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Dear Sir or Madam: 

United States Department of the Interior 
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 

10711 Bwnet Road, Suite 200 
Austin, Texas 78758 

512 490·0057 
FAX 490-0974 

JUl 2 2 2011 

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) is requesting your agency's review and comment 
on the issues under your purview that could be affected by the issuance of an incidental take 
permit, under the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended, to Bexar County, Texas 
(applicant). The incidental take permit is for the proposed Southern Edwards Plateau (SEP) 
Regional Habitat Conservation Plan (RHCP), which includes Bexar and surrounding counties 
and would authorize incidental take of federally listed species resulting from residential, 
commercial, and other development activities within the plan area. On April27, 2011, the 
Service published a Notice of Intent to prepare a draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) in 
compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969. The purpose of the EIS is to 
evaluate the impacts of, and alternatives to, the proposed issuance of the incidental take permit. 
The public comment period is now open and a series of five public scoping meetings have been 
held throughout the proposed plan area. 

We welcome your agency's comments, and have attached the Notice of Intent, which describes 
the project and the permit area in more detail. All meeting materials provided at the public 
scoping meetings are available at www.sephcp.com, click the "eis and nepa process" link. We 
would appreciate receiving your comments no later than August 22, 2011, either in writing to our 
address above, or by email to FW2_AUES_Consult@fws.gov. Please feel free to contact 
Christina Williams at 5 12-490-0057, extension 235 with any questions or comments. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
{), o{tpf Adam Zerrenner 

fv Field Supervisor 

Enc: Notice oflntent for the proposed Southern Edwards Plateau Regional Habitat 
Conservation Plan 

TAKEPRID~~ 
INAMERICA~ 
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of oU< refuges. Depending on the 
activity requested. and the differing 
management needs of J:Wifuges, there may 
be Instances where an applicant has to . 
submit more or less infurination for the . 
same activity. Thesa Instances should be 
minimal, aod, in no ease, can a refuge 
manager ask for Information that is not 
on the applic:ation. Rather than 
following a "ona form !its all approacll,• 
we believe that ellowing refuge . 
managers the discretion to determine 
the level of Information necessary to 
issue the permit will result in reducing 
the burden for applicants. II OMB 
approves the three proposed forms, we 
will issue guidance to Regional Offices. 
and refuge manll8ers that: (1) they must 
collect only th.e minimum Information 
necessary to determine whether or not 
to issue a permit, and (2) they cannot 
collect any information that Is not on 
the approved forms. 
Cbnunenlll:Gnuanglsn~ 

beneficial to wildlife, and no 
agricultural activity should be allowed. 
on national wildlile refuges. Guides 
should not be allowed. on national 
wildlife refuges. Taking people out to 
ldll wildlife should not happen. 

llespon"": The Administration Act 
authori•s us to permit public 
BA;Commodations, Including colllDlelcial 
visitor services, on lands of the System 
when we find that the activity is 
competible and appropriate with the 
purpose for which the refuge -.111.t 
established. Wbile we appreciate the 
views of the respondent, the comment 
did not address the ioformation 
collection requllements. We did not 
mab any changes to our Information 
collection request based on this 
comment. 

We 118ain invite comments concern.ing 
this information collection on: 

• Whether or not the collection of 
Information Is "'"''"""'ry, Including 
whether or not the information wlfl 
havo practical utility; 

• The BCCU<IICy Of Our esllmate Of the 
burden for this collection of 
information: 

• Ways to enhance the quality, utility, 
and clarity of the informallon to 1M! . 
collected: and 

• Ways to minimize the burden of the 
collection .of informellon on 
respondents. 

Comments that you sulmiit in 
response to this notice are a matter.of . 
public record. Before Including your 
address, phone number, e-mail addreos. 
or other personal Identifying . 
information in yoU< comment, you 
should be aware that your "'!'tire 
comment, including yoU< personal 
identifying Information, may be made 

publicly available at any time. Wbile 
you 01111 ask OMB in your comment to 
withhold your persoD.al identifying 
information from public review, we 
i:annot guarantee ihatlt will be done. 

