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Lavaca Regional Water Planning Group
Infrastructure Finance Report

BACKGROUND

As a part of Senate Bill 2 (SB 2, 77" Texas Legislature), the Regional Water Planning
Groups (RWPGs) are required by the Texas Water Development Board (TWDB) to
examine the funding required to implement the water management strategies and projects
that were identified and recommended in the SB 1 Regional Water Plans. These plans
were adopted by the RWPGs in December 2000 and approved by the TWDB in 2001.
Each Region’s findings are to be presented to the TWDB in an Infrastructure Finance
Report (IFR), June 2002.

The primary objectives of the Infrastructure Finance Report are:
e to determine (via mail-out survey) the number of political subdivisions with

identified needs for additional water supplies that will be unable to pay for their

water infrastructure needs without some form of outside financial assistance;

e to determine (via mail-out survey) how much of the infrastructure costs in the
regional water plans cannot be paid for solely using local utility revenue sources;

e to determine (via mail-out survey) the financing options proposed by political
subdivisions to meet future water infrastructure needs (including the identification
of State funding sources considered); and,

¢ to determine (via RWPG policy statement) what role(s) the RWPGs propose for the

State in financing the recommended water supply projects.

LAVACA REGIONAL PLANNING AREA IFR SURVEYS

The Lavaca Regional Water Planning Group (LRWPG) did not have any political
subdivisions with needs for additional water supplies identified in the SB1 Lavaca

Regional Water Plan. However, the LRWPG had concerns that political subdivisions in

TCB Job. No. 37-21187-003 (0527211870003) May 31, 2002



Final Report to LRWPG Page 2 of 6

Region P that did have sufficient existing water supplies during the 50-year planning
period would not have adequate existing facilities to meet projected demands without
infrastructure replacements. Therefore, the scope of the IFR was expanded to include
Region P’s Municipal Water User Groups (WUGs) that have sufficient existing water
supplies to adequately meet projected demands. Surveys, designed to determine if there
are any financial needs for infrastructure replacements to existing facilities, were sent to
14 Municipal Water User Groups (WUGs) within Lavaca, Jackson, and western Wharton

counties, which are listed below:

Jackson County WCID No.1 Wharton County WCID No. I - Louise
Jackson County WCID No.2 Cape Carancahua Water Supply Corp.
Isaacson Municipal Utility Dist. La Salle Landing Water System

City of Edna City of Hallettsville

City of Ganado City of Moulton

City of Shiner City of La Ward

City of Yoakum City of El Campo

The TWDB also requires that the RWPGs provide summary discussions detailing
probable funding mechanisms that could meet identified water needs for county
aggregate WUGs for which there are no political subdivisions responsible for providing
water supplies. The Lavaca Regional Water Plan had identified significant infrastructure
issues for agriculture and livestock aggregate categories in Region P that could affect
their future viability and existence. In order to obtain the best possible information to
address these issues, the LRWPG elected to send out optional surveys to try to obtain
more specific financial needs information, if possible, instead of providing generalized
summaries. Approximately 20 farms in each of the Region’s three counties were
identified to participate in the agricultural survey and the Cattleman’s Association was
chosen to participate in the livestock survey. Appendix A details Region P’s IFR survey
procedure; Appendix B contains copies of the Municipal and Agricultural surveys, as
well as each of the three time-specific cover letters, and the TWDB’s definition of the
State Participation Program; Appendices C - E contain the TWDB-required survey

response records, survey results, and actual survey responses, respectively.
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SURVEY RESULTS

Municipal Infrastructure Surveys

The response rate for the Municipal Infrastructure Surveys was 71 percent. Of those
responding, 70 percent indicated a need for funding for infrastructure replacements to
their existing municipal water supply facilities in order to meet projected demands during
the 50-year planning period. In addition to drilling additional wells, typical infrastructure
needs indicated include upgrading/replacing distribution system service pumps,
distribution mains, booster stations, and storage tanks. Only one respondent provided
implementation dates for needed infrastructure replacements. Three respondents stated
they could contribute 50 percent of the capital costs, one indicated they could contribute
$25,000, and three stated the amount they could afford was unknown. None of the
needed facilities appear to qualify for state participation funding, and respondents were
unsure of the amount of financing help that would be needed. Total estimated need for
those responding to the survey was approximately $20,000,000 with many respondents
unable to provide costs of needed facilities. However, no respondents with funding needs
indicated that they would be able to provide more than 50 percent of the capital costs. As
a result, state-funding assistance is needed at a minimum of $10,000,000 based on survey

responses. See Appendices C — E for survey result details.

