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All general law municipalities are authorized to provide for a sanitary sewer system. 
Significantly, municipalities are specifically authorized to require property owners to 
connect to a sewer system. A district and WSC do not have such authority. A 
municipality may construct or operate a utility system inside or outside the municipal 
boundaries and may own land inside or outside its boundaries for purposes of 
owning, operating and regulating the utility system. A municipality has the power of 
eminent domain to acquire property inside or outside its boundaries for this purpose. 
A municipality may extend sewer lines outside the municipal boundaries and may 
provide wastewater service to any person outside its boundaries. Thus, a municipality 
could provide wastewater service to Woodcreek on a wholesale or retail basis, as 
discussed above. 

Municipalities are authorized to enter into a contract with a district or water supply 
corporation under which the district or corporation will acquire for the benefit of and 
convey to the municipality a water system or sanitary sewage collection and treatment 
system. Such a contract need only be approved by the governing body of the 
municipality, rather than by the voters at an election. The contract can also provide 
that the municipality assumes ownership of the utility system upon completion of 
construction of the system or at the time that all debt incurred by the district or 
corporation is paid in full. A contract of this nature may appeal to the Wimberley area 
since a water supply corporation or district could be formed to construct and finance 
the acquisition of a system (by revenues or taxes paid by those persons who receive 
wastewater service) and upon satisfaction of all outstanding debt, the system could 
then be conveyed to the municipality. 

A municipality has the power to levy and collect ad valorem taxes from all property 
within its boundaries, but such taxes cannot be used to retire general obligation bonds 
without the approval of the voters of the city. This taxing authority may raise objections 
from those persons who will not receive wastewater service from the municipality. On 
the other hand, these persons probably do desire the police protection, zoning and 
other services which a municipality may provide. The concerns of these individuals 
may be resolved by utilizing a separate water supply corporation or district to finance 
a wastewater system, as described above. Alternatively, the municipality could own 
the system but could assess up to nine-tenths of the cost of constructing the system to 
those persons benefited by the system, pursuant to §404.064 of the Texas Local 
Government Code. To utilize this power, the municipality would have to issue 
certificates in evidence of assessments levied upon the benefited property (which 
constitute liens). By ordinance, the municipality would determine the time and terms 
of payment of the assessments. The assessments may be made only after a hearing 
and may not exceed the enhancement of value to the property resulting from the 
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improvements. 

A final option would be to create a public improvement district (PIO) within a 
municipality and/or use tax increment financing in the area to be benefited by the 
sewer system. A PIO represents a defined area of a municipality in which an 
improvement project is undertaken that benefits that part of the municipality. One of 
the improvement projects for which PIOs may be created is the acquisition, 
construction or improvement of wastewater facilities. A PIO is normally created so that 
the costs of infrastructure may be financed in part by the municipality and in part by the 
owners of property within the PIO. The owners of property within the PIO are required 
by law to pay at least 10 percent of the total costs of the improvements, but they may 
pay the entire costs of the improvements, if so required by the municipality. The debt 
is amortized through the payment in annual installments by individual property owners 
of an assessment against each property based upon the benefits each property owner 
receives as a result of the construction of the improvements. The municipality pays its 
portion (if any) of the costs of the improvements by issuing bonds or setting aside 
revenues for such purpose. 

Although a PIO is identified as a "district", it should not be confused with municipal 
utility districts and other special districts which are local governmental entities. A PIO 
is not a separate governmental entity and the municipality may retain as much control 
over the management and creation of the PIO as it desires. 

In order to create a PIO, a petition must be submitted to the municipality by the owners 
of at least 50 percent of the value of real property in the proposed district and either 
the majority of owners of real property in the proposed district or the owners of the 
majority in area of land in the district. After feasibility studies are conducted and an 
assessment method is determined, a public hearing is held. Based on the public 
hearing, the municipality must make findings as to the advisability of the proposed 
improvements, their estimated costs, the method of assessment and the 
apportionment of costs between the proposed improvement district and the 
municipality as a whole. After the hearing is held, the municipality may order the 
creation of the PIO; an election is not necessary. 

Tax-increment financing is a method of financing "urban renewal projects". An 
election must be held to determine if the majority of qualified voters approve the 
method of financing. Typically, a municipality would issue tax increment bonds, the 
proceeds of which would be used to pay for the costs of constructing the wastewater 
system. The tax increment bonds would be payable only from the increase in tax 
revenues received from the property benefited as a result of the improvement project. 
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Tax increment financing or the creation of a PID within a municipality in the Wimberley 
area would obviously be an appealing solution to address the concerns of those 
persons who do not desire to pay taxes for a sewer system from which they will not 
receive service. However, whether these financing vehicles will be feasible will 
depend upon the cost of the system, the number of persons who will connect to the 
system and whether they are willing to bear such costs. 

7.1.5 Summary 

It is apparent that a number of different entities may be created for purposes of 
providing wastewater service to the Wimberley community. The most expedient way 
for wastewater services to be provided would probably be through the existing water 
supply corporation. Unlike the other options, a separate entity would not have to be 
created. No incorporation elections would be required and petitions from landowners 
would not have to be completed. Instead, the existing water supply corporation would 
merely have to apply for a sewer CCN through an administrative process at the 
TNRCC. The certificated area of service for the corporation could be defined to 
include only those areas that will receive wastewater service or could include a larger 
area to cover potential development. 

There are a number of drawbacks to this alternative. First, the water supply 
corporation may not be willing to provide wastewater service. In addition, such a 
corporation cannot compel its members to connect to a sewer system. It also has no 
statutory authority to levy taxes. As a result, depending upon the number of persons 
who connect to the system, it may not be economically feasible to pay for the 
construction and operation of a wastewater system through operating revenues alone. 

It is known that a number of residents in the Wimberley area desire that a municipality 
be created for zoning and police purposes, regardless of whether a wastewater 
system is constructed. If a municipality is created, it could own and operate a 
wastewater system or could obtain wastewater service from another entity created to 
finance and operate the system. 

A municipal form of government for the Wimberley area would require that an 
incorporation election first take place for purposes of creating the city. Certainly, the 
potential tax liability associated with a new wastewater system could be an issue in 
such an election. To address this concern, the municipality may be able to provide 
wastewater service for only portions of the incorporated area, or it could obtain 
wastewater service from the water supply corporation or another entity that may be 
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created to finance and operate the system. The system could then be conveyed to the 
municipality after all indebtedness has been satisfied. Alternatively, the municipality 
could create a PID so that only the property benefited by the system will pay for the 
cost of the system. The total number of persons that potentially could be served by the 
proposed system and the cost of the system would have to be evaluated to determine 
whether it is financially feasible to create a PID or to utilize tax-increment financing. 

7.2 FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS OF PLAN IMPLEMENTATION 

7.2.1 Financing Alternatives 

The magnitude of the capital investment required for implementing anyone of the 
structural wastewater collection, treatment and disposal options described in Chapter 
6 represents a substantial financial burden for any small community, let alone a new 
incorporated city, district or authority as would likely be the case in the Wimberley 
area. With anticipated capital costs ranging from $5,000,000 to $13,000,000 for the 
various options, long-tenn financing will be essential for effective plan implementation. 
Such financing can be provided through local bond sales, commercial lending 
institutions, private enterprises, and/or certain federal and state governmental 
organizations. This includes such entities as banks, bond companies, privatization 
companies engaged in owning and operating public utilities, the Farmers Home 
Administration, and the Texas Water Development Board. Certainly, all available 
financing alternatives for the proposed wastewater management plan should be 
thoroughly investigated as part of the final project planning and implementation 
phase. 

7.2.2 Plan Implementation Costs 

The ultimate implementation costs for any form of wastewater management plan that 
includes construction of wastewater collection, treatment and disposal facilities must 
take into consideration financing costs and costs for operation and maintenance. For 
purposes of this planning study, the current financing terms offered by the Texas 
Water Development Board through its Development Fund have been used to estimate 
financing costs and the ultimate system costs to individual wastewater system 
customers. These terms, 5.75-percent annual interest rate over 20 years, are 
considered to be very reasonable in the current financial market and appropriate for 
purposes of this planning effort. 

Costs associated with operation and maintenance of treatment facilities have been 
estimated based on the actual experience of the Guadalupe-Blanco River Authority 
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with owning and operating several small wastewater treatment plants in the region. 
These plants range in size, or treatment capacity, from about 0.050 million gallons per 
day (MGD) up to about 7.0 MGD, which encompasses the range of wastewater design 
flows being considered in this study, i. e., 0.315 to 0.865 MGD as listed in Table 6-4. 

The total capital costs of the several structural options for wastewater collection, 
treatment and disposal summarized in Table 6-5 have been extended to total 
implementation costs by adding costs for financing and for operation and 
maintenance of the wastewater treatment facilities. These costs are presented in 
Table 7-1 in terms of annual costs and monthly costs per living unit equivalent 
connection. The living unit equivalents (LUEs) used to establish the connection costs 
for each of the options have been derived from those listed in Table 6-3 for the 
individual subareas and other service areas that are included within the various 
options. 

As shown in Table 7-1, the estimated Year-1995 monthly costs per LUE connection 
are in the $75 to $105 range. These cost figures are based on the assumption that the 
entire cost of the various wastewater collection, treatment and disposal alternatives 
would be borne solely by the initial customers that currently could be connected to the 
alternate wastewater systems because of their proximity to these systems. This is not 
a very likely scenario in that it assumes there will be no other customers added to the 
systems in the future, even though the systems are designed with capacity to handle 
about twice the volume of existing wastewater flows. Obviously, the Year-1995 costs 
per LUE connections are artificially high, but they do serve to reflect an absolute upper 
limit on the monthly cost of the various wastewater systems to existing customers. 

The Year-2015 monthly costs per LUE connection (approximately $34 to $54) provide 
a more reasonable indication of the actual wastewater system costs to individual 
customers. These monthly connection cost figures reflect spreading the total costs of 
the wastewater systems among all potential customers within the service areas of 
each of the different options. These are the costs associated with operating the 
wastewater systems at their design capacity with all anticipated customers within the 
service areas connected to the systems beginning in 1995. Creative financing of the 
wastewater projects involving early interest-only payments and other techniques can 
be helpful in achieving these levels of monthly connection costs (approximately $34 to 
$54) throughout the financing periods of the wastewater options. 

