds per square
inch reinforced concrete
pavement; with 6-inch
thick lime treated base;
with 6-inch high integral
curbs; with 6-inch thick
reinforced concrete drive
approaches; with 4-inch
thick reinforced concrete
sidewalks 4 or 5 feet wide
where specified; so that
the roadway shall be 26
feet in width; and,

The estimated cost of the
improvements is
$812,075.00 (est.)
a. The estimated rate
per square yard to be
assessed against abutting
property and the owners
thereof for concrete drive
approaches is $41.34/S. Y.
b. The estimated rate
per front foot to be
assessed against abutting
property and the owners
thereof for pavement
improvements including
sidewalks is as follows:

Where Property
Classification is WSR-I
(Residential R-7.5 (A)
The front rate for 6-inch
thickness reinforced
concrete pavement 13.5
feet wide with curb:
$72.80/L. F.
The front rate for 6-inch
thickness reinforced
concrete pavement 13.5
feet wide with existing
curb: $70.89/L. F.
The side rate for 6-inch
thickness reinforced
concrete pavement 2.5
feet wide with curb:
$15.03/L.F.
The front rate for 4-inch
reinforced concrete
sidewalk is: $7.12/L. F.
The side rate for 4-inch
reinforced concrete
sidewalk is: $3.56/L. F.

This project may be
eligible to be funded in
part by Community
Development Block Grant
(CDBG) funds provided
by the Department of

www.aacbid.com
Online Auctions

214-607-0200
See Website for Auction Details

TX Lic 16309

Cleveland County, OK Land Auction
240 acres offered in choices and combinations
www.pickensauctions .com

405.533.2600

(CDBG) funds provided
by the Department of
Housing and Urban
Development. Low and
moderate income
residents, who own and
occupy their property as
a homestead, may be
able to apply for a grant
from CDBG funds to pay
all of their assessment.

NOTICE OF PUBLIC
HEARING OF THE CITY

OF DALLAS URBAN
LAND BANK

DEMONSTRATION
PROGRAM PLAN

On October 26, 2011 at
1:00 p.m., in the City
Council Chambers at
Dallas City Hall, 1500
Marilla Street, the Dallas
City Council will hold a
public hearing to receive
comments on the
proposed City of Dallas
FY 2011-12 Urban Land
Bank Demonstration
Program Plan. The 2003
Texas Urban Land Bank
Demonstration Act allows
the Dallas City Council to
adopt an Urban Land
Bank Program. This
program permits the
Dallas County officer
charged with selling real
property ordered sold
pursuant to foreclosure of
a tax lien to sell certain
eligible real property to a
land bank created by the
City of Dallas. These
properties may be
conveyed to the land
bank by private sale for
purposes of affordable
housing development.
The Plan provides a
description and
procedure for the sale
and development of
vacant, tax-delinquent
property for single family
housing affordable for
purchase by low and
moderate-income
households. The Plan
includes a list of property
addresses that may
become eligible for sale
to the land bank during
2011-12 fiscal year.
Consideration for final
approval of the Plan by
the Dallas City Council is
scheduled for October 26,
2011.

A copy of the FY 2011-12
City of Dallas Land Bank
Demonstration Program
Plan will be available
beginning August 22, 2011
at Dallas City Hall
Housing Department,
1500 Marilla Street, Room
6DN, Dallas, Texas,
75201. Citizens may
submit written comments
regarding the proposed
Plan to the Housing
Department up to
October 24, 2011 at 5:15
p.m. Citizens may also
view a copy of the plan
and a map of potential
Land Bank properties by
accessing the Housing
Department web pages
on the City of Dallas
Internet website at
http://www.dallascityhall.
com. Individuals
requiring alternative
formats in the review of
this document or
additional information
may also contact the
Housing Department at
214-670-4648.

LEGAL NOTICE:

This Texas Lottery
Commission Scratch-Off
game will close on
September 8, 2011. You
have until March 6, 2012,
to redeem any tickets for
this game: #1318 Instant
Powerball ($5) overall
odds are 1 in 2.80. This
Texas Lottery
Commission Scratch-Off
game will close on
September 23, 2011. You
have until March 21, 2012,
to redeem any tickets for
this game: #1270 Weekly
Grand ($2) overall odds
are 1 in 3.91. This Texas
Lottery Commission
Scratch-Off game will
close on September 25,
2011. You have until
March 23, 2012, to redeem
any tickets for this game:
#1327 Black Cherry
Doubler ($5) overall odds
are 1 in 3.76. These Texas
Lottery Commission
Scratch-Off games will
close on October 26, 2011.
You have until April 23,
2012, to redeem any
tickets for these games:
#1320 3 Times The Money
($3) overall odds are 1 in
4.85, #1344 Find The 9’s
($1) overall odds are 1 in
4.60, #1304 Double Dollars
($1) overall odds are 1 in
4.31, #1306 Cactus Cash
($1) overall odds are 1 in
4.31, #1319 Blackjack ($1)
overall odds are 1 in 4.85,
#1143 Double It! ($2)
overall odds are 1 in 4.87,
#1258 Bonus Cashword
($3) overall odds are 1 in
3.44, #1275 Big Money
Bingo ($5) overall odds
are 1 in 3.62. The odds
listed here are the overall
odds of winning any prize
in a game, including
break-even prizes.
Lottery retailers are
authorized to redeem
prizes of up to and
including $599. Prizes of
$600 or more must be
claimed in person at a
Lottery Claim Center or
by mail with a completed
Texas Lottery claim
form; however, annuity
prizes or prizes over
$1,000,000 must be
claimed in person at the
Commission
Headquarters in Austin.
Call Customer Service at
1-800-37LOTTO or visit
the Lottery Web site at
www.txlottery.org for
more information and
location of nearest Claim
Center. The Texas
Lottery is not responsible
for lost or stolen tickets,
or for tickets lost in the
mail. Tickets,
transactions, players, and
winners are subject to,
and players and winners
agree to abide by, all
applicable laws,
Commission rules,
regulations, policies,

Commission rules,
regulations, policies,
directives, instructions,
conditions, procedures,
and final decisions of the
Executive Director. A
Scratch-Off game may
continue to be sold even
when all the top prizes
have been claimed. Must
be 18 years of age or
older to purchase a Texas
Lottery ticket. PLAY
RESPONSIBLY. The
Texas Lottery Supports
Texas Education.

U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service

Oncor Draft Habitat
Conservation Plan/Draft
Environmental Impact

Statement
Public Hearing and

Invitation to Comment

Tuesday, August 23, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM

Ruthe Jackson Center
(Ballroom)

3113 S. Carrier Parkway
Grand Prairie, TX 75052

Wednesday,
August 24, 2011

5:30 PM to 7:30 PM
Texas State Technical

College (Center Seminar
Room)

300 Homer K. Taylor
Drive

Sweetwater, TX 79556

Thursday, August 25, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM

Bellmead Civic Center
Auditorium

(Senior Room)
3900 Parrish Street

Waco, TX 76705

Purpose: Solicit public
comments on the Draft
Environmental Impact
Statement and Draft
Habitat Conservation
Plan as part of the
proposed issuance of an
Endangered Species Act
(ESA) Section
10(a)(1)(B) Permit to
Oncor for incidental take
of 11 federally-listed
species from activities
associated with
maintenance and repair
of existing facilities and
installation and operation
of new facilities within
Oncor’s service area.
Hearings will begin with
an open house from 5:30
to 6:00 PM, formal
presentation from 6:00 to
6:30 PM, and open house
with opportunity to
provide written or oral
comments until 7:30 PM.

For more information,
visit http://www.
oncor-eis-hcp.com/ or
http://www.fws.gov/south
west/es/AustinTexas/

Notice is hereby given
that a public hearing will
be held by the Garland
City Council at 7:00 P.M.,
Tuesday, September 6,
2011, in the Council
Chambers of City Hall,
200 North Fifth Street, to
consider the application
of Pecan Ranch Early
Learning Center, LLC,
(Zoning File #Z 11-21)
requesting approval of a
Specific Use Permit for
Kindergarten, Preschool
or Child Care Center on
property zoned Single
Family (SF/7/E/3)
District. The property is
described as follows:

Being part of Lot 42,
Rosehill Acreage
Homesites, an addition to
the City of Garland as
shown on the Plat
recorded in Volume 7 of
Page 13 of the Map
Records of Dallas
County, Texas. The
property is located at 815
East Oates Road,
Garland, TX. (Council
District 4)

Note: The applicant
requests approval of the
Specific Use Permit to
reopen the existing child
care center under new
ownership.

CPN 5860 Pub. 8/21/2011

Notice is hereby given
that original Letters of
Administration for the
Estate of Walter C. Keas,
Deceased, were issued on
August 4, 2011, in Cause
No. PR-10-03200-1,
pending in the Probate
Court No. 1, Dallas
County, Texas, to: Karen
K. Ricker.

All persons having claims
against this Estate which
is currently being
administered are
required to present them
to the undersigned within
the time and in the
manner prescribed by
law.

c/o: Kevan I. Benkowitz
Attorney at Law
5600 Tennyson Pkwy,
Ste 382
Plano, TX 75024

Notice is hereby given
that original Letters of
Administration for the
Estate of William W.
Dollison, Deceased, were
issued on August 3, 2011,
in Cause No. PR-11-01983-
3, pending in the Probate
Court No. 3, Dallas
County, Texas, to:
Kappie D. Penrod.

All persons having claims
against this Estate which
is currently being
administered are
required to present them
to the undersigned within
the time and in the
manner prescribed by
law.

c/o: Kevan I. Benkowitz
Attorney at Law
5600 Tennyson Pkwy,
Ste 382
Plano, TX 75024

S. Vidak, need to talk to
you about Grandmother’s
estate. Please call,
number is the same.
Your aunt.

real estate FORECLOSURE AUCTION
TUE., SEPT. 6 @ 10:00 AM ~ 4818 & 4838 WOODALL RD

2 Bldgs. to be sold separately ~ DALLAS, DALLAS CO., TX
AUCTION HELD @ DALLAS CO. COURTHOUSE, DALLAS, TX
Asset Liquidators ~ (972)459-9674 ~ Dick Ritchie #7072
www.assetliquidatorsinc.com

RANCH/ESTATE
AUTION-ONLINE ONLY
Horse Trailer, Western

Furn, 3 Saddles, GoCart,
Mower, 28" Flatbed

Trailer, Car Hauler, Tools,
Sm ATV, Fridge, Freezer,
Leather Sofa, Oak Buffet,
Oriental Rugs, Tbl & Radi -
al Arm Saws, Nail Guns, 3
Grills, Rustic Dining Tbl,
Longhorns, & More. Hwy

276 W Tawakoni, See
website, Preview

8/27 1-3PM Ends 9/6
www.BuddyThomas.com

214-632-4824 10% BP

80 Acres + Minerals
Latimer County Okl.
Pickensauctions .com
405-533 2600

ANTIQUE MALL AUCTION
Fri&Sat Sept 2 & 3~9:30am
HWY 377 S. Ft Worth, TX
www. lagesseauctions.com
Bid Live or Online at:
proxybid.com
J. LaGesse #11682
817-413-0160/877-800-3145

THAT SCRAMBLED WORD GAME
by David L. Hoyt and Jeff Knurek

Unscramble these six Jumbles,
one letter to each square,
to form six ordinary words.

Now arrange the circled letters
to form the surprise answer, as
suggested by the above cartoon.

PRINT YOUR ANSWER IN THE CIRCLES BELOW

©2011 Tribune Media Services, Inc.
All Rights Reserved.
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(Answers tomorrow)

RELIC WOUND PERMIT DISOWNSaturday’s Jumbles:
Answer: After the storm, the farmer would need to -

“RE-COOP”

Lone Star AuctioneersLone Star AuctioneersLone Star AuctioneersLone Star AuctioneersLone Star Auctioneers

LoneStarAuctioneers.comLoneStarAuctioneers.comLoneStarAuctioneers.comLoneStarAuctioneers.comLoneStarAuctioneers.com

1955Vilbig,Dallas,TX (Approx.286Vehicles)1955Vilbig,Dallas,TX (Approx.286Vehicles)1955Vilbig,Dallas,TX (Approx.286Vehicles)1955Vilbig,Dallas,TX (Approx.286Vehicles)1955Vilbig,Dallas,TX (Approx.286Vehicles)
FULL PAYMENT DUE IMMEDIATELY, CASH. ALL SALES FINAL. ‘AS
IS, WHERE IS’. NO ONE UNDER 18 YRS ALLOWED.

LIVE Mon., Aug. 22, 10 AMLIVE Mon., Aug. 22, 10 AMLIVE Mon., Aug. 22, 10 AMLIVE Mon., Aug. 22, 10 AMLIVE Mon., Aug. 22, 10 AM
DALLAS POLICE AUTO POUNDDALLAS POLICE AUTO POUNDDALLAS POLICE AUTO POUNDDALLAS POLICE AUTO POUNDDALLAS POLICE AUTO POUND

LIVELIVELIVELIVELIVE 10AM Thurs.,Aug.2510AM Thurs.,Aug.2510AM Thurs.,Aug.2510AM Thurs.,Aug.2510AM Thurs.,Aug.25
CITY OF IRVING AUTO POUNDCITY OF IRVING AUTO POUNDCITY OF IRVING AUTO POUNDCITY OF IRVING AUTO POUNDCITY OF IRVING AUTO POUND

401 N. Valley View, Irving, TX (Approx. 91 Vehicles)
Announcements made auction day supersede all prior advertising. Full payment
immediately, cash. VIEW: 8 AM. No one under 18 on lot.

LIVE 10 AM Wed., Aug. 31LIVE 10 AM Wed., Aug. 31LIVE 10 AM Wed., Aug. 31LIVE 10 AM Wed., Aug. 31LIVE 10 AM Wed., Aug. 31
CITY OF DALLASCITY OF DALLASCITY OF DALLASCITY OF DALLASCITY OF DALLAS
FLEET VEHICLES & HVY. EQ.

8200 W. Jefferson Blvd., Grand Prairie
Side Loaders, Rotoboom Trk., Sweepers, Trailers, Police Pur-
suit Cars, Trucks, Sedans & Vans. No one under 18 allowed.
Terms & Bid Absentee at www.LSA.cc Burgess 7878
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INVITATION FOR BIDS
The Housing Authority of the City of No-
cona, Texas (hereinafter called the "Lo-
cal Housing Authority") will receive 
sealed bids for a single construction 
contract to remove existing and install 
new sewer lines of (30) Units; bids are to 
include demolition, alterations and all 
work specified and/or shown on the draw-
ings until:

WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 7TH, 2011, 
AT 10:30 AM

at the HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE 
CITY OF NOCONA

400 HOBSON STREET
NOCONA, TEXAS 76255

Immediately thereafter all bids will be 
publicly opened and read aloud.
Proposed forms of contract documents; 
including plans and specifications are on 
file and available for inspection at the of-
fice of the Housing Authority of the City 
of Nocona and at the office of Cameron 
Alread, Architect Inc., 209 W. 8th St., Fort 
Worth, Texas 76102, (817) 332-6231 and at 
plan rooms in various cities of the state.
Copies of the documents may be obtained 
by depositing $100.00 with the Architect 
for one set of documents per General 
Contractor.  Such deposits will be re-
funded on return of the plans, specifica-
tions and other documents in good condi-
tion within 15 days after bid opening. 
Plans and specifications that have been 
taken apart are not considered in good 
condition.
A Pre-Bid Conference will be held 
Wednesday, August 24, 2011, at 10:30 AM 
at the Nocona Housing Authority.
A certified check or bank draft, payable 
to the Local Housing Authority, U.S. 
Government Bonds, or a satisfactory bid 
bond executed by the bidder and ac-
ceptable surety (the BID BOND shall be 
from a Company which is on the U. S. 
Treasury Department List, as an ap-
proved Surety Company) in an amount 
equal to five (5%) percent of the bid shall 
be submitted with each bid. 
The successful bidder will be required to 
furnish and pay for satisfactory perfor-
mance and payment bond or bonds, work-
ers compensation and automobile 
liability.  The bonds shall be from a Com-
pany which is on the U.S. Treasury De-
partment List.
Attention is called to the provisions for 
Equal Employment Opportunity as set 
forth in these documents. Attention is 
called to the fact that not less than the 
minimum salaries and wages as set forth 
in the specifications must be paid on this 
project. 
The Local Authority reserves the right to 
reject any or all bids and to waive any in-
formality in the bidding. No bid shall be 
withdrawn for a period of ninety (90) days 
subsequent to the opening of bids without 
consent of the Local Authority.

HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE
CITY OF NOCONA, TEXAS
Becky Rogers, Executive Director
940/825-6515
EQUAL HOUSING OPPORTUNITY

Public Meeting Notice
2012 Unified Transportation Program 

Revision and
2011-2014 Statewide Transportation 
Improvement Program Revision

The Texas Department of Transportation 
(TxDOT) will host an open-house style 
public meeting to solicit public comments 
and input for revisions to the 2012 Unified 
Transportation Program (UTP), which 
covers fiscal years (FY) 2012 through 2021 
and the FY 2011 August II Quarterly revi-
sion to the 2011-2014 Statewide Transpor-
tation Improvement Program (STIP). 

Unified Transportation Program
The 2012 UTP is a comprehensive ten-
year plan for the development and con-
struction of State of Texas transportation 
projects including roadways, aviation, 
public transportation, waterways and 
coastal waters, and rail projects and in-
cludes specific funding levels for each fis-
cal year.
Beginning promptly at 5:30 p.m., TxDOT 
staff will conduct a brief presentation on 
the purpose and revisions of the 2012 
UTP.  Additional information will be 
available for public viewing and TxDOT 
representatives will be on-hand to discuss 
the development process and answer 
questions.  Forms will be provided in or-
der to receive written comments.  All 
interested parties are encouraged to at-
tend
For additional information, please go to 
http://www.txdot.gov/public_involvement/
utp.htm or call the toll-free information 
line at (800) 687-8108.
Written comments may be submitted on 
the UTP website at: 
http://www.txdot.gov, using search engine 
keyword: 2012 UTP; by email at: 
FIN_UTP@txdot.gov; or by mail to: 
TxDOT Finance Division UTP, 150 E. Riv-
erside Drive, Austin, Texas, 78704. Public 
comments will be received until Septem-
ber 26, 2011.

Statewide Transportation 
Improvement Program

The STIP is a mechanism used by TxDOT 
and the Federal Highway Administration 
to fund projects for the next four years 
and includes all federally funded projects. 
This public meeting pertains specifically 
to the FY 2011 August II Quarterly STIP 
revision. TxDOT representatives will be 
on-hand to answer STIP related questions. 
The FY 2011 STIP Amendment for August 
2011 may be viewed online at 
http://www.txdot.gov/business/govern-
ments/stips/htm or visit any TxDOT Dis-
trict Office prior to the meeting. Loca-
tions of these offices can be found at: 
http://www.dot.state.tx.us/local_information/. 
Written comments may be submitted to 
Lori Morel, 118 E. Riverside Drive, Aus-
tin, Texas 78704.
The public meeting will be held from 5:00 
- 6:30 p.m. (CST) on Thursday, Septem-
ber 1, 2011, at the following locations:

Brownwood District
Administration Building
Conference Room, BWD 2
2495 Highway 183 N
Brownwood, Texas 76802
Atlanta District  
Administration Building
Atlanta Room 26
701 East Main St.
Atlanta, Texas 75551 
Dallas District
Administrative Bldg, 
DAL 2 Conference Room
4777 East Hwy 80
Mesquite, Texas 75150
Fort Worth District
Regional Training Center
2501 SW Loop 820 (at McCart Ave.)
Fort Worth, Texas 76133
Paris District
Training Center
1365 Main St
Paris, Texas 75460
Tyler District
Administration Building
Assembly Room
2709 West Front St
Tyler, Texas 75702
Waco District
Administration Building
Administration Conference Room
100 South Loop Dr
Waco, Texas 76704
Wichita Falls District
District Training Center
Small Classroom WFS2
1601 Southwest Pkwy
Wichita Falls, Texas 76302

Persons with special communication or 
accommodation needs may call Tim Jua-
rez at (254) 745-2136 for assistance.  Re-
quests should be made no later than three 
days prior to the meeting.  Every rea-
sonable effort will be made to accommo-
date needs.

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Oncor Draft Habitat Conservation Plan/Draft Environmental 

Impact Statement
Public Hearing and Invitation to Comment

Tuesday, August 23, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM

Ruthe Jackson Center (Ballroom)
3113 S. Carrier Parkway
Grand Prairie, TX 75052

Wednesday, August 24, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM

Texas State Technical College (Center Seminar Room)
300 Homer K. Taylor Drive

Sweetwater, TX 79556

Thursday, August 25, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM

Bellmead Civic Center (Senior Room)
3900 Parrish Street

Waco, TX 76705

Purpose: Solicit public comments on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement (DEIS) and Draft Habitat Conservation Plan 
(DHCP) as part of the proposed issuance of an Endangered Spe-
cies Act (ESA) Section 10(a)(1)(B) Permit to Oncor for inciden-
tal take of 11 federally listed species from activities associated 
with maintenance and repair of existing facilities and installation 
and operation of new facilities within Oncor's service area. Hear-
ings will begin with an open house from 5:30 to 6:00 PM, formal 
presentation from 6:00 to 6:30 PM, and open house with opportu-
nity to provide written or oral comments until 7:30 PM.

