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Mike Conner – I am Mike O’Conner from Milam county and I have a ranch that would be flooded 

by the reservoir and I represent the property owners of that area. So what I want to do is look at 

the proposal at a technical level and say basically why it is not a good proposal, it’s not cost 

effective, its high risk and there are better alternatives. First I want to start out with a few things 

that seem to be errors in the plan and I need to point them out because I am going to use them 

later on. One of them is that the Williamson County other needs don’t match what the plan 

describes as their needs it should be second set of rows there which are quite different that the 

20,000 acre feet of needs. The second is, and I may be misinterpreting this but there is no 

indication of savings from conservation in any of the areas that are using water from the reservoir 

that could be that they were just factored in and not broken out like I think or it could be that you 

put no advanced conservation requirements on them. The supply available to the Brazos River 

Authority in the plan shows them getting the entire amount of water from the reservoir available 

water and yet that is in the context of them having shortages and all and only a small amount of 

that water would be available to them because it dedicates the rest of the water to other users. 

Finally, the plan says the completion date under the Brazos River Authority Section is to be by 

2020 well that’s not technically feasible to do by then and we would recommend that if nothing 

else that date be moved out quite a bit probably to 2060 or 2070. Okay we are first going to look 

at the costs, I am not going to go through all these numbers, because I don’t have enough time, 

I did make some assumptions, all those assumptions I think are very conservative or they are just 

taken from documents. So the first thing is to talk about how this thing is to be funded and 

according by reading between the lines in the plan it looks like the Brazos River Authority pays 

for the reservoir and then sells the water to Williamson County and other people, what I call the 

Little River Reservoir users, at their systems rate and then the users of that water pay for the 

pipeline and water treatment and so on necessary to take advantage of it. Under those 

assumptions I then looked at the impact this would have on Brazos River Authority’s system rate 
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and of course by the time this might happen things might change but right now it would raise their 

rates by about 65% and that is being very conservative about how much they could distribute that 

over. And let me just skip this next one the cost to the users of the water mostly Williamson County 

is extremely high and especially in the early years and I broke out an example here with Hutto 

just to show and you see it goes from about a 70% rate increase would be necessary down to 

about 40% at the end. And the other thing I wanted to do was to look at this and I saying this not 

efficient and expensive well everything is expensive today but in fact Allen’s Creek Reservoir is 

being planned right now and its costs dollars should be in the same amount of dollars this should 

be and its at least twice as effective as the Little River Reservoir. And in fact if you look at it from 

the point of view of the customers of the Brazos River Authority it’s like 6 times more effective 

they get only two percent increase in water at a 60 something percent increase in cost in the 

system rate verses the Allen Creek which is much less. So in summary it is very expensive and 

there are better alternatives.  The other thing is it is very high risk. Its high risk because of third of 

the reservoir would actually be over the Carizo Wilcox Aquifer (?) recharge zone there for it could 

leak into that of is possible at the time of implementation to try to find out if that is going to happen 

and we might find out it would happen for sure and cancel the project or we might find out it might 

not.  I don’t know if we could ever be certain it wouldn’t. Landowner resistance is very high and I 

have a couple of references there to say that we have quite a strong criteria about when this could 

be implemented and I don’t think that criteria could be met. So recommendations would be move 

the plan out at least, second the better recommendation is to take it out plan and substitute it 

things that are lower risks and lower costs and particularly conservation and water re-use. Almost 

all the water growth in Williamson County is coming from municipal use 95+%. That could easily 

be met by better conservation.  Maybe there are some risks to it but not as must risk as there is 

to this reservoir. And finally I just wanted to summarize the risk there. There are risks in a lot of 

ways here, one is that if you build this reservoir and the water is not needed you have locked 
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those users into a very rate increase for no benefit and of course there is the risk of not being 

able to do it all. Where is with conservation you can evaluate it over time and you could always 

looks for alternatives if you can’t meet the goals you set. Thank you.  
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Joyce Conner – It should be an automatic slide show. Good morning board members I am Joyce 

Conner, sorry I was running around. I am representing the land owners in the Little River Off 

Chanel Reservoir area.  My husband Mike and I are relatively new to Milam County but we got 

here as fast as we could. Mikes great grandparents settled in Grimes County and mine are from 

the Hill Country. So we were very blessed when we found a beautiful area in between both of 

them and are extended very large families. And it only took 13 years of searching. We live on just 

over 700 acres and are sure to lose about 85% due to the flooding and maybe more if it is needed 

for buffer and mitigation and I am definitely going to tell you there is going to be mitigation. We 

practice wildlife management and as documentation we have accumulated over 40,000 of plants, 

animals and management practices that we have taken on our property over the last 12 years. 

These were culled from at least double that number and at least 75% could have been taken 

anywhere in the proposed reservoir area.  We are committed to be stewards of this land and as 

stewards we are dedicated to its protection, restoration and improvement and I hope I speak today 

for all of the other land owners that treasure Milam County land, animals and plants. Some of the 

things we have done well we have invested over 200,000 additional dollars and countless hours 

of labor in wildlife equipment, repairs, materials and projects.  We have designed a custom built 

green house by out architect son to reduce impact on the environment.  We have retrofitted two 

man made water ponds.  We have maintained over a half mile of pristine Alligator Creek and an 

undeveloped riparian zone.  We have restored 75 out of 600 acres of native oak forest by using 

mechanical and chemical means to reduce the woody jupon understory.  We have made or 

maintained 20 miles of trails, should I still keep going?  We have removed invasive species over 

two hundred china berry trees and many Ferrell hogs.  We have participated State, County and 

Environmental and Federal agencies on replanting pastures with native seeds for (?) birds.  

Restoring wooded areas under a conservation easement agreement for the endangered Houston 

Toad, and we have collected and reported data not only from those 40,000 photos but have 
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biannual bird surveys by Audubon we have had herpetology surveys we have 40 eastern bluebird 

nest boxes along the perimeter of our land, we do box turtle watch and project feeder watch, and 

also we have invited A & M classes to come and help us to identify the historical sites and artifacts.  

Now we find that our land may be confiscated to a reservoir of water.  Is this really necessary?  

To destroy the surface land as a solution.  According to the Texas Water Development Board this 

year 2015 they said reservoirs were inefficient due to evaporation and the major ones lose as 

much as 2.3 trillion gallons was water per year.  And we know of alternative solutions. As long as 

we consider any unintended environmental impacts we do have ocean and groundwater 

desalination, aquifer restore and recovery, new conservation (?).  It is also time to rethink 

everyone water use. Implement stricter water conservation practices and educate citizens on how 

and why it is important to save water. There is so much these municipalities can do such as using 

drought resistant plants and xeriscaping. For the environment please revise your water plans and 

remove the Little River Off Channel Reservoir from them.  And I have out of that 40,000 pictures 

brought about 150 so if you would just like to sit here and look all of these animals and plants are 

rampant in Milam County. It is the most beautiful place that we could find, thank you.  