Agricultural Infrastructure Surveys

There was a 46 percent response rate for the Agricultural Infrastructure Surveys. Of
those responding to the survey, 70 percent have already incorporated some sort of water
conservation practices into their farming practices. The most common practices
employed were laser leveling the fields (along with incorporating multiple inlets) and
replacing irrigation canals with underground piping. Based on those respondents who
provided an answer, there are approximately 12,900 acres that have already been laser
leveled and approximately 14,000 additional acres still needing this procedure. The
laser-leveling procedure lasts for about three uses. This would require maintenance
procedures to be repeated on a nine-year cycle, given that about one-third of a farmer’s

land is irrigated per year and is rotated every year. The estimated cost for these
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respondents to maintain existing laser-leveled fields and to create new laser-leveled fields

on the additional acreage would be $2,940,000 per nine-year cycle.

Based on those respondents who provided an answer, approximately 7,500 acres have
had canal replacement and an additional 6,600 acres still need to have underground
piping installed (based on those respondents providing this information). Surveys also
indicate that 73 percent of respondents currently have unlined canals for which the sum
from those providing data is about 423,000 feet, which would cost approximately

$3,600,000 to convert to pipelines.

Of those respondents indicating a need for water conservation measures, 83 percent are
interested in pursuing water conservation efforts, but cannot due to lack of funding. It is
not clear from the survey responses how much money the farmers could contribute to
these water conservation efforts — only 46 percent of respondents provided this type of
information; and of these, half gave dollar values while the others answered in terms of
the percent of the cost that they could pay. See Appendices C — E for survey result

details.

Less than half of the survey respondents provided answers to the quantitative demand and
cost questions. A primary reason for this may be that they were hesitant to become
responsible for these identified values. Therefore, the following table provides regional
estimations of the projected funding needed for agricultural infrastructure, based on

information from the Lavaca Regional Water Plan (December 2000):

Annual Total Annual State Funds § Total Costs | State Funds
Region P | Planted Needed for | for Pipeline | Needed for
. Costs for
County Rice Laser Level 50% Replacement 50 %
Acreage* Participation | of Canals** | Participation
Lavaca 32901 $ 358610 3% 179305}% 560,616 |% 280,308
Jackson 24,873) $ 2,711,157 | $ 1,355,579 | $ 4,238,359 | $ 2,119,180
Wharton
2 ,283,639 4,013,431 2,800,71
(partial) 23,5531 $ 2,567,277 | $ 1,283 $40 $ 2,000,716
Total 51,716] $ 5,637,044 | $ 2,818,522 [ $ 8,812,406 | $ 4,406,203

* 5-Year average planted rice acreage based on data from 1994 through 1998.

* Estimate that 1/3 of a farmer’s land is planted per year for rice; and planted acreage is rotated every year.

** Cost based on estimate of an average of 20 feet of canal per acre.
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CONCLUSIONS

There is a definite need for state-sponsored funding programs to help meet both projected
municipal demands for existing facilities and agricultural water conservation goals within
the Lavaca Regional Planning Area. It was not possible to determine the magnitude of
the funding needed from these surveys due to a lack of response to the survey’s
quantitative demand and cost questions. A minimum need of $10,000,000 was developed

based on those who responded to the survey.

The majority of municipal survey respondents indicated they do not have sufficient
revenue sources to cover the capital costs required for the needed infrastructure

replacements and they would consider any sources of available funding.

The majority of agricultural survey respondents indicated they are interested in
implementing water conservation practices, but are unable to do so primarily due to the
lack of funds needed to cover capital costs. Another important obstacle exists for farmers
that lease the land they farm, usually on a year-to-year basis. Landowners typically are
not willing to invest in water conservation improvements to their land. Without
participation from the landowner or the option of an extended lease, it is not cost
effective for the tenant farmer to pay for water conservation improvements when there is
no guarantee that they will be able to farm the same property in consecutive years and
receive the benefit from their investment. Some tenant farmers have invested in a certain
amount of lIaser leveling; however, state-matching funds would need to be available to
replace canals with underground piping. The Agricultural [FR Survey was not designed
to differentiate between owner-farmers and tenant farmers since the issue was not raised
during the survey form review and adoption process. However, this issue was brought to
the attention of the LRWPG through follow-up conversations with survey respondents

and regional planning group meecting attendees that are tenant farmers.