Opportunity: The Service, in cooperation with Oncor, is also of-
fering the opportunity for a public hearing to provide citizens a 
forum to present comments on the proposed action at other loca-
tions within Oncor's service area.  The DEIS and DHCP, which 
include maps showing the service area for the proposed action, 
and other related information are available at
http://www.oncor-eis-hcp.com/DraftEISHCP.aspx or
http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/AustinTexas/ and available for 
review at the Service's Austin office at 10711 Burnet Road, Suite 
200, Austin, Texas 78758.  Additional Public Hearings will be con-
sidered upon request.  Requests must be received by Wednesday, 
August 31, 2011.  All requests for a Public Hearing must be sub-
mitted in writing and should be sent via email to 
FW2_AUES_consult@fws.gov or to the following address:

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Oncor DHCP/DEIS Public Hearing Request

Attention: Adam Zerrenner
10711 Burnet Road, Suite 200

Austin, Texas 78758

For more information, visit http://www.oncor-eis-hcp.com/ or 
http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/AustinTexas/

COMBINED NOTICE OF FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT 
IMPACT AND INTENT TO REQUEST RELEASE OF FUNDS

August 21, 2011
City of Wichita Falls Texas, 1300 7th Street, Wichita Falls, TX 

76301, 940-761-7448

REQUEST FOR RELEASE OF FUNDS
On or about September 6, 2011 the City of Wichita Falls, Texas 
will submit a request to the U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Devel-
opment for the release of Community Development Block Grant 
(CDBG) funds under Title I of the Housing & Community Devel-
opment Act of 1974, as amended, and HOME Investment Partner-
ship (HOME) funds under Title II of the Cranston-Gonzalez Na-
tional Affordable Housing Act, as amended, to undertake the fol-
lowing eligible activities for the benefit of low-moderate income 
persons within the city limits of Wichita Falls that were approved 
under the FY 2012 Action Plan of the Consolidated Plan:

Code Enforcement Demolition & Clearance Program (Tiered)
$250,000 (CDBG) (Demolition & clearance of approximately 45 
hazardous single family structures)
Minor Repair Program (Tiered) $85,000 (CDBG) (Minor repairs 
of 15 single-family dwellings not to exceed $7,500 per dwelling)
FTHB Minor Repair Program (Tiered) $150,000 (HOME) (20 Mi-
nor repairs in conjunction with the FTHB acquisition assistance 
program with each minor repair not to exceed $7,500.)
Christmas In Action Repair Program (Tiered) $30,000 (CDBG) 
(20 Minor repairs on single family dwellings of elderly and 
handicapped not to exceed $2,500 per dwelling.)
North Side 3yr Waterline Replacement Project (3 Year Phased)
$1,097,940 total project cost (CDBG) (The proposed project in-
volves replacement of various abandoned 2" galvanized lines 
and 6" cast iron lines.  The old lines will be replaced with 6", 8" 
and 12" lines as recommended by the City's adopted Water Sys-
tem Master Plan by Freese & Nichols dated March 2008.  Ap-
proximately 203 households will benefit from the project. 
Trenching of varying depth ranging from 3' to 4' will occur in 
private yards close to and parallel with the street and in por-
tions of the street.  FY 11-12 costs are estimated at $188,640.  FY 
12-13 costs are estimated at $551,460, and FY 13-14 costs are esti-
mated at $357,840.  The project will have a boundary location of 
North 5th St on the South, North 10th St on the North, Central 
Freeway also known as IH 44 on the West, and Scott St on the 
East in the area known as North Side Addition, Wichita Falls, 
TX.)

FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
The City of Wichita Falls has determined that these projects will 
have no significant impact on the human environment.  There-
fore, an Environmental Impact Statement under the National En-
vironmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) is not required.  Addition-
al project information is contained in the Environmental Review 
Record (ERR) on file at the Neighborhood Resources Division, 
Room 300, City of Wichita Falls, 1300 7th Street, Wichita Falls, 
TX 76301, and may be examined or copied weekdays 8:00 A.M. to 
5:00 P.M.

PUBLIC COMMENTS
Any individual, group, or agency disagreeing with this determina-
tion or wishing to comment on these projects may submit written 
comments to the Neighborhood Resources Division at the address 
above.  All comments received by 5pm, September 5, 2011 will be 
considered by the City of Wichita Falls prior to authorizing sub-
mission of a request for release of funds.  Commentors should 
specify which part of this Notice they are addressing.

RELEASE OF FUNDS
The City of Wichita Falls certifies to HUD that Darron Leiker in 
his capacity as City Manager  consents to accept the jurisdiction 
of the Federal Courts if an action is brought to enforce respon-
sibilities in relation to the environmental review process and that 
these responsibilities have been satisfied.  HUD's approval of the 
certification satisfies its responsibilities under NEPA and related 
laws and authorities, and allows the City of Wichita Falls to use 
Program funds.

OBJECTIONS TO RELEASE OF FUNDS
HUD will consider objections to its release of funds and the City 
of Wichita Falls certification received by 5pm September 21, 2011
or a period of fifteen days from its receipt of the request (which-
ever is later) only if they are on one of the following bases: (a) 
the certification was not executed by 
the Certifying Officer or other officer of the City of Wichita Falls 
approved by HUD;  (b) the City of Wichita Falls has omitted a 
step or failed to make a decision or finding required by HUD 
regulations at 24 CFR Part 58; (c) the grant recipient or other 
participants in the project have committed funds or incurred 
costs not authorized by 24 CFR Part 58 before approval of a re-
lease of funds by HUD; or (d) another Federal agency acting 
pursuant to 40 CFR Part 1504 has submitted a written finding that 
the project is unsatisfactory from the standpoint of environmen-
tal quality.  Objections must be prepared and submitted in accor-
dance with the required procedures (24 CFR Part 58) and shall be 
addressed to U.S. Dept. of Housing and Urban Development, Ft. 
Worth Regional Office, Shirley J. Henley, CPD Director, 801 
Cherry St., Ft. Worth, TX 76102, (817) 978-5950.  Potential objec-
tors should contact HUD to verify the actual last day of the objec-
tion period.
Darron Leiker, City Manager  4276269

 Good Morning...

 Subscribe Today

 767-8346
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 Pets for Free/
 Adoption

My name is 
Maynard. I'm a 
bloodhound mix 

and a real 
outdoorsman 

seeking love and 
companionship.
Call about me 

today!
The Humane Society 
of Wichita County has 
all varieties, age, 
sizes of adoptable 
dogs and cats.  Each 
animal has all shots, 
surgeries,  micro-
chip.$105  dogs / pup-
pies, $50-$75 cats/ kit-
tens. 4360 Old Iowa 
Park Rd, 855-4941, 
11-6 M-Sat, 1-4 Sun.

Shihtzu-poo puppies
Adorable, Shihtzu-poo 
puppies, 9-1/2 weeks 
old, raised in-home 
with family; healthy, 
beautiful, lovabl. 
Must see to appre-
ciate.  Many colors to 
choose from. $400 
each.  For pictures, 
e-mail

shihtzupoopuppies 
@yahoo.com
(940)825-7262
TRN270663

 The Service Connection

 761-5151
 or 800-627-1646

NOTICE TO BID-
DERS: The City of 
Wichita Falls will be 
accepting bids for the 
Rehabilitation of 
Lake Arrowhead 
Raw Water Line Pro-
ject - Phase 2, 
CWF11-542-10. This 
project is generally 
described as: the re-
placement of 54-inch 
diameter pipe seg-
ments at various lo-
cations, and associat-
ed work.  Sealed bids 
shall be received by 
Purchasing Office, 
Memorial Audi-
torium, RM202A, by 
2:00PM and bids will 
be opened at 2:15PM 
on September 7, 2011. 
Information on this 
project may be ob-
tained by contacting 
the Public Works De-
partment at 
(940)761-7477 or on 
the City of Wichita 
Falls website: 
www.wichitafallstx.gov
BID # 11-56
Peggy Gahagan
Purchasing Agent
City of Wichita Falls

PUBLIC NOTICE
The Clay County ESD 
#2 will hold a meeting 
at Arrowhead Ranch 
Estates VFD on Au-
gust 29, 2011 at 7:00 
PM to consider 
adopting a proposed 
tax rate for the tax 
year 2011. The pro-
posed tax rate is 0.l5 
per $100 of value. The 
proposed tax rate 
would decrease total 
taxes in The Clay 
County ESD #2 by 17 
percent.

 761-5151
 The Classifieds

Request for Proposal 
(RFP) guidelines will 
be available begin-
ning August 23, 2011, 
for Ryan White Part 
B, HIV Health & So-
cial Services and 
Housing Opportu-
nities for Persons 
with AIDS for FY 
2012-2013.  These HIV 
Services grants will 
cover 11 counties.  A 
Bidders Conference 
for this Request for 
Proposal will be held 
on Wednesday, Au-
gust 31, 2011, at Tar-
rant County Public 
Health, Pasteur Con-
ference Room, 1101 
South Main St., Fort 
Worth, Texas at 10:30 
am.  Agencies may 
request an RFP by 
calling (817) 321-4746.

Request for Qualifi-
cations are solicited 
by Midwestern State 
U n i v e r s i t y ,
#735-12-6151, for 
Measurement and 
Verification Services. 
Specifications can be 
picked up from the 
purchasing depart-
ment located on the 
campus at 3410 Taft 
Blvd., Wichita Falls 
Texas, Daniel Build-
ing, room 202.  State-
ments will be due at 
2 PM on Tuesday, 
October 11, 2011 at 
the above listed ad-
dress.  MSU reserves 
the right to accept or 
reject any or all bids 
received. AUCTION

Wichita Falls PD 
Abandoned, Fleet Vehicles 

& Property
Saturday, August 27, 2011

10:00 AM
Police Impound

305 Sunset Drive. 
Gates Open at 9:00

The Wichita Falls Police 
Department has approximately 
25 vehicles and & misc property 

to be sold at public auction.

8% Buyers Premium

Bryan Choate, 
Auctioneer

License #12976

Two Day Auction
August 26th & 27th

Location:  1801 Cumberland, Vernon, TX

FRIDAY, August 26th, starting @ 6:00 p.m.
Ford tractor w/blade, shredder & plow, 
Poulan riding mower, Reel  mower, Wil-
barger General Hospital Surplus

SATURDAY, August 27th, starting @ 9:30 a.m.
20 ESTATE GUNS-Selling @ High Noon 
(12:00)! Lots of ANTIQUES:  BR.Set, DR 
set, Washstand, Curio Cabinet, Oak pcs, 
Victrola w/horn, Universola, Victorian 
couch, Settee, PRIMITIVES: Dental 
chair, Multigraph print machine, MISC li-
cense plates, 2 lighted Bud signs, Cape 
Cod, Bevarian china,  jewelry, Coke 
chest, Dark Rm door, Lots of Stainless 
pcs, COIN collection, see lots more pic-
tures and listing 

www.garnettauctions.com

Preview Friday-Gun Preview starts @ 4:00
ROYCE W. MILLER, 

AUCTIONEER, TX11840
940.553.1685 or 800.687.1296

Announcements made sale day takes precedence.

3 AUCTIONS
Saturday, August 27 

Wichita Falls, TX
*****************************************

Country Auction
9:05 AM  •  5466 Turkey Ranch Rd

REAL ESTATE
Beautiful 3/4 Bedroom, 2 1/2 Bath Custom-built 

2-Story Home, 2436 Sq Ft Home w/2-Car 
Attached Garage, 30' x 80' Barn/Workshop/
Office, 7.5 Acres, Fenced & Cross-Fenced 

VEHICLES / FARM EQUIPMENT / TRAILERS
2004 Toyota Sequoia, 1-Owner, Clean.

John Deere 790 Diesel Tractor w/345 Hours & 
419 Front End-Loader. 6’ Disk, 5’ John Deere 
Brush Hog, Tiller, Box Blade w/Rippers, Rake
16’ Utility Trailer, 6’ Utility Trailer w/Drop-Down 
Tailgate, 16’ Stock Trailer, Cub Cadet LT1045 
Riding Mower Pull-Behind Electric Sprayer

GUNS
Marlin Automatic 22, Winchester 12 ga Short 

Barrel 1300 Defender, Rossi Single Barrel 410
CORRAL PANELS

PrieFert Ranch Pro Panels, 1” Steel Pipe 
Panels, Circle Pen, Gates & Electric Fence

FURNITURE
Kenmore Elite HE3 Front-Loading Washer & 

Dryer, Tile-top Dinette Set w/Hidden Leaf, Side-
by-Side Kenmore Refrigerator, Kenmore 

Upright Freezer, 2 Chest Freezers, Hotpoint 
Refrigerator, Whirlpool Apt-Sz Refrigerator, Bar 
Stools, TV’s, Kimball Piano w/Bench, Trundle 
Bed, Child’s Bench, Wash Stand w/Pitcher & 

Bowl, La.Z.Boy Recliners, Armoire Chest, Triple 
Dresser w/Mirror, Entertainment Center, Night-
stands, Vintage Ethan Allen Mahogany China 
Hutch, Tiger Maple Dresser, Singer Treadle 

Sewing Machine, Hospital Bed, MORE!
HOUSEHOLD ITEMS

Pro-Form Elliptical, HealthRider Exercise Bike, 
Doll Collection, China, Fenton, Crystal, Cup & 

Saucer Sets, Misc. Kitchenware, Utensils, Floral 
Arrangements, Baskets, Mirrors, Picture 

Frames, Floor Lamp, Canning Jars, Books, 
World Book Encyclopedia, Misc. Toys, Wall, 

Décor, CD’s, Christmas Décor, Linens, Wheel-
chair, Luggage, Lamps, Stereo, Electronics, 

Records, MUCH MORE!
OUTDOOR ITEMS, TOOLS

Tack, Saddles, Bridles, Halters, 2-Seater Go-
Cart, Kid’s 2-Seater Golf Cart, Kid’s Push-Pedal 

Cart & Horse, Push Mower, Mini Gas Tiller, 
Ladders, Backpack Sprayer, Winch, Boomers, 
Hand & Power Tools, Extension Cords, Yard 
Tools, Toyota Pickup Bed Extender, Charcoal 

Grill w/Smoker ,Radio Flyer Wagon, Wheelbar-
rows, PVC Pipe, Plywood, Cinder Blocks, Yard 
Décor, Planter Bench, Concrete Planter Urns, 

Martin Houses, Tomato Cages, Metal Livestock 
Tanks, Coastal Hay, 55 Gal Drums, Pool Sup-

plies, Pet Carrier, MORE!

*****************************************
Real Estate AUCTION

4 PM  •  6709 Melrose Drive
5% BP

*****************************************
No Reserve Real Estate AUCTION

5 PM  •  1508 14th St
4-Plex w/Parking, (Opening Bid $1000)

10% BP
*****************************************

ZUBER AUCTION SERVICE
Richard H. Zuber, CAI,

TX#6807   (940)692-2205
All Sales Final, Cash, MasterCard

& Visa,
Checks. All Announcements Made Sale Day 

Supercede All Others, Written or Oral.
All Items Sold As Is, Where Is with No 

Promises or Guarantees.
Buyer's Premium on Real Estate only.

Website: www.zuberauction.com

FARM & RANCH
EQUIPMENT

AUCTION
Sat. - August 27 - 9AM
4 1/2 Miles East of 

Elgin, OK - Hwy. 17
Accepting items 

until Thurs., Aug. 25 
6PM. Preview all 

day Friday.
Selling for Estates, 
Banks, Dealers, &  

Area Farmers/
Ranchers.

Selling: Tractors, 
Backhoe, Trucks, Pick-
ups, Trailers, Farm & 
Ranch Equip., Yard 
Equip., Tools & many 
other items. View web 
for updates. Items be-
ing added daily. This is 
our 52nd Auction at this 
location.
BRIDGES AUCTION 

& SALES CO.
(580)492-5260

bridgesauction.com

Vehicle Auction:
2001 Chevrolet Tahoe 

LT, 147,000 miles
2pm, August 22, 2011 
at 1200 Scott, WF,TX

Cash, Cashier’s 
Check, Money Order

$ $ CASH $ $
We Buy Scrap Metal

- All Types -
• We Cut • We Load 

• We Haul
(940)237-1317 Morris

 Ask about Texas 
 Group Buys!

 Farm/Ranch Sale

Ranch Enterprises, LTD

1-210-734-4009
westerntexasland.com

WEST TEXAS
Mule Deer - Brewster County -  
334+ acres $88,584. 

Whitetail - Terrell County - 
240+ acres 
$84,231
Shared Well.

Owner 
Financed

WE BUY 
HORSES! 

(940)867-2547 or 
(940)538-4133

 Looking
  to Secure

  Your 
 Dream 
 Career?

 Times Record News
 Classifieds

 Get the Job Done!
 Check With Us First!

 Ask about Texas 
 Group Buys!

 1774586

 Click

 Click

 SOLD
 Sell Your Stuff

 in the Times Record 
 News Merchandise 

 Classifieds or 
 TRNclassifieds.com

 TRNclassifieds.com
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1100 Construction, Facilities

1120 Health Care

#1320 3 Times The Money ($3)
overall odds are 1 in 4.85, #1344 Find
The 9’s ($1) overall odds are 1 in 4.60,
#1304 Double Dollars ($1) overall
odds are 1 in 4.31, #1306 Cactus
Cash  ($1) overall odds are 1 in 4.31,
#1319 Blackjack ($1) overall odds are
1 in 4.85, #1143 Double It! ($2)
overall odds are 1 in 4.87, #1258
Bonus Cashword ($3) overall odds
are 1 in 3.44, #1275 Big Money
Bingo ($5) overall odds are 1 in 3.62.
The odds listed here are the overall
odds of winning any prize in a game,
including break-even prizes. Lottery
retailers are authorized to redeem
prizes of up to and including $599.
Prizes of $600 or more must be
claimed in person at a Lottery Claim
Center or by mail with a completed
Texas Lottery claim form; however,
annuity prizes or prizes over
$1,000,000 must be claimed in person
at the Commission Headquarters in
Austin. Call Customer Service at
1-800-37LOTTO  or visit the Lottery
Web site at www.txlottery.org  for
more information and location of
nearest Claim Center. The Texas
Lottery is not responsible for lost or
stolen tickets, or for tickets lost in the
mail. Tickets, transactions, players,
and winners are subject to, and
players and winners agree to abide by,
all applicable laws, Commission rules,
regulations, policies, directives,
instructions, conditions, procedures,
and final decisions of the Executive
Director. A Scratch-Off game may
continue to be sold even when all the
top prizes have been claimed. Must be
18 years of age or older to purchase a
Texas Lottery ticket. PLAY
RESPONSIBLY. The Texas Lottery
Supports Texas Education.

cleaned or cleared and will place a lien
on the property for the expenses
incurred.

If there are any questions about this
Notice, call the Code Enforcement
Inspector at 750-5970.

ISSUED AND GIVEN UNDER MY
HAND AND SEAL, THIS 15th  DAY
OF August, 2011.

Patricia Ervin, City Secretary
City of Waco

FOREMEN to lead utility contract
crews. Outdoor physical work, many
positions, paid training, $17/hr. plus
performance bonuses after promo-
tion, living allowance when traveling,
company truck and benefits. Must
have strong leadership skills, a good
driving history and be able to travel
throughout Texas. Email resume to
Recruiter4@osmose.com or apply
online at www.OsmoseUtilities.com
EOE M/F/D/V

0010 Celebrations

Attention
Classified Advertisers

Classified Advertisers
Responsibilities: Please check
your ad on the FIRST DAY it is

published

Report any errors or problems
before 11 AM the first day of publi-
cation. The Waco Tribune-Herald
cannot be responsible for more than
ONE day’s incorrect publication if
you do not call the error to our
attention. Claims for adjustments
must be made within 5 days of the
first insertion, but will ONLY be
made for the FIRST DAY of publi-
cation. The Waco Tribune-Herald
cannot be liable for any amount
greater than the amount paid for the
first day of such advertising. We
make every effort to avoid errors by
carefully proofreading.

If you find an error please call
(254) 757-3000

0050 Lost & Found

PLUMBER - Qualified Service
Plumber. Apply in person at
Cornerstone Plumbing, 324 S 8th
Street, Waco, or call 254-732-5918.

FOUND- Brittany Mix in the Bosqueville
area. 254-749-8162

FOUND female Beagle Mix in China
Spring. Call 709-2700

1105 Customer Service

FOUND Puppy on Box Ranch Rd,
Lorena. Call 254-717-3264

CASHIER/STOCKER NEEDED.
Opening interviews 8/22 from 3pm-5pm
at the Gasoline Station at 18th & Clay 

LOST male Cat in Bellmead. Last seen
wearing halter. Call 903-660-2093

CSR Needed PT. 25 hrs. Apply 8:30am-
10:30am only  2206 W. Waco Dr.  EOE

LOST very sentimental jewelry in front
of Kohl’s. Reward! 741-6276 / 715-3320

CUSTOMER RELATIONS AGENT
City of Waco - Water Utilities
$11.81 - $17.00 Hourly
Monday - Friday 7:30am - 6:00pm
Must be available weekends and On
Call as needed
Will perform in a call center. Primary
duties include processing & resolving
customer requests while delivering
quality service.
Required:
Drivers License:
Valid Class C Texas DL
Education:
High school diploma or equivalent
Experience: Three years related
experience preferably in a call center
or utility environment
Testing: Typing, Data Entry, Listening
Skills, Phone Etiquette, Excel
Please go to: www.wacowater.com for
Job Postings. EOE

1095 Clerical, Administrative

0105 General Auctions
SURPLUS REDUCTION AUCTION

Waco Independent School District

2025 South 19th St. Waco, Texas

August 27, 2011                 10:30AM

Selling commercial restaurant
equipment, Pickups, Vans, Trailer,

Lawn equipment, Furniture,
Classroom equipment, Plus more!

See www.ronniegarner.com
for details

Garner & Associates, Auctioneers

Waco, Texas

(254) 717-5051

Ronnie Garner Tx 7316

Please take appropriate 
precautions when 

providing credit card 
information. If you are 

contacted with a request 
for your credit card 

information please ask for 
the telephone number and 
the name of the caller. If 

the caller claims the call is 
associated with the

Waco Tribune-Herald, 
please contact us at

254-757-3000 to verify
the authenticity of any 
such call before giving
out this information.

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARINGS
Take notice that the Waco

Metropolitan Planning Organization
(MPO) Policy Board will meet on
Tuesday, August 23, 2011 at the Heart
of Texas Council of Governments
located at 1514 South New Road, at
2:00 p.m. A formal public hearing will
be conducted for persons to address
any matter of business.

For more information about this
meeting or specific agenda items,
please call the MPO at 254-750-5650
or visit the MPO website at
http://www.waco-texas.com/mpo/index.asp

Persons with disabilities who plan to
attend this meeting and who may need
auxiliary aids or services should
contact the MPO at 254-750-5650 at
least twenty-four (24) hours before this
meeting so that appropriate
arrangements can be made.

Christopher Evilia, AICP
MPO Director

CUSTOMER SERVICE REPS  FT/PT.
Nutone Cleaners, 2024 Lake Air Dr.

1110 Education, Training
INSTRUCTIONAL COORDINATOR:
Social Studies Cluster. Mail resume
to Cosmos Foundation, 9321 W. Sam
Houston Pkwy. S., 2nd Floor,
Houston, TX 77099, Attn: HR. Ref.
to Ad#NS. Develop instr. material &
content with social studies teachers
at 4 campuses in charter sch. syst.
Master’s + 3 yrs. exp. in field, or
Bach. + 5 yrs. exp. Job in Waco.

