| TEXAS |

| Farks & |

. S —_

| wiLpr (e |

Life's bettar oytside™

Commissioners

Peter M. Holt

Ghalirman
San Antonle

T Dan Briediin
ViceChalrman
Houstof

Mark £, Blvnz
#marilio

J. Robtiert Brown
£l Pacn

Antanio ¥Falcon, M.D,
R Grande Cify

Kaven J Hideh
S5an Antonlo

iWaraaret plartin
Boesné

2hilip Montoome
P MontogeY

John D. Parkes
Ll

. Lt M. BaEs
Chaieman-tmuritug
Fort worth

Carter P Smith
Exscutrve Difuciar

4200 SMTH SCHOOL RDAD
AUSTIN, TEXAS TRH4-I3W
5122654800

www.tpwistata.tx.us

The Honorable Joe Luna
County of Zavalg
200 E. Uvaide Street

Crystal City, Texas 78839

Liear Judge Luna:

FEVIOW @F the oro DOSE » Zﬂmﬁ CQUW LQME River ACCBas +lan (LW}
as mcehred on 08 Febtuary 2008 has been completed. Eemuse of the
hndings described below we cannat approve the plan as submitied.

Senate Bill 155 (Chapter 90, TPW Code) prohlbited, with limited

motor vehicle use n protected ﬁ'%hwaﬁar areas. Incorporated into this
legislation is the ability for local govemmenial antmes.; to adopt LRAPs to
allow for limited vehicular use of the streambed 10 allow fm ams when
necessary, 10 a navigable stream or a particular location onn a pavigable
straam. These plans must be adopted by the local gmmmﬁmal body, and
then aertt to TPWD for review and approval or disapproval. We reviewed the
proposed Zavala County LRAP accordng to the established guidelines:
which encompass resource protection measures, public safety, enforcament
eriteria, coordination with adjacent and overapping jurisdictions, adaquate
publicity of public access locations, adequate pubdlic services, and protection
of private proporty rights.

The review and field assessment of the proposed LRAP revealsd significant
problems. Fist, the plan proposss to link four existing pubim fiver aceess

gites togsther ln a driving trail that spans 13 river miles. This is contrary to

3B155, which spatifies that LRAPs can aflow for ltmtted motor vehicle use in
a navigable streambed. Thirleen miles does not coastituie hmite-d motor
vehicular use of a navigabla streambed, and will instead create a motor
vehicle trall. AddRionally, the need to drive in the ¢ .—r-' I3 1ot
demonstrated since there are already four public access locations within the
13 miles of river, twa of which are county propartias that can be improved to
create public access “parks” without the nesd to drive in the streambed. The
advantage of muttiple, reasonably spaced pubfic river access sites sur:h as
Zavala County is that paddling, hiking. tubing, wade ﬁahing, and other lawful
activities are possible within 8 reasonable distance from access points, which
allows the pubﬂ‘c ts enjoy the river without the need to use motor vehicles
within the verbed.

Seacondly, because the gradient bmmdary (bwmarship lina betweaen privato
property md ﬁ"re state’s streambed) is often very close to the water's edge on
the Nueces River, vehicles would be fm‘ced to drive in the watsr or on private
property, which ls again contrary to the purpose ﬂf 88155 Additionally, the
proposed methods of delineating property boundardes in the plan ara not
legal. Far mmme this plan proposes to dallnaate property boundaries "in
the future”. This is not m.lfﬁmenﬂy protective of private property rights, a
requirement of SB155. By [aw, property boundaries can only be Jocated by

icensed surveyors, and in the case of gradient boundaries, which move at

To manbge and canserve the nstural end cultural resourcas of Texas and 1o provide hunting, fshing
and &umwr recreation epportunities for the use and enjoyment of present snd future generations.