It is important to recognize that all of the capital costs and the monthly costs per LUE 
connection presented in Table 7-1 include the costs associated with installing 
customer gravity service connections ($800 per connection) and grinder pumps 

7-10 



TABLE 7-1 
SUMMARY OF TOTAL COSTS AND LlVING-UNIT-EQUIVALENTCOSTS 

FOR COLLECTION, TREATMENT AND DISPOSAL OPTIONS 
FOR WIMBERLEY REGIONAL PLANNING AREA 

OPTION TOTAL TOTAL ANNUAL ANNUAL TOTAL YEAR-1995 COST PER LUE YEAR-2015 COST PER LUE 

DESIGNATION DESIGN CAPITAL CAPITAL O&M ANNUAL LIVING MONTHLY LIVING 

FLOWS COST RECOVERY COSTS COST UNIT COST UNIT 

COST EQUIVALENT PER LUE EQUIVALENT 

Gallons/Day (1) [2) [3) 

NORTHWE~ T PLANT WITH EFFLUENT IRRIGATION 
I-A 315,000 $5,015,832 $428,470 $172,463 $600,932 511 $98.00 
1-8 470,000 $9,121,903 $779,225 $257,325 $1,036,550 820 $105.34 
I-C 710,000 $11,058,273 $944,636 $259,150 $1,203,786 1,295 $77.46 
I-D 750,000 $11,533,056 $985,194 $273,750 $1,258,944 1,469 $71.42 

SOUTHEAST PLANT WITH EFFLUENT DISCHARGE 
II-A 355,000 $7,918,643 $676,438 $194,363 $870,801 715 $101.49 
11-8 470,000 $8,985,357 $767,561 $257,325 $1,024,886 945 $90.38 
II-C 625,000 $13,243,577 $1,131,313 $228,125 $1,359,438 1,254 $90.34 
II-D 865,000 $15,331,611 $1,309,680 $315,725 $1,625,405 1,729 $78.34 

SOUTHEAST PLANT WITH EFFLUENT IRRIGATION 
III-A 355,000 $7,411,660 $633,130 $194,363 $827,492 715 $96.44 
111-8 470,000 $8,501,027 $726,187 $257,325 $983,512 945 $86.73 
III-C 625,000 $12,932,035 $1,104,700 $228,125 $1,332,825 1,254 $88.57 
III-D 865,000 $14,900,411 $1,272,845 $315,725 $1,588,570 1,729 $76.56 

-

tPTES; 
(1) Based on financing at an annual interest rate of 5.75% over 20 years. 
(2) Based on GBRA actual experience and an annual cost factor of $1.5011,000 gallons of wastewater treated for all A & B Options; 

and $1.00/1,000 gallons of wastewater treated for all C & D Options. 
(3) Based on Living Unit Equivalents listed in Table 6-3 for specific subareas and service areas. 

[3) 

1,142 
1,820 
2,861 
3,035 

1,355 
1,824 
2,502 
3,543 

1,355 
1,824 
2,502 
3,543 

MONTHLY 

COST 

PER LUE 

$43.85 
$47.46 
$35.06 
$34.57 

$53.55 
$46.82 
$45.28 
$38.23 

$50.89 
$44.93 
$44.39 
$37.36 
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($3,000 per connection), where needed, for all existing private residential and 
commercial customers within the service areas of each of the wastewater collection, 
treatment and disposal options. As an alternative, the cost of installing private service 
connections and gravity pumps, where needed, could, and probably should, be borne 
by the individual customers. In addition, a connection fee, say $1,000 per connection, 
could be charged to the individual customers for the priviledge of obtaining 
wastewater service. Assuming these cost and fee policies are adopted, then the 
capital costs for each of the planning options will be reduced, as will the total annual 
costs and the monthly costs per LUE connection. Table 7-2 presents these adjusted 
costs. As indicated, the effect of transferring some of the initial cost burden for 
implementing the wastewater collection, treatment and disposal options from the 
wastewater utility to the individual customers results in noticeable reductions in the 
monthly costs per LUE connection. These adjusted monthly costs per LUE connection 
range from about $30 to $41 forthe Year-2015 condition, which reflects a reduction of 
about ten to twenty-five percent of the corresponding monthly costs presented in Table 
7-1 forthe case with the wastewater utility paying the entire amount of the construction 
and connection costs. 
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OPTION TOTAL 

DESIGNATION CAPITAL 

COST 

TABLE 7-2 
SUMMARY OF TOTAL COSTS AND COSTS-PER-CONNECTION 

FOR COLLECTION, TREATMENT AND DISPOSAL OPTIONS 
FOR WIMBERLEY REGIONAL PLANNING AREA 

WITH SERVICE CONNECTION CHARGES 

ANNUAL ANNUAL TOTAL YEAR-1995 COST PER LUE 

CAPITAL OPERATIONS & ANNUAL LIVING MONTHLY 

RECOVERY MAINTENANCE COST UNIT COST 

COST COST EQUIVALENT PER LUE 

CONNECTIONS CONNECTION 

(1) [2) [3) 

NORTHWE£ T PLANT WITH EFFLUENT IRRIGATION 
I-A $3,977,435 $339,766 $114,975 $454,741 511 $74.16 
I-B $7,336,985 $626,751 $171,550 $798,301 820 $81.13 
I-C $9,273,354 $792,162 $259,150 $1,051,312 1,295 $67.65 
1-0 $9,748,138 $832,720 $273,750 $1,106,470 1,295 $71.20 

SOUTHEAST F'LANJ WIT H EFFLUENT DISCHARGE 

II-A $6,607,535 $564,439 $129,575 $694,014 541 $106.90 
II-B $7,215,006 $616,331 $171,550 $787,881 771 $85.16 
II-C $9,444,093 $806,747 $228,125 $1,034,872 1,080 $79.85 
11-0 $11,532,126 $985,115 $315,725 $1,300,840 1,555 $69.71 

SOUTHEAST PLANT WITH EFFLUENT IRRIGATtQN 
III-A $6,115,147 $522,377 $129,575 $651,952 541 $100.42 
III-B $6,730,676 $574,958 $171,550 $746,508 771 $80.69 
III-C $9,132,551 $780,134 $228,125 $1,008,259 1,080 $77.80 
III-D $11,100,926 $948,280 $315,725 $1,264,005 1,555 $67.74 

-

N,)TES. 

[1) Based on financing at an annual interest rate of 5.75% over 20 years. 
[2) Based on GBRA actual experience and an annual cost factor of $1.00/1,000 gallons of wastewater treated. 
[3) Based on Living Unit Equivalents listed in Table 6-3 for specific subareas and service areas. 

YEAR-2015 COST PER LUE 

LIVING MONTHLY 

UNIT COST 

EQUIVALENT PER LUE 

CONNECTIONS CONNECTION 

[3) 

1,142 $33.18 
1,820 $36.55 
2,861 $3D.62 
3,035 $30.38 

1,355 $42.68 
1,824 $36.00 
2,502 $34.47 
3,543 $30.60 

1,355 $40.10 
1,824 $34.11 
2,502 $33.58 
3,543 $29.73 



8.0 REGIONAL WASTEWATER MANAGEMENT PLAN 

8.1 TECHNOLOGICAL ASPECTS 

8.1.1 Wastewater Treatment Plant Alternatives 

As noted previously, the growth and development of the Wimberley area has 
progressed to the pOint where alternatives to individual onsite septic tank systems for 
wastewater treatment and disposal must be given serious consideration. From a 
technological viewpoint, one or more centralized wastewater treatment plants capable 
of handling the wastewater loadings from major portions of the planning area 
probably represent the most effective wastewater management alternative. Several 
options for implementing wastewater management plans comprised of collection, 
treatment and disposal facilities have been identified, with differences among these 
options being the size and location of the service areas, and hence the volumes of 
wastewater treated, and the means for disposing of the treated effluent. 

The collection systems all have been preliminarily located and sized using a set of 
prescribed standards and criteria, and therefore, the individual collection systems are 
compatible with regard to their general features and configurations. Some result in 
more disruption of existing infrastructure and property than others and possibly 
greater environmental impacts. These disruptions and impacts are directly related to 
the size of the service areas of the individual options. 

With regard to treatment levels, the assumed effluent quality for the different treatment 
plant options reflect the requirements of the Texas Natural Resource Conservation 
Commission with regard to effluent disposal, i. e., irrigation of golf courses and 
pastures or discharge to the Blanco River. The proposed treatment levels and the 
resulting water quality are fully consistent with the uses of the surface water bodies in 
the region. The type of effluent disposal used does impact land requirements for the 
treatment plant sites and effluent disposal facilities. The irrigation options require 
more land at the treatment plant sites to store effluent before it is irrigated, and, of 
course, land is required for the irrigation operations. It has been assumed, however, 
that the irrigation land can be readily obtained through long-term lease arrangements 
with local farmers and ranchers or golf course operators. 

In essence, any of the structural alternatives for collecting, treating and disposing of 
wastewater from the different service areas within the planning area can be 
implemented with few differences regarding technological factors. The primary issues 
to be addressed relate to the size of the desired service area and the generally 
proportionate disruptions in existing infrastructure and life activities and impacts on 
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the environment. 

8.1.2 Nonstructural Wastewater Control Alternatives 

In the absence of implementing structural wastewater collection, treatment and 
disposal measures, the region is faced with employing various forms of regulatory and 
nonstructural controls to assure that future on site wastewater treatment and disposal 
systems are properly installed and operated and/or that future development in the 
area is undertaken so as to minimize the potential environmental impacts and risks. 
The existing Hays County rules for onsite wastewater treatment and disposal systems 
are intended to provide a reasonable level of protection for water supplies, water 
quality and public health and to avoid the threat of pollution or nuisance conditions. 
These rules provide a solid framework for establishing more stringent regulations for 
controlling septic tank installations and operations in the event that appropriate 
structural wastewater management measures are not implemented or in unsewered 
areas in general. Additional provisions that should be considered for incorporation in 
these rules include: 

• Increased distances for off-sets of private onsite wastewater systems 
and facilities from watercourses. 

• Required annual inspections of private onsite wastewater systems 
and facilities, 

• Required inspections and upgrading of private onsite wastewater 
systems and facilities whenever properties are sold. 

• Possibly with new Legislative authority, creation and adoption of 
watershed management ordinances that include specific regulations 
for land development that provide protection of surface and ground 
water systems. 

• Requirements for more sophisticated onsite wastewater treatment 
and disposal processes and systems. 

8.2 INSTITUTIONAL ASPECTS 

The most expedient way for wastewater services to be provided within the planning 
area would probably be through the existing water supply corporation. Unlike other 
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options, a separate entity would not have to be created. No incorporation elections 
would be required and petitions from landowners would not have to be completed. 
Instead, the existing water supply corporation would merely have to apply for a sewer 
CCN through an administrative process at the TNRCC. The certificated area of 
service for the corporation could be defined to include only those areas that will 
receive wastewater service or could include a larger area to cover potential 
development. 

There are a number of drawbacks to this alternative. First, the water supply 
corporation may not be willing to provide wastewater service. In addition, such a 
corporation cannot compel its members to connect to a sewer system. It also has no 
statutory authority to levy taxes. As a result, depending upon the number of persons 
who connect to the system, it may not be economically feasible to pay for the 
construction and operation of a wastewater system through operating revenues alone. 