 EOE. 
Apply in person at 1625 N. Valley Mills

Drive or send resume to
 tcarpenter@asag.net    254-761-5523

Earning Potential Up to 90K
For Service Technicians

The largest service department in Central Texas is 
looking for qualifi ed automotive service technicians. 
Requires at least 2 years experience in diagnosing 
and repairing vehicles. Must be able to work some 
Saturdays. Benefi ts include 401k, health insurance 

and vacation time.

1115 Engineering, Architecture

ENGINEER
An established Waco product

development engineering
company is hiring for the

following salaried positions.

Entry Level Mechanical Engineer
Mechanical Designer

Sr Level Mechanical Engineer

Experience with Solid Works,
Inventor or 3D modeling software is
a requirement. PRO-E and Catia a
plus. We offer salary DOE and full

benefit package.

Send your resume to
dpd@diversifiedproduct.com

1075 Accounting, Finance

According to new regulations 
passed June 28, 2011, it is illegal 
to manufacture, sell, contract to 

sell or resale, sublet, offer, provide 
for use, or otherwise place in 

stream of commerce a crib that 
does not comply with the CPSC’s 

new standards for full-size and 
non-full-size drop side cribs. In 
compliance with the these rules, 
the Waco Tribune-Herald will no 

longer accept paid or courtesy 
listings offering the sale, resell 

or give away of cribs that do not 
meet the new standards.

ACCOUNTANT

Financial services company has an
excellent opportunity for a financial
accountant to join our team. This
position is responsible for general
ledger accounting, financial
reporting and analysis, and account
reconciliations for domestic entities.
Qualified candidates should have
two to three years experience in the
accounting field with a working
knowledge of GAAP accounting, be
detail oriented, and possess good
communication skills and a good
work ethic.  Proficiency in Excel is
required. Please send resumes with
salary requirements to
human.resources@fcfc.com

PUBLIC NOTICE
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Oncor

Draft Habitat Conservation
Plan/Draft Environmental

Impact Statement
Public Hearing and

Invitation to Comment
Tuesday, August 23, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM
Ruthe Jackson Center (Ballroom)
3113 S. Carrier Parkway
Grand Prairie, TX 75052

Wednesday, August 24, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM
Texas State Technical College
(Center Seminar Room)
300 Homer K. Taylor Drive
Sweetwater, TX 79556

Thursday, August 25, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM
Bellmead Civic Center Auditorium
(Senior Room)
3900 Parrish Street
Waco, TX 76705
Purpose: Solicit public comments on

the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement and Draft Habitat
Conservation Plan as part of the
proposed issuance of an Endangered
Species Act (ESA) Section 10(a)(1)(B)
Permit to Oncor for incidental take of
11 federally-listed species from
activities associated with maintenance
and repair of existing facilities and
installation and operation of new
facilities within Oncor’s service area.
Hearings will begin with an open
house from 5:30 to 6:00 PM, formal
presentation from 6:00 to 6:30 PM,
and open house with opportunity to
provide written or oral comments until
7:30 PM.

For more information, visit
http://www.oncor-eis-hcp.com or
http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/Austi
nTexas/

CAREGIVERS
in home needed. Please apply in

person at Visiting Angels,
3833 Franklin Ave, Waco.

ACCOUNTANT – Position requires
3 years of General Accounting
experience and Bachelor’s Degree
in Accounting or Finance.  Must have
full knowledge of Microsoft Word and
Excel. Qualified applicants apply in
person at Equipment Depot 4100
S I 35, Waco TX or email resume to
careers@eqdepot.com
EOE/M/F/V/D

Due to the Intact
Animal Ordinance passed

January 1, 2011, all advertisers 
must list their intact animal 

permit number on any 
advertisement for sale, adoption, 

or other transfer of
any dog or cat, regardless

of compensation.
Failure to do so can result

in a fi ne from the City of Waco.
The Waco Tribune-Herald is not 
responsible for any fi nes and/or 
charges for advertisers failing to 
comply with the city ordinance.

1087 Automotive
SERVICE TECH - Stanley Industrial
Tires needs a Service Tech.
Bi-lingual helpful. Insurable driver.
Some exp. Mon-Fri, some OT.
Robert, 214-634-4973

1090 Banking, Mortgage
BANKING - Local bank seeking
experienced officer level bank
operations or credit department
personnel.  Salary dependent on
experience.  Send resume and
references to:  Texas First State
Bank, attn: Human Resources,
PO Box 2524, Waco, Tx 77602-2524   
Equal Opportunity Employer

0040 Legal Notices

NOTICE TO BIDDERS
McGregor Executive Airport
TxDOT CSJ No. 1109MGREG

A “Notice to Bidders” is issued for
the construction of airport
improvements at the McGregor
Executive Airport for:  reconstruct
north apron, expand hangar access
apron, rehabilitate hangar access
taxiways and taxiways A, C and D, and
electrical improvements.  Sealed
proposals need to be addressed and
delivered to Angelia Sloan, City
Secretary, City Hall, 302 S. Madison,
McGregor, TX  76657.  Proposals will
be received until 2:30 PM, October
13, 2011, then publicly opened and
read.

Bidders may view and obtain plan
sets, free of charge, from Plans Online
http://www.txdot.gov/business/contract
ors_consultants/plans_online.htm.    Or
bidders may buy plan sets from the
Reproduction companies that are
listed on the website.

Technical questions concerning the
specifications and plans should be
directed to Jennifer A. Black, P.E.,
KSA Engineers, Inc. at 512-342-6868.
For other information please visit the
Aviation website,
http://www.txdot.gov/business/projects/
aviation.htm or call Beverly Longfellow,
TxDOT Aviation Grant Manager, at
512-416-4516.

1095 Clerical, Administrative

BOOKKEEPER- FT, A/R, A/P, Payroll,
Quickbooks. Send resume: P.O. Box
155767 Waco, 76715

CLERICAL- i-Phone Dr hiring mature
stable person for FT day M-F. Office/will
train. Call for appt. 254-723-6621

SEALED BID SALE
OF SURPLUS ITEMS

The Waco Housing Authority &
Affiliates will have a Sealed Bid Sale of
Surplus Items on September 14, 2011,
at 100 Lyndon Circle, Waco, Texas.
Items included in this sale will be a car,
refrigerators, stoves, office equipment,
desks and various other items.  All
items are sold as is, with no warranty
or refund.  Some items such as ranges
refrigerators, stoves, and water
heaters will be located at 1809
Flewellen, 800 Clay and 100 Kennedy
Circle.  Items will be available for
bidding on September 14, 2011 1:00
p.m. until 5:30 p.m. at 100 Lyndon
Circle, Waco, Texas.  Deadline for
sealed bids will be September 14,
2011 at 5:30 p.m., at which time
sealed bids will be opened publicly,
and bidders who are in attendance will
be notified.  Pick up will be on
September 15, 2011 from 4:00 p.m. to
6:00 p.m.  All items must be removed
from the premises on this date
between 4:00 p.m. and 6:00 p.m.  Bid
sheets will be handed out during the
bidding process.  All bids must be in
whole dollar increments.  These must
be marked with the lot number.
Payment must be made in the form of
cash, money order, or cashiers check,
payable to the Waco Housing Authority
& Affiliates.   If there are bids for the
same amount for a lot, the high bidder
will be decided by a drawing
performed by the Procurement Officer.

*CLERICAL*
TYPIST

Seeking reliable self starter with the
ability to type at least 45wpm

A/P CLERK
A detail-oriented individual

w/experience in parts, purchasing,
and inventory control within a high

speed manufacturing environment is
what this facility is looking for

ADMIN ASSIST
Ideal candidate should possess a

stable work history, proficiency with
excel and the ability to thrive in a

challenging environment
Reception

Friendly personality and bright smile
to assist in all aspects of general

office duties
MARKETING

Positions available for professional
and articulate individuals to handle
outgoing and incoming call volume

CSR
Parts department is in need of

dependable and accurate candidate
to assist in taking orders, keying part

numbers and client information
OFFICE MANAGER

Responsible for coordinating office
procedures to ensure efficiency
AUTOCAD DRAFTER

Competitive Salary!
Front Desk Clerk

Mcgregor client is seeking
dependable mature individual to

assist in front office duties. Position
is permanent and needs to be filled

asap! Apply Today!
JACK OF ALL TRADES
2701 FRANKLIN AVE

(254) 754-7997

Attention Legal
Advertisers!

For your
convenience,

you may
e-mail your

advertisement
 to us at the

following address:

legals@wacotrib.com
If you have any questions,

please call 757-5757.
This excludes liquor permits and
some other types of legals ads.

 Call for details.

THE STATE OF TEXAS )
COUNTY OF MCLENNAN )

In the name and by the authority of
the State of Texas,

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN to any
and all persons, including adverse
claimants, owning or having or
claiming any legal or equitable interest
in or lien upon the properties described
below and to any and all persons
having knowledge of the whereabouts
and locating of owners or lien holders
of the properties described below:

JONES, MARGUERITE ET AL
BLK 8, LOT 5
BEALL NELSON
1017 TAYLOR ST
The properties listed above in

violation of section 16-61 of the Code
of Ordinances of the City of Waco,
which makes it unlawful for anyone to
allow weeds, grass, brush, trash, or
rubbish to accumulate on property
within the city as such is a fire and
health hazard. These properties are to
be cleaned or cleared within seven (7)
days of this publication.

If no action is taken within seven (7)
days, the City will assume
responsibility for having property
cleaned or cleared and will place a lien
on the property for the expenses

EXECUTIVE ASSISTANT – Profiles
International.  Provide high-level
administrative and clerical support to
the Executive Vice President of one
of our sales divisions.  Requires
advanced skills in verbal and written
communications and Microsoft
Office applications (Word, Excel,
PowerPoint, and Outlook); at least
three years’ recent experience in an
executive-level support role
(preferably in an organization with
50+ employees; experience in a
professional sales organization also
desirable); high school diploma
(completion of at least 30 college
hours in a business discipline
preferred).  Must have exceptional
time-management and organizational
skills and be accustomed to working
in a fast-paced environment.
Apply online at:
https://profilesinternational.ats.profilestm.com.
Profiles International is an Equal
Opportunity Employer.

LEGAL NOTICE:
This Texas Lottery Commission

Scratch-Off game will close on
September 8, 2011. You have until
March 6, 2012, to redeem any tickets
for this game: #1318 Instant
Powerball ($5) overall odds are 1 in
2.80. This Texas Lottery Commission
Scratch-Off game will close on
September 23, 2011. You have until
March 21, 2012, to redeem any tickets
for this game: #1270 Weekly Grand
($2) overall odds are 1 in 3.91. This
Texas Lottery Commission Scratch-Off
game will close on September 25,
2011. You have until March 23, 2012,
to redeem any tickets for this game:
#1327 Black Cherry Doubler ($5)
overall odds are 1 in 3.76. These
Texas Lottery Commission Scratch-Off
games will close on October 26, 2011.
You have until April 23, 2012, to
redeem any tickets for these games:
#1320 3 Times The Money ($3)
overall odds are 1 in 4.85, #1344 Find

CLERICAL

See Website for
more details

OFFICE ADMIN
$12hr. Balance workload, payroll,
admin., clerical duties.
TEAM LEAD
$12-13HR. Supervising service
reps & schedulers. 2nd shift.
CUSTOMER SERVICE
$9.50hr. Working w/clients to
schedule appts. Need good com-
puter & phone skills. 2nd shift.
REVIEW CLERKS
Reviewing documents. Verifying
information. Data entry. 1st & 2nd
shifts available.
CASE WORKERS
Good communication, Computer
skills needed. 7AM-2PM

www.TotalPlacement.com
Apply: 7530 Bosque

Total Placement  751-7313

DIRECTOR OF NURSING
Fulltime; bachelor’s degree
preferred. 5 years nursing

and administrative
experience required.
Pay commensurate
upon experience.

Contact Willis Reese at
wreese@fallshospital.com.

or 254/803-3561,
ext. 101. EEOC.

PLEASE SEE PAGE 7C
 FOR MORE CLASSIFIEDS

ADMINISTRATIVE
ASSISTANT
We have several openings for
Administrative Assistants requiring
basic MS Office (Word, Excel, Outlook)
and good data-entry skills. Please see
job description/requirements and
APPLY ONLINE TODAY!!!
Express Employment Professionals

776-3302        6321 Sanger
www.ExpressPros.com

0005
ANNOUNCEMENTS

extra!extra!
read all about it @ wacotrib.com

night owl?
we’re up late, too. wacotrib.com

1000
EMPLOYMENT

0100
AUCTIONS



SOLUTION TO YESTERDAY’S PUZZLE

Sudoku is a number-placing puzzle based on a 9x9 grid with several given numbers. 
The object is to place the numbers 1 to 9 in the empty squares so that each row,each 
column and each 3x3 box contains the same number only once. The difficulty level 
of the Conceptis Sudoku increases from Monday to Sunday.

1220 Public
Notices 1220 Public

Notices 1220 Public
Notices

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Oncor Draft Habitat Conservation 
Plan/Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Public Hearing and Invitation to Comment

Tuesday, August 23, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM
Ruthe Jackson Center 

(Ballroom)
3113 S. Carrier Parkway
Grand Prairie, TX 75052

Wednesday, August 24, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM

Texas State Technical College 
(Center Seminar Room)

300 Homer K. Taylor Drive
Sweetwater, TX 79556

Thursday, August 25, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM
Bellmead Civic Center 

(Senior Room)
3900 Parrish Street
Waco, TX 76705

Purpose: Solicit public comments on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) and Draft 
Habitat Conservation Plan (DHCP) as part of the 
proposed issuance of an Endangered Species 
Act (ESA) Section 10(a)(1)(B) Permit to Oncor for 
incidental take of 11 federally listed species from 
activities associated with maintenance and repair of 
existing facilities and installation and operation of 
new facilities within Oncor’s service area. Hearings 
will begin with an open house from 5:30 to 6:00 
PM, formal presentation from 6:00 to 6:30 PM, and 
open house with opportunity to provide written or oral 
comments until 7:30 PM.
Opportunity: The Service, in cooperation with 
Oncor, is also offering the opportunity for a public 
hearing to provide citizens a forum to present 
comments on the proposed action at other locations 
within Oncor’s service area.  The DEIS and DHCP, 
which include maps showing the service area for 
the proposed action, and other related information 
are available at http://www.oncor-eis-hcp.
com/DraftEISHCP.aspx or http://www.fws.gov/
southwest/es/AustinTexas/ and available for review 
at the Service’s Austin offi ce at 10711 Burnet Road, 
Suite 200, Austin, Texas 78758.  Additional Public 
Hearings will be considered upon request.  Requests 
must be received by Wednesday, August 31, 2011.  
All requests for a Public Hearing must be submitted in 
writing and should be sent via email to FW2_AUES_
consult@fws.gov or to the following address:

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Oncor DHCP/DEIS Public Hearing Request

Attention: Adam Zerrenner
10711 Burnet Road, Suite 200

Austin, Texas 78758

For more information, visit http://www.oncor-eis-
hcp.com/ or http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/

AustinTexas/

1000

FINANCIAL

1010 - Financial
1020 - Business Opportunities
1030 - Business Opportunities
 Wanted
1040 - Loans
1060 - Bail Bonds
1070 - Oil & Gas Properties
1080 - Oil Properties Wanted

1010 Financial

12% NOTE
Owner needs to sell a12%
FIRST LIEN NOTE on a nice
Tyler home. Exc location.
Home owner’s pay record
excellent. 903-510-6820

1020 Business
Opportunities

29 SERIOUS PEOPLE TO 
WORK FROM HOME

USING A COMPUTER. Up
to $1,500-$5,000 PT/FT
www.HomeBiz4NE1.com

WARNING
INVESTIGATE
BEFORE YOU

INVEST

The Tyler Courier
Times Telegraph
does everything pos-
sible to keep these
columns free of mis-
leading unscrupu-
lous or fraudulent
advertising. When a
fraudulent ad is dis-
covered in any paper
in the country we
usually learn of it in
time to refuse the
same ad in this
paper. However it is
impossible to screen
all ads thoroughly as
we would like to, so
we urge our readers
to check THOR-
OUGHLY any propo-
sition requiring an
investment. For a
free report call The
Better Business
Bureau at 

903-581-5704.

1080 Oil Properties
Wanted

WE BUY MINERAL
RIGHTS

Minimum $4,000 an acre.
Texas/Louisiana Border.
Please call (337) 257-5283
for more information

We buy producing  OR
nonproducing minerals for

Cash. Call Bob, 903-526-3838.

1200

PUBLIC NOTICES

1210 - Alcoholics Anonymous
1220 - Public Notices
1225 - Bid Notices
1230 - City Legals

1210 Alcoholics
Anonymous

Alcoholics Anonymous
Central Service Office in

Tyler
401 E. Front St. Bldg 3, Suite
145-B
Tyler, Tx  75702
24 Hr. Contact: 597-1796
www.tyler-aa.org
Tyler AA Groups
Alpha Group- 2328
Aberdeen, 581-7856
7:00 A.M. Mon., Tues,  Wed.,
Thurs., Fri.
8:00 AM, Sat. Men’s Mtg
9:30 AM Sat. & Sun.
10:00 AM Thur. Womens
Mtg.
12:00 Noon Mon. thru Fri.
6:00 PM  Mon. Tues. Thurs.
Fri. &  Sat.  
7:00 PM Sunday (Family
After)
8:00 PM Mon., Wed., & Fri.
Circle 12 Group  - Old Chil-
dren’s Day Care Center First
Presbyterian Church, 230
Rusk St.
7:00 PM Tues., Thurs. & Sun.
Downtown Suburban
Group - 593-1401
1034 E. Lake St. 
Noon & 8:00 PM Mon.thru-
Fri.,
1:00 PM & 8:00 PM Sat.
6:00 PM Tue. & Wed.
9:30 AM & 8:00 PM Sun.
El Libro Grande (Hispanic)
623 West Bow St.
7:30 PM Mon.through Friday
5:00 PM Sat. & Sun.
Legacy Group1st Christian
Church
4202 S. Broadway
Main Bldg - Rm 190
Noon Mon., Wed., Fri.
Living Sober Group- New-
comers
ETMC Behavioral Center
4101 University
7:00 PM Weds.
Serenity Group 601 N.
Broadway  

1210 Alcoholics
Anonymous

7:00 AM & Noon Mon.-Fri.
6:30 PM Mon 
8:00 PM Mon (Newcomers)
8:00 PM Tues thru Sun.
9:30 AM Sat.  & Sun.
Triangle Group 1311 E.
Commerce  592-7061
7:00 AM Mon, Tues, Weds,
Thurs, Fri.
Noon & 6:00 PM Daily
Walker House Group 231
So. Beckham 533-0309
10:00 AM Last Sun. of
Month
Arp Group Methodist Ch.,
Bartow St.
8:00  PM Mon. 
Bullard Group1st Methodist
Ch.,8:00 PM Tues.
Chandler Lakeside Group
849-3512
Sunrise Assembly of God
Church 9 miles South on
FM-315
7:00 PM Mon. & Thurs.
Hawkins Group Public
Library Hawkins Library 
6 PM, Wednesday
10:00 AM Sat.
Lindale Group- 402 W.
Hubbard St.
Church Office Bldg.-Rear
Door
7:00 PM Tues. & Thurs., 
9:00 AM Sat.
Mineola Group St. Dun-
stons Epis. Ch. Corner of
Hall & Johnson Sts. 
7:00 PM Sun. & Mon.
8:00  Fri
Mineola Women’s Group
St. Dunstans Church at Hall
and Johnson St. 11AM Mon.
Quitman Back Door Group
303 West Bermuda (Hwy
154 West) Quitman Tx 75783
7:30 pm Wednesday & Sat-
urday
Holly Lake Ranch-Holly
Hope Group-Holly Lake Vol
Fire Department, 126 PR
7869-
7PM Thursday
6:30 PM Fri.
Van Group
Methodist Church (in back)
326 W. Main St.
8:00 Friday
Dogwood City
Dogwood City Group II
22112 State Hwy 155 W.
Tues/Fridays at 7 pm 

Al-Anon Information
Service Office

401 E. Front St. Bldg 3,
Ste 145-A

Open 10am to 2pm M-F
24 Hour Phone 597-6492

AL-ANON
Downtown Noon Group
Immaculate Conception
Catholic Church, 423 S.
Broadway, Monday, Noon.
Suburban Group 1034 E.
Lake St. Monday 8pm
Circle Twelve, Al-Anon
Children Day Center behind
First Presbyterian Church
230 Rusk Street, Tues 7pm
Wed. Morning Group, 2328
Aberdeen Wed 10am
Wed. How Alanon Works
Book Study meets at 401 E.
Front, Ste. 145-A (AIS Ofc)
at noon.
Wed Night OK AFG, 6pm,
St. Francis Episcopal
Church, 3232 Jan Ave, in
children’s bldg behind
church.
Brown Bag Group,Thurs.
Noon 1034 E. Lake St. Big
Room
TGIF Al-Anon Family
Group 401 E. Front St. 12
noon Friday
Gratitude Group,
2328 Aberdeen, Sat., noon.
Hawkins Al-Anon
Public Library, Wed. 6 PM
Van Al-Anon Family Group
Dwayne Wheeler Insurance,
121 W. Main Use Back
Entrance Used to meet on
Cherry St Tues. 7:30 pm
Hope for Today meets Fri-
days at 7:00 p.m. at First
Presbyterian Church, 230
Rusk St.