  

5 
 



TRANSCRIPTION OF PUBIC SPEAKERS – JUNE 23, 2015 - Initially Prepared 2016 
Brazos G Regional Water Plan 

 
Wayne Fisher – I am a long time resident of Milam County and Harris County additionally.  I 

represent many concerned citizens of Milam County in connection with proposed reservoir which 

we for very good reasons hope to explain to you so you will have more information we intensely 

oppose the creation of this reservoir where it is being proposed at this time. I have as I say been 

in Milam County for a long time that maybe doesn’t mean much to you.  Except my family came 

there is 1857 so we have been there 158 years.  And personally I have paid for every acre of land 

that I have I paid for it myself by the sweat of my brow and working hard, I didn’t inherit it.  And 

so having said that there are many other just like me whose heritage and families heritage is 

founded in Milam County who grew up there whose father whose grandfathers and what is being 

proposed here is suddenly and with a whole lot of warning a proposal to inundate 3343 acres of 

the most beautiful scenic area of Milam County and you say I am biased maybe I am but if you 

will go look at it and I challenge anyone who doubts to go to  to to to Farm  Road 2095 and come 

to my place, come to Melvin Wall’s place come to Mike Conner’s place and many many others 

and you will see the beautiful rolling hills it is almost like a slice of the Texas Hill Country was lifted 

up and placed right there uncharacteristically in central Texas.  Beautiful cliffs, ravines, dogwood 

forests. I have open my property up for decades for people to come and tour opened up and 

people coming from Austin, Taylor, Bryan College Station because of the dogwoods there and by 

dogwoods I can kiss them goodbye when they are inundated with 6 to 8 feet of water and that 

may not seem like much to you, for the greater good of other people somewhere why any of you 

that are here that are complaining you are just like anybody else’s property we intend to condemn.  

Well I say that is not exactly correct.  There are all kinds of property that you can condemn for 

public use. Property, everybody whose property is condemned I will say at the outset they don’t 

like it.  And I understand that but when you pristine you’re talking about a unique reservoir you 

are talking about uniquely beautiful property in Milam County that will be destroyed.  Homes, 

barns forests and in addition to that hopes and aspirations of many of the families here whose 
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roots are deeply in Milam County and this is to send water to other counties.  This is not for Milam 

County well it’s for the good and glory of Brazos G so we have to take over here to give over here 

we understand that but in that process reason and fairness has to be an essential part of the 

decision making process and and we hope that you will see and come and see what we are talking 

about. It will destroy Farm Road 2025 which is a major road going from Gause Texas to Highway 

79 around to Cameron. And that will disrupt the community there for various reasons.  It will also 

completely destroy county road 343 it gone it won’t be there anymore if this is done. It will inundate 

a United States congressionally approved and designated national historic trail. A United States 

National historic trail runs right through this proposed reservoir and other will speak in more detail 

about it that is the El Comino Real National historic trail.  The Pin Oak Cemetery a designated 

Texas historic cemetery with graves going back to 1869 will be totally inundated and we we uh 

hear well we just move it, we no, it can’t be moved. And certainly the feelings of people for those 

who are buried there can’t be moved.  There are peat bogs those others will explain this, there 

are actual Indian artifacts that have been with digs and so forth and people will explain this to you. 

Camp grounds, Indian artifacts going thought this property. It is opposed by the people who 

showed up in Gause Texas recently concerned not all were the actual property owners but 

concerned about what effect this would have on it.  Thank you I will just simply say is what this 

does is cloud the titles of everybody in this entire area because no one can say oh yeah we will 

sell you this but we have to tell you this is under prospective condemnation. Thank you so much 

and I am sorry if I exceeded my time.  
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M. Sheehan – Well good morning my name is DR. Mellissa B. Sheehan I reside in Brazos County 

and I represented the Bauman, Shafer Sheehan Haun Russell Young and numerous other 

families today. Together we request that the LROCR be removed from the water plan. What’s in 

a name we see names everyday do you every stop and wonder what a name truly represents. 

For instance my name, from readying my name one might conclude that I am woman, my name 

sounds American and I have a doctorate. Beyond that not much else is known until you begin to 

peel back layers and truly explore the identity beyond my name then you would learn that I 

represent the fourth generation on my family’s land. Land that has been designated by the Texas 

Department of Ag that property has been continuous ag operation for over a hundred years by 

the family land heritage program.  I am a Christian I love ag in our precious ag environment. I am 

part of the millennial generation I studied both renewable natural resources and agricultural 

leadership in college. I am a daughter, mother, sister, wife and friend and every day I go to work 

at an institution of high education to mold active citizens to serve those in need.  As you can see 

a name is not just a group of letters strung together. A name represents an identity a contributing 

member of society and collectively our cultural heritage.  If the LROCR was to come to fruition 

engineers at the site would be allowed to dig up names, dig up bodies of my ancestors, our 

ancestors which are a part of our community cultural heritage and recognized as a historical site 

in the state of Texas.  This historical site I am referencing is the Pin Oak Cemetery. What is 

significant about this cemetery? Let’s look at the numbers.  According to the Texas Historical 

Cemetery Association there are over 9000 cemeteries in the State of Texas and only 1706 are 

listed as historical cemeteries which means Pin Oak Cemetery is listed among 3 percent of 

historical cemeteries within approximately 171 million acres in the State of Texas. There are about 

130+ graves including 10 graves of civil war soldiers one of which is my great grandfather, one 

soldier from the Korean War and many more dating back to the civil war era. On a personal note 

my beloved grandmother was entered there in 2000 and I hope to be buried there too. The Texas 
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historical commission shared that cemeteries are among the most historical valuable resources. 

They are reminders of various settlement patterns such as villages, rural communities urban 

centers and ghost towns. Names on grave markers serve as a directory of early residents and 

represent the ethnic diversity and unique population of an area. Cultural influence and grave 

design cemetery decoration and landscaping contribute to the complete narrative of Texas 

history.  So what is a narrative tied to the Pin Oak Cemetery space. What are those layers behind 

those names? The burial ground that extends along the Pin Oak Creek has served the rural Pin 

Oak settlement as well as surrounding Gause, Hanover, Liberty, Cameron, Rockdale, and Hearne 

communities.  More so the area settlers who were here by the 1850s took advantage of the areas 

fertile soil and engage in agriculture.  The settlers established a school prior to the civil war that 

served Pin Oak until it consolidated with the Milano ISD in 1949.  So what you don’t see and feel 

when you hear the narrative is the towering old trees the vibrant wildflowers peace and serenity 

as you sit in the presence of those that poured their hearts and souls into this land.  When I close 

my eyes on a dew kissed morn I feel a slight breeze and can hear my ancestors whisper their 

sweet memories in my ear. The less (?) of these multimillion dollar projects and what is not shared 

publicly is how reservoir projects force communities to dig up their ancestors and move them with 

complete disregard to the community culture, disrespecting the rights of citizens the pursuit of 

happiness and costing tax payers hundreds of thousands of dollars to make this happen.  These 

names are not just numbers that you can strike through, dismiss or dig up their remains. These 

names represent real people, lives lost to serve our country, agriculture, Texas History, rich 

culture, historical significance and will not be forgotten and ignored.  Thank you. 

  

9 
 



TRANSCRIPTION OF PUBIC SPEAKERS – JUNE 23, 2015 - Initially Prepared 2016 
Brazos G Regional Water Plan 

 
Steve Gonzales – I am Steve Gonzales executive director of El Camino Real National Trail 

(ECRNT) Association.  I am based in Austin Texas and I am here with citizens, elected officials 

from Milam County to speak about the Associations oppositions to the proposed LROCR.  

Currently my college is passing out letters that voice the disagreement with this project and on 

the back is a map that shows how the reservoir could affect the trail. The El Camino Real means 

The Royal Road of the Tejas Indians.  Historically the road connected Mexico City with (?) first 

capital of Texas.  This allowed Spanish influence to spread into the province. The road also allow 

Angelo settlers to head west in the 1800s.  It was a major artery of trade and culture.  The trail 

created the cultural diversity of the Texas we know today.  On October 18, 2004 the trail was 

designated as a national historic trail and part of the trail system.  This makes this trail a part of 

the unique trail that have been deemed naturally significant by the US congress. So if you could 

imagine only 19 events have been deemed significant this road was one of them. ECRNTA is an 

advocacy group that seeks to restore the integrity of the trail to educate the public about it 

significance to promote tourism along its path.  We work closely with the Nation Parks Service, 

Texas Historical Commission, Texas Parks and Wildlife Department and the Texas Department 

of Transportation and others to protect and develop the trail. The proposed LROCR would 

inundate a stretch of ECRNT in Milam County in the vicinity of Gause Texas. This action with 

forever alter a nationally significant roadway and destroy an elemental part of our state’s history.  