It is known that a number of residents in the Wimberley area desire that a municipality 
be created for zoning and police purposes, regardless of whether a wastewater 
system is constructed. If a municipality is created, it could own and operate a 
wastewater system or could obtain wastewater service from another entity created to 
finance and operate the system. 

A municipal form of government for the Wimberley area would require that an 
incorporation election first take place for purposes of creating the city. Certainly, the 
potential tax liability associated with a new wastewater system could be an issue in 
such an election. To address this concern, the municipality may be able to provide 
wastewater service for only portions of the incorporated area, or it could obtain 
wastewater service from the water supply corporation or another entity that may be 
created to finance and operate the system. The system could then be conveyed to the 
municipality after all indebtedness has been satisfied. Alternatively, the municipality 
could create a PIO so that only the property benefited by the system will pay for the 
cost of the system. The total number of persons that potentially could be served by the 
proposed system and the cost of the system would have to be evaluated to determine 
whether it is financially feasible to create a PIO or to utilize tax-increment financing. 

8.3 FNANCIAL ASPECTS 

The Year-2015 monthly costs per living unit equivalent (LUE) connection presented in 
Tables 7-1 and 7-2 for the structural wastewater managment options (ranging 
between approximately $34 and $54 without customer service connection charges 
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9.0 WATER CONSERVATION AND DROUGHT CONTINGENCY PLANS 

9.1 PLANNING AREA 

For purposes of these Water Conservation and Drought Contingency Plans, the 
planning area includes the area of southwestern Hays County that surrounds the 
downtown square in the community of Wimberley, including the Woodcreek corporate 
area and adjacent residential developments, the Uving Centers of America nursing 
home, local recreational areas and the Wimberley ISO schools. 

9.2 GOALS AND OBJECTIVES 

The objective of the Water Conservation Plan is to reduce the quantity of water 
required for specific activities, where practical, through implementation of efficient 
water use practices. The Drought Contingency Plan provides procedures for both 
voluntary and mandatory actions to temporarily reduce water usage during a water 
shortage crisis. 

Drought contingency procedures may include water conservation practices and 
prohibition of certain uses. Both are tools that water managers have available to 
effectively employ during a wide range of water demand and supply conditions within 
the public water supply service area. 

The average daily water use in the area approaches 140 to 150 gallons per person 
during the summer months, but typically is less than 100 gallons per person during the 
winter. The statewide average daily water consumption is in the range of 150 to 190 
gallons per capita. It is the goal to adopt a Water Conservation Plan for the Wimberley 
area that will reduce daily water use per connection by ten percent. Achieving this 
goal would in effect, increase the customer service capacity of the water facilities by 
an equivalent quantity. 

The Drought Contingency Plan includes those measures that can significantly reduce 
water use on a temporary basis. These measures involve voluntary reductions, and 
water rationing. Because the onset of an emergency condition is often rapid, it is 
important the plans be prepared in advance. Further, the citizen and/or customer must 
know that certain measures not used in the water conservation plan may be 
necessary if a drought or other emergency condition occurs. It is the goal of the 
Drought Contingency Plan to reduce water used during an emergency situation or 
prolonged drought by five percent. 

The Wimberley Water Supply Corporation (WSC), which supplies water to those 
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and between about $30 and $41 with customer service connection charges) provide a 
meaningful indication of the actual wastewater system costs to individual customers. 
These monthly connection cost figures reflect spreading the total costs of the 
wastewater systems among all potential customers within the service areas of each of 
the different options. These are the costs associated with operating the wastewater 
systems at their design capacity with all anticipated customers within the service areas 
connected to the systems. Creative financing of the wastewater projects involving 
early interest-only payments and other techniques can be helpful in achieving these 
levels of monthly connection costs throughout the financing periods of the facilities. 

Based on the costs per LUE connection as summarized in Tables 7-1 and 7-2, the 
least expensive options typically are those handling the higher wastewater volumes; 
however, the actual cost differences in terms of the monthly costs per LUE connection 
are not appreciable among the various alternatives. Probably the most effective 
approach would be to implement one of the smaller-scale options initially in order to 
obtain wastewater service for the downtown central business district and adjacent 
commercial areas and the Wimberley ISD schools. This system then could be 
expanded to other areas over time. 
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goal would in effect, increase the customer service capacity of the water facilities by 
an equivalent quantity. 

The Drought Contingency Plan includes those measures that can significantly reduce 
water use on a temporary basis. These measures involve voluntary reductions, and 
water rationing. Because the onset of an emergency condition is often rapid, it is 
important the plans be prepared in advance. Further, the citizen and/or customer must 
know that certain measures not used in the water conservation plan may be 
necessary if a drought or other emergency condition occurs. It is the goal of the 
Drought Contingency Plan to reduce water used during an emergency situation or 
prolonged drought by five percent. 

The Wimberley Water Supply Corporation (WSC), which supplies water to those 
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residential and commercial users in the planning area that are not in the Woodcreek 
Utilities service area, has adopted a Drought Contingency Plan that generally 
conforms to the recommended Drought Contingency Plan presented herein. The 
Wimberley WSC does not have a Water Conservation Plan, and it is recommended 
that the draft Water Conservation Plan presented in this planning report be adopted by 
local water purveyors in the planning area. 

9.3 WATER CONSERVATION PLAN 

The Water Conservation Plan addresses all aspects of water conservation, including 
public information and education, water conserving plumbing codes, water 
conservation retrofit programs, water conservation-oriented rate structures, universal 
metering and meter repair and replacement, water conserving landscaping, leak 
detection and water audits, and wastewater reuse and recycling. The following is a 
summary of each of these items. 

9.3.1 Public Information And Education 

Water conservation practices will be promoted by informing the public of methods to 
conserve water. Information and educational programs that are on-going and will be 
incorporated into this plan include distribution of educational packages developed by 
the State and GBRA through area schools and posting of information sources for 
available water conservation literature (see Addendum A). Information pertaining to 
water conservation techniques also can be made available to customers every month 
as part of the billing process (bill stuffers and fliers), as well as, to new customers who 
are tying into the system. 

The overall public education effort will be divided into three segments: a first-year 
program, a long-term program, and a new customer program. 

First-year Program - the first-year program will include the distribution of 
educational material, including brochures and newsletters or news releases, to 
initially explain the program. Material will be provided at least two times during 
this first year. This initial effort will be followed by helpful hints on ways to save 
water inside and outside the home (see Addendum B). 

Long-Term Program - the long-term program will include news releases to 
provide information on water conserving practices. Mail outs will be utilized 
during extremely stressful periods. 
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New Customer Program - all new customers will be informed of the water 
conservation program by a speCial information packet or document. The packet 
will describe the conservation program and explain its goals and solicit the help 
and participation of the new customers. 

9.3.2 Water Conserving Plumbing Codes 

The use of water saving fixtures will be required for all new construction and for 
replacement of plumbing in existing structures (remodeling). Following is a summary 
of the standards required for residential and commercial fixtures. 

TOilets: 

Flush toilets: 
Tank-type urinal: 

Flush valve urinal: 

Shower Head: 

Faucets: 

Hot Water Piping: 

Swimming Pools: 

Drinking Water 
Fountains: 

The maximum use will not exceed 2.2 gallons of water per flush. 

The maximum use will not exceed 2.0 gallons of water per flush. 
The maximum use will not exceed 1.6 gallons of water per flush. 

The maximum use will not exceed 1.6 gallons of water per flush. 

The maximum use will not exceed 2.75 gallons of water per minute. 

The maximum use will not exceed 2.2 gallons of water minute. 

All hot water lines will be insulated. 

New pools must have recirculation filtration equipment. 

Must be self-closing. 

9.3.3 Water Conservation Retrofit Program 

Retrofit of existing plumbing fixtures will be accomplished through the voluntary efforts 
of individual water users for their homes and businesses. 

9.3.4 Water Conservation-Oriented Rate Structure 

The rate charged customers for water supply and delivery can have an important 
influence on water use. Rate changes may be implemented to establish an increasing 
block rate structure to incourage reductions in water use. 

9.3.5 Universal Metering and Meter Repair and Replacement 

All water service connections should be metered. A schedule for testing meters is 
established as follows: 
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Production, master meters or 
meters greater than 1.5" 

Meters larger than 1" up to 1.5" 

Meters 1" or less 

9.3.6 Water Conserving Landscaping 

Test once per year 

Test once every three years 

Test once every ten years 

Water conserving landscaping practices will be initiated through public information 
and educational programs. Builders, developers, nurseries and other businesses 
involved in outdoor landscaping will be encouraged to provide products that conserve 
water. 

9.3.7 Leak Detection and Water Audits 

The existing water supply system currently has a leak detection program which will be 
maintained. The program includes: 

• Identification of high water use areas and potential leaks based on monthly 
water use accounting by the billing computer and readings from master 
meters. 

• Constant monitoring of meters and storage tanks in order to identify major 
watermain breaks. 

• Visual inspections by meter readers and system employees to provide a 
constant watch for abnormal conditions indicating leaks. 

• An adequate maintenance staff which is available to repair any leaks. 

9.3.8 Recycling and Reuse 

There are no customers at this time that would be able to recycle water. 

9.5.9 Means of Implementation and Enforcement 

The Water Conservation Plan will be voluntary and will be implemented and enforced 
(though compliance is encouraged) by the following methods: 
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• Service tap applicants will be encouraged to utilize water conservation 
plumbing fixtures. Water system staff will be used to encourage the 
installation of water saving plumbing devices in new buildings. 

• The rate structure will encourage retrofitting of old plumbing fixtures which 
are using large amounts of water. 

• Adoption of new plumbing regulations regarding water conserving plumbing 
fixtures will be strongly considered. 

9.3.10 Annual Reporting 

Annual reports will be made to the Texas Water Development Board within 60 days of 
the anniversary date of the loan closing throughout the life of the loan. The report will 
include the water conservation activities during the previous year relative to this plan 
and will include: 

• Progress made in the implementation of the program 

• Public response 

• Effectiveness of plan in reducing water use 

9.4 DROUGHT CONTINGENCY PLAN 

Droughts and other uncontrollable circumstances can disrupt the normal availability of 
water supplies. During drought periods, consumer demand is typically higher than 
under normal conditions. The lack of adequate system treatment and storage and 
distribution system failures can also present emergency water demand and 
management situations. 

It is important to distinguish drought contingency planning from water conservation 
planning. While water conservation involves implementing permanent water use 
efficiency and/or reuse practices, drought contingency planning establishes temporary 
methods or techniques designed to be used only as long as the emergency exists. 

The key elements of the Drought Contingency Plan are identified and described in the 
following sections. 
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9.4.1 Drought Trigger Conditions 

Mild Drought - Mild drought conditions and contingency measures will be in 
effect when the daily water use equals or exceeds 90% of treatment or pumping 
capacity for three (3) consecutive days. 