Spanish Speaking Only
Monday Night
623 W. Bow St. 5:30-6:30
Tuesday night meets 6-7pm
Jacksonville AFG 318 W.
Larissa Monday 8:00 p.m.
Marshall Trinity AFG 106
Grove St., Marshall, use
Houston St. Entrance. Mon-
day 5:15 p.m.
————————————
————
Courage To Change ACA
meeting 401 E. Front St., Ste
145-A, Tuesdays @ 12 noon.
903-597-6492
————————————
————

SELL IT
TOMORROW
Place Your Ad Today

(Monday-Friday 7:30AM-12 Noon)

Sell it Tomorrow, 
There’s no need to 

Wait...When you can 
get Next Day

Results

CALL
TODAY

Ask for Our Daily
Specials

592-3818
1-800-333-9141

Fax 
903-597-4987

1210 Alcoholics
Anonymous

Narcotics Anonymous
New Beginnings Group

216 S. Bonner
Tyler TX 75701 
(903) 592-2962

Daily Meeting Schedule-
all meetings are non-
smoking
Sun.  1:00PM  Topic
(O/D) Basic Text Chapter
Study 6 PM Discussion
O/D
8:00 PM Chairs Choice
(O/D)
Mon. 12:00 PM (O/D) 
Pamphlet Study
6:00 PM (O/D) Discussion
8:00 PM (O/D) Basic Text
Study 
Tues: 12:00 PM (O/D) It
Works How & Why
6:00 PM (O/D) Topic
8:00 PM (O/D) Discussion
Wed 12:00 PM (O/D)
Basic Text Study
6:00 PM (O/D) Step
Working Guide Study
8:00 PM (O/D) Candle
light Discussion
Thurs: 12:00 PM (O/D)
Chairs Choice
6:00 PM (O/D) Topic
8:00 PM (O/D) Tradition
Study
Fri 12:00 PM (C/D) Dis-
cussion
6:00 PM (C/D) Discussion
6:00 PM (C/D) Women’s
Meeting
8:00 PM (C/D) Newcomer
Speaker Meeting
Sat. 1:00 PM (O/D) Chair-
persons Choice
6:00 PM (O/D) Discussion
8:00 PM (O) Last Satur-
day of the month -Birth-
day night 1st & 3rd Satur-
day- Speaker Meeting
Other Saturday Meetings
are  Discussion (O)
Nueva Adventura Group
(Spanish)
Monday, Wednesday,
Friday 7:30 PM (O)
Future Generation
Youth Group (21 and
under) Tuesday, Friday,
Saturday 8:00 PM (O)
————————————
—-

Co-Dependents
Anonymous

Tyler Tues Serenity
Noon Group (TX471)
3500 Old Omen Rd.Tyler
TX 75707   Mike K. 903-
521-4060
Tyler Thursday Night
CoDA (TX 074)
Our Savior’s Lutheran
Church, 4900 Kinsey
Drive Tyler, Texas 75703
Contact: Calista M. 903-
253-3054-h Thursday
6:00 PM
————————————
—-   Overeaters Anony-
mous
4:00 p.m., Sundays,
Christ Episcopal Church,
Elm & Bois D Arc, Parish
Hall
5:30 p.m. Tuesdays,
Mineola, Saint Dunston
7:00 p.m. Tuesdays at
Holy Apostles Orthodox
Church in Bullard.
Noon, Thursdays, First
Christian Church 4202
Broadway, Room 190
————————————
——
Gambler’s Anonymous

Every Monday night
6:30 p.m.-7:30 p.m.

at
OAK LEAF

5520 Old Bullard Road,
Ste. 120

Tyler, Texas 75703

1220 Public
Notices

Alba Housing 
Authority

Affordable housing. 1, 2 & 3
bedrooms. 145 N. Osborn,
Alba, TX. 903-765-2541,

Mon, Tue. & Wed., 8am-1pm.
U. S. DEPARTMENT OF

JUSTICE UNITED STATES
MARSHALS SERVICE
NOTICE OF UNITED
STATES MARSHAL’S 

SALE EASTERN 
DISTRICT OF TEXAS

By virtue of a Levy Execution
issued out of the United
States District Court for the
Middle District of Louisiana
on the 27th day of June,
2004, notice is hereby given
that I will sell at public auc-
tion for Certified Funds Only,
on Tuesday, the 6th day of
September, 2011 at 10:00
A.M. at the Smith County
Courthouse, Tyler, Texas,
any and all interests Arnita
Jefferson Horne has in the
following property:

One 2006 Silver Mercedes
Sedan

VIN#WDRF54H46F820864

The property may be
inspected the day of the sale
from 8:30 A.M. until 9:30
A.M. at Liberty Services, Inc
4848 Tidwell Drive, Tyler,
Texas 75708. The property
must be removed the day of
the sale. ALL PROPERTY
SOLD AS IS, WHERE IS.
THE UNITED STATES MAR-
SHAL RESERVES THE
RIGHT TO ACCEPT OR
REJECT ANY OR ALL BIDS
AND TO ADD OR DELETE
ITEMS IN THE SALE.

DAN PHILLIPS
Chief Deputy 

United States Marshal
Eastern District of Texas

BULLARD INDEPEN-
DENT SCHOOL

DISTRICT
BULLARD, TX

DESIGN BUILD 
SERVICES FOR COOL

SCHOOLS GRANT
PROGRAM REQUEST
FOR STATEMENT OF

QUALIFICATIONS

1220 Public
Notices

RFQ FOR DESIGN BUILD
SERVICES - ENERGY EFFI-
CIENCY AND CONSERVA-
TION PROGRAM

Pursuant to Texas Education
Code 44.036, this Request
for Qualifications (RFQ) is
intended to solicit qualifica-
tions from design-build firms
or energy service companies
(Respondents) with capabili-
ties to develop, design
install , and manage per-
formance of an energy effi-
ciency and conservation
program for BULLARD ISD
(“Owner” ). For the purpose
of this RFQ, “RESPON-
DENT” refers to any entity or
team that is qualified to pro-
vide all the energy efficiency
and conservation services
as listed in this request. It is
the intent of Owner to select
the Respondent demon-
strating the best over all
value to the Owner, and to
enter an agreement to pro-
vide comprehensive energy
efficiency and conservation
services to Owner.

Emailed responses shall be
received no later than: Fri-
day, September 9th, 2011
@ 2:00 P.M., LOCAL TIME

RETURN RESPONSE TO:
Gloria West

Business Manager
Gloria.west@bullardisd.net

Please title Email:
“DESIGN BUILD SER-

VICES-COOL SCHOOLS
GRANT PROGRAM”

Responses received after
the deadline will not be con-
sidered.
Requests for clarification of
any part of this solicitation
must be in writing at least
ten (10) business days prior
to the due date. Such
requests may be emailed to
Gloria West at
Gloria.west@bullardisd.net

Answers will be provided to
all known responders as a
written addendum to the
RFQ. It is the responder
responsibility to very the
issuance of Addenda in
regard to this RFQ.

INVITATION 
FOR BIDS

The Housing Authority of
the City of Waxahachie,
Texas, will receive Bids for
the Renovation of four
dwelling units (#65/66 and
91/92) at Project
TX015002, Getzendaner
site until 2:00 p.m., on
Monday, August 29, 2011
at the Housing Authority
Office at 208 Patrick Street
in Waxahachie, Texas
75165, at which time and
place all bids will be pub-
licly opened and read
aloud.

Proposed forms of Con-
tract Documents, includ-
ing Plans and Specifica-
tions, are on file at the
Office of the Housing
Authority of the City of
Waxahachie, at the Office
of Pat Dismukes, Architect
& Planner, 405 West 3rd
Street, Mt. Pleasant, Texas
75445; at McGraw-Hill
Construction Plan Room in
Irving, Texas; ISQFT Plan
Room In Tyler, Texas, ans
at Reed Construction Data
@www.reedplans.com.

Copies of the Documents
may be obtained by
depositing $100.00 with
the Architect for each set
of documents so obtained.
Such deposit will be
refunded to each Bidder
who submits a Bid and
returns the Plans, Specifi-
cations and other Docu-
ments in Good Condition
within 10 days after Bid
opening. Contractors who
do do not submit a Bid, but
return the Plans and Spec-
ifications in Good  Condi-
tion within two (2) sets for
Bidding purposes by
deposit. Contract Docu-
ments are available to
Subcontractors, Including
Material Suppliers, etc. on
a “cost-of-printing” basis
(which will not be refund-
able).

A Certified Check, payable
to The Housing Authority
of the City of Waxahachie;
U.S. Government Bonds;
or a satisfactory Bid Bond
in an amount equal to five
percent (5%) of the Bid
shall be submitted with
each Bid.

The successful bidder will
be required to furnish and
pay for satisfactory Perfor-
mance and Payment
Bonds and provide certifi-
cates of Insurance for
Workers Comp, Commer-
cial Liability, Insurance on
Owned and Non-Owned
vehicles used on site, and
Builders Risk as outlined
in the specs.

Attention is called to the
provisions for Equal
Employment Opportunity,
and payment of not less
than the minimum salaries
and wages as set forth in
the specifications (Davis-
Bacon Wage Determina-
tion) must be paid on this
Project. The successful
bidder will be required to
furnish and pay for satis-
factory performance and
payment bonds.

The Housing Authority of
the City of Waxahachie
reserves the right to reject
any or all Bids or to waive
any informalities in the
Bidding.

No Bid shall be withdrawn
for a period of sixty (60)
days subsequent to the
opening of Bids without
the consent of The Hous-
ing Authority of the City of
Waxahachie.

THE HOUSING
AUTHORITY OF

THE CITY OF 
WAXAHACHIE

By Elizabeth Jones, 
Executive Director

Dated: August 3,  2011

LEGAL NOTICE:

This Texas Lottery Commis-
sion Scratch-Off game will
close on September 8, 2011.
You have until March 6,
2012, to redeem any tickets
for this game: #1318 Instant
Powerball ($5) overall odds
are 1 in 2.80. This Texas Lot-
tery Commission Scratch-
Off game will close on Sep-
tember 23, 2011. You have
until March 21, 2012, to
redeem any tickets for this
game: #1270 Weekly Grand
($2) overall odds are 1 in
3.91. This Texas Lottery
Commission Scratch-Off
game will close on Septem-
ber 25, 2011. You have until
March 23, 2012, to redeem
any tickets for this game:
#1327 Black Cherry Dou-
bler ($5) overall odds are 1
in 3.76. These Texas Lottery
Commission Scratch-Off
games will close on October
26, 2011. You have until April
23, 2012, to redeem any
tickets for these games:
#1320 3 Times The Money
($3) overall odds are 1 in
4.85, #1344 Find The 9’s
($1) overall odds are 1 in
4.60, #1304 Double Dollars
($1) overall odds are 1 in
4.31, #1306 Cactus Cash
($1) overall odds are 1 in
4.31, #1319 Blackjack ($1)
overall odds are 1 in 4.85,
#1143 Double It! ($2) overall
odds are 1 in 4.87, #1258
Bonus Cashword ($3) over-
all odds are 1 in 3.44, #1275
Big Money Bingo ($5) over-

1220 Public
Notices

all odds are 1 in 3.62. The
odds listed here are the
overall odds of winning any
prize in a game, including
break-even prizes. Lottery
retailers are authorized to
redeem prizes of up to and
including $599. Prizes of
$600 or more must be
claimed in person at a Lot-
tery Claim Center or by mail
with a completed Texas Lot-
tery claim form; however,
annuity prizes or prizes over
$1,000,000 must be claimed
in person at the Commission
Headquarters in Austin. Call
Customer Service at 1-800-
37LOTTO or visit the Lottery
Web site at
www.txlottery.org for more
information and location of
nearest Claim Center. The
Texas Lottery is not respon-
sible for lost or stolen tick-
ets, or for tickets lost in the
mail. Tickets, transactions,
players, and winners are
subject to, and players and
winners agree to abide by,
all applicable laws, Commis-
sion rules, regulations, poli-
cies, directives, instructions,
conditions, procedures, and
final decisions of the Execu-
tive Director. A Scratch-Off
game may continue to be
sold even when all the top
prizes have been claimed.
Must be 18 years of age or
older to purchase a Texas
Lottery ticket. PLAY
RESPONSIBLY. The Texas
Lottery Supports Texas Edu-
cation.

NOTICE OF SHERIFF
SALE

THE STATE OF TEXAS
COUNTY OF SMITH

By virtue of Orders of Sale
issued out of the Judicial
District Courts of Smith
County by the clerk thereof
in the following cases to the
Sheriff directed, the following
properties, which are more
particularly described in the
judgments entered in each
cause, were levied on the
11TH DAY OF AUGUST,
2011., and will be sold at
10:00 a.m. on the 6TH  DAY
OF SEPTEMBER, 2011,
which is the first Tuesday of
said month, at the West door
of the Courthouse of Smith
County, in the City of Tyler,
Texas to satisfy the judg-
ments plus all taxes, penal-
ties, interest, and attorney
fees accrued to the date of
sale and all costs recover-
able by law in favor of  each
jurisdiction.

Cause No: 21,823-B
TYLER INDEPENDENT
SCHOOL DISTRICT vs.
ELMO TAYLOR, ET UX
LOT 8, BLOCK 7, AKA NCB
501-K, WOLDERT HEIGHTS
3RD ADDITION, DEED
RECORDED IN VOLUME
2978, PAGE 755, FILED
JANUARY 30, 1990,  DEED
RECORDS OF SMITH
COUNTY TEXAS ACCOUNT
#150000050111008000

Cause No: 22,121-C
TYLER INDEPENDENT
SCHOOL DISTRICT vs.
CHRISTINE L. MCDONALD
(DECEASED), ET AL
5.814 ACRES, MORE OR
LESS, PART OF THE H.
GEORGE SURVEY,
ABSTRACT NO. 367, DEED
RECORDED IN VOLUME
2548, PAGE 623,  FILED
MAY 16, 1986, DEED
RECORDS OF SMITH
COUNTY, TEXAS ACCOUNT
# 100000036702006010

Cause No: 22,235-B
TYLER INDEPENDENT
SCHOOL DISTRICT vs.
CARL W. GRAYSON, ET AL
LOT 14, BLOCK 139, IN THE
WIMBERLY DOUGLAS AND
PHILLIPS ADDITION DEED
RECORDED IN VOLUME
679, PAGE 42, FILED JULY
5, 1951, DEED RECORDS
OF SMITH COUNTY
ACCOUNT #
150000013900014000.

Cause No: 22,442-C
TYLER INDEPENDENT
SCHOOL DISTRICT vs.
MARGARET WARREN
SIMMS,  ET AL
LOT 16,  NCB 130, PARTOF
THE WIMBERLY DOUGLAS
SURVEY, DEED RECORDED
IN VOLUME 533, PAGE 126,
FILED JUNE 28, 1946,
DEED RECORDS OF SMITH
COUNTY, TEXAS,
ACCOUNT #
150000013000016000.

Cause No: 22,735-C
TYLER INDEPENDENT
SCHOOL DISTRICT vs.
TANDEM MOBILE HOMES,
INC.
35.213 ACRES, TRACT 14-
A, PART OF THE E.D. HOL-
LAND SURVEY, ABSTRACT
478, DEED RECORDED IN
VOLUME 3816, PAGE 774,
FILED JUNE 26, 1996,
DEED RECORDS OF SMITH
COUNTY, TEXAS ACCOUNT
#100000047800014010

ALL BIDDERS MUST COM-
PLY WITH SECTION 34.015
OF THE TEXAS PROPERTY
TAX CODE. 

GIVEN UNDER MY HAND
THIS 11TH    day of August,
2011.

J. B. Smith
SHERIFF,

Smith County, Texas

By: Tina Glover
Deputy

NOTICE OF SALE

THE STATE OF TEXAS
BY VIRTUE OF AN ORDER

OF SALE
COUNTY OF SMITH

DATED 07/25/11, and issued
pursuant to a judgment
decree of the District Court
of Smith County, Texas, by
the Clerk of said Court on
said date in the hereinafter
styled and numbered caus-
es, and to me directed and
delivered as Sheriff of said
Court, I have on 07/27/11,
seized, levied upon, and will
on the first Tuesday in Sep-
tember, 2011, the same
being the 6th day of said
month at the Courthouse
door of said County, in the
City of  Tyler, between the
hours of 10:00 o’clock A.M.
and 4:00 o’clock P.M. on
said day, proceed to sell for
cash to the highest bidder all
of the right, title, and interest
of the defendants in such
suit in and to the following
described real estate levied
upon as the property of said
defendants, the same lying
and being situated in the
County of Smith and the
State of Texas to-wit:

CAUSE NO.
STYLING, DEFENDANTS
AND PROPERTY
DESCRIPTION

21,517-A
Gladewater Independent
School District v. Karen W.
Fowler aka Karen F. Fowler
and Capitol One
Tract 1: 5.060 Acres, more or
less, out of Abstract 421 of
the O. Hawkins Survey,
Smith County, Texas and a
manufactured home Label
#TEX0436539 and Label
#TEX0436540, Serial
#12315455A and Serial
#12315455B Volume 5688,
Page 290 of the Official
Records, Smith County,
Texas (000112933/0002415)
Tract 2: 5.220 Acres, more or
less, out of Abstract 421 of
the O. Hawkins Survey,
described by the Smith
County Appraisal District as
Tract 16-59, Smith County,
Texas Volume 5688, Page
290 of the Official Records
of Smith County, Texas
(000112935/0002418)

22,086-A
Gladewater Independent
School District v. Learnard
K. Boone
0.579 Acre, more or less, out
of Abstract 576 of the E E
Lott Survey, Smith County,
Texas Volume 2871, Page
141 of the Official Records
of Smith County, Texas

1220 Public
Notices

(0003660/000659449)

22,293-B 
Gladewater Independent
School District v. Rex
Kirby, Betty Kirby, Darren
Shea Kirby Internal Rev-
enue Service, Texas Work-
force Commission, John
Fatheree, Randy Kirby
Michael Brown
1.012 Acres, more or less,
out of Abstract 216 of the I
Croom Survey, Smith Coun-
ty, Texas Volume 1694, Page
272 of the Deed Records of
Smith County, Texas
(0001044/N00660042)

22,298-A 
Gladewater Independent
School District v. Dan Self,
Max Anthony Self, and
Mann Self 
2.00 Acres, more or less, out
of Abstract 421 of the O
Hawkins Survey, Smith
County, Texas Volume 2875,
Page 369 of the Land
Records of Smith County,
Texas (0002475/000661075)

22,502-A 
Gladewater Independent
School District v. Annette
L. Gustavson and Wells
Fargo Financial Texas, Inc.
Tract 1: 1.00 Acre, more or
less, out of Abstract 588 of
the S Lovett Survey, Smith
County, Texas Volume 7475,
Page 610 of the Official
Records of Smith County,
Texas (0004083)
Tract 2: 4.00 Acres, more or
less, out of Abstract 588 of
the S Lovett Survey, Smith
County, Texas  Volume 7475,
Page 610 of the Official
Records of Smith County,
Texas (0004086)

22,540-C 
Gladewater Independent
School District v. Darlene
Doretta Cox Beal and
Latonya R. Cox
Tract 1: 2.00 Acres, more or
less, out of Abstract 335 of
the Samuel Epps Survey,
Smith County, Texas Volume
2144, Page 154 of the Land
Records of Smith County,
Texas (000015997/0001881/
000659016)
Tract 2: 52.00 Acres, more
or less, out of Abstract 335
of the Samuel Epps Survey,
Smith County, Texas Volume
862, Page 13, SAVE AND
EXCEPT Volume 4995, Page
140 of the Official Records
of Smith County, Texas
(0001464/N00659017)
Tract 3: Improvement Only
being located on Tract 99.2
out of Abstract 335 of the
Samuel Epps Survey, Smith
County, Texas
(0001971/000673977)

22,567-C
Gladewater Independent
School District v. Christo-
pher Columbus Hearts-
field, Jessie Heartsfield,
Alice Heartsfield Warren
Columbus Heartsfield,
Linda Heartsfield Russell,
Melvin Heartsfield,
Leonard Heartsfield, Jam-
mie Christopher Warren
and Anita Lagail Warren
Williams
1.00 Acre, more or less, out
of Abstract 576 of the E Lott
Survey, Smith County, Texas
Volume 137, Page 403 of the
Material Mechanic’s Lien
Records of Smith County,
Texas (0003651/000659670)

22,569-B
Gladewater Independent
School District v. Ronald
Newkirk and Debra
Newkirk
2.00 Acres, more or less, out
of Abstract 139 of the J Ben-
nett Survey, Smith County,
Texas Volume 1899, Page
179 of the Land Records of
Smith County, Texas
(000660645/0000861)

22,581-B
Gladewater Independent
School District v. Linzy
Earl Lincoln, Susan Jack-
son, and Broderick Der-
rough
3.057 Acres, more or less,
out of Abstract 421 of the O
Hawkins Survey, Smith
County, Texas Volume 4567,
Page 231 (Sixth Tract) of the
Official Records of Smith
County, Texas (000180706/
0002256)

22,582-C 
Gladewater Independent
School District v. La’Kei-
dra Deshon Lincoln aka
Lakeidra Shonda Lincoln
Tract 1: 3.577 Acres, more
or less, out of Abstract 421
of the Oscar Hawkins Sur-
vey, Smith County, Texas
Volume 4567, Page 231
(Ninth Tract) of the Official
Records of Smith County,
Texas
(000180708/0002262/N0066
8132)

Or upon the written request
of said defendants or their
attorney, a sufficient portion
thereof to satisfy said judg-
ment for delinquent property
taxes and accrued penalties
and interest and costs of suit
and sale; subject, however,
to the right of redemption,
the defendants or any per-
son having an interest there-
in, to redeem said property,
or their interest therein, with-
in the period of time and in
the manner provided by law,
and subject to any other and
further rights to which the
defendants or anyone inter-
ested therein may be enti-
tled, under the provisions of
law. Said sale to be made by
me to satisfy the judgment
for delinquent property taxes
and accrued penalties and
interest rendered in the
above styled and numbered
cause, together with interest
therein and costs of suits
and sale and the proceeds
of said sale to be applied to
the satisfaction thereof, and
the remainder, if any, to be
applied as the law directs.

DATED July 27, 2011 at
Tyler, Texas.

BY J.B. Smith
SHERIFF, 

Smith County, Texas

Tina Glover
DEPUTY

You may contact the Plain-
tiff’s attorney, McCreary,
Veselka, Bragg & Allen at
903-757-5757

A person purchasing prop-
erty at the tax sale MUST
present to the officer con-
ducting the sale a written
statement from the County
Tax Assessor-Collector
that the purchaser does
not owe any delinquent
taxes to the County of any
school district or city in the
County.  A purchaser will
NOT receive a deed to the
property purchased at the
tax sale until the written
statement is presented to
the officer (Section 34.015
Texas Tax Code).
To obtain a certificate,
please contact your Smith
County Tax Assessor-Col-
lector at least two weeks
prior to the sale.

Public Meeting
Notice

2012 Unified 
Transportation 

Program Revision
and 2011-2014

Statewide 
Transportation
Improvement 

Program Revision

The Texas Department of
Transportation (TxDOT) will
host an open-house style
public meeting to solicit pub-
lic comments and input for
revisions to the 2012 Unified
Transportation Program
(UTP), which covers fiscal
years (FY) 2012 through
2021 and the FY 2011
August II Quarterly revision
to the 2011-2014 Statewide
Transportation Improvement
Program (STIP). 