The ECRNT (?) founding of Texas. In fact it is easy to say that we would not be calling Texas 

Texas without it today.  Therefore our organization along with the citizens of Milam County ask 

you that you reconsider the proposed inundation as we hope you will see that the project will 

irreplaceable harm to this historical treasure.  I thank you for your time and I ask you not to allow 

the road that led to the founding of Texas to be forgotten.  Thank you.  
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Judge Dave Barkermeyer – My names if Dave Barkermeyer I Milam County Judge.  I am here 

representing the Milam County commissioners Court and also Mayor Billy Barnett and the City 

Council of the Milano have asked me to present their resolution as well and here also to present 

a resolution that has been adopted as well by the Commissioner’s Court of Milam County. I am 

not going to read all the way through both of these resolutions but the resolution that the 

commissioners Court adopted on June 8 begins by saying Whereas the Brazos G Water Planning 

Group and/or the Brazos H Regional Water Planning Group, appointed by the Texas Water 

Development Board, is/are proposing a plan to divert water from the Little River or Brazos River 

and construct an “Off Channel Reservoir” that would flood 4,343 acres of private land in the area 

between Texas Highway 79 and FM 2095 near Gause in Milam County, Texas to export the water 

to other Counties, and there a number of whereas’ that we have commented on here that include 

the comment made about the ECRNT, the Pin Oak Cemetery, about the flooding of the land of 

many folks that are sitting this room here.  The fact that this reservoir doesn’t do anything of 

significance for us in Milam County.  It’s all for the benefit of people in other places.  And therefore 

we have concluded our resolution by saying that the Commissioner’s Court is opposed to the 

building of this reservoir either by Brazos G or Region H and myself and other commissioners, 

Billy Barnet and his city council have sign their resolution and Melissa would you pass these 

resolutions out to the folks.  But as I listen to this man here make his presentation the thing that 

strikes me is that when we do this planning you do all the consideration of all the needs of these 

areas that are going to be short on water and you think about what their needs are but I would 

recommend that you think about the needs of these locations that you thinking about putting these 

reservoirs.  It seems like you have not paid any attention to what our needs are in the communities 

where you are thinking about placing these reservoirs. And then you wonder why there are several 

hundred people here today it is because you have not paid any attention to what our needs are.  
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Linda Hoppe – Good morning my name is Linda Hoppe and I represent Gause ISD.  And of course 

I just want to visit with you a little bit today about some unintended consequences for the school 

districts in the area.  I will start off my telling you that I was the superintendent of Gause for about 

10 years up until the time of retirement.  My husband and I not in this area that would be flooded 

but across highway 79.  I think that Milano ISD will also have the concerns of lost property tax 

revenue.  And we went to the appraisal district to find out about how much that might because in 

our conservative community we don’t have a lot of money to spend on our schools. So the 

appraisal district was unable to give us any kind of definite information about revenues lost. But it 

would include this 3 to 4 thousand acres that would be flooding the pristine land and the beautiful 

homes in the area.   So we have to think about what that would do to the programs.  When I 

started Gause had 50 students. And it’s built up to a little over 200 now.  And some of those are 

transfers which brings state money in but if we are unable to continue with our programs and 

attract new students and transfers and good teachers all of that will be for naught. Oh and just 

mentioning the bus route on 2095 from Milano and Gause ISD.  The school is the life blood of our 

community I have been there since 1966 in the area I am a new comer and so I just wish you 

would take that into consideration.  We did adopt at our last board meeting and I know we have 

several board members here a resolution to oppose this because we see if fact I had a little visit 

with current superintendent and he thought over a ten year period the lost revenue would be in 

the millions.  So you can see what an impact that would have.  Thank you.  
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Dave Cunningham – I am Dave Cunningham and I live in the Gause area and I am speaking 

about the economic impact in the real estate business.  I have been a resident of Gause and a 

real estate broker for over 30 years.  I have involved in property transactions on several thousand 

acres that are included in the LROCR proposal.  I have study the geology, topography the history, 

both before and after the Anglo settlers.  This is a special area, some of the first elevation and 

topography coming from the Gulf Coast Plains or from Houston you hit in our area its really really 

pretty and I hope you get a chance to see some of the pictures that have been taken of this 

particular area.  The abundance of wildlife, flora and fauna in Post Oak creates a diamond in 

Texas.  We often told customers you get the beauty of the Hill Country but we have a lot of trees 

we have a variety of trees not just two kinds of trees we have lots of trees. Lots of beautiful plant 

life.  It has been so rewarding to help so many families that are here today to realize their dream 

to own land and raise families and retire on a little piece of Texas. They have invested their time 

and financial futures in this land that is not being threatened.  They have hired fence builders, 

dozer operators, built roads, hired building contractors, hey have spent countless dollars at local 

hardware stores, tractor dealers and many other merchants in their quest to improve and maintain 

their part of the Texas dream.  Not to mention the thousands of dollars brought into our county 

and schools through property taxes because of their improvements to their land.  These 

landowners have a tremendous impact on the economy of this area. This proposal has effectively 

pressed the hold button on the lives of these families.   The landowners, if this program is flawed 

time is of the essence. The landowners and their neighbors are not effectively able to market their 

property should they be faced with a medical or financial emergency or just need to sell it.  They 

are reluctant to continue spending money in the local economy for property improvements and 

continuing with future plans for their property investments. These families all have a representable 

portion of their net worth invested in these properties.  The legacy and heritage represented here 

cannot be measured in monetary worth please release to the hold bottom.  For the families left 
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with land in this area or near this area in the event this is passed there is really no upside. No 

positive impacts.  If they still have access at all as a non recreation non-constant level lake it 

leaves these joined properties with little hope of market value increases or increased tourism or 

revenue for the community.  Mark Twain said buy land they are making any more of it.  I have 

often said throughout my real estate career when we would look at property and say boy that 

property really has romance it’s going to sell really well.  And romance sells.  These properties 

represent the beauty and romance that Milam County has to offer.  And they aren’t making any 

more of it.  Cedar Hill does not need to be Cedar Hill Island. Twenty Two Hills doesn’t need to be 

Twenty Two Hill sometime islands.  Alligator, Pin Oak and Beaver Creeks don’t need to the lakes 

associated with them.  With these families sitting on hold I respectfully asked that you make a 

prompt ruling in favor of these families our community and their financial futures and put a stop to 

this plan now.  Thank you for your time.  
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Melvin Wall – I am Melvin Frank Wall Gause. I am a landowner with my wife and four children 

and we will be directly impacted by this reservoir.  My granddad purchased the first property in 

1914 it has been family owned ever since and hope it will continue to be.  We noticed uhhhh my 

parents noticed that there were a number of Indian artifacts on the property.  Come to find out I 

found out a few years ago that in the original deed purchased by my granddad is designated to 

include the creek bottom camp ground.  We have Indian artifacts to the Palo (?) era as 9 to 10 

thousand years all the way up to the Indians were moved from the area.  We also have wetlands 

I have three distinct wetlands areas on the property, spring fed, vegetation I am not a biologist so 

I don’t know. The cattle have trouble walking across it about 9 to 10 months out of the year.  Also 

there is the Lone Star, the remains of the Lone Star peat bog on the property.   This will be directly 

impacted, be gone.  As Mr. Fisher was referring to the prettiest country in the state of Texas lies 

along Beaver and Pin Oak Creeks. We have pin oak trees 60 to 80 foot tall we have sycamore 

trees along the creek bank 60 to 80 foot tall over a hundred years old. This will all be gone.  Is it 

worth it, is it worth it for the environmental impact.  Also we have my wife and I started Light of 

Christ Ministries some about 11 years ago that is a part of property.  It is Christian retreat center 

set up non-profit organization set up for small churches. My question is how would this be 

relocated to a facility that would even come an idea of equaling what we have out there what God 

has provided. We have had churches from all over the area we had a church from Houston, some 

from Austin area, Waco. How would/could this be replaced.  Simply it cannot.  My property has 

been deed to my four children two of them which live on the place and two of them want to build. 