Moderate Drought - Moderate drought conditions and contingencies will be in 
effect when the daily water use equals or exceeds 95% of treatment or pumping 
capacity for three (3) consecutive days. 

Severe Drought - Severe drought or system limitation conditions will be in 
effect when daily use equals or exceeds 110% of treatment or pumping 
capacity for three (3) consecutive days or if failure of any system component 
results in diminished treatment or distribution capacity. 

Critical Conditions - Critical drought or system limitation conditions will be in 
effect when the public water supply is not dependable and/or may not be 
suitable for human consumption because of natural or other disasters. 

9.4.2 Drought Contingency Measures 

Mild Condition - Under mild drought conditions. the citizens will be notified that 
a trigger condition has been reached and will be asked to reduce water use 
and to otherwise conserve water. 

Moderate Drought - Citizens will be asked to continue implementation of water 
conservation measures. In addition. a mandatory lawn watering schedule will 
be publicized. The mandatory lawn watering schedule will permit watering only 
between the hours of 8 pm and 10 am. 

Severe Drought - Outside water use. which includes car washing. window 
washing and pavement washing. will not be permitted except when a bucket is 
used. A mandatory lawn watering schedule will be implemented. Watering will 
occur only between the hours of 8 pm and 10 am. 

Critical Conditions - All uses of the public water supply will be banned except 
in cases of emergency. 
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9.4.3 Education and Information 

The purpose and desired effects of the Drought Contingency Plan will be 
communicated to the public through articles in local newspapers and supplemented 
by pamphlets and notices. When trigger conditions appear to be approaching, the 
public will be notified through publication of articles in local newspapers, with 
information on water conserving methods. 

Throughout the duration of drought contingency measure implementation, regular 
articles will appear to explain and educate the public on the purpose, cause and 
methods of conservation for that condition. 

9.4.4 Initiation Procedures 

Prior to formal notification of a drought condition, a statement will be issued to all 
media sources warning that a potential drought condition is approaching. Once a 
trigger condition is reached, a formal notification will be made that a particular drought 
condition is in effect. 

9.4.5 Termination Notification 

Termination of the drought contingency measures will take place when the trigger 
conditions which initiated the contingency measures have subsided. The news media 
will be notified that the emergency condition has passed. 

9.4.6 Means of Implementation 

The Drought Contingency Plan will be implemented through a resolution by the 
appropriate legal entity. 
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Addendum A 

Water Conservation Literature 

Single copies of all of Water Conservation publications and materials can be obtained 
at no charge. Larger quantities can be obtained through special arrangement or at 
the cost of printing. To make a request, write: CONSERVATION, Texas Water 
Development Board, Capitol Station, Austin, Texas 78711-3231. Examples of 
available literature include: agricultural conservation, municipal conservation, water 
resource planning, and audio visuals. 

9-8 



Wimberley Regional Wastewater Planning Study 
Texae Water Development Board Research and Planning Fund 

Addendum B 

Water Saving Methods That Can Be Practiced 
By The Individual Water User 

In-home water use accounts for an average of 65 percent of total residential use, while the remaining 35 
percent is used for exterior residential purposes such as lawn watering and car washing. Average 
residential in-home water use data indicate that about 40 percent is used for toiiet flushing, 35 percent for 
bathing, 11 percent for kitchen uses, and 14 percent for clothes washing. Water saving methods that can 
be practiced by the individual water user are listed below. 

A. BATHROOM 

1. Take a shower instead of filling the tub and taking abath. Showers usually use less water 
than tub baths. 

2. Install a low-flow shower head which restricts the quantity of flow at 60 psi to no more than 
3.0 gallons per minute. 

3. Take short showers and install a cutoff valve or tum the water off while soaping and back 
on again only to rinse. 

4. Do not use hot water when cold will do. Water and energy can be saved by washing hands 
with soap and cold water. Hot water should only be added when hands are especially dirty. 

5. Reduce the level of the water being used in a bath tub by one or two inches if a shower is 
not available. 

6. Tum water off when brushing teeth until it is time to rinse. 

7. Do not let water run when washing hands. Instead, hands should be wet and water should 
be turned off while soaping and scrubbing and turned on again to rinse. A cutoff valve 
may also be installed on the faucet. 

8. Shampoo hair in the shower. Shampooing in the shower takes only a little more water than 
is used to shampoo hair during a bath and much less than shampooing and bathing 
separately. 

9. Hold hot water in the basin when shaving instead of letting the faucet continue to run. 

10. Test toilets for leaks. To test for a leak, a few drops of food coloring can be added to the 
water in the tank. The toilet should not be flushed. The customer can then watch to see if 
the coloring appears in the bowl within a few minutes. If it does, the fixture needs 
adjustment or repair. 

11 . Use a toilet tank displacement device. A one-gallon plastic milk bottle can be fUled with 
stones or with water, recapped, and placed in the toiiet tank. This will reduce the amount 
of water in the tank but still providing enough for flushing. (Bricks which some people use 
forthis purpose are not recommended since they crumble eventually and could damage 
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the working mechanism, necessitating a call to the plumber). 

12. Install faucet aerators to reduce water consumption. 

13. Never use the toilet to dispose of cleaning tissues, cigarette butts, or other trash. This can 
waste a great deal of water and also places an unnecessary load the sewage treatment 
plant or septic tank. 

14. Install a new low-volume flush toilet that uses 3.5 gallons or less per flush when building a 
new home or remodeling a bathroom. 

B. KITCHEN 

1 . Use a pan of water (or place a stopper in the sink) for rinsing pots and pans and cooking 
implements when cooking rather than turning on the water faucet each time a rinse is 
needed. 

2. Never run the dishwasher without a full load. In addition to saving water, expensive 
detergent will last longer and a significant energy saving will appear on the utility bill. 

3. Use the sink disposal sparingly, and never use It for just a few scraps. 

4. Keep acontainer of drinking water in the refrigerator. Running waterfromthe tap until it is 
cool is wasteful. Better still, both water and energy can be saved by keeping cold water in 
a picnic jug on a kitchen counter to avoid opening the refrigerator door frequently. 

5. Use a small pan of cold water when cleaning vegetables rather than letting the faucet run. 

6. Use only a little water in the pot and put a lid on It for cooking most food. Not only does this 
method save water, but food is more nutritious since vitamins and minerals are not poured 
down the drain with the extra cooking water. 

7. Use a pan of water for rinsing when hand washing dishes rather than a running faucet. 

8. Always keep water conservation in mind, and think of other ways to save in the kitchen. 
Small kitchen savings from not making too much coffee or letting ice cubes melt in a sink 
can add up in a year's time. 

C. LAUNDRY 

1 . Wash only a full load when using an automatic washing machine (32 to 59 gallons are 
required per load). 

2. Use the lowest water level setting on the washing machine for light loads whenever 
possible. 

3. Use cold water as often as possible to save energy and to conserve the hot water for uses 
which cold water cannot serve. (This is also better for clothing made of loday's synthetic 
fabrics.) 

D. APPLIANCES AND PLUMBING 

9-10 



Wimberley Regional Waatewater Planning Study 
Texaa Water Development Board Reaearch and Planning Fund 

1 . Check water requirements of various models and brands when considering purchasing 
any new appliance that uses water. Some use less water than others. 

2. Check all water line connections and faucets for leaks. If the cost of water is $1 .00 per 
1,000 gallons, one could be paying a large bill for water that simply goes down the drain 
because of leakage. A slow drip can waste as much as 170 gallons of water EACH DAY,or 
5,000 gallons per month, and can add as much as $10.00 per month to the water bill. 

3. Learn to replace faucet washers so that drips can be corrected promptly. It is easy to do, 
costs very little, and can represent a substantial amount save in plumbing and water bills. 

4. Check for water leakage that the customer may be entirely unaware of, such as a leak 
between the water meter and the house. To check, all indoor and outdoor faucets should 
be turned off, and the water meter should be checked. If it continues to run orturn, a leak 
probably exists and needs to be located. 

5. Insulate all hot water pipes to avoid the delays (and wasted water) experience while waiting 
for the water to "run hot". 

6. Be sure the hot water heater thermostat is not set high. Extremely hot setting waste water 
and energy because the water often has to be cooled with cold water before it can be 
used. 

7. Use a moisture meterto determine when house plants need water. More plants die from 
over-watering than from being too dry. 

E. OUT-OF-DOOR USES 

1 . Water lawns early in the morning during the hotter summer months. Much of the water 
used on the lawn can simply evaporate between the sprinkler and the grass. 

2. Use a sprinkler that produces large drops of water, rather than a fine mist, to avoid 
evaporation. 

3. Turn soaker hoses so the holes are on the bottom to avoid evaporation. 

4. Water slowly for better absorption, and never water on windy days. 

5. Forget about watering the street or walks or driveways. They will never grow a thing. 

6. Condition the soil with compost before planting grass or flower beds so that water will soak 
in rather than run Off. 

7. Fertilize lawns at least twice a year for root stimulation. Grass with a good root system 
makes better use of less water. 

B. Leam to know when grass needs watering. If it has turned adull grey-green oriffootprlnts 
remain visible. It is time to water. 

9. Not water too frequently. Too much water can overload the soil so that air cannot get to 
the roots and can encourage plant diseases. 
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10. Not over-water. Soil can absorb only so much moisture and the rest simply runs off. A 
timer will help, and either akitchen timeror an alarm clock will do. An inch and one-half of 
water applied once a week will keep most Texas grasses alive and healthy. 

11. Operate automatic sprinkler systems only when the demand on the town's water supply is 
lowest. Set the system to operate between four and six a.m. 

12. Not scalp lawns when mowing during hot weather. Taller grass holds moisture better. 
Rather, grass should be cut fairly often, so that only 1/2 to 3/4 inch is trimmed off. A better 
looking lawn will result. 

13. Use a watering can or hand water with the hose in small areas of the lawn that need more 
frequent watering (those near walks or driveways or in especially hot, sunny spots.) 

14. Learn what types of grass, shrubbery, and plants do best in the area and in which parts of 
the lawn, and then plant accordingly. If one has a heavily shaded yard, no amount of water 
will make roses bloom. In especially dry sections of the state, attractive arrangements of 
plants that are adapted to arid or semi-arid climates should be chosen. 

15. Consider decorating areas of the lawn with rocks, gravel, wood chips, or other materials 
now available that require no water at all. 

16. Not "sweep" walks and driveways with the hose. Use a broom or rake instead. 

17. Use a bucket of soapy water and use the hose only for rinsing when washing the car. 
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County addresses on-site wastewater 
By Harre'U King 
Staff Writer 

Hays County Commis­
sioners Monday addressed a 
problem they had been wait­
Ing apprOXimately two years 
for the State of Texas to 
resolve. The issue involved 
regulations dealing With the 
propel' installation, mainte­
nance and discharge of on­
site wastewater systems. 