Dated: April21, 2011. 
11Da A. Campbell, 
Chi•/. DMslon of Polley and Direclhoel 
Mampmont, U.S. F/111 and Wildlife S.rrlce. 
(Pit Ooo. 2011-10167 Fllod 4-211-11: 1141 ... ) 

~CO!IE~1-.v 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Fish and Wildlife SeMca 
[I'WS-R2-ES-201o-N282; 201z.t..111ZM. 
00004'1!1 

Intent To Prapare a Dmft 
Envlronmantallmpact stalaiMIIt and 
Auoolated Documents for 
ll$v.lopment In Bexar CoUnty and the 
City of San· Antonio, TX 

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Interior. 
AO'IlON: Notice of intent; announcement 
of public scoplng meetiJl8l'; request for 
comments. 

SUMMARY: We, the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (Service), advise the 
public that we Intend to prepare a dre8 
Environmental Impact Statement (SIS) 
to evaluate the Impacts of, and 
alternati- to, the proposed Issuance of 
an Incidental tske permit (ITP)under the 
Endangered Species Act of 1973, as 
amended (Act), to Bexar County, Texas, 
and the City of Sao Antonio, TIIXBll 

· (applicants), The ITI' would authoiize 
· incidental tske of five Federally listed 
species resulting from reaidentlu, 
COlllDletclal, and other development 
activities ustloclated with the proposed 
Southern Edwards Plateau (SEP) 
Regional Habitat ConservatioP Plan 
!RHCP), which includes Bexar and 
eurii>tin<llng counties. We also 
Gnru:iunce plans 'for 8 serieo of public 
scoplng meetings th.n;mghout the 
proposed plan area and the opening of 
a public comment period. 
DATES: Written comments on 
alternatives and issues to 1;le addressed· 
in the dreft EIS must be ieceived. byJnly-
26, 2011. Public scoplng meeling5 will 
he held at various locations thronghout 
the proposed seven-county plan area. 
Public scoping meetilllll' will be held 
between May1, 2011 and June 15,2011. 
Exact meeting locations and times will 
be announced in local newspapers and 
on the Service's Austin Ecological 
Services Office Web site, http:// 
www.fwso&ovl110ulhwe81/ul 
Austin Texas/. at laut 2 weeks prior to 
esch n>eeting. 

AOOIIESSES: To request further 
Information or submit written 
comments, use one of tho following 
methods, and note that your Information 
request or comment is In reference to 
the SEP RHCPIEIS: 

• E-mail: Allison Amolr1f!fws.gov; 
• U.S. Mall: Field Supernsor, Austin 

Ecological ServiCes l'iefd Office, 10711 
Burnet Road, Suite 200, Austin, TX 
7875!H.460; 

• Talephone:512/490-0057;or 
• FWl: 512/dCl-0974. · 

$1JP,LEMEHTARY ~~foRMATION: This 
notice Is published In compliance with 
the National Envlmnmental Policy Act 
(NEPAl of 1969, as amended. (42 U.S.C. 
4321 el seq.), ud Its Implementing 
J88Ulations (40 CFR 1506.6), and section 
lO(c) of the Act (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.). 

. The Service intends to gather the 
Information nocessary to determine 
lmpacli and alternatives to aupport a 
decision regardlns the potential 
issuaoce of an ITPto the applicants 
under sectloP 1D(a)(1)(B) of the Act, and 
the impl(llllentetlon of the supporting 
drefiRHCP. 

The applicants propose to develop an 
RHCP as part of their applicetion foi' an 
ITI'. The proposed RHCP will include 
m811li1.1res necessary to mlnimi:ze and 
n>.ltlgnte the impectll, to the n>Uimum 
extent practicable, of pot,ntial propouid 
taking or Federally listed species and 
the hitbitats upon which they depend, 
resulting from residential, commercial, 
and other development activities within 
tho proposed plan area, to Include Bexar 
and aurroundlns counties. 
Background 

Section 9 of the Act prohibits taldns 
of fish and wildlife species listed as 
end1Ul8ered or threatened.under section 
4 of the Act. Under the Act, the term 
"take" means to harass* harm., pursue, 
hunt, shoot, wound,ldll, trap, capture, 
or collect, or to attempt to engage In any 
such conduct. The term "harm" is 
defined. In the rogulations as oisnificant 
habitat modi6c:atlon or degradation that 
results in death or injury to listed 
species by slgnlflcanUy impeiring 
essential hahitvloral pattems, lncludins 
bi'!IGdin.ll, feeding, or sheltering (50 CFR 
17 .3). Tlie term "harass" Is defined in 
the rogulatlons as to carry out actions 
that create the likelihood of injury to 
listed species to such an extant as to 
sisnificanUy disrupt normal behavioral 
patterns, which include, but are not 