1220 Public
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Unified Transportation
Program

The 2012 UTP is a compre-
hensive ten-year plan for the
development and construc-
tion of State of Texas trans-
portation projects including
roadways, aviation, public
transportation, waterways
and coastal waters, and rail
projects and includes specif-
ic funding levels for each fis-
cal year.

Beginning promptly at 5:30
p.m., TxDOT staff will con-
duct a brief presentation on
the purpose and revisions of
the 2012 UTP.  Additional
information will be available
for public viewing and
TxDOT representatives will
be on-hand to discuss the
development process and
answer questions.  Forms
will be provided in order to
receive written comments.
All interested parties are
encouraged to attend.

For additional information,
please go to

http://www.txdot.gov/
public_involvement/utp.htm
or call the toll-free informa-
tion line at (800) 687-8108.

Written comments may 
be submitted on the UTP

website at:
http://www.txdot.gov, 
using search engine 
keyword: 2012 UTP;

by email at:
FIN_UTP@txdot.gov; 
or by mail to: TxDOT

Finance Division UTP, 150 E.
Riverside Drive, Austin,

Texas, 78704. Public com-
ments will be received until

September 26, 2011.

Statewide
Transportation
Improvement 

Program

The STIP is a mechanism
used by TxDOT and the Fed-
eral Highway Administration
to fund projects for the next
four years and includes all
federally funded projects.
This public meeting pertains
specifically to the FY 2011
August II Quarterly STIP revi-
sion. TxDOT representatives
will be on-hand to answer
STIP related questions. 

The FY 2011 STIP Amend-
ment for August 2011 may
be viewed online at
http://www.txdot.gov/busi-
ness/governments/stips/htm
or visit any TxDOT District
Office prior to the meeting.
Locations of these offices
can be found at:
http://www.dot.state.tx.us/lo
cal_information/. Written
comments may be submit-
ted to Lori Morel, 118 E.
Riverside Drive, Austin,
Texas 78704.

The public meeting will be
held from 5:00 – 6:30 p.m.
(CST) on Thursday, 
September 1, 2011, at the
following locations:

Brownwood District 
Administration
Building
Conference Room,
BWD 2
2495 Highway 183 N
Brownwood, Texas
76802

Atlanta District  
Administration
Building
Atlanta Room 26

1220 Public
Notices

701 East Main St.
Atlanta, Texas
75551 

Dallas District
Administrative Bldg, 
DAL 2 Conference
Room 4777
East Hwy 80
Mesquite, Texas
75150

Fort Worth District
Regional Training
Center
2501 SW Loop 820
(at McCart Ave.)
Fort Worth, Texas
76133

Paris District
Training Center
1365 Main St
Paris, Texas 75460

Tyler District
Administration
Building
Assembly Room
2709 West Front St
Tyler, Texas 75702

Waco District
Administration
Building
Administration 
Conference Room
100 South Loop Dr
Waco, Texas 76704

Wichita Falls District
District Training
Center
Small Classroom
WFS2
1601 Southwest Pkwy
Wichita Falls, Texas
76302

Persons with special com-
munication or accommoda-
tion needs may call Tim
Juarez at (254) 745-2136 for
assistance.  Requests
should be made no later than
three days prior to the meet-
ing.  Every reasonable effort
will be made to accommo-
date needs.

Classifi ed
Ads Connect
Buyers &
Sellers
• It’s Easy
• Affordable
• Just One Call

903-592-3818

1220 Public
Notices

PLACE YOUR AD BY
PHONE:

Call 592-3818 8:00 am-5:00
pm Monday-Friday. Line ads
placed by 12:00 noon will be
published the following day,
Sunday line ads must be
called in by 3:00 pm Friday;
Monday line ads must be
called in by 4:30 pm Friday. 

PLACE YOUR AD IN
PERSON:

Classified sales counter is
open 8:00 am-5:00 pm Mon-
day-Friday. Line ads placed
by 12:00 noon will be pub-
lished the following day. Sun-
day line ads placed by 3:00
pm Friday; Monday line ads
must be placed by 4:30 pm
Friday. Our office is located at
410 W. Erwin Street.

PLACE YOUR AD 
ON LINE:

Classified ads placed online
must be paid in advance.
Please have your credit or
debit card information avail-
able.  

CLASSIFIED DEADLINES:
Ads submitted before noon
weekdays will be eligible for
publication the following
day.

Ads submitted Friday
before 4:30 p.m. will be eligi-
ble for publication on Mon-
day.
Ads submitted after 4:30
p.m. Friday through mid-
night Sunday will be eligible
for publication on Tuesday.

CANCELLATIONS:
Ads must be cancelled dur-
ing office hours of 8:00 am
to 5:00 pm Monday-Friday.
Cancellations called in after
the deadline for next edi-
tions will be cancelled the
following edition.

EDITING AND ACCEPTING
COPY:

The publisher reserves the
right to edit copy as well as
to not accept copy for publi-
cation.

ERRORS:
The TYLER COURIER-
TIMES-TELEGRAPH and
TYLER MORNING TELE-
GRAPH, in case of errors
which materially affect the
result of advertisement will
be responsible for only the
first insertion and in no case
beyond the cost of space
actually occupied by error.

OMISSION OF ADS:
The TYLER COURIER-
TIMES- TELEGRAPH and
TYLER MORNING TELE-
GRAPH, shall not be liable
for omissions in advertise-
ments as printed excess of
amount charged thereof. In
event of non-publication of
copy furnished, no liability
shall exist on the part of the
TYLER COURIER-TIMES-
TELEGRAPH and TYLER
MORNING TELEGRAPH,
except that no charge shall
be made thereof.

12F   Tyler Courier-Times--Telegraph   SUNDAY, AUGUST 21, 2011



CLASSIFIEDSSweetwater Reporter Sunday, August 21, 2011 Page B5

Legal 2523
Published in the 
Sweetwater Reporter
08-21-2011

On July 21, 2011, an 
application was filed with the

Federal Communications 
commission to assign the
permit of an FM station, 

operating on 92.1 MHz, Trent,
Texas from KM

Communications, Inc. to 
Jose Antonio Aguilar.

The Officers, directors and
persons holding 10 percent or
more of KM Communications,
Inc. are Myoung Hwa Bae and

Kevin Joel Bae.

A copy of the application,
amendment(s), and related
materials are available for
public viewing at the Merkel
Public Library, 1026 N. 1st,

Merkel, TX. 79536, and may be
reviewed during normal 

business hours.

Legal 2519
Published in the 
Sweetwater Reporter
08-21-2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Oncor Draft Habitat
Conservation Plan/Draft
Environmental Impact

Statement

Public Hearing and Invitation to
Comment

Tuesday, August 23, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM

Ruthe Jackson Center
(Ballroom)

3113 S. Carrier Parkway
Grand Prairie, TX 75052

Wednesday, August 24, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM

Texas State Technical College
(Center Seminar Room)

300 Homer K. Taylor Drive
Sweetwater, TX 79556

Thursday, August 25, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM

Bellmead Civic Center
Auditorium (Senior Room)

3900 Parrish Street
Waco, TX 76705

Purpose: Solicit public 
comments on the Draft
Environmental Impact

Statement and Draft Habitat
Conservation Plan as part of

the proposed issuance of an
Endangered Species Act (ESA)

Section 10(a)(1)(B) Permit to
Oncor for incidental take of 11
federally-listed species from

activities associated with
maintenance and repair of

existing facilities and
installation and operation of
new facilities within Oncorís
service area.  Hearings will

begin with an open house from
5:30 to 6:00 PM, formal 

presentation from 6:00 to 6:30
PM, and open house with

opportunity to provide written or
oral comments until 7:30 PM.

For more information, visit
http://www.oncor-eis-hcp.com/

or http://www.fws.gov
/southwest/es/AustinTexas/.

Legal 2524
Published in the 
Sweetwater Reporter
08-21-2011

NOTICE TO BIDDERS

Sealed bids addressed to The
Honorable Mayor and Members
of the City Commission, City of

Sweetwater, P. O. Box 450,
Sweetwater, Texas 79556 for

fuel, oil and lubrication

products, hot mix cold lay
asphalt, ready mix concrete

and weed killer will be received
until 5:00 p.m. on September
12, 2011.  Bids will be publicly
opened and read aloud at the

regular City Commission 
meeting located at 200 E.

Fourth St., Sweetwater, Texas
on September 13, 2011

at 9:00 a.m.
Bids must be submitted on City
of Sweetwater Proposal Forms.
Proposal Forms, Specifications,
and Instructions to Bidders may

be obtained without charge
from the City Service Center,

301 Murrah Street, Sweetwater,
Texas 79556, and telephone

(325) 235-1297.  
Proposal packets or envelopes

must be marked Attn: Bid
Proposal and addressed for

mailing to The Honorable
Mayor and Members of the City

Commission, City of
Sweetwater, P.O. Box 450,

Sweetwater, Texas 79556  or
for hand delivery at 200 E.

Fourth St., Sweetwater, Texas
79556.

Carolyn Lawrence,
City Comptroller

Legals

Legals LegalsLegalsLegals

010 Personal
Notices

AA/NA
Meetings nightly 8pm

219 West 3rd
721-5779

IF YOU miss your 
Sweetwater Reporter

you should call evenings from
5:00p.m. to 6:00p.m.
Monday thru Friday.
If you miss your Sunday

Paper please call from
8:00 a.m. to 9:30 a.m., and

we will contact your carrier.
Sweetwater Reporter. 

236-6677.

013 Public
Notices

IF YOU’VE brought in a picture 
to us at the 

SWEETWATER REPORTER
within the last year, please

stop by our office at 112 W. 3rd 
Street and pick it up. We thank 

you for allowing us to share 
your important memories and 
events with your friends and 

community.

040 Cars
for Sale

1996 FORD
MUSTANG

CONVERTIBLE
clean Paint & interior

$4500.00
236-6321

Call between 9 - 5

050 Trucks
for Sale

TRUCK/WELDER FOR SALE
1995 Chevrolet 1 Ton with 

welder bed and tool boxes, 454
gas engine. Will sell without

1977 Lincoln SA 200 Welding
Machine. Call after 6:00 pm

325-665-1425

051 Vehicles
for Sale

83 FORD BRONCO
6 cyclinder
standard
cold air

Mileage - 117 k
$3300.00

OBO
235-4990

090 Help Wanted

23 PEOPLE WANTED TO
Lose 

10 to 100 pounds. I lost 75 
pounds and kept it off 8 years. 

866-261-2942

COOKS
IMMEDIATE OPENINGS FOR

individuals able to prepare
meals for special diets.
Experience preferred.

EOE/MFHV. Apply in person:
SWEETWATER 

HEALTHCARE CENTER,
1600 Josephine 
St., Sweetwater

DOMINO’S PIZZA
IS NOW hiring all positions.
Assistant Mgr, drivers, and

CSR’s. Apply in person
no phone calls. Apply today,

limited availability.

THE CITY OF SWEETWATER,
an equal opportunity employer,

is seeking to hire a
Pumper/Operator in the Source
of Supply Dept. The salary is

$1168.67 semi-monthly. This is
a full-time position and includes

full benefits.  All interested
applicants may apply through

the Workforce Center 
located at 1105 Bell St.

2003 MUSTANG GT
$7,200.00

4.6 Liter Engine
5 speed

New Clutch & Tires
Call 242-1812

92 FORD WITH A
big 20 Miller Welder

Call Ron for information
325-282-2246

2003 CHEVY TAHOE
RANCHHAND
80,000 miles

$9,000.00
325-450-0390

GIRLING HEALTH CARE, INC.

Fee for Service RNs and LVNs
needed! We are flexible, offer

competitive PRN rates, and pay
mileage. If you are interested in
making extra money call Debra

or Lea Ann.
Fax Resume referencing Ad # 

11501 to 325-646-2278
For an application, call 

1-800-665-4471
Apply online at www.girling.com

Or apply in-person at 1423
Coggin Ave Brownwood,

Tx 76801
E.O.E.
M/F/D/V

MIDWEST FINANCE
HAS IMMEDIATE opening for 

manager trainee position
must have reliable 

transportation and pass back
ground check competitive pay
with benefits. Apply in person

at 307 W. Broadway

NOW HIRING
PART TIME sales Manager

Part Time sale
Apply online at 
autozone.com

careers link

NURSERY WORKER NEEDED
FOR Avondale Baptist Church
Approximately 4-5 hrs. weekly.
Sun. AM & PM and  PM Wed.

Please contact the church office
235-5835 or
Pam Ruffin
235-8754

TTHHEE  SSKKYY’’SS  TTHHEE  LLIIMMIITT!!

The “employment” section of the Classifieds can help
you reach new heights. Whether you’re looking to

recruit qualified personnel, land the  right job, or train
for a new career, your opportunity is

waiting in the Classifieds.
Sweetwater Reporter • 236-6677



U.S. FISH and Wildlife Service

Oncor Draft Habitat Conservation Plan/Draft Environmental Impact  
Statement

Public Hearing and Invitation to Comment

Tuesday, August 23, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM

Ruthe Jackson Center (Ballroom)
3113 S. Carrier Parkway
Grand Prairie, TX 75052

Wednesday, August 24, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM

Texas State Technical College (Center Seminar Room)
300 Homer K. Taylor Drive

Sweetwater, TX 79556

Thursday, August 25, 2011
5:30 PM to 7:30 PM

Bellmead Civic Center (Senior Room)
3900 Parrish Street

Waco, TX 76705

Purpose: Solicit public comments on the Draft Environmental Impact  
Statement (DEIS) and Draft Habitat Conservation Plan (DHCP) as part  
of the proposed issuance of an Endangered Species Act (ESA) Sec- 
tion 10(a)(1)(B) Permit to Oncor for incidental take of 11 federally listed  
species from activities associated with maintenance and repair of ex- 
isting facilities and installation and operation of new facilities within  
Oncor’s service area. Hearings will begin with an open house from  
5:30 to 6:00 PM, formal presentation from 6:00 to 6:30 PM, and open  
house with opportunity to provide written or oral comments until 7:30  
PM.

Opportunity: The Service, in cooperation with Oncor, is also offering the  
opportunity for a public hearing to provide citizens a forum to present  
comments on the proposed action at other locations within Oncor’s  
service area.  The DEIS and DHCP, which include maps showing the  
service area for the proposed action, and other related information are  
available at http://www.oncor-eis-hcp.com/DraftEISHCP.aspx or  
http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/AustinTexas/ and available for review  
at the Service’s Austin office at 10711 Burnet Road, Suite 200, Austin,  
Texas 78758.  Additional Public Hearings will be considered upon re- 
quest.  Requests must be received by Wednesday, August 31, 2011.   
All requests for a Public Hearing must be submitted in writing and  
should be sent via email to FW2_AUES_consult@fws.gov or to the fol- 
lowing address:

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Oncor DHCP/DEIS Public Hearing Request

Attention: Adam Zerrenner
10711 Burnet Road, Suite 200

Austin, Texas 78758

For more information, visit http://www.oncor-eis-hcp.com/ or  
http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/AustinTexas/

NO. 11P363

IN RE: THE ESTATE OF LUCILLE PHILLIPS  
MILLHOLLON, Deceased

IN THE COUNTY COURT OF TOM GREEN  
COUNTY, TEXAS

SITTING IN MATTERS OF PROBATE

NOTICE TO ALL PERSONS HAVING  
CLAIMS AGAINST THE ESTATE OF 

LUCILLE  PHILLIPS MILLHOLLON,
 DECEASED

Pursuant to Section 294 of the TEXAS PRO- 
BATE CODE, NOTICE is hereby given that  
Original Letters Testamentary for the Estate  
of LUCILLE PHILLIPS MILLHOLLON, De- 
ceased, were issued to Phyllis Liane Millhol- 
lon Benge, as the Independent Executrix of  
said Estate in Cause No. 11P363 of The  
County Court of Tom Green County, Texas,  
on the 16th day of August, 2011.

The address of the above named Independent  
Executrix is as follows, to wit:

Phyllis Liane Millhollon Benge
12234 CR 6005 or P.O. Box 160
Millersview, Texas 76862

All persons having claims against this Estate,  
which is currently being administered by the  
above named Independent Executrix, are re- 
quired to present said Claims within the time  
and in the manner prescribed by law at her  
above address or her undersigned attorney’s  
address.

DATED this 16th day of August 2011.

Bradley C. Miles, Attorney for above Estate  
and Independent Executrix

Post Office box 2006
San Angelo, Texas  76902

Phone: 325-653-3688 
FAX: 325-655-3952

State Bar Card No: 14049000

LEGAL NOTICE:

 This Texas Lottery Commission Scratch-Off  
game will close on September 8, 2011. You  
have until March 6, 2012, to redeem any tick- 
ets for his game: #1318 Instant Powerball  
($5) overall odds are 1 in 2.80. This Texas  
Lottery Commission Scratch-Off game will  
close on September 23, 2011. You have until  
March 21, 2012, to redeem any tickets for  
this game: #1270 Weekly Grand ($2) overall  
odds are 1 in 3.91. This Texas Lottery Com- 
mission Scratch-Off game will close on Sep- 
tember 25, 2011. You have until March 23,  
2012, to redeem any tickets for this game:  
#1327 Black Cherry Doubler ($5) overall  
odds are 1 in 3.76. These Texas Lottery  
Commission Scratch-Off games will close on  
October 26, 2011. You have until April 23,  
2012, to redeem any tickets for these games:  
#1320 3 Times The Money ($3) overall odds  
are 1 in 4.85, #1344 Find The 9’s ($1) over- 
all odds are 1 in 4.60, #1304 Double Dollars  
($1) overall odds are 1 in 4.31, #1306 Cactus  
Cash ($1) overall odds are 1 in 4.31, #1319  
Blackjack ($1) overall odds are 1 in 4.85,  
#1143 Double It! ($2) overall odds are 1 in  
4.87, #1258 Bonus Cashword ($3) overall  
odds are 1 in 3.44, #1275 Big Money Bingo  
($5) overall odds are 1 in 3.62. The odds  
listed here are the overall odds of winning  
any prize in a game, including break-even  
prizes. Lottery retailers are authorized to re- 
deem prizes of up to and including $599.  
Prizes of $600 or more must be claimed in  
person at a Lottery Claim Center or by mail  
with a completed Texas Lottery claim form;  
however, annuity prizes or prizes over  
$1,000,000 must be claimed in person at the  
Commission Headquarters in Austin. Call  
Customer Service at 1-800-37LOTTO or visit  
the Lottery Web site at www.txlottery.org for  
more information and location of nearest  
Claim Center. The Texas Lottery is not re- 
sponsible for lost or stolen tickets, or for tick- 
ets lost in the mail. Tickets, transactions,  
players, and winners are subject to, and  
players and winners agree to abide by, all ap- 
plicable laws, Commission rules, regulations,  
policies, directives, instructions, conditions,  
procedures, and final decisions of the Execu- 
tive Director. A Scratch-Off game may contin- 
ue to be sold even when all the top prizes  
have been claimed. Must be 18 years of age  
or older to purchase a Texas Lottery ticket.  
PLAY RESPONSIBLY. The Texas Lottery  
Supports Texas Education.

PUBLIC MEETING Notice
2012 Unified Transportation Program Revision and

2011-2014 Statewide Transportation Improvement Program 
Revision

The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) will host an open- 
house style public meeting to solicit public comments and input for re- 
visions to the 2012 Unified Transportation Program (UTP), which cov- 
ers fiscal years (FY) 2012 through 2021 and the FY 2011 August II  
Out-Of-Cycle revision to the 2011-2014 Statewide Transportation Im- 
provement Program (STIP).

Unified Transportation Program

The 2012 UTP is a comprehensive ten-year plan for the development  
and construction of State of Texas transportation projects including  
roadways, aviation, public transportation, waterways and coastal wa- 
ters, and rail projects and includes specific funding levels for each fis- 
cal year.

Beginning promptly at 5:30 p.m., TxDOT staff will conduct a brief pres- 
entation on the purpose and revisions of the 2012 UTP. Additional in- 
formation will be available for public viewing and TxDOT representa- 
tives will be on-hand to discuss the development process and answer

questions. Forms will be provided in order to receive written comments.  
All interested parties are encouraged to attend.

For additional information, please go to  
http://www.txdot.gov/public_involvement/utp.htm or call the toll-free in- 
formation line at (800) 687-8108.

Written comments may be submitted on the UTP website at:  
http://www.txdot.gov, using search engine keyword: 2012 UTP; by  
email at: FIN_UTP@txdot.gov; or by mail to: TxDOT Finance Division  
UTP, 150 E. Riverside Drive, Austin, Texas, 78704. Public comments  
will be received until September 26, 2011.

Statewide Transportation Improvement Program

The STIP is a mechanism used by TxDOT and the Federal Highway Ad- 
ministration to fund projects for the next four years and includes all  
federally funded projects. This public meeting pertains specifically to  
the FY 2011 August II Out-Of-Cycle STIP revision. TxDOT representa- 
tives will be on-hand to answer STIP related questions.

The FY 2011 STIP Amendment for August 2011 may be viewed online at
http://www.txdot.gov/business/governments/stips/htm or visit any TxDOT  

District Office prior to the meeting. Locations of these offices can be  
found at: http://www.dot.state.tx.us/local_information/. Written com- 
ments may be submitted to Lori Morel,

118 E. Riverside Drive, Austin, Texas 78704.

The public meeting will be held from 5:00 – 6:30 p.m. (CST) on Thurs- 
day, September 1, 2011,

at the following locations:

Abilene District
4250 N. Clack
Abilene, Texas 79601

Childress District
7599 US 287
Childress, Texas 79201-9705

Lubbock District
135 Slaton Road
Lubbock, Texas 79404-5201

San Angelo District
4502 Knickerbocker Road
San Angelo, Texas 76904

Amarillo District
5715 Canyon Drive
Amarillo, Texas 79114

El Paso District
13301 Gateway West
El Paso, Texas 79928-5410

Odessa District
3901 East US Highway 80
Odessa, Texas 79761

Persons with special communication or accommodation needs may Joe  
Clark, 325-676-6821 for assistance. Requests should be made no later  
than three days prior to the meeting. Every reasonable effort will be  
made to accommodate needs.

