A.M. Rimkus Farm

December 8. 2008
Via Hand Delivery

Mr. Ken Armbrister
Legislative Director

Office of Governor Rick Perry
P.O. Box 12428

Austin, Texas 78711

RE: Pipeline Prohibition in the Edwards Aquifer Authority Act

Dear Mr. Armbrister:

Let me offer my personal thanks for your many years of leadership in the Texas Senate
and now in the Office of Governor Rick Perry. There are many of us who have appreciated
your support and guidance especially with regard to issues concerning the state’s natural
resources -~ in particular water,

As you may recall, I was very active in working with you and your senate office in the
1993 legislative session concerning the Edwards Aquifer Authority (EAA) Act, and in
particular the need for the pipeline prohibition in current law. I am writing to express my
support for now removing the pipeline prohibition from the EAA Act and the Uvalde Water
Project proposed by Southwest Texas Water Resources, L.P.

As you may also recall, I advocated for the existing pipeline prohibition back in 1993.
The rule of capture still prevailed in the Edwards Aquifer and Bexar County had plans for
purchasing 10 to 15 acres in Uvalde County and pumping massive amounts of groundwater
from Uvalde without concern about local groundwater resources or the farming community
in Uvalde County. While a groundwater permit system was part of the legislative
negotiations, I was skeptical that an effective permit system would be enacted. I wanted the
pipeline prohibition as a “belt and suspenders” protection against a Bexar water raid.

The pipeline prohibition has served its purpose. With final initial regular permits
recently issued by the Edwards Aquifer Authority and fifteen years of experience and
regulatory growth behind us, I am convinced that there is a permit system in place that
prevents the Bexar water raid I was concerned about during the 1993 negotiations.

As you also indicated back then, the prohibition was something that I would
eventually come to realize should be removed. You were right. That day has arrived.

1 recall your advice that a pipeline is actually in the interest of Uvalde. With Uvalde
protected by EAA's permit system, I agree. The time has come for Uvalde water right
owners to band together to assure that they receive reasonable economic rewards for their
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unrestricted permits and that a pipeline becomes a tool to improve the management of the
Edwards Agquifer. Without a pipeline, Uvalde water right owners would squander the
economic value of the superior reliability of the Uvalde Pool. Continued paper transfers
from the Uvalde Pool to the San Antonio Pool would further concentrate pumping in San
Antonio, which would further reduce the water supply reliability for our agricultural
brethren to the east and further stress springflows. Greater environmental problems at
Comal Springs or San Marcos Springs are not in the interest of agriculture.

For these reasons, not only do I support the Uvalde Water Project proposed by
Southwest Texas Water Resources, I am pleased to inform you that I am an active participant
in the project and have placed some of my own water rights in the project. The agricultural
sector in Uvalde is struggling. By participating in the STWR project, Uvalde farmers can
secure a new source of long-term income that will strengthen their business operations and
assure their long-term economic vitality.

Accordingly, please consider me an enthusiastic supporter of the efforts to create an
exemption in the EAA Act to allow a pipeline to better manage the transfer of water within
the Edwards Aquifer. Again, many thanks for your past leadership. I hope that you will be
able to assist us in our efforts next year.

Respectfully Yours,
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AM Rimkus.

cc: Senator Carlos Uresti,
State Representative Pete Gallego
State Representative Tracy King
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BEXAR CONRERY DTILITY DISIRIBUTION SISTR'S
SATER  OONSTRICTION  INTERACTION
WED Lty ST RICHIS S IEADTRE  WITH OTHER
ALTERNATTVE (AC-FTE)  GS/3000 GAL)  (5/ACFT)  VIABILITY  (YFARS) (YEARS) FROJECTS
1.  Appletite Reserwir (Average Yield) 8,00 SIS SWeN?  K-A o 5
2.3) Purchase of Medina Irrigation Vater 15,000 0.84 §373.55 1-4 2 2 L
3.3} Transfer of vater by Pipelire to San Antondes 30,000 $1.32 $428.20 1-A 2 5
from Toum Lake or Lake Travis (LCRA)
3.t} Puopover from Lake Travis to Canyon Reservoir, 53,008 $1.% §436.79 t~a 2 5
with Recapture at MQueeny Lake (LLRA)
*4, Purchase of Texas Water Development Board 43,000 $1.89 $613.2% 1-A 2 3
share of Texana Reserwiir, and Comeyarce 30
San Antonio
25, Purchase of Hater fram Ganwood Irrigation Disericx 30,000 .32 880 1-A 2 5 &,
6, Carrizo-Wilcox Aptifer Wells Ruarping to the 0,000 0.9 $303.56 1-4 1-5 2
San Amtxvio Findshed Water Distribution System
*REY Canyon Lake Reserwir 5,000 ¥/A N/A 1-4 -2 5
! 8.a) Western Reyion Base 4. 000 Wa N/A 1~a -2 5 1.
9.4) Edards Aaquifer - Qbtain Additional Rights Nia N/A 1~ -2 4] 2.a)
9.%) Ehands Aqrifer — Bachase of 1 -~ W ac, in 0 003 50.50 sie2. 0 1-4 -2 2
thalde Cmty, West of Xnippa Gap
+x44]0.3) Wasteater Reuse (2K ac-ft:nompotable) 200 .90 $MM02 1-a 0 1-5
%210.d) Wastewater Reuse (30K ac-fr:rompotable/potalide} 30,000 0.9 §292.62 1-4 [ -5
2.%) Puchase of Medina Lake & Recharge o L1 4 .84 §212.55 1~-8 2 2 9.2)
E #32410,0} Wastesater Reuse (dnd 50K ac~ft) 56,000 $0.90 $§292.02 1~ 0 1-5
8.D) Pastern Ragion Feuse 5400 XA N/A 1-5 -2 1
11, - Cuero I Reserwvoir 16X 006 §1.49 $483.46 1-8 1-5 18
12.  Goliad without Citolo Reserwir, Inchuding 38,000 $1.48 $490, 22 1-3 1-5 18 1.
a Comveyarce Systen from Goliad to Appleutuline
13. Lindenan Reservair 7 000 31.83 $593.73 1~-B 1-5 18
N/a - Inforsation not available, VIABILITY ¥EY
* With a fim contract for water rights from one or both of these 1 ~ Feasibie A = Before the year 200

el
#%% Reuss projects are based on the current availabitity of
100,000 ac-fr/yr of effivent uhich could increase
by arother 50,000 ac-ft/yr by the year 2040.

altematives, there wxild be a possibility of comtymeting with
GERA to trede for Camon downstream rights, It is sssued tat betoeen
these 2 projects, 45,000 ac-fr/yr would be available to CRMN.

#* The §0,000 ac-ft/yr yield from Carrizo<thlcox Aquifer would
require approsimately 2,006 - 3,000 acres of land! and cmidd
be brovelt on line in increrents of 5,000 ac-ft/wr.

Canyon Regional Water Authority presently in negotiations.,
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2 - Questiopable B - After the year 2000

NOTE: Total vtime for pyoject inplementation
is the sun of "WATER RIGHIS" and
“COSGTRCTION & LEAD TDE'
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