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INTERIM REPORT 

 

STATE: ____Texas_______________  GRANT NUMBER: ___ TX E-111-HP___ 

GRANT TITLE:  Edwards Aquifer Recovery Implementation Program Habitat Conservation 

Plan 

REPORTING PERIOD:  ____4 Aug 09 to 3 Aug 12_ 

 

OBJECTIVE(S):  To use a facilitated consensus-based decision-making process to develop, and 

submit a program document, including a Habitat Conservation Plan to protect and contribute to 

the recovery of listed species in the San Marcos and Comal springs and river systems fed by the 

Edwards Aquifer and affected by the management of the water in that aquifer.  

Segment Objectives:  

 Prior to the award of the grant, the EARIP will to retain though a competitive bidding 

process the necessary expertise (the “Consultant”) to prepare the section 10(a) permit 

application, the HCP and the draft EIS covered by the requested grant. 

 The EARIP will retain a consultant to facilitate the decision-making process.
1 
 Initially, 

the process will define the objectives and evaluation criteria for the development of the 

scope of the HCP.  Principles and approaches from Structured Decision-Making 

(“SDM”)  will be used to assist in the development of the covered actions and to provide 

information necessary for FWS to prepare its biological opinion. 

 The Consultant will update the biological information in the EAA draft EIS. 

 Information from the initial recommendations of the Science Subcommittee and 

Recharge Facility Subcommittee and the initial results of the Hardy Study will be 

integrated into the decision-making process to begin the process of developing actions 

and evaluating the consequences of different combinations of actions. 

 As the decision-making process progresses, the Consultant will develop a NEPA scoping 

document. After its completion, the framework for the HCP will be presented to the 

general public with public meetings and notices through local media, and solicited 

additional comments.  

 After the completion of the Hardy Study and the receipt of recommendations of the 

Science Subcommittee and the Recharge Facility Subcommittees, the EARIP will 

develop a slate of actions and mitigation and adaptive management measures. 

 At the completion of the decision-making and NEPA scoping processes, the Consultant 

will prepare the section 10(a) permit application and complete the draft HCP and draft 

EIS. 

 A second round of public meetings will be held after public notice to describe the plan, 

answer questions and gather comments. 

 The EARIP will provide TPWD a final report on the project 90 days after completion of 

the last grant segment.  
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Significant Deviations:  None 

 

Summary of Progress: 

 

Please see Attachment A and associated documents on CD and in hard copy (sent to USFWS, 

Ecological Services Office, Austin TX; attn. Kevin Connally). 

 

 

Location: Atascosa, Bexar, Caldwell, Comal, Guadalupe, Hays, Medina and Uvalde counties 

Texas. 

 

Cost: ___Costs were not available at time of this report, they will be available upon completion 

of the Final Report and conclusion of the project.__ 

 

Prepared by:  _Craig Farquhar_____________    Date:    25 September 2012  

 

Approved by: ______________________________ Date:_____ 25 September 2012 

   C. Craig Farquhar 
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