INVITATION FOR BIDS

The Housing Authority of the City of San Ange- 
lo, Texas dba “Desert Shadows Apartments”  
(hereinafter called the “Public Housing Au- 
thority”) will receive sealed bids for a single  
construction contract for the modernization of  
six (6) Dwelling Buildings for exterior remod- 
eling & refinishing, including brick repair, fas- 
cia, soffit & siding replacement, exterior  
painting, and door & window replacement;  
bids are to include demolition, alterations,  
and all work specified and/or shown on the  
drawings until:

THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 22, 2011 AT 2:00  
PM

at the DESERT SHADOWS APARTMENTS
4112 LOOP 306

SAN ANGELO, TEXAS 79607

Immediately thereafter all bids will be publicly  
opened and read aloud.

Proposed forms of contract documents; includ- 
ing plans and specifications are on file and  
available for inspection at the office of the  
Housing Authority of the City of San Angelo  
and at the office of Cameron Alread, Archi- 
tect Inc., 209 W. 8th St., Fort Worth, Texas  
76102, (817) 332-6231 and at plan rooms in  
various cities of the state.

Copies of the documents may be obtained by  
depositing $100.00 with the Architect for one  
set of documents per General Contractor.   
Such deposits will be refunded on return of  
the plans, specifications and other docu- 
ments in good condition within 15 days after  
bid opening.   Plans and specifications that  
have been taken apart are not considered in  
good condition.

PRE BID CONFERENCE will be held Thurs- 
day, September 8, 2011 at 2:00 PM, at the  
Desert Shadows Apartments. 

HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE
CITY OF SAN ANGELO, TEXAS
Amy Hopper, Executive Director

325-481-2500

EQUAL HOUSING OPPORTUNITY

 Homes-
 Unfurnished

FOR PROFESSIONAL  
Property 

Management
Contact

 Larry or Sandy
Dierschke & Dierschke

Realtors 944-3596

Nice 3BDRM, 2Ba mo- 
bile home, private lot,  
central air, no indoor  
pets. $725 mo. +  
$700 dep. 212-4928.

SANTA RITA - Large 3  
bdrm. 2.5 ba. home,  
2 living areas + office  
1702 S. Harrison,  
$1200 mo. Call for  
appt. 325-650-7661

 Mobile Homes
 for Rent

3BDRM/2BA, CH/CA,
Community Swimming  

Pool. $575 mo + dep.  
325-658-2763

 Storage Warehouse

STORAGE UNITS S.  
Chadbourne area.    
Office with amenities   
Fenced, locked, and  
secure.  325-450- 
8394

merchandise

 Appliances
BOSCH NEXXT front  

loading washer/dryer,  
less than 6 months  
old, $1250. 374-6683

MINI-FRIDGE with  
sep. top freezer  
great condition.  
$100. Call (325)234- 
1455

 Cemetery Lots/
 Funeral Homes

FAIRMOUNT 
CEMETERY on Ave. N.  

3 contiguous burial  
spaces. $6,000/all.  
512-342-7918.
LAWNHAVEN CEM. 
2 plots + headstone 
retails for $4,500, 

asking $3,725. 
972-821-9257.

SINGLE PLOT w/mark- 
er in Apostle section  
of Lanwhaven. $1500.  
(325)942-0499

 Electronics
ROCK BAND FOR  

PS3 also includes  
extra guitar and  
Rock Band 2 Game.  
Great condition.  
$100. Call (325)942- 
9968

 Furniture/Household

1101 N. Chadbourne 
We Buy & Sell
Used Furniture!
325-227-6623
325-234-9533

2 QUEEN mattresses +  
box springs; book  
shelf; kid’s dresser;  
couch. 234-3783.

2 ROLLTOP Desks  
$325 & $225.

Krell French upright  
Piano $650.

Dining Table w/6  
chairs & buffet $750.

Land & Sky-King &
Queen Baffad  water- 

beds $700 & $500.
Call 325-944-7962

BRAND NEW
Queen Mattress Set

$249. Twin, Full, King
Also Avail.

CAN DELIVER.
Call 325-220-1666

CHILDS ARMOIRE  
(drawers & hanging  
space) $100 firm.  
(325)944-3234

FOR SALE
King size Sealy

Posturpedic mattress  
& box springs.

2 Glider Rockers 
Sofa, makes queen  

bed. 325-942-6756

 Furniture/Household

Main St. Furniture
Little Place, Big Deals!

103 N Main  657-0734
All New Furniture
Layaways Available!
~~ HUGE SALE ~~
7 pc wood dining set
was $699; now $599
7 pc countertop table
was $699; now $599

black plush
sofa & love $799
brown or green

sofa & love $599
6 pc bdrm set $649
6 pc cherry sleigh

bdrm set $999

NICE OAK armoire  
$200. 325-212-6732.

OAK DINING Table  
w/4 chairs. Light  
brn., 72x41, without  
leaf. $650. OBO.  
Call 325-617-9668

RECLINER brown  
microfiber great con- 
dition. $125. Call  
(325)234-1455

 Lawn/Garden
HONDA HARMONY II  

lawn mower mulch &  
bag $225; Echo 280  
chain saw 12 in. bar  
$80; Echo SRM-210  
grass trimmer/ brush  
cutter $80. 374-1524.

 Medical Equipment

JAZEE ELECTRIC  
CHAIR & RECEIV- 
ER HITCH ELEC- 
TRIC CHAIR LIFT  
$1750.00 for both.  
Child/small adult  
wheel chair, $100.00  
Good condition. Call  
(325)277-7135

POWER CHAIR --  
never used! Like  
new condition. $999.  
Call (325)949-8575

POWER ELECTRIC  
Wheel Chair w/lift.  
New! Never Used.

$2,500. 325-655-8145

 Miscellaneous
 Merchandise
36” STIHL Chainsaw  

extra blades
$800 

325-468-3939
Dinnerware Vietri Red  

Rosso Vecchio pat- 
tern 5 pc. place set- 
ting for 10. 944-7147.

FOR SALE 14” Poulan  
chainsaw & 4 new  
chains. $100. Call  
563-340-6942

FOR SALE 48” Ridgid  
Pipe Wrench. $125.  
Call 563-340-6942
GRIZZLY 20” Planer  

$1250
325-468-3939

NUTRISYSTEM OVER  
200 meal items,  
some frozen. $200.  
650-2513
PATIO SET- sturdy 
table w/ 6 chairs &  

cushions. $50. 
325-223-0811.

SAW MILL 20” on
trailer w/new blades &  

tools. Like new.  
$3950. Corky Shelby  

325-468-3939
SEVERAL EXTRA
Lg. mesquite logs. 

325-468-3939

 Musical
 Instruments

7 VIOLINS with  
cases Starting @  
$100 up to $800. 

Call 325-223-0811 

 Oil Field
 Equipment

1978 SKYTOP RIG.  
Sweet little rig, well  
maintained, tri- 
scope derrick, sin- 
gle/double, double  
drum, 8V71 Detroit,  
4460 Allison trans- 
mission, tooled out  
and ready to work,  
asking $225,000.  
325-869-5506

 Pets - AKC/Purebred

“Lassie” Collies
Web site to view:

alphatexkennels.com  
Call 806-652-3458 FMI

AKC COCKER  
SPANIELS 

2-Female 3-Male  
Call (325)320-3332
German Shepherds

Web site to view:
alphatexkennels.com  

Call 806-652-3458 FMI
Golden Retriever Pups

Web site to view:
alphatexkennels.com  

Call 806-652-3458 FMI

 Pets - AKC/Purebred

QUALITY AKC  
Miniature Schnauzer  
puppies. Toy & small  
miniatures, rare parti  
colors, delivery pos- 
sible. 325-396-2561.

 Pets for Free

3 KITTENS- 5 wks, old.  
Free to a good home.  
325-277-3272.

6- 6WKS old Tuxedo  
kittens. Adorable &  
playful, to a good  
home. Please call  
325-315-1501.

BARN KITTENS (2)
Weaned.

Good for Ranchers
325-835-6404

LOVABLE TAMED
liter box trained

1M & 1F Cat looking for  
a lg. barn or ranch
to live & hunt on.

Call 325-227-0062

MALE CAT- orange 
Tabby 10 mos. old, liter  

box trained. To good  
home. 325-617-9393.

 Pets for Sale

ELITE PET SITTING
SERVICES

“There’s No Place
Like Home”

One On-one
Play time & Feeding
Other Services Avail.
Nancy 325-998-2720

MALE VEILED 
CHAMELEON 

FOR SALE- Veiled  
chameleon adult  
male 1 yr old (ap- 

prox. 15 inches long)  
with custom cage  

and tons of 
accessories. $400.  
Call (325)617-4613.

 Request for Bids

 Public Notices

 Pets for Sale

MINI & TOY  
SCHNAUZERS
5 girls Registered.  
Various colors.   
$300-$500. Tails  
docked, dew  
claws removed.   
Shots started. 6  
weeks old. For  
more details call  
(940)631-8201

 Portable Buildings

8’X12’ MORGAN
Metal Bldg.

Like new condition.
$1000

Must be Moved.
325-650-0605

public notices

 Public Notices

announcements

 Adoption

 Found
BEAUTIFUL PART
Siamese house cat  

found in Santa Rita  
area. Call to identify  
325-227-1009

BLK./WHITE FEMALE  
Border Collie on  
Southland behind  
Wal-Mart. 895-0330.

FOUND
08/16/11 Past gas  

station on Junius St.  
Long wire hair,  

grey/white, med size  
dog, curly tail. For  
more information  

you may call  
(325)227-4061

Shih Tzu- red collar, no  
tags, Hwy 87 &  
Chadbourne taken to  
animal shelter. 657- 
4225.

SIAMESE CAT- found  
on Paseo De Vaca.  
Call to identify 227- 
4701 or 234-1600.

 Legal Notices

 Public Notices

 Found

Sm. blk. female dog w/  
brown on face- Sha- 
dy Point Cir. No col- 
lar/tags. 944-7760.

 Free 4 All

FREE MEDIUM size  
Beige color couch.  

Fair condition.
Call 325-655-1964

REDECORATING
FREE

54” Magnum Box TV
Call 325-949-2357

 Lost

5 yr. old Basenji, black,  
white, tan w/circle tail  
named Dingo, shots  
current. Call 432- 
290-5646. Reward.

BLACK/WHITE Border  
Collie in Southland  
on 8/15. Silver tags  
w/ red collar. Needs  
meds. 325-262-3151.

 Legal Notices

 Business Opportunity

 Legal Notices

 Business Opportunity

 Legal Notices

 Business Opportunity  Business Opportunity

garage sales
to advertise, call 325-659-8355

 Garage Sale

 Concho Confetti
 Offers  Esta te Liquida tion

 a nd  Esta te Sales .
 Will a ls o b u y o ne piece

 o r ho u sefu l.
 374- 1588 – 234- 2977

 San Angelo 76901

2801 SAN ANTONIO  
APT. #38 

Sat. & Sun. 8am. New  
& used clothes,  

shoes & furniture.  
Also a ‘94 Cadillac.

 San Angelo 76903

YARD SALE! 
121 E. Ave. K. Fri. &  

Sat. 8am-? Sun.  
11am-? Things from  
A to Z. Priced to sell!

 San Angelo 76904

24 CLARE Dr.
Sat. & Sun. 8-?. 
Lots of childrens

clothes, shoes & lots of  
miscellaneous items.

Everything very Cheap.

  Sunday, August 21, 2011 - Standard-Times - E5

 Request for Bids

 Catch it all at
 m.gosanangelo.com

 on your 
 mobile device.

 Rate local 
 restaurants.

 Write your 
 own 

 restaurant 
 reviews.

 Search the 
 restaurant 

 guide

 @  buy photo 
 reprints online

 See a 
 photo in the 
 newspaper 
 or online 
 that you 

 like?
 Log on to 

 www.
 gosanangelo

 .com

 and 
 make it 
 yours!
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CLASSIFIEDS

HOW TO REACH US!!

REACH 
30,000

READERS 
DAILY!

REACHING MORE THAN 30,000 READERS EVERY DAY!
THE PARIS NEWS CLASSIFIEDS... YOUR BEST BUY!

Office Hours: Mon-Fri 8am-5pm
By Mail By Phone By Fax At Our Office Online

903-785-8744 • www.theparisnews.com

Line Ads-
Tuesday-Friday 12 Noon  (the previous day)

Sunday - 12 Noon  (Thursday)
Monday -12 Noon  (Friday)

Display Ads-
Tuesday-Friday 5pm  (2 days prior)

Sunday - 5pm (Wednesday)
Monday - 12 Noon  (Friday)

DEADLINES

rrs TM

GARAGE SALES
List your garage sale 

with us!
✟   for 1, 2 or 3 days 
✟   for 1, 2 or 3 days    

 our 
 

• Must be prepaid * $2 per extra line

SPECIAL
Sell it today with our 
private party special

4 lines - 8 days $16
* For individuals only

LIST YOUR
BUSINESS

In The Paris News Business & 
Service Directory

4 lines - 1 Month   $32
An Affordable Way To Advertise!

215
Legal Notices

315
Child Care

400
Help Wanted/General

Hiring for the following:
Debone Night Shift

Production Supervisors
Production Superintendents

Ammonia Refrigeration Technician
Maintenance Mechanics

JOB FAIR
 Mt. Pleasant Civic Center

Saturday, August 27, 2011
9 AM - 5 PM

Pilgrim’s provides an excellent benefit package that include 
medical, dental, vision, life, 401(k), as well as paid holidays 

and vacation.
Pilgrim’s is an equal opportunity employer.

M/V/D/F

400
Help Wanted/General

Highly motivated, 
dependable, mechanically 
inclined, hard working 
individual for 

Pressroom Worker 
Must be able to lift 150 
lbs, pass drug test, and 
work on feet all day.

3 month review for full 
time and benefits, includ-
ing paid vacation, uni-
forms, health, dental, and 
vision insurance as well 
as 401K.  No experience 
necessary.

Bring resume to:
The Paris News 
Press Room Manager, 
5050 S.E. Loop 286, 
Paris Tx, 75460.

215
Legal Notices

215
Legal Notices

215
Legal Notices

215
Legal Notices

225
Lost and Found

235
Public Notices

235
Public Notices

EmPLoYmENt

400
Help Wanted/

General

MARKETING /
ADMISSIONS

COORDINATOR
Paris Health Care 

Center 
seeks motivated, 
highly organized, 

ambitious individual 
to assist with the 
marketing/admis-
sions process in 

our skilled nursing 
facility. Successful 

candidates will have 
excellent interper-

sonal, organizational 
and computer skills.  

Prior healthcare 
marketing experience 
a plus. Some college 

preferred. EOE/
MFHV. Fax cover 

letter & resume, with 
salary history to: 

(903)784-0606, or 
mail to Administrator, 

PARIS 
HEALTHCARE 

CENTER, 
610 DeShong 

Drive., Paris, TX 
75460

400
Help Wanted/

General

400
Help Wanted/

General

405
medical/Dental

continued... continued... continued...

...from previous column

...from previous column ...from previous column

continued...

...from previous column

www.theparisnews.com

Shop The Classifieds-903-785-8744!!

Read The Paris News
Classifieds and get 
the best buys first!

903-785-8744

/shared-content/e-edition/jump.php?page=4B&date=2011-08-21&pub=1


 

 

Appendix A-4 
 

Public Hearing Handouts and Displays 



PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT FORM 
 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
Oncor Electric Delivery Company, LLC  

Draft Habitat Conservation Plan/Incidental Take Permit 
 

August 23, 2011 
 
Please fill out this card with your comments. Please print clearly. 
Name: 

Address: 

City: Organization: 

State:  Zip: Email: 

Would you like your personal information withheld from public review or from disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act? 
_____No _____Yes   Your request will be honored to the extent allowed by law. 

 

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

Send comments by October 13, 2011 to: 
Mr. Adam Zerrenner 
Field Supervisor 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
10711 Burnett Road, Suite 200 
Austin, TX 78758 – 4460 

Telephone: (512) 490-0057 
Fax: (512) 490-0974 
E-mail:  FW2_AUES_consult@fws.gov 

 



PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT FORM 
 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
Oncor Electric Delivery Company, LLC  

Draft Habitat Conservation Plan/Incidental Take Permit 
 

August 24, 2011 
 
Please fill out this card with your comments. Please print clearly. 
Name: 

Address: 

City: Organization: 

State:  Zip: Email: 

Would you like your personal information withheld from public review or from disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act? 
_____No _____Yes   Your request will be honored to the extent allowed by law. 

 

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

Send comments by October 13, 2011 to: 
Mr. Adam Zerrenner 
Field Supervisor 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
10711 Burnett Road, Suite 200 
Austin, TX 78758 – 4460 

Telephone: (512) 490-0057 
Fax: (512) 490-0974 
E-mail:  FW2_AUES_consult@fws.gov 

 



PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT FORM 
 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
Oncor Electric Delivery Company, LLC  

Draft Habitat Conservation Plan/Incidental Take Permit 
 

August 25, 2011 
 
Please fill out this card with your comments. Please print clearly. 
Name: 

Address: 

City: Organization: 

State:  Zip: Email: 

Would you like your personal information withheld from public review or from disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act? 
_____No _____Yes   Your request will be honored to the extent allowed by law. 

 

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

Send comments by October 13, 2011 to: 
Mr. Adam Zerrenner 
Field Supervisor 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
10711 Burnett Road, Suite 200 
Austin, TX 78758 – 4460 

Telephone: (512) 490-0057 
Fax: (512) 490-0974 
E-mail:  FW2_AUES_consult@fws.gov 

 



PUBLIC HEARING
for the

DRAFT HABITAT
CONSERVATION PLAN

and
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL

IMPACT STATEMENT
for

MAINTENANCE AND
CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES

for the

Oncor Electric Delivery Company, LLC

PUBLIC HEARING
for the

DRAFT HABITAT
CONSERVATION PLAN

and
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL

IMPACT STATEMENT
for

MAINTENANCE AND
CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES

for the

Oncor Electric Delivery Company, LLC



WELCOMEWELCOME

PLEASE:PLEASE:

To The
PUBLIC HEARING

for the
DRAFT HABITAT CONSERVATION PLAN

and
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

for
MAINTENANCE AND CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES

for the
Oncor Electric Delivery Company, LLC

To The
PUBLIC HEARING

for the
DRAFT HABITAT CONSERVATION PLAN

and
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

for
MAINTENANCE AND CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES

for the
Oncor Electric Delivery Company, LLC

Sign In:  So we know how many people attended the
     meeting and to join the mail list, if desired.

Comment Cards :  Opportunity to provide written
     comments.  Leave in comment box or mail in.

Speaker Registration Cards:  Opportunity to provide
     verbal comment for the record tonight.

Sign In:  So we know how many people attended the
     meeting and to join the mail list, if desired.

Comment Cards :  Opportunity to provide written
     comments.  Leave in comment box or mail in.

Speaker Registration Cards:  Opportunity to provide
     verbal comment for the record tonight.



Texas Poppy Mallow
Texas poppy mallow

The EIS has been prepared to support an application by
Oncor for an incidental take permit from the U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service.  The associated HCP will specify
what steps Oncor would take (if the permit were issued)
to avoid, minimize, and mitigate to the maximum extent
practicable the potential impacts to 11 threatened or
endangered species (covered species).

Need for the proposed incidental take permit occurs when
Oncor must perform construction, operation, or maintenance
activities in an area where there is potential for a threatened
or endangered species to be affected by such actions.

Without an incidental take permit, Oncor would have to
apply for separate Section 10(a)(1)(B) permits for each
separate action, which would involve additional time, effort,
and cost.

The purpose of the proposed incidental
take permit is to streamline the process
of compliance with the Endangered
Species Act to enable Oncor to 
efficiently perform needed functions
while ensuring compliance.

The EIS has been prepared to support an application by
Oncor for an incidental take permit from the U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service.  The associated HCP will specify
what steps Oncor would take (if the permit were issued)
to avoid, minimize, and mitigate to the maximum extent
practicable the potential impacts to 11 threatened or
endangered species (covered species).

Need for the proposed incidental take permit occurs when
Oncor must perform construction, operation, or maintenance
activities in an area where there is potential for a threatened
or endangered species to be affected by such actions.

Without an incidental take permit, Oncor would have to
apply for separate Section 10(a)(1)(B) permits for each
separate action, which would involve additional time, effort,
and cost.

The purpose of the proposed incidental
take permit is to streamline the process
of compliance with the Endangered
Species Act to enable Oncor to 
efficiently perform needed functions
while ensuring compliance.

PURPOSE AND NEEDPURPOSE AND NEED



ALTERNATIVESALTERNATIVES

Oncor is not issued a programmatic incidental
take permit
Approval for activities would be granted on a
project-by-project basis, with numerous indivdual
Section 10(a)(1)(B) permit applications.

Oncor is issued an incidental take permit for the
11 covered species during construction, operation,
and/or maintenance activities.
The HCP would provide guidelines for Oncor to
avoid, minimize, and mitigate potential impacts to
the 11 covered species over a 30-year permit
duration.

Oncor is issued an incidental take permit for the
11 covered species during construction, operation
and/or maintenance activities.
The HCP would provide guidelines for Oncor to
avoid, minimize, and mitigate potential impacts
to the 11 covered species over a 50-year duration.

Oncor is not issued a programmatic incidental
take permit
Approval for activities would be granted on a
project-by-project basis, with numerous indivdual
Section 10(a)(1)(B) permit applications.

Alternative 2: Proposed HCP, 50-year
Duration

Alternative 1:  Proposed HCP, 30-year
Duration (Oncor’s Preferred Alternative)

No-Action Alternative:  Project-Based
Consultation

Alternative 2: Proposed HCP, 50-year
Duration

Alternative 1:  Proposed HCP, 30-year
Duration (Oncor’s Preferred Alternative)

No-Action Alternative:  Project-Based
Consultation

Oncor is issued an incidental take permit for the
11 covered species during construction, operation,
and/or maintenance activities.
The HCP would provide guidelines for Oncor to
avoid, minimize, and mitigate potential impacts to
the 11 covered species over a 30-year permit
duration.

Oncor is issued an incidental take permit for the
11 covered species during construction, operation
and/or maintenance activities.
The HCP would provide guidelines for Oncor to
avoid, minimize, and mitigate potential impacts
to the 11 covered species over a 50-year duration.