· limited to, breeding, feeding. or · 
sheltering (50 CFR 17.3). However, the 
Service may, under apeclfied 
ci:rculllstances; Issue permits thet ellow 
the tske of Federally listed species, 
provided that the tske that OCCIJr8 Is 
Incidental to. but not as tho PtJ<POSe of, 
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an 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 end threatened 
speclee, provided the following criteria 
are met: (1) The taking will he 
Incidental: (2) the applicants will, to the 
maximum extent practlceble, minimize 
and mitigate tho Impact of such taking: 
(3) the applicants will dewlop a draft 
RHCP and e!l.$\ll'G that adequate funding 
for the plan will he provided: (4) the 
taking will not appreciably reduce the 
likelihood of the survival and recovery 
of the species in the wild: and (5) the 
applicants will cerry out any other 
measures that the Service may require 
as being necessary or appropriate for the 
purposes of the RHCP. 

'I'hus, the purpose of Issuing a 
programmatic ITP Is to allow the 

· applicanlll, under their respective City . 
or County authority, to authorize · 
development while conserving the. 
covered species and their habitats. · 
Implementation of a programmatic . 
multispecles habitat consarvatlon plan, 
rather then a species-by-species/project
by-project approach, will maximize the· 
berielilll ·Of conservation mellSilroll for 
covered species and eliminate 
expensive and time-consuming efforts 
associated with processing individual 
ITPs for each project within the 
applicanlll' proposed seven-county plan 
area. The Service expects that the 
appllcents will request 1TP coverage for 
a period of 30 years. 

Scopine Meetings 
The purpose of scoping meoUngs Is to 

provide the public with a general 
understandq of the bacl:ground of tho 
proposed RHCP and activities that 
would be covered by the draft RHCP, · 
altel'll!ltive.P,roP,osals under., · ,. :.. . . 
consideration for the draft EIS, and the 
Service's role and stops to he taken to 
dtivolop the draft EIS for the draft RHCP. 

The UIMti"l! format will consiGt of a 
1-holll' open bouse prior to the fonnal 
scoring meeting. The open house format 
wil provide an opportunity to learn 
about the proposed action, permit erea, 
and species covered. The open house 
will he followed by a formal 
prefentatlon of the proposed action, 
summary of the NBP A process. and 
presentation of oral commonts fn>m the 
public. A court reporter will he 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 
suggeetlons and information on the 

scope of Issues and alternatives for the 
Service to consider when drafting the 
EIS. Oral and written comments will he 
accepted at the meetings. COmments can 
also he submitted to persons listed in 
the ADbi\I:SSI$ saction. Once the draft 
EIS and draft RHCP are completed and 
made available for review, there will he 
additioiUil opportunity for public 
commant on the content of these 
documents through an additional public 
bearing and comment period. 
Alternatives 

The proposed action presented in the 
draft EIS will he compared to the No
Action alternilive. The No-Action 
·alternative represents estimated future 
conditions to which the proposed 
ectlon's eetlmated future conditioN can 
be competed. Other alternatives 
considoired, including impacts 
a•sociai:P.d with each alternative 
evaluated, will also he addressed in the 
draftEIS. 
No-Action Altemati'VIil 

Because the proposed covered 
activities (development activities) are 
vital In providing services to 
accommodate future population growth, 
energy, and Infrastructure demand, 
these activities wuu.ld continue 
regardless of Whether a tO(a)(l)(B) 
permit is requested or issued. Tho 
applicants·would continue to avoid· and 
minimize Impacts to protected species' 
habitat. Where potentilllmpacts to 
Federally protected speciee within the 
proposed permit area could not be· 
avoided, they wuu.ld he minimized and 
mitigated through Individual formal or 
Informal consultation with the Service, 
when applicable, or applicants would 
potentially seek an individual section 
tO(a)(i)(B) ITP on a project·by·project 
basis. Although future activities by the 
applicants would be similar to those 
covere.d by the RHCP, not all actlvitios 
"W1lilld-nee.mstmm.an incidentaltkb ··· 
permit or consultation with the Service. 
Thus, under this alternative, numerous 
Individual section 10(11)(1)(B) permit 
applications would likely be filed over 
tlie 30·~ project period. This project· 
brproject approach would he more 
tlm&oeonsumlng and less efficient; and 
could result In an Isolated independent 

. mitigation approach. 