LRWPG POLICY STATEMENT

In response to the Region P Infrastructure Finance Survey results, the Lavaca Regional
Water Planning Group has developed recommendations for the TWDB to present as

policy recommendations to the State Legislature. In regards to the funding of necessary
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Municipal and Agricultural water supply infrastructure projects, the LRWPG
recommends that a five-cent state tax be placed on the sale of all bottled water. This tax
should be dedicated solely to the funding of water infrastructure projects, including
municipal and agricultural conservation infrastructure, within the State. For Agricultural
water supply infrastructure needs, the LRWPG further recommends that the State
develop, through the TWDB, a program similar to that provided under the Rural Utilities
Service of the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA). Such a program would provide
matching funds for water conservation improvements to individual farmers. There is an
existing federal program available to farmers through the USDA called the
Environmental Quality Incentive Program (EQIP). Texas began participating in this
program in 1997, which addresses a wide range of natural resources issues including
water quantity; however, the funding is very limited and many farmers are never able to
participate. On average, the entire State receives only about $2,000,000 per year and this
level of funding is expected to decrease annually over the next several years. Last year
was unique in that several small areas of the state were designated as EQIP “priority
areas” and therefore Texas received a total of approximately $4,000,000-$5,000,000; the
field office in the Wharton County area alone requested $1,000,000. Funding for laser
leveling and canal pipe replacement were included in this priority. The recommended
State matching funds program would provide the necessary assistance that the federal

incentive program cannot.
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IFR SURVEY PROCEDURE

SB 2 specifies that each RWPG will prepare an Infrastructure Finance Report (IFR) that
examines the funding needed to implement the water management strategies and projects that
were identified and recommended in the SB 1 Regional Water Plans that were approved by
the TWDB in 2001.

The SB1 Lavaca Regional Water Plan stated that Region P has no identified municipal water
needs during the 50-year planning period. However, this was based on the simplifying
planning assumption that the RWPG was addressing only infrastructure needs for NEW
water supplies; it was assumed that existing facilities would last for the duration of the 50-
year period.

Current Region P’s water use:
~96% agricultural (~85% of this is for rice) ~1.5% municipal
~1.5% manufacturing <1% livestock, etc.

Since Region P had no identified needs, the LRWPG decided to address existing
infrastructure replacement needs for entities that have sufficient water supplies during the
planning period. For Region P, this will include all of the larger Municipal WUGs (14 total).
In addition Region P will perform a survey of the county-level aggregate WUGs that do not
have a political subdivision responsible for supplying water. The TNRCC’s database of
water utilities was used to create the list of 14 Municipal WUGSs, which included their
addresses (see Appendix C)

Region P identified water supply issues for the agricultural and livestock aggregate WUGs.
The Texas and Southwestern Cattle Raisers Association was chosen to participate in the
Livestock survey; and initially, the 20 Agricultural WUGs that received the largest federal
farm subsidies between 1996-2000 in each county were chosen to participate in the
Agricultural IFR survey. This information was obtained from the Environmental Working
Group’s (EWG’s) website (http:\\www.ewg.org) on county-level farm subsidy data. This
database did not provide mailing address information however, so the Project Consultant sent
the list of chosen agricultural survey participants to the RWPG voting members for their
input as well as contacting each county’s Appraisal District, Farm Service Agency, and
Agriculture Extension Service for assistance in finding mailing addresses for the chosen
farms. In addition, the LRWPG members were given the opportunity to add any farms to this
list that they felt would be beneficial to the survey. Agricultural IFR surveys were also sent
to the county-level offices for the Farm Bureau, Farm Service Agency (FSA), Natural
Resource Conservation Commission (NRCS), and the Texas A&M Extension Service
(TAES).