Navasota
ladies’
tresses

Red-cockaded
woodpecker

Louisiana black bear

SPECIES ADDRESSEDSPECIES ADDRESSED
Plants

Large-Fruited Sand Verbena (Endangered)
Texas Poppy-Mallow (Endangered)
Navasota Ladies’-Tresses
(Endangered)
Pecos Sunflower (Threatened)

Invertebrates
American Burying Beetle (Endangered)

Amphibians
Houston Toad (Endangered)

Birds
Whooping Crane (Endangered)
Golden-Cheeked Warbler (Endangered)
Black-Capped Vireo (Endangered)
Red-Cockaded Woodpecker (Endangered)

Louisiana Black Bear
(Threatened)

Mammals

Plants
Large-Fruited Sand Verbena (Endangered)
Texas Poppy-Mallow (Endangered)
Navasota Ladies’-Tresses
(Endangered)
Pecos Sunflower (Threatened)

Invertebrates
American Burying Beetle (Endangered)

Amphibians
Houston Toad (Endangered)

Birds
Whooping Crane (Endangered)
Golden-Cheeked Warbler (Endangered)
Black-Capped Vireo (Endangered)
Red-Cockaded Woodpecker (Endangered)

Louisiana Black Bear
(Threatened)

Mammals



ONCOR PROPOSED PERMIT AREAONCOR PROPOSED PERMIT AREA

PECOS

REEVES

CULBERSON

HILL

BELL

CLAY

GAINES

LEON
UPTON

WISEJACK

ELLIS

LYNN

RUSK

KENT

ERATH

COKE

MILAM

LEE

HUNT

SMITH
ANDREWS

REAGAN

JONES

WARD

LAMAR

NOLAN

TERRY

COLEMAN

TOM GREEN

ECTOR

MILLS

FALLS

YOUNG

HOUSTON

BROWN

COOKE

BURNET

FISHER

FANNIN

COLLIN

MARTIN
TAYLOR

DALLAS

BOSQUE

CORYELL

NAVARRO

DENTON

BAYLOR

PARKER

CRANE

RUNNELS

ARCHER

SCURRY
WOOD

BORDENDAWSON

HASKELL

MIDLAND

HOWARD

GRAYSON
RED RIVER

TARRANT

ANDERSON
CHEROKEE

MCLENNAN

BASTROP

MITCHELL

STERLING
WINKLER

TRINITY

LOVING

EASTLAND

HOPKINS

ANGELINA

STEPHENS

CALLAHAN

PALO PINTO

MONTAGUE

KAUFMAN

HAMILTON

WILBARGER

COMANCHE

LIMESTONE

VAN ZANDT

WICHITA

JOHNSON

HENDERSON

FREESTONE

GLASSCOCK

TITUS

HOOD

ROBERTSON

LAMPASAS

NACOGDOCHES

SHACKELFORD

DELTA

RAINS

THROCKMORTON
FRANKLIN

SOMERVELL

ROCKWALL



Black-capped Vireo

COVERED ACTIONSCOVERED ACTIONS

New support facilities (substations and switching
stations)

New overhead transmission and distribution lines

Additional second circuit on existing single-circuit
Underground electric installation

Expansion of existing support facilities (substations
and switching stations)
Line upgrade-reconductoring (new wires on
old poles
Line upgrade-rebuilds (new wires on new poles)
Insulator replacement (lightning, fire prevention
Maintenance of underground electric facilities

Vegetation management within right-of-way
(mowing, tree trimming or removal)

New support facilities (substations and switching
stations)

New overhead transmission and distribution lines

Additional second circuit on existing single-circuit
Underground electric installation

Expansion of existing support facilities (substations
and switching stations)
Line upgrade-reconductoring (new wires on
old poles
Line upgrade-rebuilds (new wires on new poles)
Insulator replacement (lightning, fire prevention)
Maintenance of underground electric facilities

Emergency Response and Restoration

Equipment Access

Surveying

Typical Maintenance Activities

General New Construction Activities

Emergency Response and Restoration
Stormwater Runoff from Construction SitesStormwater Runoff from Construction Sites
Equipment Access

Surveying

Typical Maintenance Activities

General New Construction Activities

Vegetation management within right-of-way
(mowing, tree trimming or removal)
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Avoid When PossibleAvoid When Possible
Populations/speciesPopulations/species
Potential habitatPotential habitat
Lands managed for covered species Lands managed for covered species 
Clearing and ground-disturbing
activities during breeding seasons
Clearing and ground-disturbing
activities during breeding seasons

Minimize Unavoidable Impacts byMinimize Unavoidable Impacts by
Constructing in existing right-of-wayConstructing in existing right-of-way
Minimizing clearing of aboveground vegetationMinimizing clearing of aboveground vegetation
Minimizing use of herbicides and pesticidesMinimizing use of herbicides and pesticides
Following Texas Forest Service guidelines for
preventing spread of oak wilt 
Following Texas Forest Service guidelines for
preventing spread of oak wilt 
Reseeding disturbed areas with native speciesReseeding disturbed areas with native species
Onsite environmental monitoringOnsite environmental monitoring
Training for construction personnelTraining for construction personnel
Using a flexible management program that is able
to adapt to changing conditions
Using a flexible management program that is able
to adapt to changing conditions
Using stormwater best management practices Using stormwater best management practices 

Pecos sunflower
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Provided prior to potential incidental takeProvided prior to potential incidental take

Golden-cheeked Warbler
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U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
The Nature Conservancy of Texas
Conservation Fund
Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center
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U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
The Nature Conservancy of Texas
Conservation Fund
Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center
Other-species specific experts/organizations

Land acquisition
Land management
Habitat management
Research

Land acquisition
Land management
Habitat management
Research
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Covered projectsCovered projects
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Appendix B 
 

Conservation Measures/Best Management Practices to Avoid 
and Minimize Impacts 

1.0 Avoidance and Minimization Measures for All Operation 
and Maintenance Activities 

The following conservation measures would be followed by the Applicant to ensure avoidance and 
minimization of impacts to significant resources, as defined in Section 3 of the EIS.  These conservation 
measures would be followed during all operation and maintenance activities: 

• The Applicant will avoid clearing and ground-disturbing activities during the breeding season of 
a covered species when covered activities are within or adjacent to potential habitat for that 
species and such activities would affect breeding success.  Species-specific measures to avoid 
such impacts on breeding success are described briefly in Section 4 of the EIS and further 
elaborated in Section 6.4 of the HCP. 

• Vegetation will be cleared by aboveground means when practical.  Aboveground vegetation 
clearing methods, such as mowing or manual cutting, would minimize impacts to soil resources 
compared to belowground clearing methods, such as disking, and consequently, these methods 
would minimize adverse direct and indirect effects to covered species associated with soil 
disturbance.   

• Stormwater best management practices will be monitored by Applicant personnel.  The other 
conservation measures will be monitored onsite by qualified environmental personnel employed 
or contracted by the Applicant to ensure their use, and to document their success/failure for 
inclusion of this information into an annual compliance report.  Conservation measures will be 
included in contracts.  Noncompliance will be identified and corrected. 

• Onsite operations will be adaptively managed based on potential impacts to covered species and 
their habitat as assessed by qualified environmental personnel, and through referencing the best 
available science, technology, and industry methods through which to avoid or minimize these 
potential impacts.  The Adaptive Management Plan is described in Section 8 of the HCP. 

• The Applicant will minimize the use of herbicides and pesticides.  If herbicides and pesticides are 
used in covered species habitat, the Applicant’s employees or contractors will use only 
appropriate herbicides and application methods that limit impacts on nontarget species (e.g., low-
volume basal and foliar applications, narrow-spectrum herbicides, and herbicides with low 
environmental persistence) and comply with Service guidelines for pesticide application, 
including but not limited to, “Recommended Protection Measures for Pesticide Applications in 
Region 2 of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service” (Service 2004e).   

• The Applicant will follow Texas Forest Service or professional arborists’ guidelines for 
preventing the spread of oak wilt when clearing or trimming trees within those counties where 
oak wilt is known to occur.  These guidelines include, but are not limited to, sterilizing pruning or 
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cutting equipment with bleach between trees, and immediately painting all wounds on oak trees 
that are larger than 0.5 inch (1.3 centimeters) in diameter. 

• Disturbed areas will be returned to approximate preconstruction contours, where practical based 
on baseline survey data, with the intent to minimize impacts to hydrology and avoid adverse 
indirect impacts on covered species.   

• Disturbed areas will be reseeded with native species when appropriate unless specifically 
prohibited by the landowner.  Ryegrass may be planted in cool weather as temporary cover to 
help stabilize the rights-of-way and to reduce runoff where cool season native grasses would not 
equally do so.  The project will be monitored to ensure that the reseeding achieves sufficient 
native vegetation cover and in areas where sufficient cover is not achieved, the reseeding process 
will be repeated.  Site-appropriate species will be selected by qualified Applicant-employed 
biologists to achieve perennial vegetative cover, either through selection of perennial species or a 
combination of warm and cool season annuals.   

• For operation and maintenance projects, especially those involving upgrades, that are anticipated 
to encounter a covered species, the Applicant will either provide a qualified environmental 
monitor onsite or conduct training for construction personnel to ensure compliance with the HCP.  
The training program, should it be needed, will provide information on the covered species, 
including recognition of the species and habitat, general biology, potential threats and impacts, a 
list of the conservation measures included in this appendix and the HCP, and instructions on what 
to do if a covered species is encountered in the field during covered activities.  The attendees will 
also be made aware of the importance of onsite vigilance by staff and contractors regarding field 
conditions and application of the conservation measures designed to minimize potential impacts 
to the covered species.  This training course will be provided by qualified Applicant employees or 
consultants.  The Applicant will appoint two employees to serve as points of contact for 
supplying information to and answering questions from its employees, contractors, and the 
Service in this regard.  Contracts of contractors working within the proposed Permit Area will 
contain language requiring the use of conservation measures identified in the HCP and the 
consequences and liabilities for noncompliance. 

• Operation and maintenance projects will be assessed on a project-by-project basis by Applicant-
employed or contracted qualified environmental personnel for the likely occurrence of covered 
species habitat, as well as the presence of other regulated resources.  When covered projects are 
proposed in counties identified as within the range of a covered species, qualified biologists will 
conduct field habitat assessment surveys to ground-truth the existence, location, and quality of 
potential habitat.  If it is determined that the potential habitat is not habitat but contains Texas 
Parks and Wildlife Department habitat factors, the Service will be provided with copies of the 
assessment survey for review and concurrence/approval.  The need for habitat assessment species 
surveys will be determined by reviewing updated available literature, such as county soil surveys, 
topographic maps, and aerial photography.  The need for presence/absence surveys will be 
determined by reviewing the information gathered during the onsite habitat assessment surveys.  
In addition, updated records of known occurrences will be reviewed and, as necessary, 
consultation with Federal and state biologists and other experts will be continued.   

• Except as described within this paragraph, in the event potential habitat for covered species is 
identified within or adjacent to a proposed facility, presence/absence surveys will be conducted 
by qualified federally permitted biologists in accordance with the most recent Service protocols.  
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In the event no Service protocols are available, other widely accepted survey methods will be 
utilized.  If unavoidable potential habitat is identified, the Applicant has the option to assume the 
potential habitat is occupied and mitigate at a predetermined species-specific take, which could be 
as high as a 3:1 ratio (i.e., 3 acres of mitigation for each acre of impact), or have a qualified 
federally permitted biologist conduct habitat assessment or presence/absence surveys according to 
Service protocols and mitigate at the same or lower ratio.  In the event presence of one or more of 
the 11 federally listed species covered by the requested permit is identified within or adjacent to 
the proposed facility, the Applicant will buy mitigation credits from a Service-approved 
conservation bank or provide mitigation funds, as described in Section 4.10 of the EIS and 
Section 6.4 of the HCP. 

• The Applicant will comply with all state laws, including protection of state-listed species.  When 
state-listed species may be impacted by covered activities, the Applicant will coordinate with the 
Texas Parks and Wildlife Department.  If required by state law, a biological monitor will be 
present during clearing and construction activities to relocate state-listed species if appropriate.  
Per state law, state-listed species will only be handled by persons with a scientific collection 
permit that has been obtained through the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department.  

2.0 Avoidance and Minimization Measures for All New 
Facilities 

The following conservation measures would be followed by the Applicant to ensure avoidance and 
minimization of impacts to significant resources, as defined in Section 3 of the EIS.  These conservation 
measures would be followed for all new facilities: 

• Where possible, new facilities will avoid known populations of the covered species.  Locations of 
known populations of the covered species will be determined through consultation with the 
Service, Federal and state biologists, and other experts, available databases, such as the Texas 
Natural Diversity Database, and the best available information, as evaluated immediately prior to 
initiation of covered activities.  In instances where avoidance of populations is not possible so 
that take would occur, the Applicant will mitigate as described in Section 4.10.1 of the EIS and 
Section 6.4 of the HCP.  

• Where possible, new facilities will avoid potential habitat of the covered species, either through 
routing around or spanning across these areas.  Potential habitat for the covered species will be 
defined by species-specific habitat requirements, as discussed in Section 4 of the EIS and Section 
3 of the HCP, refined according to the best available scientific understanding, and delineated 
through desktop review (i.e., assessment of topographic maps, soil surveys, aerial imagery, or 
other remote data pertinent to habitat requirements) and field habitat assessment surveys of 
proposed rights-of-way by an Applicant-employed or contracted, qualified biologist(s).  
Avoidance of potential habitat will be more practicable for habitat specialists, such as the covered 
bird and plant species, and less so for habitat generalists, such as the American burying beetle.  In 
instances where avoidance of potential habitat is not possible so that take would occur, the 
Applicant will mitigate as described in Section 4.10.1 of the EIS and Section 6.4 of the HCP. 

• Where possible, new facilities will avoid all lands that are being managed specifically for a 
federally listed species.  Prior to initiation of activities, the Applicant will research land 
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ownership for new facilities to determine ownership status, whether or not the property is owned 
by a governmental or similar conservation entity, and if it is recognized by the Service as being 
specifically managed for a federally listed species.  In the event a new utility line cannot be 
routed to avoid these areas, the Applicant will seek further guidance from the Service on that 
segment of the line.  It is recognized that it may be possible to avoid impacts to federally listed 
species within these lands.  This does not include maintenance/upgrades to the Applicant’s 
facilities within rights-of-way in existence at the time of issuance of the requested permit. 

• To the maximum extent practicable, the Applicant will avoid clearing and ground-disturbing 
activities during the breeding season of a covered species when covered activities are within or 
adjacent to potential habitat for that species and such activities would affect breeding success.  
Species-specific measures and best management practices to avoid such impacts on breeding 
success are described briefly in Section 4.10 of the EIS and further elaborated in Section 6.4 of 
the HCP. 

• During the routing process for new transmission lines, the Applicant will develop routes that 
minimize the impacts on the habitat for the covered species.  While the Applicant may file a route 
with the PUC that would have the least potential impact on endangered species, the PUC will 
review numerous routes and make the final decision on the route to be built. 

• The Applicant will avoid clearing and ground-disturbing activities during the breeding season of 
a covered species when covered activities are within or adjacent to potential habitat for tat species 
and such activities would affect breeding success.  Species-specific measures to avoid such 
impacts on breeding success are described in Section 4.10 of the EIS and further elaborated in 
Section 6.4 of the HCP. 

• Where possible, new facilities will be constructed adjacent to existing, maintained rights-of-way.  
Construction of new facilities adjacent to existing, maintained rights-of-way will minimize direct 
and indirect impacts to covered species, especially impacts related to habitat fragmentation and 
edge effects.  Where it is not possible to construct new facilities adjacent to existing maintained 
rights-of-way so that take would occur, the Applicant will mitigate as described in Section 4.10 of 
the EIS and further elaborated in Section 6.4 of the HCP.  

• Vegetation will be cleared by aboveground means when practical.  Aboveground vegetation 
clearing methods, such as mowing or manual cutting, would minimize impacts to soil resources 
relative to belowground clearing methods, such as disking, and consequently, these approaches 
would minimize direct and indirect adverse effects to covered species associated with soil 
disturbance.   

• Stormwater best management practices will be monitored by Applicant personnel.  The other 
conservation measures will be monitored onsite by qualified environmental personnel employed 
or contracted by the Applicant to ensure their use, and to document their success/failure for 
inclusion of this information into an annual compliance report.  Conservation measures will be 
included in contracts.  Noncompliance will be identified and corrected. 

• Onsite operations will be adaptively managed based on potential impacts to covered species and 
their habitat as assessed by qualified environmental personnel, and through referencing the best 
available science, technology, and industry methods through which to avoid or minimize these 
potential impacts.  The Adaptive Management Plan is described in Section 8 of the HCP. 
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• The Applicant will follow Texas Forest Service or professional arborists’ guidelines for 
preventing the spread of oak wilt when clearing or trimming trees within those counties where 
oak wilt is known to occur.  These guidelines include sterilizing pruning or cutting equipment 
with bleach between trees, and immediately painting all wounds on oak trees that are larger than 
0.5 inch (1.3 centimeters) in diameter.   

• Disturbed areas will be returned to approximate preconstruction contours, where practical based 
on baseline survey data, with the intent to minimize impacts to hydrology and avoid adverse 
indirect effects on covered species.   

• Disturbed areas will be reseeded with native species when appropriate unless specifically 
prohibited by the landowner.  Ryegrass may be planted in cool weather as temporary cover to 
help stabilize the rights-of-way and to reduce runoff where cool season native grasses would not 
equally do so.  The project will be monitored to ensure that the reseeding achieves sufficient 
native vegetation cover and in areas where sufficient cover is not achieved, the reseeding process 
will be repeated.  Site-appropriate species will be selected by qualified Applicant-employed 
biologists to achieve perennial vegetative cover, either through selection of perennial species or a 
combination of warm and cool season annuals.   

• For new projects anticipated to encounter a covered species, the Applicant will either provide a 
qualified environmental monitor onsite or conduct training for construction personnel to ensure 
compliance with the HCP.  If this training takes place, the program will provide information on 
the covered species, including recognition of the species and habitat, general biology, potential 
threats and impacts, a list of the conservation measures in the HCP, and instructions on what to 
do if a covered species is encountered in the field during covered activities.  The attendees will 
also be made aware of the importance of onsite vigilance by staff and contractors regarding field 
conditions and application of the conservation measures designed to minimize potential impacts 
to the covered species.  This training course will be provided by qualified Applicant employees, 
or consultants.  The Applicant will appoint two employees to serve as points of contact for 
supplying information to and answering questions from its employees, contractors, and the 
Service.  Contracts of contractors working within the proposed Permit Area will contain language 
requiring the use of conservation measures identified in this appendix and the HCP and specify 
the consequences and liabilities for noncompliance. 

• New projects will be assessed on a project-by-project basis by Applicant-employed or contracted 
qualified biologists for the likely occurrence of covered species habitat, as well as the presence of 
other regulated resources within or adjacent to a proposed facility.  When covered projects are 
proposed in counties identified as within the range of a covered species, qualified biologists will 
conduct field habitat assessment surveys to ground-truth the existence, location, and quality of 
potential habitat.  The need for the habitat assessment surveys will be determined by reviewing 
updated available literature such as county soil surveys, topographic maps, and aerial 
photography.  The need for presence/absence surveys will be determined by reviewing the 
information gathered during the onsite habitat assessment surveys.  In addition, updated records 
of known occurrences will be reviewed and, as necessary, consultation with Federal and state 
biologists and other experts will be continued.   

• Except as described within this paragraph, in the event potential habitat for covered species is 
identified within or adjacent to a proposed facility, presence/absence surveys will be conducted 
by qualified federally permitted biologists in accordance with the most recent Service protocols.  
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In the event no Service protocols are available, other widely accepted survey methods will be 
utilized.  If unavoidable potential habitat is identified, the Applicant has the option to assume the 
potential habitat is occupied and mitigate at a predetermined species-specific take, which could be 
as high as a 3:1 ratio (i.e., 3 acres of mitigation for each acre of impact), or have a qualified 
federally permitted biologist conduct habitat assessment or presence/absence surveys according to 
Service protocols and mitigate at the same or lower ratio.  In the event presence of one or more of 
the 11 federally listed species covered by this permit is identified within or adjacent to the 
proposed facility, the Applicant will buy mitigation credits from a Service-approved conservation 
bank or provide mitigation funds as described in Section 4.10 of the EIS and Section 6.4 of the 
HCP. 

• Because most of the land in Texas is privately owned and little information about biological 
resources is available on such lands, specific measures will be taken to identify the presence or 
absence of sensitive resources as part of the route selection process for new projects.  Specific 
measures may include, but are not limited to, remote sensing techniques, aerial photo 
interpretation, and review of historic and current topographic, soil survey, National Wetlands 
Inventory, and other maps and geospatial data.  When possible, routes will be selected or adjusted 
to minimize impacts to suitable and/or occupied habitat.  When not possible so that take would 
occur, the Applicant will mitigate as described in Section 4.10 of the EIS and Section 6.4 of the 
HCP.  

• The Applicant will comply with all state laws, including protection of state-listed species.  When 
state-listed species may be impacted by covered activities, the Applicant will coordinate with the 
Texas Parks and Wildlife Department.  If required by state law, a biological monitor will be 
present during clearing and construction activities to relocate state-listed species if appropriate.  
Per state law, state-listed species will only be handled by persons with a scientific collection 
permit that has been obtained through the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department.  

3.0 Stormwater Best Management Practices 

Table 1 presents examples of stormwater best management practices that will be implemented through a 
written stormwater pollution prevention plan when one is required to comply with applicable state 
regulations.  These stormwater best management practices, which apply to both new facilities and 
operation and maintenance of existing facilities, are examples. Variations or state-of-the-art stormwater 
best management practices equivalents or better may be substituted.  For projects anticipated to encounter 
a covered species, the Applicant will still adhere to appropriate stormwater best management practices 
even when a written stormwater pollution prevention plan is not required.  Erosion and siltation 
management during construction will meet all local and TCEQ requirements and protocols for storage, 
use and spill containment, and countermeasures for construction-related chemical and petroleum 
products.  These stormwater best management practices will be monitored onsite by Applicant personnel 
and included in report documents. 
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Table 1.  Stormwater Best Management Practices  

ID  Pollutant Best Management Practice Examples 
S1 Sediment Erosion controls: 

 Temporary stabilization 
 • Establish an annual vegetative ground cover 
 • Erosion control blankets (temporary design) 
 • Mulch (straw, hay, wood chips, etc.) 
 • Fugitive dust suppression 
 • Preservation of mature vegetation when practical 
 • Temporary interceptor dikes and swales 
 Permanent stabilization 
 • Establish a perennial vegetative cover (perennial vegetation or a combination of cool 

season and warm season annual vegetation) 
 • Erosion control blankets (permanent design) 
 • Turf reinforcing mats 
 • Rip rap 
 • Crushed rock 
 • Permanent interceptor dikes and swales 
Sediment controls:  
 • Silt fence  
 • Hay bales  
 • Wattles (sediment logs)  
 • Filter berms  
 • Storm drain inlet sediment barrier  
 • Offsite sediment tracking control (stabilized access, pressure washers, mechanical 

cleaning) 
S2 Fuels and 

Chemicals 
Spill/leak prevention: 
 • All aboveground tanks, drums, cans or other containers used to store liquid materials such 

as fuel will be placed in secondary containment or similar measures will be used when 
practical.  All hazardous materials related to construction and maintenance will be 
properly contained, used, and/or disposed of. 