Proposed Altemative 
The J:>roposed action is·the issuance of 

an ITP £01' the covered species for 
development activities within the 
proposed j>ermlt area for a period of 30 
years. The proposed RHCP, 'which must 
moe! the requirements of section 
tO(a)(2)(A) of tho Act by providing 
measures to minimize and mitigate the 

effects of the potentiallnctdontal tate of 
covered species to the maximum extent 
practlceble, would he developed and 
Implemented by the applk:ants. This 
alternative could allow for a 
comprehensive mlttsation approach for 
unavoidable Impacts and reduce the 
permit J?fOCessing effort for the Service. 

ActiVlties proposed for coverage 
under the proposed permit will he 
otherwise laWI'ul ectivities that would 
occur consistent with the RHCP and 
Include, but are not limited to: 
(1) Construction, use, and/or 
maintenance of public or private land 
dewlopment projects, (s.j., slnde- and 
multi-family liomes, resldentiaf 
subdivisions, farm and ranch 
Improvemenlll, commercial or Industrial 
projects, government. ollicee, and park 
in.frastructure); (2). construction, 
malntenance, and/or lmprovemant of 
roads, bridses, and other transportation 
Infrastructure; (3) installation and/or 
maintenance of utUity infrastrw::tore 
(e.g. transmission or distribution lines 
and facilities related to electric, 
tolecommunlcatlon, water, wastawater, 
petroleum or natural.gas, and other 
utility products or serviCe~); (4) the 
construc::tion, use. n:udntenance. and/or 
expansion of schools. :~:~itals, 
corrections or jUJitice • 'ties, and 
community service development or · 
imjlrovemenl projects: (SI construction, 
use, or malntenance of other public 
Infrastructure and imprcvoment.projects 
(e.g., projects by municipalities, · 
counties, school districts); (6) any 
management activities that are 
necessary to manage potentW habitat 
for the covered species within the RHCP 
system that could temporarily result in 
incidental tab: and (7) the coomctlon, 
use, maintenance and/or expansion of 
querries, gravel mining, or other similar 
extraction projects. 