Using the TWDB IFR guidelines, the Project Consultant prepared a cover letter and survey
questions for both the Municipal and Agricultural IFR surveys. The Project Consultant sent
on or around January 18, 2002 a printed cover letter, survey, and postage-paid return
envelope to each participant. The cover letter requested that entities please return their
survey responses by February 15, 2002. Follow-up letters and surveys were mailed out on
February 18™ and March 18™, as required by the TWDB. Responses received were compiled
in a Microsoft Excel spreadsheet and also in a data table formatted by the TWDB. Results
are presented in this report (See Appendix D).
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Lavaca Region (P)

Municipal Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

Background: On January 5, 2001, each of the 16 Regional Water Planning Groups (RWPGs)
across the State of Texas formally submitted an adopted regional water plan to the Texas Water
Development Board (TWDB) per requirements of Senate Bill 1 (75™ Texas Legislature). These
regional water plans examined and analyzed the water supply needs for all of the water users in
the State. Based on these analyses, the RWPGs identified water management strategies that
would be necessary to ensure sufficient additional water supplies for the 50-year planning period.
Preliminary capital cost estimates were also developed for each of the strategies recommended.

This year Senate Bill 2 (77" Texas Legislature) has expanded the RWPGs’ assignments to
include the examination of what financial assistance, if any, is needed to implement each of the
recommended water management strategies. Specifically, the RWPGs are required to report to
the TWDB how all of the political subdivisions (municipalities, counties, water districts, etc.) in
Texas propose to pay for future water infrastructure needs identified in each of the Regional
Water Plans.

The Lavaca Regional Water Plan did not identify any additional municipal water needs, so the
TWDB was requested to survey the infrastructure improvement needs for existing facilities that
have an existing and sufficient water supply for the 50-year planning pericd. Your input is
crucial to completing this task successfully.

Attached is a survey requesting information on facility infrastructure improvements that are
currently needed or are projected to be necessary during the 50-year planning period to
adequately service your water utility customers. Your participation in this survey would be
greatly appreciated.

PLEASE RETURN the completed survey in the postage-paid return envelope by Friday
February 15, 2002 to:

Mark V. Lowry, P.E.
400 W. 15™ Street, Suite 500
Austin, Texas 78701
FAX (512)472-7519
E-mail: mark.lowry@tcb.aecom.com

If you have any questions regarding this survey, please contact:
Mark V. Lowry, P.E. @ (512)457-7736; or Connie M. Hinojos @ (512) 457-7732
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Region P Municipal Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

Name of Municipality:

Contact Person: Title:

Telephone: ( ) E-mail:

I. Does your water utility have any current or projected infrastructure improvement needs
during the 50-year planning period? Yes No

If Yes - Pleasc list what these needs are and for what size population and/or size of
commercial/industrial water use(s) (use additional sheets, if necessary):

2. Does your water utility have sufficient revenue sources, including implementing
necessary rate and tax increases, to cover the capital costs associated with the needed
infrastructure improvements listed in question 1?7  Yes No

If No — How much of the necessary capital costs could your utility pay? $

If No — Would you be interested in accessing in the State Participation Program to help fund
these utility improvements? Yes No

If No — For the costs your utility cannot pay, what funding option(s) would you propose? What,
if any, state funding sources would you consider? (use additional sheets, if necessary)
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2™ Notice, February 18, 2002
QOur records indicate that we have not vet heard from vou

Lavaca Region (P)

Municipal Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

The Lavaca Regional Water Planning Group (LRWPG) sent out surveys on or about January 18,
2002 to the Municipal Water User Groups in Lavaca, Jackson, and western Wharton counties.
The primary objectives of this survey are:

e to determine the number of municipal entities that have projected infrastructure
replacement needs during the 50-year planning period, but are unable to pay for these
needs without some form of outside financial assistance;

e to determine how much of the infrastructure replacement costs needed cannot be paid for
solely using local utility revenue sources; and,

« to determine the financing options proposed by the municipal entities to meet future
water infrastructure replacement needs (including the identification of State funding
sources considered).

Your input is crucial to completing this task successfully. This survey is your opportunity to
have your voice heard and your community’s needs considered. Your participation in this
survey is the only way to obtain important information for use in making financial decisions that
could profoundly affect the ability of municipal entities to provide water supply services in
Region P.

If yvou have any questions regarding this survey, please contact:

Mark V. Lowry, PE. @ (512) 457-7736; lowrym@tcbaus.com
or
Connie M. Hinojos @ (512) 457-7732; hinojosc@tcbaus.com

PLEASE take a few minutes to fill out the attached survey and RETURN the completed survey
in the POSTAGE-PAID RETURN ENVELOPE by Friday March 15, 2002.