The issue was brought to 
the attention of the court by 
Director Allan Walthers. of 
the EnVironmental Health 
Department who told com­
missioners it was time to 
stop waiting for the Texas 
Natural Resource 
Conservation Commission: 
(TNRCC) to finish reVising its • 
regulations. That process' 
could take another year 01' 

longer, he explained. 
Meanwhile, the director 

and commissioners agreed 
the county's regulatory sys-\' 
tern needed an overhaul. 

Walthers said he was see-' 
ing the introduction of a 
number of new types of 
wastewater systems, 

designed by professionals. 
The nature of these designs 
could affect the way In which 
the county has traditionally 
looked at small lot sizes for-
home sites. , 

ReVising the regulati0r:-=---I 

would also proVide an oppor- , 
tunity to address sites over I 
the recharge zone. The coun- ! 

ty also could encourage cer­
tain types of fme treatment, 
through the development of 
new rules. 

Precinct 2 Commissioner 
Jeff Barton agreed, "There 
are things we can do to, 
enhance our position in 
negotiating with agencies 
such as.the EPA." 

With the recent increase 
in enVironmental action! 

through the Endangered 
Species Act and the 
Outstanding National 
Resource Waters proposal. 
Hays County Judge Eddy 
Etheredge said the issues 
"brought home some short­
comings that we have." 

He added. "We're going to 
have to take a little different: 
view of how the Health! 
Department treats septic sys- : 
terns." 

The judge also acknowl-' 
edged that the county could, 

not make much headway 
With federal agencies if they 
told them Hays County could 
take care ofits own problems 
-and then we turn around 
and ignore the problem.· 

In negotiating over federal 
regulation of local areas. 
Etheredge said county offi­
cials would only be taken 
seriously if they provide 
alternatives to ONRWs. This 
could be done by "keeping 
our rules current and 
strict." 

Perhaps seeking to enlist 
the aid of local school dis­
tricts in holding off such fed­
eral intervention. Etheredge 
said if the Imposition of the 
proposed non-degradation 
standards were to lower 
property values. "it will also 
affect school districts.· 

MoVing specifically back 
to the subject of wastewater. 
commissioners discussed 

some additional options if 
new design and technology 
were recognized. 

By setting specific stan­
dards, the county could 
encourage some actions. 
deemed as desirable. and 
discourage others. 

Among those which could 
be encouraged, if the propel' 
standards were in place, 
were cluster developments 
With contained or planned 
open spaces for more effi­
cient land use. 

Barton suggested that 
such plans might be -more 
effective if we let the market 
dictate that: He did 
acknowledge the possibility 
of creating incentives for 
more efficient systems and 
land use by "knocking down 
bureaucratic barriers." 

Discussion included the 
possibility of developing a 
regional wastewater system. 
though it was agreed that no 
funding was available from 
CAPCO. 

The ONRW once again 
creeped back into the discus­
sion, as Etheredge told com­
missioners if the designation 
were implemented "we would 
be prohibited from collective 
systems which would have 
any kind of discharge.· 

Walthers said most agen­
cies, at every level of govern­
ment favor subsurface dis­
charge. 

Commissioners asked 
Walthers to begin working on 
a draft reViSion of wastewater 
regulations in preparation 
for a detailed workshop on 
the subject. 

They also asked him to 
prepare an Instructional pro­
gram for the court. to brtng 
them up to speed on the dif­
ferent types of systems avail­
able, both innovative and 
conventional. 
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Dav's use approaches 1 million gallons :> 
Water use at record 
high as wells go dry 
By DB Bearden 
Staff Writer 

Water usage at the 
. Wimberley Water Supply 

reached an all time high With 
982,000 gallons recorded on 
Sunday. The reading was for 
the previous days use so last 
Saturday Wimberley residents 
were doing everything they 
could to keep cool or to keep 
their yards green. Water utility 
manager Lanny Montague is­
sued a warning last week that 
the community must volun­
tarily limit outside watering to 
once every five days. 

Montague said. ~Daily us­
age should be limited to drink­
ing, cooking and bathrooms. If 
this doesn't work, we'll have to 
put a total ban on all outside 

. watering. 
An audit of Wimberley Wa­

ter Supply daily usage since 
May indicates that water use 

has douoled or tripled. On 
Sunday May l' a total of 
378.000 gallons were recorded 
from the previous days usage. 
One week later usage leaped to 

-448.000 gallons. By the last 
Sunday in May usage recorded 
had increased to 568,000 gal­
lons. 

During the month of June 
usage crept up to breach the 
600,000 gallon mark and then 
on July 5, 871.000 holiday 
gallons were recorded. 

The box above shows the 
most recent week's water us­
age that is averaging almost 
870,000 gallons a day. 

There have been reports of 
many water wells in Wimberley 
going dry. Montague said they 
have added 63 feet of pipe to 
one well to keep the pump be­
low the water line. 

()n Monday the Barton 

Springs/Edwards Aquifer 
Conservation District issued 
a Drought AJarm due to drop­
ping water levels and a fore­
cast for continued hot, dry 
weather. Board president 
Patrick Cox said, ~Water lev­
els in key monitor wells have 
dropped below the established 
trigger points and have re­
mained there for at least 14 
days." 

Persons holding pumping 
permits from the-distnct are 
required to begin conservation 
measures With a goal of a 20 
percent reduction in monthly 
water use. The district has been 
under a Drought AJert Since 
August 1993. 

According to the conserva­
tion district water levels in some 
locations in western Hays 
County are approaching lows 
last seen in the drought of the 
1950s. 
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. ~_~.~_nty_ okays GBRA 
'attempt at.,re,gional 
i1iastewate-r':~study:~~~ 

By Harrell King 
Staff Writer 

- Addressing the Hays" County Commissioners Court 
Monday, Precinct 3 COmmissioner Craig Payne said, "As most 
of us are aware, Wimberley, the City of Woodcreek and the 
school district in Wimberley... all of us have some sort of 
sewer problems." 

He said Wimberley has had these problems for years. In i 
addition, the City of Wood creek is overloaded and the school 
district is having problems dealing with growth in the area. 
Payne related. 

In an effort to encourage the finding of a solution to these 
problems, Payne suggested that the court compose a letter of : 
support, acknowledging the need for regional wastewater I 
study. I 

The letter would accompany a grant request by the 
Guadalupe/Blanco River AuthOrity (GBRA) to the Texas 
Water Development Board. "This is actually going to be just 
a letter of support and sponsorship for this application by 
GBRA," I:'aY!le emphaSized. 

Additional letters of support would be. 
forthcoming from the City of Woodcreek and 
the Wimberley Independent School District, 
the commissioner added . 

.. With Payne's motion receiving a second: 
from County Judge Eddy Etheredge. approval I 
was unanimous. 

Payne said he would be drafting the letter' 
immediately and would release additional 
information once it was complete. 
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Wastewater treatment 
Qbject-offuture study 
By DB Bearden 
Holly Media Group 

. ·We're one of the players 
making a proposal," said David 
Welch, Director of Planning and 
Development for the Guadalupe 

. Blanco River Authority. 
After months of discussion 

. by the Wimberley Study Group 
about water quality problems 
facingthecommunity, theGBRA 
is looking at alternatives and 
making cost estimates fordeveI­
oping a. regional waste water 
treatment plant for the Wimber­
ley Valley. 

"Wiinberleyis a challenge due 
to the soil conditions' and be­
cause it is a growing area with 
new people moving in, you need 
some form of wastewater treat­
ment. We're trying to see what 
kind of facility is feasible there," 
said Welch. 

Welch said that while GBRA 
does operate wastewater treat­
ment plants elsewhere, a facility 
in \yimberley could be opera.!.ed_ 

by a Municipal Utility District 
or a Water Conservation and 
Improvement District as well . 

·We have had some experi­
ence. We operate four rural 
plants at Canyon Lake, Lake 
DUnlap, Northcliff and Springs 
Hill. In addition we have oper­
ated a large plant in Victoria 
since 1972 and will be building 
a new one at Lockhart ... he said. 

Development in Wimberley 
has been restricted by county 
health offiCials who are reluc­
tant to permit new septic sys- I 

terns. In addition the Wimber- . 
ley school district and Wood­
creek Utilities have systems that I 

have been::aeclared beyond their 
permitted capacity. 

Welch said that the GBRA 
was involved in discussions with 
the City of San Marcos. which 
is seeking a new permit for its 
wastewater treatment plant. 
The Sari-Marcos River Founda­
tion is asking the city to reduce 
SeeGB~ page 9 .. _ . _ 

the amount of pollutants re­
leased into the river bevond what 
they have requested. San Marcos 
is currently pennitted at 20-20 
- Biological Oxygen Demand 
and Total Suspended Solids. 

While the treatment level is 
determined by the stream and it 
is difficult to compare treatment 
pennits, Welch Cited the follow­
ing pennits for GBRA operated 
plants: Dunlap - 10-15; 
Springshill- 2.5-3; Northcrest 
- 20-2.5; and Canyon Park-
10-15. 

Plans underway for a pos­
sible Wimberley plant involve 
meetings at the Water Develop­
ment Board to develop a study 
grant. Welch said the grant pro­
posal would be completed and 
submitted in the next two weeks. 
He said a population study with 
an ability to pay analysis plus a 
system cost and design would 
be included. He said there is a 
lot of support for the study from 
the people in Wimberley. 

Mayor ofW oodcreekJ eannine 
Pool said she had attended meet­
ings at the Water Development 
Board but that the City Of Wood­
creek has not discussed partici­
pation in a regional wastewater 
treatment plant. The council has 
discussed possible purchase of 
Woodcreek Utilities from the re­
sort, 

The GBRA is looking at all of 
Hays County. "There are a lot of 
small communities that need 
water," said Welch. 

The GBRA recently partici­
pated in the discussions that 
might lead to the purchase of 
Blue Hole by the Texas Nature 
Conservancy. The river author­
ity operates parks in locations 
where there is compatibility for 
recreation and dedication. In 
Seguin they operate Nolte Is­
land in conjunction with a power 
plant and at Cleto Creek there is 
a cooling pond with 3,100 sur­
face acres and a dam that is also 
used for recreation., 

Welch said the river author­
ity would probably not be inter-

. ested in acquiring park land that 
is not in conjunction with a util- I 
ity service. 



• • Wimberley View - Saturday, October 22,1_994_ 

$15.000. and Hays County. With a contrtbution of $1.985. 
According to the grant application. filed by GBRA the 

responsibility "for the overall administrative and fiscal man­
~ agement of the project. including coordination of the various 

technical activities undertaken by the different study partic­
ipants," 

"rmjust super delighted." said Jene Williams. chairperson 
of the Wimberley Study Group, "We've been moving in this 
direction every since that first meeting." held in August. 
1993. David Welsh. With 1WDB said the "fairly comprehen­
sive study" Will be coordinated on a local level With Williams. 