It is antici\:ted that the following 
~~~~~.wi1 .!t 'RHinCPclu~,as ~~--
spec es n ... e :·aueso uen-
cheeked warbler (Dendroica 
ch~Y~~oparla), black-capped vireo (Vi1'80 
atdcapilla), Madia Cave me$hweaver 
(Cicurlno madlal. and two ground beetle 
species, each of which bas no common 
name (Rhadine exilis and Rhadlne 
infemalis). For these covered species, 
the applicants :would soek Incidental 
take authorization. Six Federally listed 
endangered species have bean 
recommendoo for Inclusion u covered 
species: Robber Baron Cave mesbweaver 
(Cicurlno baronial, Bracken Bat Ca~ 
meehweaver (Cicurlna veni1), 
Government Canyon Bat 
'Cavemeshwesver (Cicurlno wspero), 
Government Canyon Bat Cave spider • 
(Neoleptoneta microps), Cokendolpher 
Cave bsrvestman (TexBIJa 
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of our refuges. Depending on the 
activity requested and the differing 
management needs of ref\u!es, there may 
ba instances where an applicant has to 
submit more or less information for the 
same activity. These instances should be 
minimal, and, in no case, can a refuge 
manager ask for information that is not 
on the application. Rather than 
following a "one form fits all approach," 
we believe that allowing refugo 
managers the discretion to determine 
the level of information necessary to 
issue the penni! will result In reducing 
the burden for applicants. It OMB 
approves the three proposed forms, we 
will issue guidance to Regional Offices 
and refuge managers that: (1) they must 
collect only the mlnlmwn infunnatinn 
necessary to determine whether or not 
to issue a permit, and (2) they cannot 
coilec:t any information tliatls not on 
the approved forms. 

Comment 11: Grazing is never 
beneficial to wildlife, and no 
agricultural activity should be allowed 
on national wildlife refuges. Guides 
should not be allowed on national 
wildlife refuges. Taking people out to 
kill wildlife should not happen. 

Response: The Administration Act 
authori:.as us to pormit public 
accommodations, including commercial 
visitor services, on lands of the System 
when we find that the activity is 
compatible and appropriate with the 
purpose for which the refuge W8ll 

ostablished. While we appreciate the 
views of the respondent, the comment 
did not address the information 
collection requirements. We did not 
make any chaoges to our information 
collection request based on this 
comment. 

We again Invite comments concornlng 
this information colloction on: 

~ Whether o.r. not the collection of . 
infonnatii>ll:1s}•~ceiioazy>lncliidlnjj: · · · · 
whether or not the information wlll· · 
have practical utility; 

• The accuracy of our estimato of tho 
burden for this collection of 
information: 

• Ways to enhance the quality, utility, 
and clarity of the information to be 
collected; and 

• Ways to minimize the burden of the 
collection of information on 
respondents. 

Comments that you submit in 
response to this notice are a matter of 
public record. Before including your 
address. phone number, e-mail address, 
or other personelldenllfylng ·· 
information in your comment, you 
should ba aware that yo1.1r entire 
comment, including your personal 
identifying information, may be made 

publicly available at any time. While 
you can ask OMB in your comment to 
withhold your personal identifying 
information from public review, we 
cannot guarantee that it will be dane. 

Dated: April21, 20l!, 
Tina A. Campbell, 
Chief, DM•ion of Policy and Dlrectlvos 
Management, U.S. Fish and Wildlif• Sorvleo. 
IFR Doc. ZOU-10167 Fllod 4-26-11; 8:45om) 
~OOCIE431~ 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Fleh and Wildlife Service 
(FWS-fi2-ES-201o-N282: 20124-1112-
oooo-1'21 

Intent To Prepare a Draft 
Envfron_mentallmpact Statement and 
Assoclirted DocumentS fof' · -
Development In Beur County and the 
City of San Antonio, TX 

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Interior. · 
A011QN: Notice of intent; announcement 
of public soaping 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 incidental take permit (ITP)under the 
Endaogered Species Act of 1973, as 
amended (Act), to Ilexar County, Texas, 
and the City of San Antonio, TIOOIS 
(applicants). The ITP would authorizl.t 
incidental take of five Federally listed 
species res1.1lting from residential, 
commercial, and other development 
activities associated with the proposed 
Southern Edwards Plateau (SEPJ 
Regional Habitat Conservation Plan 

· (RHCPJ; which ineludiis Bexar and . 
· ·surrounding eolinties":We iiliio · • 

announce plans for a series of public 
scoping meetings throughout the 
proposed plan area and the opening of 
a public comment period. 
DATU: Written comments on 
alternatives and issues to be addressed 
in the draft EIS must be received by July 
26, 2011. Public scoping meetings will 
be held at various locations throughout 
the proposed seven-eounty plan area. 
Public seeping meetings will be hold 
between Mayl, 2011 end June 15, 2011. 
Exact meeting locations and times will 
be anoaunced in local newspapers and 
on the Service's Austin Ecological 