I thank you very much for your time.  
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Michael Wall – Thank you very much for letting us speak.  I live on property on County Road 343 

on the property that was just spoken of.  Just turned 38 years old this weekend.  I have been on 

that property since 3 days after my birth all for except for 6 months of my life I spent living in 

Waco.  It’s all I have ever known I am raising the fifth generation on this property we have had 

this property for over a hundred years in the family name raising the fifth generation. My eight 

year old, nine year old and twelve year old all they know is Pin Oak Creek.  Hopefully that is all 

they will know until they decide to move somewhere else or build.  Its family property. My dad 

said all the history we have with the Indian artifacts all I can is the reservoir does not need to be 

located here.  All I can is I work in Hutto the conservation is not does whenever you are looking 

at just at the car washes that are built in Williamson County.  It is ridiculous to think that there is 

conservation being done and I don’t believe it will be done. But if the property is covered in water 

it will be lost forever, just like Mr. Cunningham said they don’t make no more land. And I definitely 

won’t find anything close to what I have. So that is about all I have to say thank you.  
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Mike Kornegay – I am Michael Wayne Kornegay and live at ground zero in Milam County Texas.  

The property I am on has just been in my family for 75 years. Right next to us is property that my 

uncle who is in the right next room and my cousin has had for 130 years.  I think you know that 

we are a proud an productive group who serve our county well by growing cows, hay and some 

of the best pasture land you will ever see.  It’s funny how I have been over this speech a hundred 

times in my mind but I can’t think of a thing to say now.  It ain’t okay, oh I’m not nervous, I’m mad.  

I haven’t slept in forever, ever since I heard about this travesty but I am here to talk about cows.  

Our land is home to 2000 heads of the best cattle in the state. Our pasture land grows some of 

the best hay and it maintains and sustains our cows. If we are forced to sell out since many of us 

don’t have anywhere else to go with our cattle and certainly anywhere else to go with our land it 

will have an impact emotionally and a great financial impact hardship to us because money won’t 

buy my land.  For years down the road it will have an impact on local businesses that Mr. 

Cunningham spoke about and as everybody has said we can’t replace our heritage.  I speak for 

my dad, excuse me, I was looking at Mellissa when she was doing her thing and that woman 

made me cry and I haven’t stopped since. Anyway I thank you for your time and Governor Abbot 

said the other day he spoke to the tragedy of the recent floods. People losing their homesteads 

and their land. How is this any less tragic? One was an act of God the other an act of an intrusive 

and abusive government takeover of private land.  I certainly did not say what I wanted to today 

because I don’t want it taped but I do thank you ladies and gentlemen for listening.  
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Kimberly Hahn – My name is Kimberly Baumann Hahn. I am representing Milam County, the 

Baumann family and many other families that are possibly going to lose their property.  And I also 

represent the Stop the LROCR Group. I live in Dewitt County and we are going to speak about 

Indian artifacts.  My father was a Texas history teacher early in his career and my parent have a 

combined total of ……. Sob I am sorry, I am so upset about this and my family. My sister is going 

to speak. Melissa Baumann – sorry I am speaking on behalf of my sister.  My father a was a 

history teacher early in his career and my parents have a combine total of 91 years in the 

education profession dedicating their lives to educating thousands of youth in this great state.  

One thing my parents have instilled in me is a love of our property and Texas history.  And an 

appreciation of the Native Americans who lived here. Most of all their property would be flooded 

along with their homes. Milam County history started significantly before the settlers of the 1800s. 

It started with the Indian artifacts that called this area home and lived out the Indian tribes that 

called this are home and lived out their lives here.  Milam County has supported human habitation 

for at least 10,000 years. One of the early tribes in the region was the Tonkawas.  They were a 

nomadic buffalo hunting people in scattered villages of teepees and arbors.  Some of my best 

childhood memories have been of sifting for arrowheads with my family and dear friend Calvin 

Whitely on our property.  We have been so excited over the years to find innumerable arrowheads 

which are used to grind seeds and other foods, hand axes, blades, midden which is a burnt rock, 

scrapers, pottery shards and (?).  Our property was obviously heavily inhabited by Native 

Americans at one time. As those of the property land owners who have found their own share of 

Indian artifacts and treasures.  According to the experts this area was a campground for the Native 

Americans especially the Tonkawa.  There were at least two or three Rancheria sites in Milam 

County.  A Rancheria Grande is an association of several American Indian villages where multiple 

tribes settled together.  The Tonkowas were known to be one of those tribes.  One of those sites 

has been clearly identified but the other two are yet to be stabled.  A local expert questioned 
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whether an area overlooking our creek in an Indian mound. We are in process having that 

authenticated. So we ask that you take this into consideration about our state and local history 

and the Native Americans that first inhabited our county as you consider whether or not to go 

forward with the LROCR please don’t destroy our chance to further explore and learn about Native 

Americans in our area.   Thank you. 
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Sheryl Hall – Good morning ladies and gentlemen thank you for letting me speak to you today. 

My name is Sheryl Hall and I am here representing the land owners in Twenty Two Hills in Gause 

which is in Milam County.  I want to tell you a little bit about Twenty Two Hills (TTH).  TTH is a 

rural subdivision with deed restrictions consisting of approximately 1700 acres of land.  There are 

32 parcels of land with 25 owners some of the owners have multiple parcels.  There are presently 

17 homes and 32 people living in TTH. New construction underway and planned to begin soon 

include a 2500 sq. ft. home, a 2400 sq. ft. home, a 800 sq. ft. addition to an existing home, and a 

6000 sq. ft. barn.  Construction on an additional new home is planned with the next one to two 

years that would bring the total number of homes in TTH to 20.  Many of us have spent our life 

savings to build homes to fulfill livelong dreams of retiring and living the rest of our lives at TTH.  

We have seen the values of our property increase dramatically over the years we have been here 

due to the quality of construction and improvements to the properties.  We came to TTH for many 

reasons and I will try to list just a few of them.  Some of the reason is the fact that it has deed 

restrictions and paved road frontage which is not often found in rural areas.  We also enjoy the 

quiet and solitude we experience on a daily basis.  Many of us came from Houston, Dallas and 

other cities where are you know is certainly not the case.  The scenic view and beauty of nature 

is not available anywhere else in our region.  We all enjoy watching the abundance of wildlife that 

we have such as deer, bobcat, fox, roadrunners, rabbits and many many species of birds. We 

have easy access to Cameron, Rockdale, Hearne and Bryan College Station. The ability to give 

our heirs secluded property in an area is also very important to us.  Based on the maps that we 

have access to, ten of the owners property will be impacted by rising waters from the lake itself, 

four will be significantly affected by water covering their land. The other 15 owners could be 

impacted if their property is selected for displaced wildlife.  So my question for you is this. Why 

do you want to build a reservoir here?  Local resident will lose their land, taxes will rise for 

landowners who remain and our natural beauty will be lost.  If the lake is for the benefit of another 
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county why not pipe the water there and let them build a lake in their area. You are going to have 

to pipe the water to them anyway. Why do you want to destroy our property when the residents 

of Milam County will in no way benefit from it? Thank you for your consideration in this matter.  
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Scooter Radcliffe – Hello my name is Scooter Radcliffe I live at 1414 Lisa here in Waco and I am 

the Groundwater Manager of the Southern Trinity GCD which manages groundwater resources 

of McLennan County.  Thank you for allowing me to comment on the 2016 Regional Water Plan. 