The group met in August With Carolyn Briton. head of the 
regional" planning division of the 1WDB to coordinate the 
funding request. Present at the meeting were "WlSD 
Superintendent of Schools Vernon Newsom. Eddie Gumoert. 
City of Woodcreek Mayor Jeanine Pool and Tony McGee. 

When contacted Thursday, Hays County Commissioner 
Craig Payne said, "I'm very happy about it." However. he 
noted that the performance of the study was "the tip of the 
iceberg." By way of the study. the community would need to 
"look at and digest the overall environmental fmancial 
impacts." 

Completion of the study was estimated at approximately 
one year. 
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Wastewater study spurred, 
bv Wimberley area growth I 
By Harrell King . tion of the various technical impacts."' .. I 
View Staff actiVities undertaken by the Completion of the study r 

With nearly every commu- different study participants." was estimated at approxi- ! 
nity in the central Texas area "I'm just super delighted." mately one year. 
wrestling with what many said Jene Williams. chairper- According to the applica­
are calling uncontrollable son of the Wimberley Study tion submitted by the GBRA. 
growth. it should come as no Group. "We've been moVing the need for the funding 
surprise that the Wimberley in this direction every Since assistance is based on the 
community is no immune. that first meeting." held in fact that "no single gover-

Organizing an effort one August. 1993. David Welsh. mental entity exists with the . 
and a half years ago. con- with TWDB said the "fairly authority or resources for 
cerned citizens in the comprehensive study" will be planning. implementing. 
Wimberley area sought out a coordinated on a local level funding or operating an over-/ 
method with which they with Williams. all wastewater management 
could examine problems The group met in August program that can effectively 
connected with surface and with Carolyn Briton. head of address present and future 
well water. the regional planning divi- water pollution problems 

With the awarding of a sion of the TWDB to coordi- throughout the area." 
grant last week by the Texas nate the funding request. The planning is needed. 
Water Development Board. Present at the meeting were according to the proposal. 
those who helped to initiate WISD Superintendent of because "The wimberley 
the drive for assistance rev- Schools Vernon Newsom. Region has grown so rapidly 
eled in the fruition of their Eddie Gumbert. City of over the past two decades." 
goals. Woodcreek Mayor Jeanine The environmentally sen- . 

The result of an applica- Pool and Tony McGee. sitive nature of its rural ~er-
tion by the Guadalupe- When contacted rain has "undergone signifi-
Blanco River AuthOrity. the Thursday. Hays County cant physical change and 
grant will provide $43.875 Commissioner Craig Payne experienced a variety. of 
for the primary funding of said. "I'm very happy about adverse impacts.". . 
the study. it." However. he noted that As a result of the popula-

Matching funds were prov the performance of the study tion growth. due. to a 
ided by GBRA and Hays was "the tip of the iceberg.· "spillover from the high-tech 
County. totaling $1.685. In By way of the study. the developmentaiong·the 1-35 
kind services will be provided community would need to Corridor,"· the' absence of 
by each participating group. "look at and digest the over- organizational :'management 
with the GBRA providing the all environmental finanCial and planrung and the "reluc-
majority. Hays County about' tance of, local- residentS' to 
half of that amount and the submit_tl;emi~2~~rdc'ru. 
Wimberley Citizens Group governmental planning ,and 
matching the county. regUIatorY·iesi,r:icfi<ir.!s~ "seri-

Local participation will be . ous problems"wiili y,a,ter and 
prin).arily in the form of coor- land resources:fu 'the,·area 
dination . and information have·occurred::::.J-i-:£'='~::-' ,_ 
compiling. The pl~g~ focus on 
'. According to the grant overall wastewater:!'fac!l1ty 

>. ....--: ~- f """'7":'~.:. \ 

application. fIled by GBRA and water P~~=~?~,::~l_ 
the "responsibility "for the needs. _."" ...... ~ .. :oy't:!...._ . 
overall administrative and _ - .. ·c· ...... ~-"1!, ,;-~.~ _ 

"<fisca! ::--man:ag~rneiJ.t -o(:the~ 
prtij dct. --:: inchidirig?Coordil1-<i:'-

... ;'~'.'. i~.'~~~~;S· . '. . _ .......... ~ 
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County quits negotIations 
to purchase the Blue Hole 
• Officials say $2 
million price for 
swim area too high 
BYZEKE MACCORMACK 
American-Statesman Staff 

Sticker shock prompted Hays 
County to drop negotiations for 
the purchase of the Blue Hole, a 
favorite swimming hole consid­
ered for use as a county park_ 

The 125-acre parcel along Cy­
press Creek is now being consid­
ered for use as a mobile home 
park, said Kirby Perry, general 
partner for Blue Hole Manage­
mentLtd. 

He said the asking price is $2 
million for the property off RM 
3237 near Wimberley but that it 
might be leased to mobile home 
park operators if no sale agree­
ment can be reached. 

In negotiations with the county, 
Perry said, the partners dropped 

the price to $1.5 million, but the ne­
gotiator for the county topped out 
aULl million. 

Commissioners voted last sum­
mer to have Jim Fries of the Texas 
Nature Conservancy negotiate for 
them. 

If terms had been reached, plans 
called for the Nature Conservan­
cy to buy the property and hold it 
until funding was available for 
purchase by the county. 

Hays County Judge Eddy 
Etheredge last week called Blue 
Hole negotiations "a dead issue." 

"They weren't willing to come 
down (enough), and there was way 
too much money in between," 
Etheredge said. 

Commissioner Craig Payne, who 
represents the Wimberley area, 
agreed with decision not to raise 
the county's offer, but said, "I wish 
we could have come to terms be­
cause it's an ideal piece of prop-

erty for a park. 
"If it falls into hands of a pri­

vate developer it could be gone:' 
he said. 

The county's proposal to buy the 
Blue Hole drew mixed reactions 
from patrons of the swimming 
hole that has been operated as a 
private club since Perry's group 
bought it in 1973. 

Perry said that he doubts a mo­
bile home park will be received 
any more favorably by surround­
ing property owners but that the 
partners are intent on generating 
reven ue from the property: 

The mobile homes would be on 
a bluff overlooking the swimming 
hole area. which would remain 
open for swimming and camping, 
Perry said. 

He said the property could han­
dle 100 mobile homes. which 
would be connected to the waste­
water treatment plant that cur­
rently serves the Deer Creek Nurs­
ingHome. 

1994 staff file photo 

The Blue Hole has been a favorite Swimming area for peo­
ple lilting in and around Wimberley for years. Hays County 

officials have pulled out of negotiations to buy the site, say­
ing the asking price was too high. 
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in small group discussions with landowners, environmentalists, 
property rights organizations and other stakeholders. 

,~I think the meetings have been very productive, and I've learned 
a lot about what people in Hays County want in a plan like this," he 
said. " ... (I)t's clear there's strong local concern over water and qual­
ity of life issues, and a plan that focuses on those things rather than 
relief from federal regulation has received a lot of support." 

Some county residents and property rights' groups are concerned 
about the process being expedited too quickly and involving the use 
of an out-of-state agency. 

Moreover, a new plan to help protect endangered species in Cen­
tral Texas is expected momentarily from Interior Secretary Bruce 
Babbitt. The centerpiece of the proposal apparently will be a revolv­
ing fund for land acquisition. 

The U;S. Interior Department plan could be unveiled this month, 
with Its approval coming in the spring. 

'The Endangered Species Act is law, and It tnust be dealt with," 
said County Judge Eddy Etheredge. 'They're going to have to make 
some decisions regarding endangered species, and those decisions 
will affect Hays County. 

"WIth that, the intent is to come up with an alternative for locally­
generated program to take the place of federal mandates. We've got 
a lot of work to do, and a fairly short amount of time to get it done." 

Further, environmentalists are under some of the sharpest attacks 
in years from conservatives in Congress, property-rights advocates 
and commercial interests that see environmental regulation as the 
enemy of economic growth. 

For instance, a growing number ofleglslators want to toughen risk 
assessment requirements and protect property owners from intru­
sive environmental regulations. 

'The local community has an interest in endangered species pro­
tection if for no other reason than to prevent the federal government 
from taking over land development from the county: Olson Said. 
'That's been a real problem in California." 

'The important thing as a Court is to stay focused on our inten­
tions," Etheredge said. 'Those intentions are to put in place a mech­
anism providing for the proteCtion of endangered species and con­
servation of our natural resources, while at the same time allowing 
continued growth to go on in the county without dealing with daily 
federal bureaucracy.-

As a related discussion item, Chuck McKinney made a presenta­
tion to the Court concerning the Sustainable Development Workshop 
conducted Nov. 18-19. 

McKinney, workshop coordinator and facilitator, said the two-day 
event was a great success, and participants would like additional 
meetings to be scheduled. 

'This is one step in a process that could be tremendous for the 
county,- he said. -Everyone's eager to continue what we've started." 

One of its goals was to bring together a diversified group of stake­
holders. That was reached through the presence of city officials, rep­
resentatives of chambers of commerce and environmentaf groups, 
and others who spoke about a variety of topics affecting the county. 

Other goals involved maintaining the county's beauty, improving 
its quallty of life, and projecting its appearance in the year 2025. 

In addition, the participants suggested areas of improvement to 
better facilitate county changes and growth. More accountability by 
the county is needed, along with the establishment of plans for spe­
cific projects and issues. Also, enhanced communication and coop­
eration was suggested. 

==:==========================-------- -._--
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GBRA receives grants from TWOB 
GBRA has received approval from the 

Texas Water Development Board (TWOB) for 
three grant applications to study water sup­
ply and wastewater treatment needs in the 
Guadalupe River Basin. 

TWOB will contribute $20.230 toward a 
$40,460 grant to fund a cooperative study by 
GBRA. and Caldwell. Comal. Guadalupe. and 
Hays Counties. The study will evaluate the 
benefits of developing and operating a region­
al wastewater sludge disposal facility. 
Municipalities currently operating waste­
water treatment plants in these areas spend 
more than $550.000 annually to dispose of 
sludge byproducts generated by the treat­
ment process. By combining their resources. 
they can more effectively process and dispose 
of domestic sludge. utilize new compo sting 
techniques. and comply with future disposal· 
and environmental regulations using the 
most cost-effective procedures. 

Another TWOB grant in the amount of 
$43.785 will fund an $87.570 regional waste­
water study of the Village of Wimberley and 
surrounding areas by GBRA and Hays 
County. The County is experiencing rapid 
residential growth. resulting in a large num­
ber of new septic tank installations. This 
study will examine the potential for a region­
al facility to serve present and future waste-

water treatment needs. as well as protect the 
water resources of Cypress Creek. the Blanco 
River. and the Edwards Aquifer which un­
derlies much of Hays County. 