Services Office Web site, http:!! 
www.fws.gov/soutl!wtJstl~s/ 
Austin Texas/, at least 2 weeks prior to 
each meeting. 

ADDRESSES: To request further 
information or sulimit written 
comments, use one of the following 
methods, and note that your infotmation 
request or comment is in reference to 
the SEP RHCPIEIS: 

• £-moil: llllisonllrnold@fws.gov; 
• U.S. Mail: Field Supel'\tisor, Austin 

Ecological Services Field Office, 10711 
Burnet Road, Suite 200, Austin, TX 
78758--4460; 

• Telephone: 512/49Q-0057: ot 
• Fax:512/49Q-0974. 

SUPPI.SIENTARV INI'ORMAnON: This 
notice is published in compliance with 
the National Environmental Polley Act 
(NEPAl of 1969, es amended (42 u.s.c. 
4321 et seq.), 1111d II$ Implementing 
regulations (40 CFR 1506.6), and section 
10(c) of the Act (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.). 
The Service intends to gather the 
information nocll$sary to determine 
Impacts and alternatives to support a 
decision regarding the potential 
issuance of an ITPto the applicants 
under saction 10(a)(1)(B) of the Act, and 
the Implementation of the supporting 
drafiRHCP. 

The applicants propose to develop en 
RHCP as part of their application for an 
ITP. The proposed RHCP will include 
measures necessary to minimize and 
mitigate the impacts, to the maximum 
extent practicable, of potential proposed 
takiD!! of Federally listed species and 
the habitats upon which they depend, 
resulting from residential, commercial, 
end other development activities within 
the proposed plan area, to include Bexar 
and surrounding counties. 
Baclqp'ound 

Section 9 of the Act prohibits taking 
of fish and wildlife spoeies listed os 
endaogered or threatened under section 
4 of the Act. Under the Act, the term 
"lake" means to harass, h~~.m~, puxsuo, 
hunt, shoot,. wound,Jdll, ·trap,· capture, 
or collect, or to n\leltlpt to engage in any 
such con duet; The tetlll'"'hatm" is 
defined In the regulations as significant 
habitat modification or degradation that 
resulw in death or Injury to listed 
species by significantly impairiog 
essential behavioral patton>&, Including 
breeding, feeding, or sheltering (50 CPR 
17.3). The term "hara.ss" is defined in 
the regulations as to carry out actions 
that create the likelihood of injury to 
listed species to such an extent as to 
significantly disrupt normal behavioral 
palterns, which include, but are not 
limited to, brooding, foedlng, or 
sheltering (50 CPR 17.3). However. the 
Service may, under specified 
circumstances. Issue permits that allow 
the take of Federally listed species, 
provided that the tab that Q<;Curs Is 
incidental to, but nat as the purpose of, 
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colrendolphen), and Helotes mold bwtlo 
(8atrisodes venyiw1. Seven additional 
species have been identified as 
potentially affected by the proposed 
covered activities and maybe considered 
for inclusion in the RHCP: Whooping 
crane (Crus amer/carta), big rod sage 
(Salvia pensfemonoides}, to busch 
fishhook cactus (Sclerocoatus 
brev/hamatus ssp tobuschil1. bracted 
twistflower (Sireptanthus brocteatus), 
golden orb (Quadrula aurea}, Texas 
pimpleback (Quadrula petrina), and 
Texas fatmucket (Lb.mps/1/s brocteata). 
Incidental tab authoriution for these 
additional species may be necessary 
during the term of the 1TP. Inclusion of 
these species will be determined during 
the RHCP planning and development 
process. The RHCP may incluae 
conservation measures to benefit those 
species, where practicable, and support 
research to help fill data gaps regarding 
the biology, habitat, distribution, and/or 
management of these species, even if 
incidental tab coverage is not n>quested 
under the ITP. 

Candidate and Federally listed 
species not likely to be taken by the 
covered activities, and therefore not 
covered by the proposed ITP, may also 
be addressed in the drnft RHCP to 
explain why the appllcan\6 believe 
these species will not be taken. 

Counties included in tho proposed 
permit area are Bexar, Medina, Bandera, 
Kerr, Kendall, Blanco, and Coma! 
Counties. 

Public Availability of Commenlll 
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 
ldenlifying informal! on-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 
altomativas evaluated and the 
associated impacts of each. The drnft 
EIS will be tho basis for tho impact 
evaluation for each species covered and 
the range of alternatives to be addressed. 
The draft EJS 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, 
wildlife, geology and soils, air quality, 
water resources, wator 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 or availabilily and a 
request for comment on the draft EIS 
and the applicants' permit application, 
wbicb will include the draft RHCP. The 
drnft EIS and draft RHCP are expected 
to be completed and available to the 
public in Jato 2011. 

Joy I!.. Nicholopoulos, 
Acting ResJanal Dimctor, llssian 2, 
Albuquorquo, N•w Moxlco. 
IFR Doc. 2011-101n fllod 4-26-11: a:45 om) 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Fl$h and Wildlife Service 