Thank you for your assistance!
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3" & Final Notice, March 18, 2002
Our records indicate that we have not yet heard from vou

Lavaca Region (P)

Municipal Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

The Lavaca Regional Water Planning Group (LRWPG) sent out surveys on or about January 18,
2002 to the Municipal Water User Groups in Lavaca, Jackson, and western Wharton counties.
Follow-up surveys were sent February 18th to those who had not responded by February 15,
2002. This is your final opportunity to participate in this important financial needs survey. The
primary objectives of this survey are:

e to determine the number of municipal entities that have projected infrastructure
replacement needs during the 50-year planning period, but are unable to pay for these
needs without some form of outside financial assistance;

e to determine how much of the infrastructure replacement costs needed cannot be paid for
solely using local utility revenue sources; and,

« to determine the financing options proposed by the municipal entities to meet future
water infrastructure replacement needs (including the identification of State funding
sources considered).

Your input is crucial to completing this task successfully. This survey is your opportunity to
have your voice heard and your community’s needs considered. Your participation in this
survey is the only way to obtain important information for use in making financial decisions that
could profoundly affect the ability of municipal entities to provide water supply services in
Region P.

If vou have any guestions regarding this survey, please contact:

Mark V. Lowry, P.E. @ (512) 457-7736; lowrym@tcbaus.com
or
Connie M. Hinojos @ (512) 457-7732; hinojosc@tcbaus.com

PLEASE take a few minutes to fill out the attached survey and RETURN the completed survey
in the POSTAGE-PAID RETURN ENVELOPE by Friday April 15, 2002.

Thank you for your assistance!
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Lavaca Region (P)

Agricultural Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

Background: On January 5, 2001, each of the 16 Regional Water Planning Groups (RWPGs)
across the State of Texas formally submitted an adopted regional water plan to the Texas Water
Development Board (TWDB) per requirements of Senate Bill 1 (75" Texas Legislature). These
regional water plans examined and analyzed the water supply needs for all of the water users in
the State. Based on these analyses, the RWPGs identified water management strategies that
would be necessary to ensure sufficient additional water supplies for the 50-year planning period.
Preliminary capital cost estimates were also developed for each of the strategies recommended.

This year Senate Bill 2 (77" Texas Legislature) has expanded the RWPGs’ assignments to
include the examination of what financial assistance, if any, is needed to implement each of the
recommended water management strategies. Specifically, the RWPGs are required to report to
the TWDB how all of the political subdivisions (municipalities, counties, water districts, etc.) in
Texas propose to pay for future water infrastructure needs.

Since 96% of Region P’s water use is for agriculture, the TWDB was requested to survey the
infrastructure needs that exist for agricultural water users in the Lavaca Regional Water Planning
Area. Your input is crucial to completing this task successfully.

Attached is a survey requesting information on existing and/or potential water conservation
saving strategies that currently apply or could apply to your agricultural water practices. Your
participation in this survey would be greatly appreciated.

PLEASE RETURN the completed survey in the postage-paid return envelope by Friday
February 15, 2002 to:

Mark V. Lowry, P.E.
400 W. 15™ Street, Suite 500
Austin, Texas 78701
FAX (512)472-7519
E-mail: mark.lowry@tcb.aecom.com

If you have any questions regarding this survey, please contact:

Mark V. Lowry, P.E. @ (512) 457-7736;
or
Connie M. Hinojos @ (512) 457-7732.
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Region P Agricultural Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

Name of Agricultural Organization:

Contact Person: Title:

Telephone: ( ) E-mail:

Please answer the following questions using the list below of recommended agricultural water
conservation strategies and their projected unit costs that were used in developing the Lavaca
Regional Water Plan.

Water Conservation Strategy Unit Cost ($) Assumptions for strategy unit costs:
1 Laser leveling + multiple inlets $109 per acre |Laserleveling + multiple inlets — assumes 1.4 ac-it
— water saved per acre irrigated; & assumes strategy

2 i Canal lining i $0.51 per foot applicable to 70% of irrigated acreage.

3 Replacmg canals with pipes $8.52 per foot Canal lining — assumes 38 ac-ft water saved per

4 Improved seed varieties - canal mile.
1. Have you already incorporated any of the recommended agricultural water conservation
strategies into your farming practices? Yes No

If Yes - Please list which ones you are currently using and for how many acres:

If No — How many acres could benefit from each of the recommended strategies?

2, Do you currently have any unlined canals? Yes No

If Yes — How many thousands of feet?