South Trinity GCD was formed in 2007 and issued permits for historical and non-historical ground 

water withdrawals from the Trinity and Brazos River Alluvium Aquifers. The District is actively 

promoting conservation of Trinity Aquifer Groundwater through improvements through the water 

efficiency increased use surface water and use of Brazos River alluvium groundwater.  The 

District is working with the City of Waco, Baylor University and other water user in developing 

policies and programs.  The policies and programs will promote the conjunctive use of 

groundwater and surface water to optimize the water available to McLennan County during 

surface water shortages.  This will extend the viability of the Trinity Aquifer for many decades. 

The Districts desired future condition and associated model of available groundwater for the 

Trinity Aquifer is 20,648 acre feet per year. This amount of groundwater is required to permit 

sufficient groundwater pumping during times of drought while permitting surface water use and 

use of conservation during time of adequate surface water supplies.  We appreciate this 

opportunity to comment, Thank you. 
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Cathy Lazarus – Hello I a Mary Catherine Lazarus.  I live at in the northern part of Robertson 

County. I am representing myself as a landowner and the topic of my discussion this morning is 

that basically in uhh I need to thank all the people from Milam County because they gave me a 

call and they said Cathy we need some help with El Camino Regal. In finding out with what was 

happening to them I did a lot of research on Little River OCR and in doing so the other night last 

week there was segment in your plan called the Main Stem OCR. The Main Stem OCR is a Brazos 

River Authority program management strategy whatever you guys want to call it but it also seems 

to be a problem in that you have pin pointed 14 areas along Brazos River from Waco to 

Hempstead that could potentially be OCRs.  You have 14 areas that is going to have people much 

like the group you have here today here before you telling you that we do not want these OCRs 

in our backyards.  The one in particular is across the street from me and again I have to thank the 

Milam County folks for bringing this to my attention we appreciate it.  I have a few neighbors here 

this morning and we have not had the opportunity to collect the data that we need to really give a 

formal presentation. However I want to mention a few things very quickly and I agree with Dr. (?) 

that there are really some significant discrepancies in you plan. I have read a lot of it what is said 

in the summary part in not exactly what you are saying the rest of the document. I am sure that 

you have read all thousand plus pages but that I realllly think you need to a little bit more work a 

little more editing on your plan. The first think I need to say very quickly is that the notice to the 

public is Robertson County I have been able to validate.  I know you said that you had that 

validation I can’t find it uhhh I know that it was sent to one paper in Franklin but Franklin’s paper 

does not reach County wide. The second thing I would like to uhhh say right up front very quickly 

again I want the segment or the option of the main stem OCR Section 4.8 whatever it is I don’t 

think that has been totally thought out and totally umm planned it seemed to all of a sudden a 

second thought for much of the discussions and I have listen to a large part of your audio meetings 

or the audio of your meetings a lot of the discussion early on was for 13 reservoirs and suddenly 
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there was a 14th main stem reservoir planned that included another reservoir in Milam County 

called Milam County  Reservoir. Uhhh I think that whole plan needs to be taken off the table and 

perhaps with more thought and purpose if you want to include it include it next round of planning 

not this one. I also have a problem with CCEFN which is another like Dr. Barrett Dr. Lyle (?) I am 

sorry uuhhhhh I just find flaws as why we are taking 1997 criteria and applying todays science is 

just beyond me. It says in the documentation that we are letting you use this consensus criteria 

and you make all these judgments based on all these calculations but then you also say we could 

reallllly be wrong when we select these unique reservoir sites we could really be wrong when we 

plan these items.  If you don’t get out and do field work you are not going to have any clue what 

you think you are going to be able to do and have it come out right.  Uhhh I know that kinda of 

sounds strange but what I am is that you have planned some reservoirs on top of recharge zones.  

I think that is a very difficult thing to do it’s like trying the fill up the bathtub with the stopper undone.  

You know it just goin to go on down you can’t seal it you ruin the aquifers and if you hhhh I am 

not a hydrologist I don’t know I think it’s a very good question to ask umm very quickly, I am sorry 

how much time do I have on I’m done oh. I have more hahaha but anyway I will leave with that. 
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Marlan Scully – My name is Marlan Scully. I represent agriculture environment and education and 

endangered species.  That’s a lot.  Right.  My sons and I came out here a few years ago about 

five miles along the Brazos is Salter Farms. A farm developed by a civil war captain Salter.  Our 

goal was agriculture.  We have lost enough money in agriculture to be considered serious farmers.  

HAHAHAHA.  My day job is at Texas A & M and Baylor.  I am a scientist working with people 

there to the point of education and preservation of the best state in the union.  I wasn’t born in the 

Texas but my grandfather was and my grandson was I am a Texas on the average.  

HAHHAHAHAH.  And I am particularly pleased to say that the kinds of biological and physical 

resources that we have here is unique.  We have on our property, bald eagles, we have a 

migration I brought this I am going to leave with our chairman Mr. Wilson who represents 

agriculture admirably and I don’t worry about that but I do worry about the fact that we have here 

an unusual opportunity The State of Texas and especially the beautiful Brazos River especially 

places like the Little River to preserve our heritage and our stewardship of this land.  Thank you 

for your attention.  
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Janice Bezanson – Thank you I am Janice Bezanson with Texas Conservation Alliance I live in 

Salado not in Salado just out of Salado in the Hidden Springs Development there and I am here 

to talk about the Cedar Ridge Reservoir Project which is in the Brazos G water plan as a 

recommended strategy.  The City of Abilene is proposing to build Cedar Ridge Reservoir for which 

there is not adequate justification.  Abilene currently uses about 21,000 acre feet a year they are 

projected to go up to slightly over 30,000 in the year 2070 including the smaller cities they sell 

water to.  Their current surface water, current right now existing surface water supply is 32,506 

acre feet more than their projected demand for in the year 2070.  In addition to that they are doing 

reuse that the newspaper has quoted your own Tommy Obrien as being about 7000 acre feet.  

So we are looking at something 10,000 acre feet more of current supply than projected plan for 

3070 2070. So clearly there is not a municipal demand for Cedar Ridge Reservoir.  They will have 

to do a new treatment plant to to to develop all that but that’s in the plan. The the the demand that 

the gap in the demand and supply for that’s listed under Abilene in the plan refers to two steam 

electric plants uh uh uh water for two steam electric facilities are for water for steam electric in 

Nolan County and for the City of Clyde.  Together 18,000 acre feet a year.  It would be both 

unprecedented and in appropriate for the people of the City of Abilene to be asked to spend their 

tax dollars and their rate money to build a reservoir for steam electric.  Besides which there is not 

really any steam electric planned this area.  If you look at the Public Utilities Website they list all 

the pro uhh ummm Steam Electric plants all the power generating plants that have been 

announced and there aren’t any in any of the counties being referenced here.  Nolan Callahan 

Tyler or Jones. This wind energy and that’s what you would do if you needed more electricity in 

the area there are wind industry uh uh wind power plants proposed.  Steam electric generating is 

declining all over the country. There have been more than 150 new coal fired plants that the 

people that the applicants have withdrawn their permits canceled on their proposals to do it.  

Existing plants are being proposed steam electric has gone from being about half our energy 
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source to about like a third and is continuing to decline.  So which water from Cedar Ridge would 

be very expensive it would be in the neighborhood of $1000 an acre foot and no steam electric 

plan has said that they would pay that kind of money for it.  So to use steam electric to justify 

building this reservoir is highly speculative extremely premature there is no demand to do that 

with.  There is also some water that is listed under Abilene for what is call West Texas Partnership.  