[FW8-118-FHC..2011-N083; 81331-1334-
81WG-W4) 

Trinity Adapthl• Mar~agam•nt Working 
Group 

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Interior. 
AC110N: Notice 

SUMMARY: The Trinity Adaptive 
Management Working Group (TAMWG) 
affords stakeholders tho opportunity to 
give policy, management, and technical 
input concerning Trinity River 
(C.Ufomia} restoration efforts to tho 
Trinity Management Council ('IMC). 
The 'IMC interprets and recommends 
policy, coordinates and reviews 
management actions, and provides 
organizational budget oversight. This 
notice announces a T AMWG meeting, 
which is open to the public. 
DATES: TAMWG will meet from 9 a.m. 
to 5 p.m. on Tuesday, May 17,2011. 
ADDRESSES: The meeting will be held at 
the Weaverville Victorian Inn, 1709 
Main Street, Weaverville, CA 96093. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMAnON CONTACT: 
Meeting Information: Randy A. Brown, 
T AMWG Designated Federal Offtcer, 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 1655 
Heindon Road, Arcata, CA 955zt: 
telephone: (707) 822-7201. Tr/ru'ty River 
Restoration Program 
(TRRP)Informat/on: Jennifer Faler, 
Acting Executive Director, Trinity River 
Restoration Program. P.O. Box 1300, 
1313 South Main Street, Weaverville. 
CA 96093: telephone: (530} 623-1800; 
e-mail: jfaler@usbr.gov. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMAnON: Under 
section 10(a)(2) of the Federal Advisory 

Committee Act (5 U.S.C. App.), this 
notice anoounces a meeting of the 
TAMWG.The meeting will include 
discussion of the following topics: 

• TRRP FY 2012 budget and work 
plan, 

• Temperature and reservoir 
management and recent CVO letter, 

• Acting Executive Director's Report, 
• Policies for work in tributary 

watersheds, 
• Initial report on peal: releases, 
• Channel rehabilitation phase II 

planning update, 
• TMC c"hair report, 
• TAMWG bylaws, and 
• Designated Federal Officer topics. 

Completion of the agenda is dependent 
on tlie amount or time each item takes. 
The meeting could end early if the 
agenda has bwn completed. 

Doted: AprU ~~. 2011. 
Joaaph Polus, 
Supowlsory Fllhoty BlolosJst, Arot~lo Fish 
and Wlldlifo 0/f!ce, An:oto, CA .. 
[PR Doc. 2011-t0141 FUod t-26-11: 8;U am) 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Indian Affaire 

Final Detennlnllllon Against Federal 
Atknowkldgmant of 1M Choctaw 
Nation of Florida 

AGENCY: Bureau of Indian Affairs, 
Interior. 
AC110N: Notice of Final Determination. 

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that 
the Department of the Interior 
(Department) declines to acknowledge 
that the group known as tho "Choctaw 
Nation of Florida" (CNF, formerly 
known as the Hunter Tsalagi..Choctaw 
Tribe), Petitioner #288, c/o Mr. Alfonso 
James, Jr., Post Office Box 6322, 
Marianna, Florida 32447, is an 
American Indian group that exists as an 
Indian tribe under Department 
procedures. This notice is based on a 
determination that the petitioner does 
not meet one ofthe seven mandatory 
criteria set forth in 25 CFR 83.7, 
specifically criterion 83,7{g), descent 
from a historical Indian tribe, and 
thorofare, the Department may not 
acknowledge the l'etltlonor under 25 
CFR part 83. Based on the limited 
nature and extent of comment and 
consistent with previous practices, the 
Department did not produce a detailed 
report or other summary under· the 
criteria pertaining to this FD. This 
notice Is tho Final Determination (FD). 
DATES: This determination is final and 
will become effective 90 days from 



~NRCS 
Natural Resources Conservation Service 
101 s. Main SL 
Temple, TX 76501 

Dear Mr. Zerrenner: 

Unl- states Department of Agriculture 

The Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) would like to thank the U.S. Department 
ofthe Interior Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) for the opportunity to comment on the notice of 
intent for the proposed Southern Edwards Plateau Regional Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP). 

We support the development of the HCP proposed in the notice of intent and will help however 
we can with the plan and its implementation. NRCS works closely with the scientific and 
academic communities to develop plans of action tQ conserve, enhance, and restore the habitats 
for listed endangered species. These actions are taken in cooperation with private landowner and 
managers in a voluntary manner to apply those conservation practices that provide the most 
benefit to species and reduce loss due to habitat degradation. 

Should you require any additional information or have additional questions, please contact Susan 
Baggett at 254-742-9805. 

Sincerely, 

SALVADOR SALINAS 
State Conservationist 

cc: Susan Baggett, SRC, NRCS, Temple 
Russell Castro, Biologist, NRCS, Temple 
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TEXAS GENERAL LAND OFFICE 

August 16, 2011 

Mr. Adam Zerrenner 
Fish and Wildlife Service 
I 0711 Burnet Road, Suite 200 
Austin, TX 78758 

RE: Southern Edwards Plateau Regional Habitat Conservation Plan 

JERRY PATTERSON, COMMISSIONER 