A $22.000 grant from TWDB will fund a 
$46.000 feasibility study to plan. construct 
and operate a regional water treatment facil­
ity to benefit rural communities and water 
systems in the Hays County and San Marcos 
area. Participating in the study with GBRA 
are the cities of San Marcos and Kyle. and 
nine rural water supply corporations. Most 
of these systems rely totally on groundwater. 
either from the Edwards Aquifer or from a 
small aquifer along the San Marcos River. By 
combining their resources. they can more 
effectively investigate alternative water 
sources. additional treatment methods. and 
address future water supply needs. 

The TWOB administers financial assis­
tance funds dedicated to funding water-relat­
ed or municipal solid waste management pro­
jects. Political subdivisions of the state. or 
nonprofit water supply corporations. may 
apply for planning grants like those men­
tioned in this article. to help communities 
pay the cost of developing regional facility 
planning feasibility studies for alternative 
water supply. wastewater treatment. and 
flood control projects. ~ ... 
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-.-wastewater study 
. . .--::."\~ . . - . ,- ~'*' 

By Harrell King . - :"~:'!: 
View Staff . 

I n an effort to keep the local area informed and involved. 
a community meeting is scheduled for 7 p.m. Thursday at 
the Chapel in the Hills to allow representatives of the 

groups participating in the Wimberley Regional Wastewater 
Planning Study to discuss their interest in the project and 
how the study will be conducted. 

Representing the Texas Water Development Board, David 
Welch will discuss his organization's interest in clean water 

. and the general management philosophy toward a regional 
approach. The "importance of 'protecting area rivers and 
creeks for the 'future of Wimberley will be explained by David 
Welch, of the Guadalupe/Blanco River AuthOrity. Bob 

, Brandes, project director of the study will outline the study 
·:.and explain how the community can p.artiCipate. 
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Regi_9rJa!_wa~!~w~ter studYj 
- -:.gat~~rs. m_orrtentu~ 

'--, ,~ --: .-.-. - In :addition to ~~edefirung 

By Harrell King . " ' the purpose of the planning I 
View Staff :;> .' study and displaying a map , 

L:OCal . citizens and of the study perimeters. offi-

, 
",,',' ,,' representative, s " of cials fielded' questions and 
. . organizations partic- explained the schedules of I 

, ipating 'in' the events which would lead to a i 
Regional ., ",. Wastewaterfinal.p.roposal by the group. I 
Planning"CStudy for _' the -.---.. 
Wimberle{ area met Thursday ~ .j; , 'A schedule of 'Stage 1 

-~tChapel'lr1 .. th~lm~·1iS af ~C::~~ce:S!~~~~~;~~:;:~ f 
:: prelimina;Y :to i initiating. the I the responsibility of the tasks' 
- fir~tstage of~~ project. i involved in the study to each 

. Funded by a grant from: of the groups: , 
the T~ Water Development: . While overall management 
Board.: represented at thel and coordination of the pro- , 

' I 
meeting by Gordon Thorn'j ject waS listed as the respon- , 

, the purpose of the study is ~ Sibility'ofthe GBRA.Brandes· 
develop solutions to, prob~ company. shouldered the' 
lems - ~oth, immediat~' . and ' responsibility of organizing 
thos~ assoCiated with futui:e the tasks of the study and 
growth. i!lvolving regional making' assiglunents to the . 
water.: and ,land resources partiCipants.. ! 
caused by tDeffective control Commissioner Payne sug-
of wastewater. :0 ~ .' geste.c!.tp.atthose c~~~ns whs> 

: APproxiIrnitely 35 citizens were imerested in panicipat· 
attended the meeting to dis- ing in the project should 
cuss not only the gOal, s of the I check the list of tasks and 
study. b~~ also. the role com- , activities assigned to the 
munity members will play in community and comact . .lJ 
the gathering 'of information Sanders for inclUSion in that 
on:which fue final optiO?S or I' portion of the process. 
proposal~,will be b~t:.d. " While completion of the 
,,_,Representing other organi- planning study is not e:\.-pect-
zations ulvolved "as partici- ed until November. Brandes 
pa:n~'~~e stii~~ were Craig: told the audience another 
P~yn~e!1'; ~,~-,~y~~ ... 5ounty \: meelting was bscheduled for 

- _.- ear y Septem er to assess 
~~--> _- i! 
'Commissioner;Jor Precinct 3. 1- the information on hand at 
David :,.;;.Welsh~, • of the that time and to begin the 
GU:adalupe~Blanco-:.':- River formulation of preliminary 
:Authority~dGBRA). ,~Mayor alternative solutions. 
Jeanme Pool. of .the City of Welsh noted that the 
Woodcr~ek.:: ' ':~'and , .. Bob . quantity of information gath-
,Brandes. of: RJ. Brandes & ered by late August. includ-
'Company :'::(im_\;; engineering ing population figures. pro-
''Consultant firm" hired by jections on growth. sources 

~G~~~:~~; ":>.1- ~;~ '. ' - _ ~~s~~e~o:a~~.P~:o~d p:~~~~ 
a base for the development of 

a rough draft report. From 
this repon. t.'1e O'rOUD could 

!> • 

further refine options and 
alternatives until a final pro­
posal was developed. 

Brandes said several 
options eXisted to fund and 
control whatever plan devel­
oped as a result of the study. 
-1 don't think irs going to be 
an easy problem to solve. - he 
observed. He said the engi­
neering alone presented a 
stiff challenge, 

One member of the audi­
ence asked if future growth 
would be taken into consid­
eration in the project. 
Brandes noted. '"The plan as 
it evol\'es has to focus on 
existing development and 
existing property... as new 
development occurs there 
are opportunities for a devel­
oper. for instance. to foot the 
bill on his portion of the sys­
tem: 

\Vhile he did acknowledge 
gro\N"th as an issue. the con­
sultant said he could not 
imagine t.'1e entire study area 
being ser"iced by whatever 
plan resulted from the study. 
This. he related. was primar­
ily due to the amount of 
financing available and 

. -what Vie can afford to do.-
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J Other concerns included 
whether connection to a area 

. system would be voluntary 
or if recently purchased 
independent systems would 
be required to connect. 

Welsh informed the audi­
ence that many of (hose 
questions would be ironed 
out in me final stages of the 
study. Brandes said he did­
not (hink the sys(em would 
work well if a large number 
of residenLs resis(ed connec­
tion. 

In consideration of the 
final proposal. Welsh said 
structural and non-structur­
al solutions would be 
explored. Examples of non­
structural solutions included 
regulations. such as expan­
sion of lor size requiremenLs. 
phosphate bans or pay toi­
leeS and 'honeywagons' in 
high-traffic public areas. 

• 
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~B_RA presents initial 
"- .. 

wastewater stu-dy results 
____ . _. __ __. __ . Brandes said. -\Ve r:eed .. .. 

By Harrell King 
View Staff 

pproximacely 30 citi­
zens of the \Vimbe:-!ey 
community \,,'ere on 
hand at BO\1;en 

[ntermediate Schoo! 
Thursday to hear initial resu[ts of a 
'.':ascewacer study. sponsored by the 
Guadalupe-Blanco' River Authority 
(G3R.l.,). 

~e?resenting [he GBR"'.. David 
~.t"'e[sh ::!.'P1ai:1ed the steps t.a2...:en in 
:...:.....~ s:u.dv. no\\/ the L"1format:on. \\"2.5 

ca:egor:.Z~d arId \\:hat kind of options i 

~'-:e CO;'7Jmunicj' would be ?resenced 
•.•. ~::, ·-·.-hen the final reports were con­
?:.e::. 

::1 addition to gau.'ering informa~ 
:::::--: aOot.;t the: number of \vaste'.\."ater 
s~:s:~::".s c~r7~nt.ly in t.:.'-te defi:led area. 
'."·e:s:: said ?opulation played a ke:: 
:"::>::: ::: ~l.e s~L!dv. Current Dooulat.io:1 
2..3 v.-e!l as ac~u:,a-[e proj~c~ons of 
~~,),.\.,._'1 far tr.e next 20 to 25 year were 
'.-:::!J ~,~ys to ;J!a."1nmg effecU .. :e alter· 

T:'ose alcernatives fell L'1to " .... 0 

g~:;~~ai ca[egoJ~es. the GBR~. ofiicial 
s~:'::. or.~ involving structural optiqns 
a:.:i u'-:e or...'1e~ institutional. - . 

~iJtcrt Brand.es. a..11. engineering 
c.'J='.s:...:ltant specializing in \\"ater 

,~soJL!~ces. explained that struc~ural ! 

a:::!;-::ati .... es also fell into t'.VQ cate~ 

g·J:i~5. on~ in:,/ol .... ing differen: types of ; 
:3.·:~::tif!S a.."1d the other dealing \~itrJ, ; 

~:~S ar.d regulations. 
To c!~:en::.ine v ... ·hat type of facilities 

·x:)l...!td be approp.:iate for th~ area. 

to kno\v' ho\\.' rTIL!.cn 
;VasteVlater \Ve're actu· 
ally dea.4z1g ~"i ,..'1.-
Brea~g the a:~a 

down into subsections. 
0.e group researc:ted 
population. esti:na~ed 
at ~.600. and the nUr:1-

ber <L'1d types of st:-uc· 
tlJres. including resi~ 

de:1tial and COG::",er­
c'o I 

Taking [.Ito a::::aunt 
50tl types a... -:d ::e:-:-aiz-:.. 
3randes said (he Engineer . Robert Brandes 

options • d ex .. lained various options avail-
pr~5=:-:.. .. e ~ 

tn .... ol· .. ·ed bot.' L.~g;=.:iOr1 
a.:.d discharge :'0: :..'e 
dis?osal of treacec 

abl: to the \Vimberley communi-
ty tor the disposal of waste· 
water. 

\\-aste\vater. Le2.sed w-acts of la...'"1d 
would be rec;ui~e= :or d~air:2.~::: fields 
if t..~e i.rrigatio~ rr:e:..."iod \Ve:-e chosen. 
T:,c: 3la:-:co R.:':~~. GO',>'r1stream from 
t...i:.e dense!y PO?~~2.:cd areas. \vould 
be used for G.~~ d:s::ha:ge r:1e:"~od. 

Of the ;:WoJ c::s?osa! nethods. 
Brandes said ::.~~ discna:ge r.1eL'od 
-has a highe:- le';et of treat..."7lent.­

EX<L-npks of :..'-:e ap:iorls ?resen(ed 
L'1c!uded ll-_"'.. s=:-:icing the WISD 

sc:-:aGIs, c.he cO\>'r1(Own 
2.....--::3. and future devel­
o?::1e:lt of the Blue 
~ct-:: trace. 

'T"r:e treatment p[a.~t 
fo~ chis option would 
b~ :Jcated near Flite 
A;:~es. Tr,is method 
\',,;o--.::d utllize: Lr-te cts­
charge method of dis­
posal and handle a 
c2.?3.::iCy of 200,000 
ga:!J:ls D~- day. 
In'::u.ding collection. 
t:ea~--:1en;: and admin­
is::-a::an. w:2.l capital 
cos [ were esti:71ated at 
S~ . .:; mUlion . 