This is an agreement between Abilene, Midland and San Angelo to explore future water needs 

and potential sources of water.  To have but but but all it says about it that once they have done 

their studies it will show up in future water plans. To put 10,000 acre feet of water in this plan for 

a partnership that has not done their studies yet to learn the demand and supply is an 

inappropriate process for the planning process.  If additional water was ever needed in Abilene 

or this area Cedar Ridge would not be the most economical way to do it.  There are other ways 

to go about it, primarily we my organization Texas Conservation Alliance actually commissioned 

an hydrologist to look at the feasibility and costs to bringing water from the Clear Fork which is 

the the the Cedar Ridge would be on the Clear Fork of the Brazos to bring water from the Clear 

Fork and store it Hubbard Creek Reservoir and keep its levels higher.  That would cost about a 

third of what it costs for water from Cedar Ridge.  There are other I won’t go into any detail but 

there are other ways to develop water if it is ever needed but at this time Abilene doesn’t need 

additional water and if this reservoir is built or any other reservoir is built by or if the people of 

Abilene pay for any other uh uh what new water source they are going to be paying for water that 

is for someone else. I strongly urge you to take Cedar Ridge out of this planning round of the plan 

and look at this more carefully and see that there are other alternatives and that this reservoir isn’t 

needed at this time.  
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Gary Kornegay – My name is Gary Kornegay. I am here to represent the fine people of my 

community that is opposing this reservoir.  According to what all everyone has said here this 

morning there is really not a lot I can add to it with the exception of as arrogant as this sounds in 

the company that I am in I pay taxes on the most beautiful place in Milam County.  I don’t have a 

PowerPoint I did submit about 50 pictures from our front yard north south east and west you can 

see 360 deg. Its breathtaking it’s beautiful God actually reached down and touched that property 

with his hand and my father deeded me that land.  Unlike Mr. Fisher from the sweat of his brow 

as he put it worked for his I have worked for mine but I had parents that gave me what they wanted 

me to have as they did all of their siblings.  My wife and I have two children we were blessed with 

two beautiful babies. They are fourth generation Kornegays. As many people have said on this 

day our land is not replaceable it is not for sale.  Like my brother it is ground zero. We are right in 

the middle of it. On a different note I would like to thank Mr. Parker, is it and Gary Westbrook you 

two responded to my emails and I appreciate that.  I don’t have anything else to say with the 

exception of this cannot be allowed. Thank you. 
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Gary Westbrook – Quickly my intention is to comment on the location of the LROCR and also on 

the need for flexibility in the water plan. Here is a map we did do some mapping internally at Post 

Oaks Savanah we have the ability to do GIS work.  The blue that you notice is Carrizo outcrop 

there are some questions about that today that the answer is 42% of the footprint and this is the 

footprint that was provided recently by HDR due to the questions that were raised by the folks of 

Milam county wanting to see to have the best guess of this would be.  By the way in defense of 

HDR they don’t get paid and we don’t have the budget to get an in-depth analyses that some fold 

assume that we might we wish we could but we don’t so this is some stuff we did in house with 

approval of my board of directors.  So the Carrizo is 837 acres you see it in the blue there that’s 

in the footprint of the reservoir itself. And like I claim a lot I am not the smartest guy in the world 

but if you are going to build a stock pond to hold water you can have sand in the bottom right, so 

this is some in-depth work that would be done if someone decided to do a little research to decide 

if this project would be viable or not.  So anyway, so 42% that is a very large percentage of the 

foot print that would be sand and that sand is very course is very trans missive has some good 

qualities for moving water soaking up water storing water as you can see to put a big bowl with a 

sand bottom uhhh not the best maybe not the best idea that we could come up with but based on 

the level of the amount of work we are allowed to do that is about the best we can do until someone 

wants to actually come in and do some work. So surface water in the Carrizo outcrop is a source 

of recharge to the Carrizo aquifer we know that. We can model that one of the things that is 

coming is that we will do some model. There is a lot of leased up in our county and in our district 

for production of water to supply other areas of the state.  This area that this reservoir is located 

in is no exception to that.  And so I can only imagine how the water in the reservoir will be effected 

with some large production wells in the vicinity not far south from there a little down deep maybe 

400 450 feet deep pumping about 1000 a minute and the amount of water that would be lost to 

that as you can imagine what a conduit that might be for a recharge project.  As I was talking to 
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David Dunn with HDR we we we uh realized that evaluation hadn’t been done yet that is why we 

did it and we both agreed that instead of being a reservoir that is built to hold water it might actually 

more of a recharge project so it could be the LROCrecharge project so not a good idea maybe.  

Anyway we haven’t finished all the modeling we have one of the best modelers in Dr. Steve Young 

unfortunately he is out of the country for another couple of weeks. When he does return we will 

finalize our comments to the region so everyone will know what we find out from the modeling 

that we choose to do to look at the impacts of productions south of there. So umm I am going to 

plead again I have done this over the last two years since being member of the Region G I 

apologize to my constituents that set on this group with me you are tired of hearing me say this 

but until we get the folks at TWDB and also the legislature to give us some flexibility we are kinda 

hamstrung on what we do.  Flexibility is needed model development districts I see groundwater 

districts managers around the table with me and I heard another a while ago we use the MAG as 

a tool to evaluate with its not a cap but when you are looking at planning with the group we are 

hamstrung because it use is forced upon us a cap. Because it is a cap it allows some games to 

the played on paper with water supplies.  If we had some flexibility to consider those supplies in 

a different way we would show some of the shortages we currently show in this IPP.  So that’s 

my comment there so surface water should be dealt with in a similar situation. David and I recently 

discussed that again I wanted to be sure I was correct in my assumptions we do use drought of 

record for supplies and we use dry year demands which is maximum demands during years of 

demands and so it really puts us in a corner when we are trying to figure out what water is available 

and what is not.  We show shortages when there are abundances in certain places and things 

like that.  So that is really the extent of my comments there other than to say that I appreciate my 

neighbors for coming out appreciate the comments, appreciate the organization and the respect 

shown by all if the Lord is willing and I am still breathing at the proper time then I will move to for 

this group to remove the LROCR from the plan.  
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Thomas Barrett Lynne – I am a soil scientist PHD Texas AM university also a wildlife biologist 

from A & M. I represent myself as a private land owner. My address is 18075 FM 974 Bryan 

Texas. I am a Brazos County. I was asked to come here by some friends in Robertson and Milam 

Counties because we in Brazos County went through this in 2010.  I have given the board a copy 

of the bill proposed by a state representative in 2010 Fred Brown in regards to exactly what the 

citizens are enduring at the moment.  So this is not about the Brazos River or the Little River but 

the same soil system applies so the same science applies there vs. the Navasota River.  We are 

in southern clay pan soil and it runs throughout this region. Okay if we lose our water we are going 

to lose our heritage our children will no longer be our farmers producers.  Alright the model we 

are using to make the estimates on this um groundwater are at fault, deficient they have flaws.  