~--~&~~~~?-----:~:_;( 
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EOCOLo 0._,,~,-~·-, 
S GtCAL f\1 ~' \ '• 

Dear Mr. Zerrenner: E'RvtcEs .-·•- · ·••· 
No 

\ 
'' ~ ·---~ - ' . . ~~ 

On behalf of Commissioner Patterson, I would like to thank you for the opportu~lty io c~mment on the drl!§~"-··~···-·-.;; 
Southern Edwards Plateau Regional Habitat Conservation Plan proposed by Bexar County, and the intent by the 
Service to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). As you may know, the General Land Office {GLO) 
is responsible for managing state owned land dedicated to the Permanent School Fund (PSF). This includes 
protecting the natural resources of these lands for all Texans, and maximizing revenue to support public education. 
The GLO agrees that there should be steps taken to protect the threatened and endangered species within the plan 
area, and understands the need to streamline the Endangered Species Act take permitting process. However there 
are many state owned assets within the area covered by the draft plan, and the GLO is concerned how the draft plan 
may affect the ability to generate revenue for the PSF with these assets. The draft plan includes the statement "The 
alternative plan would allow authorization of all anticipated incidental take for the covered species across the entire 
plan area (excluding Coma! County, since a separate plan would cover this area) over the next 30 years." This 
potential limitation on responsible development could greatly impact the ability of the GLO to generate revenue for 
the PSF and fund public education. The GLO requests that the EIS specifically addresses the plans impact to the 
PSF and the ability to generate revenue to support public education. The GLO also requests to be involved in the 
further development and implementation of the Southern Edwards Plateau Regional Habitat Conservation Plan, and 
to be invited to participate in any further meetings to discuss the proposed plan. 

If you have any additional questions or concerns, please contact Ned Polk at (512) 463-5030 or by e-mail at 
ned.polk@glo.texas.gov . 

/teit---
Rene D. Truan 
Depnty Commissioner 
General Land ·office 

Stephen F. Austin Building •1700 North Congress Avenue • Austin, Texas 78701-1495 

Post Office Box 12873 • Austin, Texas 78711-2873 

512-463-5001 • 800-998-4GLO 

www. glo.state. tx. us 



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
CAMP STANLEY STORAGE ACTIVITY, MCAAP 

25800 RALPH FAIR ROAD, BOERNE, TX 78015-4800 

August 17, 2011 

James V. Cannizzo, Attorney Advisor, Camp Stanley (Army Material Command, 
AMC) and Retained Army Functions at Fort Sam Houston and Camp Bullis 

Adam Zerrenner, Field Supervisor 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Austin Ecological Services Office 
1 0711 Burnet Road Suite 200 
Austin, Texas 78758 

Dear Mr Zerrenner, 

Thank you for the opportunity to respond to your July 22nd, 2011 letter requesting 
comments on the proposed Southern Edwards Plateau Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) and 
notice to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement. As a federal agency, we will not be 
covered by the incidental take provisions the plan is expected to result in, however, we support 
the plan because we believe it will provide a streamlined method for management of 
development around Camp Bullis and Camp Stanley which should result in a higher rate of 
compliance by nonfederal parties. 

We are aware of only two site specific habitat conservation plans ever being done in the 
Bexar County area (La Cantera development for Bexar County listed l(arst Invertebrates and 
Lumbermans/PGA Village for Golden-cheeked Warbler, GCWA). With many thousands of 
acres of development occurring in the Bexar County area, it is likely many developments 
ignored or otherwise avoided performing species mitigation. We believe this development is 
displacing GCW A onto our military installations. Having a streamlined means of complying 
as has been the case with a regional HCP in Travis County since 1996 should encourage more 
developers to comply with the Endangered Species Act. We hope that having a regional HCP 
will stop the net loss of habitat in this area and result in some mitigation being done. 

Camp Bullis and Camp Stanley cannot and should not alone bear the burden of compliance 
with the Endangered Species Act. We are becoming the "lone island of refuge" for these 
species. The populations of GCWA on Camp Bullis have dramatically increased the past 
several years. On Bullis we have gained approximately 1,250 acres of occupied habitat the last 
four years, including over 416 more occupied acres in 2011. In addition to more areas being 
occupied, GCW A population densities have increased. 

Points of contact are Matthew Lucas Cooksey, Camp Bullis Wildlife Biologist at (21 0) 295-
7889 or me at (21 0) 295-7082/9830. 

Sincerely, 

James v o .._,.._.., •. LLI..L,wL-..'V 

Administrative and Civil Law Advisor 


	TEAM20110809080052
	080411 NRCS agency comment letter
	081611 Comment letter GLO
	Comments FWS Aug 2011