. '_-:ot.'-,er o?Lion, 1-0, 
l:-.·,;o:·/ed L~e sarr"e area 

plus L~e addlrio:; of r...'-Je \\'oodcreek 
U:i:ity Dfst~CC, l·')·:?.:.ing ::;.e t:~at..7.e:1t 



·C8=U.:l.:ty.::: "-'lis scenario: the i.rr."' : .'-"".:', ·;): .... ~c coLecc:on, ra,,:1er t.t1an treac· 
ga:ion me,,"!od would be used. with . :'me::S:;:It c·~!;t.s you rno:~e to pick [( . 

· ca~aciry of 620,000 gallons per day. :-'l:I~d :.J;U~ve:t. than to treat it: t,~ 
· Tow cos, was estimated at· more t"-"l:!J1ained. -You have a lot of hills: 
· than 511 million. (s'ee'map,'pa,ge sf .: .he obsexved· ..... ,.: .. :. 

Sstimatin<1 a 30-year 'financina- ; -. 'Infoi-rni..rig the audience' that "you " .:;. I dO>" .. 
pack4lge~ Brandes provideCl:soroe estf-" nee. ;.~oroething in place'·S"O you can 

· mates of monthly paj1Iientsc"To.t: ser,;. '/' : a~~e_)lnancing, ~'els!! supported 
,ice for each coruieCtion:.F6r the··l0·~"?-~'?.r:r}ey . Bert Hooper'se..'<plaination 
option's presenced,·'·est4Di'ted. pay'-:, .. :tha(,qne of four types of organizations 
ments ranged from a low<o{ $47:32 : :.have .. to .e."'dst to administer the sys· 

""per month to a !"ti.gh of$9.h05.::::-~ ... LJ tem.~: . ':,'~,: . 

"Wastewater· structural alternatives 

Either an e."'dsting or .new ,-,-a 
supply corporation, M1JD, .WC&-, 
municipality must adniliuster t 
~ste:,,-ater system. to . comply ,,1 
"'"I,aterDeveloproent Board ri.tl6.-

---."".":--"--==..- :--
~ 

As part 01 a' wastewater study of the Wimb~-"Iey-area, 'sponsored by the Guadalupe-Blanco 
River Authority, severai maps 'were' presented Thursday .to illustrate structural alternatives' 
for the disposal of wastewater.: This illustration is a combination of tvio of those maps, pro-' 
vided by engineer Robert Sr:andes. The tWo circles in sections 30 & 47, with lines connect, 
ing to section'3, iliustrate"Option1-D:Both routes illustrate potential locations tor treatment 
plants, one northwest of Wimberley and the other near Flite Acres, and the collection lines 
which would ~!-lpply them. ',' 



• 
Community at a Crossroad: 

! 

Dorothy Wimberley Kerbow says the main forces behind the drive to 
,_ incorporate the community her great-grandfather founded are busi-

Rebecca McE."":te-e.:;''''\'-S 
nesses that don't want to pay for their own sewage system. We don't 
think it's fair for them to expect us to pay for it; she says. 

Wimberley 
cityhood 
question 
resurfaces 
BY ENEDEUA J. OBREGON 
.4r:1€ricar.·Sta:esiT'.an Star.' 

I n t..'1e 121 years since Dorothy 
Wimberley Ke:-bow's great· 
grandfather founded the 

community of \Vunberlej; no one 
has paid a dime in city ta.,es. 

Kerbow hopes it will stay that 
waj: 

For the third time in 12 years, 
a campaign is under way to in­

corporate the 
town. long 
known as a 
summer des· 
tination and 
artists' 
colony. Pro-

, ponents have 
hired a con· 
sultant with 
no ties to the 

Campbell Hays County 
community 

southwest of Austin to hear res­
idents' fears and concerns at a se­
ries of town meetings that begins 
next month. 

Kerbow, perhaps the highest· 
profile opponent of incorporation 
efforts in 1984 and 1987, is skep· 
tica!.. 

"This time I'm going: to listen 
and attend (the meetings) to see 
if they have any - and you can _ 
quote me - new tricks," she said. 

Although proponents through 
the years have touted the benefirs 
of incorporation, such as control 
of land use, residents were sus­
picious of the messengers, usu­
ally business owners and the 
Wimberley Chamber of Com· 
merce. Opponents have coun· 
tered that incorporation would 
benefit only a few business own· 
ers, saddling the rest of the com· 
munity with another layer of 



• • 
• government and more taxes. 

This time, hoV\.-ever. an adviso­
rv committee on incorporation, 
headed by Wimberley resident 
and business owner Dave CamP­
bell and Wunberley Chamber of 
Commerce Presiden~ Leslie , 
Howe, has hired a fIrm. Reed 
Planning Investments of Belton, 
to help determine whether Wun- \ 
berley residents are ready to vote : 

onJ~ ~e:.~g~m~ty pian: I 
net; willsolicitPublicco~ents ; 

- -j:--' 
----! 

on the issue in meetirigs at the I 
. W'lIIlberley HighSchool gymna .. 

situn at 7pJ1l. on Oct:I7, Nov. 20 
and Dec. II. Residents also will 
be asked whether they think the 
issue should be put to a vote. 

"I don't bring anyWunberley : 
baggage with me," he said. "They . 
get an unbiased product." .' :'. . . . . -, 

To avoid any pe'rceptlon of 
bias, the meetings' 'lIrill be mod· 
erated by the Civitas Project of 
Southwest Texas State Universi- . 
tv. The project, funded by a grant ; 
from the Texas Commission for , 
the Humanities. allows students i 
to study why many US. residents 

- ._-- '-- . _ ~~. 7--- - ;.~:.~" .. 

are disenchanted with civic life. 
"I keep mimouth shufand let c 

citiZens give me their fears, ques· 
tions. hopes and conce~ns ~b01:lt 
the topic of incorporation. saId i 

Reedt who also is leading Salado 
-lOCated about 60 miles north of. 
Austin along Interstate 35 - .j 
through a similar proce~s., ' , 

As part of the:Stildy;Reed ~ ! 
publish a newslette.r l;n,the l~ i 
newspap. er or mail 'It to re~s· .1 
tered voters in th:cl,lmmumtY-:· 
The newsletter'~m~ludt:! an", . 
unofficial ballot'~resld~tsto;~: 
state ~eir preferen~e on_~!;or:,.: 

paration. ~ 
::,: Later, he will present a f1..al re-

, port, ballot results and his recom· 
mendation on whether to 
incorporate, 
- . "The ... ballot is not scientific. 
bUt it gives me a feel for what citi· 
zens Want," Reed said. "Some­
times civic leaders want the 
community to go in a certain di· 
rection, but that isn't tbe direction 
!:itizens want." 

, Wimberley is growing . 
= Hays County Precinct 3 Com· 
missioner Craig Payne said aI· 
tbough Wimberley residents have 
voted against incorporation in tbe 
past, tbe time has come for Ibis 
scenic hamlet by the Blanco Rlver 
to incorporate. Payne used 53,200 
from his precinct's special project 
budget to fmance Reed's study. 
.... Times change and demograph· 
ics change," Payne said, "The 
county is growing." 
-And so'is Wimberley:When vot· 
ers in Wimberley went to the polls 
in 1984, the community had a little 
more than 2,000 people. It now has 
about 8,000 residents. Construc· 
tion is booming and traffic has 
increased. 

More people means more septic 
tanks. Hays County commission· 

{

ers, worried about pollution to Cy. 
press Creek and the Blanco River, 
asked the Guadalupe-Blanco Riv' • 
er AuthorltYio "study bringing a . 
Wastewatel:.~m to Wimberley .. 
"~:Payne saidwhile people com· 

-----
plaiIi about.coimty government. 
tbey aon't want another layer to 
dupliCate services. But county go­
vernment is limited in its powers 
to adopt ordinances on land man· 
agement and p1aImiitg, he srud. . 

Campbell said that if Reed rec· 
ommendS against voting on incor' 
poration at this time. then the 
committee 1iIIill drop the issUe. But 
Campbell said he feelsjt is time 
for:WimberIey to-consider incor' 
poratioIC ~-, .• - ' ." . 

-rhe other option is to let some­
one else determine what our en~i· 
ronment 'WilL be.five to IOyears 
d09<li theioad.~~ Campbell said. 

. Campbell pomtedtG:Sin Mar· 
cos' five-year master plan. which 
iricludes anneXing the.Freeman 
Ranch. oV\.ned bySOuth~:est Tex· 
as State University. The ranch lies 
between. Wimberley· and San 
Marcos: . .'::-'. .:.'. .. 

"That will put them two miles 
from our closest point (in the city) 
if we incorporate," Campbell said . 

. -rhat"means tbeir·(extraterritori· ',. 
al jurisdiction) extends toward 
us." . _____ . ___ " ___ 

"Incorporation will allow us to 
have ordinances for controlled use 
of land, improvement of streets 
and highways and police protec· 
tion;' Campbell said. "If ,people 
say we shouldn't incorporate, 
what do yoU think it .... ill be like in 
five years compared to now?" , 

If \llimberley had been incorpo­
rated, Campbell said, the city 
would have been notified when 
the Pede males Electric Coopera· 

tive decided to locate a 138,OOO-volt 
power line tbrough tbe communi· 
ty, 

I 
(I; 

Many prefer~us quo: 
But residents like Kerbow rna. y I. 

be hard to persuade."-' -::. I 
Kerbow said she has opposed in'!' 

corporation in the past for three' 
reasons: , .', , . 

First, she said,' the issue is . 
raised by people who moved to 
Wimberley because they like the 
way it is, but tben they decide they 
want to change it. ' . .'c 

Second. those who work hardest 
to incorporate don't live Within 
tbe boundaries tbey are dra\\ing 
up for incorporation. she said., 

Third, KerboW said, the main 
reason business' people and the 
chamber want to incorporate is so 
tbey can get a waste\l.<Iter system 
for do\\nto\\n businesses. 

"The- (riveNuthorny>" luiSaC· 
fered to build "<i'seWer system for 
the business' area, but' they've 
turnecti.rdOWn7"Kerbo~S<iid; 
"That's:. beciwse;:the:,;c)nes::,thit 
needecLttie..:5ernce.:would. have 
had to pay for it:.We don't think 
it's fair fortbem to expect us.~, 
pay for:it."~"""::.::c.-, ~';'.'" ~-:--, 

erbow said the septic tanks jn . 
place "are workingjustfine,'~and 
residents don't need anothertaxc ; 
ing entity. The Hays County sher· 
itfs department patrolS the area. . 
Residents already have' a county 
government that~'spends money 
and raises taxes beyond reason," 
she said. "., ,-:." ,:'-''.. --"-"~ -". 

-"""'--":~~ .... - . ~ ... -
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