They are all based upon the Darcey Law this is an old old soil science equation established in 

1856 by Charles Darcey. And in these models one thing we need to know they are simply 

estimates and our TWDB does not warranty there is no warranty here it is no warranty, no 

assurances, no promises, and no accountability. Okay? That’s important for all yall to understand 

what they are doing to us we are the ones that pay nobody else is accountable. Okay Darcey 

made 4 assumptions in developing his equation and I don’t want to get into the mathematics of 

this but I wanted to show some pictures. Pucelli developed a model and proved that water flows 

in a laminar fashion. Kind of like a telescope the old telescoping eye piece that people use water 

flows with the center mass moving faster than the sides because of the friction.  Another 

assumption he made was in the flow of water through the soil the tortuosity of the soil is assumed 

in his basic equation with the wedding front and as you can see water moves through a very 

tortuous network in the soil. But yet his model equation is for what they call straight line flow 

orthogonal flow so that’s a huge fallacy a huge assumption in these models and that is one reason 

why these models are fundamentally flawed.  Another important things is the Justice Kennedy in 

2006 and this is earth shattering ground breaking news Justice Kenny(?) on the Supreme Court 
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ruled that the significant nexus in the old day we would go out and see  a stream flowing in to an 

estuary called that a nexus a connection between surface water and a large  body of water. He 

said that is not the case that it goes deeper than that that if the very meniscal  discreet movement 

of water in our soils below the surface that also account for that nexus connection it’s not just a 

water body. Very important that changes the game. This is picture of some aquifers and a 

recharge zone. This is the recharge area here and aquifer here the water goes in and fills these 

aquifers then we pump the water out of the aquifers the more we pump water out of the aquifers 

the  more hungry they become and they take more of the rainwater into the recharge zone to fill 

those aquifers.  That means less water over shed to fill the surface the water table above the 

aquifer and our particular soil system of the Post Oak Savannah clay pan we have these perched 

clay pan lenses that form perched water tables.  These are astral I mean just hugely important 

because we have all experienced our torrential rainfall for the season. We have had a significant 

amount of rainfall we may not get rainfall again until September alright but what keeps those soils 

systems moist so we can grow crops that is these clay pan water tables, perched water tables.  

So it is very important to understand this concept.  And also the water models do not take in again 

this directional flow multivector flow and here are some problems with this orthogonal concept 

developed by Darcey in 185.  We have bio pores. Here we have rabbits and ants and fire ants 

and pocket gophers that dig tunnels huge massive networks of tunnels that form a shunt for the 

water going into the soil.  The model computer does not compute it does not compute.  When it 

comes to something like that there is no computing they don’t it does understand water movement 

like this. Here is a study by Cornell University this is call the finger funnel infiltration. We have a 

funnel system. Okay times up.  
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1 RECOMMENDATIONS 

The justification for these recommendations is explained in detail starting in Section 2 below. A list of 

errors and/or anomalies in the plan is given in Section 4 below. 

1.1 REMOVE THE LR‐OCR FROM THE RECOMMENDED LIST IN THE 2016 PLAN 
The very high relative cost of the LR‐OCR combined with the extreme risks to implementation and 

effectiveness make the LR‐OCR an unsuitable solution to the water needs identified in the plan. Given 

the high risks to completion it is necessary to develop alternative approaches anyway. Those approaches 

(most likely more aggressive conservation combined with aggressive waste water reuse) should be the 

recommended solutions. The very real risk that the LR‐OCR would not be effective if completed due to 

leakage through the underlying aquifer recharge zone makes pursuing the LR‐OCR project now or in the 

future unconscionable. Conservation and waste water reuse are better, lower cost, lower risk 

alternatives to the LR‐OCR. 

1.2 REMOVE THE LR‐OCR AREA FROM THE UNIQUE RESERVOIR SITES LIST AND FROM EVALUATION IN 

FUTURE WATER PLANS 
The arguments given above against the LR‐OCR will not change in the future. Its makes no sense to list a 

reservoir with a 40% overlap of a major aquifer’s recharge zone as a possible solution. It certainly does 

not meet the criteria for a Unique Reservoir Site and it does not justify the expense of continued 

evaluation in the future. It should be removed completely from the 2021 and subsequent water plans. 
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2 RISK ANALYSIS 

This section presents a number of risk factors that could prevent the LR‐OCR from being constructed or 

compromise its utility if it is constructed. These are presented to support our recommendations.  

2.1 OVERLAP WITH THE AQUIFER RECHARGE ZONE 
About 40% of the planned LR‐OCR Reservoir is over the Carrizo‐Wilcox aquifer outcrop. This means the 

reservoir may “leak” into the aquifer. Testing can show that this is true, but cannot really prove that it 

won’t happen. Too little is known about the underlying geology and about surface water/groundwater 

interaction to insure that major leaking will not occur after 10 or 20 years. This is especially true as the 

underlying aquifers are barely pumped today, but will be very heavily pumped in the decades to come. 

So even if testing predicts an acceptable level of leakage, this could increase over time rendering the 

reservoir nearly useless, but leaving the BRA and LR‐OCR Users with nearly 500 million in capital costs. 

And, of course, all the damage to the community and environment cannot be recovered. 

2.2 PERMITTING 
The Army Core of Engineers requires a reservoir to be the least damaging of all practicable alternatives. 

As 95% of the growth in Williamson County water needs in 2070 comes from metropolitan use it is clear 

that more aggressive conservation, combined with waste water reuse, are practicable solutions to 

Williamson County’s predicted future water shortages, and these solutions would be dramatically less 

damaging than the LR‐OCR. Therefore, given the high level of scrutiny from the community impacted by 

the LR‐OCR, the Army Core of Engineers would not be able to issue a permit to build the LR‐OCR. 

2.3 REDUCED NEED 
There is good evidence that water planners underestimate the future benefits of conservation. The 

chart below, compiled by Bill Bunch, a leading Austin environmental lawyer, shows that Austin’s water 

planners have had to continually reduce their forecasts for future water needs because conservation has 

continually out performed expectations. This means that the costs of LR‐OCR could be passed on to 

water users that don’t actually need the water. 
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2.4 LAND OWNER RESISTANCE 
The first community meeting to organize resistance to the LR‐OCR drew about 140 people (a very 

substantial fraction of the entire community that would be impacted by the LR‐OCR). At the Brazos G 

Public Input Meeting on June 23, 2015 the number of attendees filled the meeting and overflow rooms. 

Almost all of these people were there to protest the LR‐OCR. Virtually every one of the 2‐hours’ worth of 

presentations was to protest the LR‐OCR. Much of the land has been held by the same family for many 

generations. The landowners, in general, made it abundantly clear that they were not interested in 

selling their land at any price. Therefore, eminent domain condemnation will be necessary to acquire 

the more than 4,300 acres to the flooded by the reservoir. Three highly respected lawyers (two with 

extensive environmental law experience) have stated that “Sec. 21.0121. CONDEMNATION TO ACQUIRE 

WATER RIGHTS” of Texas property law (copied with markup below) would apply to any condemnation 

actions taken to support the reservoir.  

This section gives land owners very strong rights to resist condemnation. Note that conservation must 

be “developed and implemented,” not just planned. There seems to be no reason why Region H 

municipalities cannot achieve the level of water conservation achieved, say, in parts of Albuquerque, 

NM where all the houses have xeriscape lawns. This would reduce “consumed” water drastically, 

allowing conservation and especially reuse to easily meet their needs. 

Note also, that the law places the burden of proof on the political subdivision not on the landowner and 

the court is required to deny condemnation unless all the criteria are met. 
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Thus, given the overwhelming landowner determination to retain their land, and the very high 

bar set for condemnation, it is very unlikely that the necessary land for the LR‐OCR can be 

acquired. 

Sec. 21.0121.  CONDEMNATION TO ACQUIRE WATER RIGHTS.  (a)  In addition to the 

contents prescribed by Section 21.012(b), a condemnation petition filed by a political 

subdivision of this state for the purpose of acquiring rights to groundwater or surface 

water must state that the facts to be proven are that the political subdivision has: 

(1)  prepared a drought contingency plan; 

(2)  developed and implemented a water conservation plan that will result in the highest 

practicable levels of water conservation and efficiency achievable in the political 

subdivision's jurisdiction; 

(3)  made a bona fide good faith effort to obtain practicable alternative water supplies 

to the water rights the political subdivision proposes to condemn; 

(4)  made a bona fide good faith effort to acquire the rights to the water the political 

subdivision proposes to condemn by voluntary purchase or lease;  and 

(5)  made a showing that the political subdivision needs the water rights to provide for 

the domestic needs of the political subdivision within the next 10‐year period. 