 • Fuel trucks and lubrication equipment will be inspected and maintained regularly.  
Inspection will include containers, valves, lines, and hoses and will ensure proper working 
conditions and integrity.  Leaks will be repaired promptly and measures taken to prevent 
soil contamination. 

 • Fuel trucks, mobile tanks, and lubricating vehicles will be parked in designated areas 
when not in use. 

   • Equipment fueling, lubrication, and servicing activities will take place within the rights-of-
way when possible and either outside the boundary of the 100-year floodplain or 500 feet 
away from waterways and wetlands, whichever is greater.  The following exceptions are 
allowed: 

  – Locations where movement of equipment to refueling stations would cause 
excessive surface disturbance. 

  – When removal of equipment from a wetland would result in additional adverse 
impacts to the wetland. 

  – Locations where the waterway or wetland is adjacent to a road crossing. 
  – Where flotation equipment is used, refueling will occur at designated docking 

locations. 
  – Refueling of stationary equipment such as boring rigs. 
 • Personnel will exercise diligence to prevent spills when transferring fuel to vehicles and 

equipment.  Fuel hoses in use will be attended at all times.  Care will be taken to avoid 
overfilling fuel tanks. 
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ID  Pollutant Best Management Practice Examples 
Spill/leak response: 
 • Develop a spill/leak response plan appropriate to the project scope. 
 • Additional S2 actions include: 
  – A pre-project vehicle/equipment inspection and maintenance followed by increased 

inspection during project implementation to reduce the risk of spills and leaks.  
Depending on the sensitivity of the protected ecology and its proximity to the 
covered activity, inspections could be performed as often as once per day. 

– To further reduce the risk of a spill or leak reaching a waterbody, waterbody setbacks 
would be increased over normal as well as increased protection of storm drain inlets in 
municipal settings.  Setback distances and inlet protection will be determined on a case-
by-case basis taking into consideration the covered activity, the sensitivity of the 
environment and its proximity to the covered activity. 

S3 Concrete When practical, concrete truck wash out, surplus concrete and drum wash will be managed at the 
concrete facility.  If necessary, wash out, surplus concrete and drum wash may be discharged to the 
ground surface but would be minimized.  The discharge would be at least 100 feet from the nearest 
jurisdictional area (wetland, creek, river, lake, etc.) or storm sewer facility (roadside ditches, storm 
drains, etc.) and would be retained in the vicinity. 

S4 Dust Suppress dust, primarily by spraying water on access routes, when necessary.   
S5 Litter, Trash 

and Debris 
All litter, trash, and construction debris will be disposed in appropriate containers in accordance with 
governing local, state, and Federal regulations. 

S6 Sanitary 
Wastes 

Existing permanent facilities will be used or portable sanitary facilities will be provided onsite and will be 
strategically located to minimize the risk of accidental discharge to waters of the U.S.   
Licensed sanitary waste contractors will collect and dispose of sanitary wastes. 

Avoidance, minimization, and conservation measures that are species-specific have also been identified 
(see Section 4.10 of the EIS and Section 6.4 of the HCP).  These will be implemented even when a 
written stormwater pollution prevention plan is not required.  In addition, some stormwater best 
management practices will be upgraded to better protect specific covered species, if appropriate.  Under 
the conditions of the requested permit, the Applicant and/or its contractors will implement the species-
specific conservation measures outlined in Section 4.10 of the EIS and Section 6.4 of the HCP.  
Unavoidable impacts (take) will be mitigated as also described in these sections. 



 

 

Appendix C 
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Oncor EIS and HCP DRAFT Comment Responses 

 

 

Comment # Comment Response 
EIS 

section HCP section 
EPA-1 Based on our analysis, EPA rates the DEIS as “LO” (Lack of 

Objections). EPA has no objection to the preferred HCP 
proposed by the USFWS. Mitigation for the potential impacts 
of the authorized take would be provided by the conservation 
program described in the HCP. 

Comment noted. No revisions made to the documents.     

FAA-1 From a regulatory perspective, you may need to consider if 
notice to FAA is required for the effects of the proposed 
actions on airspace…You will need to determine if formal 
notice to FAA is required for the effect of the proposal on 
airspace…If any part of the project exceeds notification 
criteria under FAR Part 77, notice to the FAA is required at 
least 30 days prior to the proposed construction date. 

The proposed HCP does not include a specific routing 
plan for an electric transmission facility. Rather, it 
addresses existing and potentially future facilities 
within the proposed permit area for a 30-year duration. 
Each new routing project would go through the normal 
routing and constraints analysis for certification from 
the PUC. Thus, it would be determined on a case-by-
case basis whether or not FAA notification would be 
required. This issue is addressed specifically in 
Section 4.11 of the EIS. Additionally, electric 
transmission structures are typically less than 200 feet 
in height and would typically be routed to avoid 
airspace, as identified in FAR, Part 77. 

    

TPWD-1 TPWD recommends the final EIS and/or HCP provide 
additional clarification regarding the timing of the mitigation. 
Specifically, an explanation of why there is not a firm 
commitment of mitigation lands prior to issuance, or 
clarification of why the ITP would be issued despite the 
absence of this commitment.  

To clarify, the proposed HCP is not for a specific 
routing project, but for maintenance on existing 
facilities and potential future new facilities over the 
next 30 years. Thus, expecting mitigation for all 
potential impacts prior to issuance of an ITP is not 
practical. Instead, mitigation will be put in place for 
impacts from unavoidable take on a project-by-project 
basis. All mitigation will be in place before 
construction or maintenance activities that could result 
in take commence. This point has been clarified in the 
documents. 

2.1.4, 2.3 6.4, and its 
various 
subsections 

TPWD-2  TPWD recommends when the species-specific committees are 
established that TPWD is given the opportunity to have a 
representative on each committee. At a minimum, TPWD 
would like to be involved in the review of the use of mitigation 
funds. There may be an opportunity to pursue acquisition of 
lands adjacent to existing TPWD lands or conservation 
easements that would potentially reduce the management and 
maintenance costs and provide conservation benefit versus 
increased cost of operating and maintaining a new site. 

TPWD will be given the opportunity to have a 
representative on each committee and to be involved 
with review of mitigation fund usage, should 
mitigation necessitate committee formation. The 
documents have been revised to include a TPWD 
representative on the committees in such scenarios. If 
no committee is formed, the Applicant may discuss 
options directly with TPWD.  

2.1.4, 2.3 6.4, 10 
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Comment # Comment Response 
EIS 

section HCP section 
TPWD-3 TPWD recommends clarification in the final EIS and HCP of 

the statement that use of funds for “habitat management on 
existing lands held for the conservation of species or for 
temporary take, research, or monitoring.” It was unclear from 
the EIS whether the use of mitigation funds on existing lands 
held for conservation would result in these lands being subject 
to management and protection in perpetuity. 

Allocation of mitigation funds towards habitat 
management on existing lands held for the 
conservation of species is not the preferred strategy 
and would only occur should other prioritized options 
be unavailable (e.g., mitigation funds are insufficient 
for acquisition of conservation credits or land). 
Contribution of funds to such habitat management will 
only occur with Service approval. The extent of 
management activities would be commensurate with 
the impact of the taking. Should management of 
conservation lands be identified as the most 
appropriate means of mitigation, it will be project 
specific and may or may not include management in 
perpetuity. An opportunity may present itself to use 
mitigation funding for execution of an activity that is 
needed but has no funding mechanism or for 
management over a certain time period. Management 
in perpetuity would be executed when appropriate. 
However, mitigation funding used to purchase 
property for conservation will include management in 
perpetuity in the purchase agreement. This has been 
clarified in the documents. 

2.1.4, 2.3 6.4, 11.1 

TPWD-4 TPWD review of the document did not reveal any plans to 
control invasive plant species in disturbed areas, although it is 
possible this plan was overlooked during the review. If there is 
no plan to control invasives, TPWD recommends an invasive 
species control plan be included for areas disturbed by 
construction and maintenance activities. TPWD also 
recommends that areas considered for acquisition for 
conservation banks be assessed and monitored for invasive 
species, and a control plan be implemented on these areas as 
well. 

Areas disturbed by covered activities will be actively, 
rather than naturally, revegetated using native species, 
unless landowners object. Such approach would 
ensure colonization and establishment of native 
species. Land acquired for mitigation will be 
transferred to a conservation organization or 
government agency. The third-party will be 
responsible for managing the land in perpetuity and as 
appropriate for the specified species, as approved by 
the Service. Management of land from which Oncor 
acquires conservation credits will be the responsibility 
of the bank manager.  

2.3 Subsections 
within 5.2 

TPWD-5 Houston toad The EIS and HCP will be revised to account for the 
uncertainty regarding the effects of extreme drought 
and fire on the Houston toad population.  

4.10.1.6 5.2.6.3.1 
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Comment # Comment Response 
EIS 

section HCP section 
TPWD-6 In the final EIS, TPWD recommends Oncor reconsider the 

potential impacts to the LPC for the vertical structures 
associated with covered activities in light of the proposed 
listing of this species. 

The EIS and HCP include the lesser prairie-chicken 
under Covered Species- Other Species of Special 
Interest (HCP-sections 3.3 and 5.3) and provide a brief 
description of the habitat and range of the species. 
Oncor does not anticipate impacts to the species. 
Should the lesser prairie-chicken be listed over the 
permit duration and changed circumstances result in 
the covered activities potentially impacting the 
species, Oncor will coordinate with the Service and 
enter into remedial actions, as described under 
Changed Circumstances in the HCP (Section 11.1.7). 
Text in the HCP has been revised to address this. If the 
LPC is listed then a major amendment will be 
required.  If ONCOR is willing to remediate the 
impacts from past actions - great, but how realistic is 
this?  The reality is that it is not listed and there is no 
requirement to include a nonlisted species. 

4.10.2 5.3.1.2 

TPWD-7 TPWD recommends the EIS reconsider the impacts of the 
covered activities on candidate species proposed for listing and 
state listed species that are covered under TPWD code. TPWD 
recommends the EIS emphasize that take of state-listed species 
is prohibited by state law and is not covered by the ITP. 
TPWD recommends Oncor coordinate individual projects with 
this agency for potential impacts to state-listed species to 
ensure compliance with state laws.  

Language has been inserted into the document that 
states that the Applicant will coordinate with TPWD 
when state-listed species may be impacted by covered 
activities. The permit, if issued, will note that the 
Applicant must comply with state laws and regulations 
regarding protected species. Additionally, information 
regarding the recently designated Candidate mussel 
species has been added to the EIS and HCP. 

2.1.3, 
3.10.2, 
4.10.2 

6.2.1, 6.2.2, 
3.2.2.6, 
5.3.1.1.1 

TPWD-8 As part of avoidance and minimization measures, TPWD 
recommends a biological monitor be present during clearing 
and construction activities to relocate state-species. If take of 
state listed species occurs, this office should be contacted to 
discuss options. 

Language regarding biological monitors and 
relocation has been inserted in the documents.  

4.10 6.2.1, 6.2.2 
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Comment # Comment Response 
EIS 

section HCP section 
TPWD-9 TPWD recommends this statement [“Future construction of 

electric utilities not covered under this HCP would most often 
have a Federal nexus, and as such, require Section 7 
consultation.”] be clarified, as the majority of electric utilities 
constructed in Texas are done so with private funds, and, 
therefore, have no federal nexus in regards to funding. A 
federal nexus could occur by the utility proposing 
development in habitat for federally-listed species or affecting 
the species in another fashion defined under the ESA, but 
many future projects within the migration corridor of the 
whooping crane may not initiate Section 7 consultation. 

Where “federal nexus” is cited, the preceding part of 
the sentence makes reference to section 7 consultation 
which applies to the ESA. There is no mention of 
federal funds being used for utilities. This text was 
included as part of the No Action Alternative. The 
intent of the reference to section 7 was if a project 
were to require a permit from another Federal agency, 
such as USACE, in which case compliance with ESA 
could be addressed through the section 7 process. No 
change was made to either document.  

    

TPWD-10 TPWD commends Oncor for committing to marking existing 
lines as a mitigation measure. TPWD is aware the timing of 
installation on existing lines may have to be in conjunction 
with the activities listed above. However, the HCP did not 
propose a timeline for when this installation would occur. 
TPWD recommends, if appropriate, that a timeline be set for 
installation of bird diverters on existing lines, in order to 
reduce the possibility of mortality from collisions. If Oncor 
can provide justification as to why they are unable to meet the 
original timeline for installation, the timeline can be 
renegotiated with the Service. 

A 5-year review process has been introduced into the 
conservation plan such that Oncor will have a 5-year 
period over which to match installation of bird 
diverters on new lines with those on existing lines. 
Should Oncor be unable to match these extents within 
this timeline, the Applicant will consult with the 
Service to discuss options to avoid revocation of the 
permit.  

4.10.1.7.2 6.4.7.3, 
11.1.3 

 


	Abstract
	Table of Contents
	Executive Summary
	1.0 INTRODUCTION, PURPOSE, AND NEED
	1.1 INTRODUCTION
	1.1.1 Project History

	1.2 PURPOSE AND NEED
	1.3 REGULATORY FRAMEWORK
	1.3.1 Endangered Species Act
	1.3.2 National Environmental Policy Act
	1.3.3 The Public Utility Commission of Texas

	1.4 PUBLIC AND AGENCY INVOLVEMENT
	1.4.1 Scoping Process
	1.4.2 Public Review of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
	1.4.3 Agency Coordination


	2.0 ALTERNATIVES
	2.1 DEVELOPMENT OF ALTERNATIVES
	2.1.1 Evaluation of Counties
	2.1.2 Evaluation of Activities Covered
	2.1.3 Evaluation of Species Covered
	2.1.4 Mitigation Options
	2.1.5 Evaluation of HCP/Permit Duration
	2.1.6 Evaluation of No Take

	2.2 NO-ACTION ALTERNATIVE: PROJECT-BASED COORDINATION
	2.3 ALTERNATIVE 1: HCP WITH 30-YEAR DURATION
	2.4 ALTERNATIVE 2: HCP WITH 50-YEAR DURATION
	2.5 COMPARISON OF ALTERNATIVES

	3.0 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT
	3.1 GEOLOGY
	3.2 PHYSIOGRAPHY
	3.3 SOILS, INCLUDING PRIME AND UNIQUE FARMLAND
	3.4 WATER RESOURCES
	3.5 WATER QUALITY
	3.6 AIR QUALITY
	3.7 VEGETATION
	3.8 WETLANDS/WATERS OF THE U.S.
	3.9 GENERAL WILDLIFE
	3.9.1 Austroriparian Biotic Province
	3.9.2 Texan Biotic Province
	3.9.3 Kansan Biotic Province
	3.9.4 Balconian Biotic Province
	3.9.5 Chihuahuan Biotic Province
	3.9.6 Navahonian Biotic Province

	3.10 THREATENED AND ENDANGERED SPECIES
	3.10.1 Covered Species
	3.10.1.1 Large-Fruited Sand Verbena (Abronia macrocarpa) 
	3.10.1.2 Texas Poppy-Mallow  (Callirhoe scabriuscula)
	3.10.1.3 Navasota Ladies’-Tresses  (Spiranthes parksii)
	3.10.1.4 Pecos Sunflower  (Helianthus paradoxus)
	3.10.1.5 American Burying Beetle  (Nicrophorus americanus)
	3.10.1.6 Houston Toad  (Bufo houstonensis)
	3.10.1.7 Whooping Crane  (Grus americana)
	3.10.1.8 Golden-Cheeked Warbler  (Dendroica chrysoparia)
	3.10.1.9 Black-Capped Vireo  (Vireo atricapilla)
	3.10.1.10 Red-Cockaded Woodpecker  (Picoides borealis)
	3.10.1.11 Louisiana Black Bear  (Ursus americanus luteolus)

	3.10.2 Other Federally Listed Species

	3.11 LAND USE
	3.11.1 Transportation Facilities

	3.12 AESTHETICS AND NOISE
	3.12.1 Aesthetics
	3.12.2 Noise

	3.13 SOCIOECONOMICS
	3.14 ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE
	3.15 HUMAN HEALTH AND SAFETY
	3.16 CULTURAL RESOURCES

	4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES
	4.1 GEOLOGY
	4.1.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination
	4.1.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Duration
	4.1.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Duration

	4.2 PHYSIOGRAPHY
	4.2.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination
	4.2.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Duration
	4.2.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Duration

	4.3 SOILS, INCLUDING PRIME AND UNIQUE FARMLAND
	4.3.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination
	4.3.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration
	4.3.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration

	4.4 WATER RESOURCES
	4.4.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination
	4.4.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration
	4.4.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration

	4.5 WATER QUALITY
	4.5.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination
	4.5.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration
	4.5.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit duration

	4.6 AIR QUALITY
	4.6.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination
	4.6.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration
	4.6.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration

	4.7 VEGETATION
	4.7.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination
	4.7.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration 
	4.7.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration

	4.8 WETLANDS/WATERS OF THE U.S.
	4.8.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination
	4.8.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration
	4.8.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration

	4.9 GENERAL WILDLIFE
	4.9.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination
	4.9.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration
	4.9.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration

	4.10 THREATENED AND ENDANGERED SPECIES
	4.10.1 Covered Species
	4.10.1.1 Large-Fruited Sand Verbena
	4.10.1.1.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination
	4.10.1.1.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration
	4.10.1.1.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration

	4.10.1.2 Texas Poppy-Mallow
	4.10.1.2.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination
	4.10.1.2.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration
	4.10.1.2.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration

	4.10.1.3 Navasota Ladies’-Tresses
	4.10.1.3.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination
	4.10.1.3.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration
	4.10.1.3.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration

	4.10.1.4 Pecos Sunflower
	4.10.1.4.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination
	4.10.1.4.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration
	4.10.1.4.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration

	4.10.1.5 American Burying Beetle
	4.10.1.5.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination
	4.10.1.5.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration
	4.10.1.5.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration

	4.10.1.6 Houston Toad
	4.10.1.6.1 No-Action Alternative: Individual Coordination
	4.10.1.6.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration
	4.10.1.6.3  Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration

	4.10.1.7 Whooping Crane
	4.10.1.7.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination
	4.10.1.7.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration
	4.10.1.7.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration

	4.10.1.8 Golden-Cheeked Warbler
	4.10.1.8.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination
	4.10.1.8.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration
	4.10.1.8.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration

	4.10.1.9 Black-Capped Vireo
	4.10.1.9.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination
	4.10.1.9.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration
	4.10.1.9.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration

	4.10.1.10 Red-Cockaded Woodpecker
	4.10.1.10.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination
	4.10.1.10.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration
	4.10.1.10.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration

	4.10.1.11 Louisiana Black Bear
	4.10.1.11.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination
	4.10.1.11.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration
	4.10.1.11.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration


	4.10.2 Other Federally Listed Species
	4.10.2.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination
	4.10.2.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration
	4.10.2.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration


	4.11 LAND USE
	4.11.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination
	4.11.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration
	4.11.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration

	4.12 AESTHETICS AND NOISE
	4.12.1 Aesthetics
	4.12.1.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination
	4.12.1.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration
	4.12.1.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration

	4.12.2 Noise
	4.12.2.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination
	4.12.2.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration
	4.12.2.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit duration


	4.13 SOCIOECONOMICS
	4.13.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination
	4.13.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration
	4.13.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit duration

	4.14 ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE
	4.14.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination
	4.14.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration
	4.14.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration

	4.15 HUMAN HEALTH AND SAFETY
	4.15.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination
	4.15.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration
	4.15.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration

	4.16 CULTURAL RESOURCES
	4.16.1 No-Action Alternative: Project-based Coordination
	4.16.2 Alternative 1: HCP: 30-year Permit Duration
	4.16.3 Alternative 2: HCP: 50-year Permit Duration


	5.0 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS
	5.1 PAST AND PRESENT ACTIONS WITHIN THE PROPOSED PERMIT AREA
	5.2 REASONABLY FORESEEABLE ACTIONS WITHIN THE PROPOSED PERMIT AREA
	5.3 EVALUATION OF CUMULATIVE EFFECTS
	5.3.1 Physical Resources
	5.3.2 Ecological Resources
	5.3.3 Social Resources
	5.3.4 Cultural Resources

	5.4 CLIMATE CHANGE AND CUMULATIVE EFFECTS 

	6.0 IRREVERSIBLE AND IRRETRIEVABLE COMMITMENT OF RESOURCES
	7.0 SHORT-TERM USE OF THE ENVIRONMENT VERSUS LONG-TERM PRODUCTIVITY
	8.0 ENERGY AND DEPLETABLE RESOURCE REQUIREMENTS AND CONSERVATION POTENTIAL
	9.0 LIST OF PREPARERS
	9.1 ONCOR ELECTRIC DELIVERY COMPANY LLC
	9.2 ATKINS 

	10.0 REFERENCES
	11.0 INDEX
	Appendix A Public Involvement
	Appendix A-1 Scoping Meeting Notices & Advertisements
	Appendix A-2 Scoping Meeting Handouts & Displays
	Appendix A-3 Public Hearing Notices & Advertisements
	Appendix A-4 Public Hearings Handouts & Displays
	Appendix B General BMPs.pdf
	1.0 Avoidance and Minimization Measures for All Operation and Maintenance Activities
	2.0 Avoidance and Minimization Measures for All New Facilities
	3.0 Stormwater Best Management Practices

	Appendix C Draft EIS Comments & Responses