(b)  A court shall deny the right to condemn unless the political subdivision proves [] to 

the court that the political subdivision has met the requirements of Subsection (a). 

Added by Acts 2003, 78th Leg., ch. 1032, Sec. 1, eff. Sept. 1, 2003. 

2.5 ENVIRONMENTAL AND CULTURAL ISSUES 
Other people have explained in detail the environmental and cultural risks associated with building the 

LR‐OCR including: 

 Over 1.5 miles of the El Camino Real de los Tejas National Historic Tail would be submerged.  

 A 150+ year old cemetery would be flooded. 

 Numerous sites with extensive ancient cultural artifacts would be flooded. 

 Many miles of pristine creek bed would be destroyed.  

 About two thousand acres of prime wildlife habitat would be destroyed.  

Mitigation delays and costs would be enormous, and there is the real possibility that the project would 

not get all its necessary permits.  
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3 COST/BENEFIT ANALYSIS OF LR‐OCR 

This section presents a cost/benefit analysis of the plan to support our recommendations that follow. 

The plan gives the following project costs: 

Reservoir Related Costs 
Total Cost of Construction  $  248,761,000  
Fixed Annual Costs  $   20,932,000  
Annual Costs That Directly Scale With Water Usage  $    2,256,000  

 

 Delivery Related Costs 
Total Cost of Construction  $  238,850,000  
Fixed Annual Costs  $   24,416,500  
Annual Costs That Directly Scale With Water Usage  $   11,322,861  

 

In the above I divided the annual costs into those unrelated to the amount of water pumped and those 

that might vary based on the amount of water pumped. To be conservative in my cost estimates I 

assumed that the part of annual cost that varies with water usage varies in direct proportion to the 

amount of water used. I.e. if half the maximum yield is used then only half the variable cost would be 

incurred. 

3.1 FUNDING MODEL 
Based on the plan cost tables I assume g that BRA pays for the reservoir and sells water to the LR‐OCR 

Users at its system rate. And, that LR‐OCR Users pay for delivery related costs (pipeline to Williamson 

County, water treatment plant, etc.). 

3.2 IMPACT TO BRA SYSTEM RATE 
In 2014, BRA had 294,506 ac‐ft under its system rate contract, out of 669,225 ac‐ft under all contracts. 

By 2019 they hope to have 388,993 ac‐ft under its system rate contract. In order to be conservative and 

allow for increased use of the system rate contract and allow for changes in rate of other adjustable rate 

contracts, I used 500,000 ac‐ft/year as the amount under the system rate contract. 

With this assumption BRA would have to distribute their share of annual costs over 500,000 ac‐ft/year 

which comes to about $45 per ac‐ft as the LR‐OCR Users start to increase their usage in 2060. This 

would mean more than a 65% increase to BRA current system rate of $69.50 per ac‐ft/year. 

3.3 COMPARISON TO ALLENS CREEK RESERVOIR 
BRA is currently pursuing the construction of a reservoir on Allens Creek. This reservoir would have a 

yield of 100,000 ac‐ft/year at a cost of $195,000,000. This gives a construction cost of $1,950 per ac‐

ft/year verses a cost of 4,430 per ac‐ft/year for the LR‐OCR. Thus the LR‐OCR is very expensive for the 

amount of water produced verses a currently planned reservoir.   
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3.4 COST TO LR_OCR USERS 
The following table shows the cost of water from the LR‐OCR to the LR‐OCR Users. It shows that the cost 

of water is extremely high, at least until 2060.  

Decade  20202030 2040 2050 2060  2070

Annual Cost to LR‐OCR Users     $25,153,455  $26,516,541  $28,208,187  $31,063,328  $35,739,361 

Cost per acre foot to LR‐OCR Users    $ 9,528  $3,525  $2,077  $1,305    $881 

Cost per 1000 gallons to LR‐OCR Users   $ 29.24  $ 10.82  $ 6.37  $ 4.00    $ 2.70 

 

The following shows the impact on The City of Hutto, based on Hutto having to cover 21% of the LR‐OCR 

Users costs. The table uses data from the Texas Water Development Board for Hutto’s project water 

needs. It show what dollar cost would have to be added to Hutto’s water rates (assuming the cost was 

distributed equally over all water users) and what the percentage increase that cost would be over 

Hutto’s current $6.98 rate. 

Decade  2020 2030 2040 2050 2060  2070 

Projected water needs  3,767   5,189   6,992   8,937  11,144  13,428 

Projected water shortages    378   2,121   4,001   6,215    8,499  

Increase in water cost to Hutto users per 1000 gallons $ 4.85  $ 3.79 $ 3.16 $ 2.79   $ 2.66  

% Increase (based on $6.98 rate)  69% 54% 45% 40% 38% 

This shows that impact on utility customer will be very high even in 2070 and extremely high prior to 

2050. 

3.5 SUMMARY 
The LR‐OCR is a very expensive, inefficient reservoir. It would have a major impact on water utility 

customer’s rates and an unreasonable (for the benefit derived) impact on BRA’s system rate contract 

users. There must be better alternatives. 
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4 ERRORS/ANOMALIES 

There are a number of errors and/or anomalies described below. Some of the specified “corrections” 

are used in the following sections of this document. 

4.1 TABLE 5.36‐19 REGARDING WILLIAMSON COUNTY – OTHER 

Table 5.36-19 Currently Reads:       

Plan Element 2020 2030 2040 2050 2060 2070 

Supply From Plan Element (acft/yr)    20,000     20,000     20,000     20,000     20,000     20,000  
       

The Table Should Read: 

Plan Element 2020 2030 2040 2050 2060 2070 

Supply From Plan Element (acft/yr) (27) 2,262 5,402 5,242 9,890 14,243 
 

The revised numbers, above, are derived directly from the projected shortages in the table minus to 

supply to be derived from other sources. 

4.2 TABLES FOR LR‐OCR USERS DO NOT SHOW CONSERVATION SAVINGS 
None of the tables for LR‐OCR Users (Milam County – Steam Electric, Chisholm Trail SUD (Williamson 

County), Round Rock (Williamson County), City of Hutto (Williamson County), and Williamson County – 

Other) show any savings over the decades from conservation. For example: 

 

Either all conservation savings have already been factored in. In which case they should be factored out 

to be consistent with the rest of the plan and for transparency. Or, no advanced conservation strategies 

have been planned. In which case they should be added and the projected shortages after conservation 

should be adjusted.  

4.3 TABLE 5.38‐3 HAS WRONG VALUES FOR SUPPLY FROM LR‐OCR 
 

Table 5.38‐3 Currently Reads: 

Plan Element  2020  2030  2040  2050  2060  2070 
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Supply From Plan Element (acft/yr)  56,150  56,150  56,150  56,150  56,150  56,150 

             

It Should Read: 

Plan Element  2020  2030  2040  2050  2060  2070 

Supply From Plan Element (acft/yr)  15,588  15,588  15,588  15,588  15,588  15,588 

 

This table occurs in the plan document in the context of how the projected BRA LR System shortages can 

be supplied. As the plan commits 40,562 ac‐ft to LR‐OCR Users, it is not available to meeting BRA LR 

System shortages. 

4.4 UNREALISTIC COMPLETION DATE 
Section “5.38.2 Brazos River Authority (Little River System)” gives a completion date for the LR‐OCR of 

“before 2020”. Section “5.36.25 County‐Other” gives a completion date of 2020. These dates are 

completely unrealistic and should be moved out. We recommend, below, that these dates be set to 

2060 or 2070, but certainly no sooner than 2050. 

4.5 DAM SIZE ERROR 
Section “4.7.1 Description of Option” says the dam for the LR‐OCR would be approximately 1‐mile long. 

This appears to be a typo as the dam would be approximately 3.5 miles long. 

 