If Yes — Would you be interested in canal lining or pipe conversion? Yes No
3. Is lack of funds a primary reason for not incorporating water conservation farming
practices? Yes No

If Yes — How much money could you contribute to making improvements, if some type of

matching funds were available? $

4. Are there other water conservation measures that you have implemented or would like to
implement into your farming practices that are not listed above? Please list:
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2" Notice, February 18, 2002
Our records indicate that we have not vet heard from you

Lavaca Region (P)

Agricultural Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

The Lavaca Regional Water Planning Group (LRWPG) sent out surveys on or about January
18, 2002 to the larger farms in Lavaca, Jackson, and western Wharton counties. The primary
objectives of this survey are:

e to determine the amount of water-related agricultural needs that are projected for the 50-
year planning period in Region P;

e to determine how much of the infrastructure costs needed cannot be paid for solely using
local agricultural revenue sources; and,

» to determine the financing options proposed by the agricultural entities to meet future
water infrastructure needs (including the identification of State funding sources
constdered).

96% of the Lavaca Region’s water use is for agriculture and your input is crucial to
completing this task successfully. This survey is your opportunity to have your voice heard
and your needs considered. Your participation in this survey is the only way to obtain
important information for use in making financial decisions that could profoundly affect the
viability of agriculture in Region P.

If you have any questions regarding this survey, please contact:

Mark V. Lowry, P.E. @ (512) 457-7736; lowrym@tcbaus.com
or

Connie M. Hinojos @ (512) 457-7732; hinojosc @tcbaus.com

PLEASE take a few minutes to fill out the attached survey and RETURN the completed survey
in the POSTAGE-PAID RETURN ENVELOPE by Friday March 15, 2002.

Thank you for your assistance!
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3" & Final Notice, March 18, 2002
Our records indicate that we have not yet heard from you

Lavaca Region (P)

Agricultural Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

The Lavaca Regional Water Planning Group (LRWPG) sent out surveys on or about January
18, 2002 to the larger farms in Lavaca, Jackson, and western Wharton counties. Follow-up
surveys were sent February 18th (o those who had not responded by February 15, 2002, This is
your final opportunity to participate in this important financial needs survey. The primary
objectives of this survey are:

e to determine the amount of water-related agricultural needs that are projected for the 50-
year planning period in Region P;

¢ to determine how much of the needed infrastructure costs cannot be paid for solely using
local agricultural revenue sources and require some form of outside financial assistance;
and,

¢ to determine the financing options proposed by the region’s agricultural entities to meet
future water infrastructure needs (including the identification of State funding sources
considered).

96% of the Lavaca Region’s water use is for agriculture and your input is crucial to
completing this task successfully. This survey is your opportunity to have your voice heard
and your needs considered. Your participation in this survey is the only way to obtain
important information for use in making financial decisions that could profoundly affect the
viability of agriculture in Region P.

If vou have any questions regarding this survey, please contact:

Mark V. Lowry, P.E. @ (512) 457-7736; lowrym@tcbaus.com
or
Connie M. Hinojos @ (512) 457-7732; hinojosc @tcbaus.com

PLEASE take a few minutes to fill out the attached survey and RETURN the completed survey
in the POSTAGE-PAID RETURN ENVELOPE by Friday April 15, 2002.

Thank you for your assistance!
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Definition of the State Participation Program (SPP):

The SPP enables the TWDB to purchase a temporary ownership interest in a regional project
when local sponsors are unable to assume the debt for an optimally sized facility. The TWDB
may acquire ownership interests in the water rights or a co-ownership interest in the property or
treatment works. Currently, the TWDB’s participation is limited to a maximum of 50 percent
of the project costs and to the portion of the project designated as “excess” capacity. There is
also 4 requirement that the project cannot be reasonably financed without state participation
assistance, and that the optimum regional dcvelopment of the project cannot be reasonably
financed without the state participation. (for additional information, see the TWDB website at

http://www.twdb.state.tx.us/ assistance/ assistance_main.htm)
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APPENDIX C
TWDB-REQUIRED SURVEY RESPONSE RECORD
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Agricultural IFR Survey Results Table
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User Type| YN Conservation Conservauon Swategy(s) we camale? [RIER totdoing | of muching(  you would be interesied i
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Agricultural Survey Response Record
Date
) ] i . ] Zin Original Bal.e-l"ollnw Date Foliow] Response
Contact Name Job Title Agricultural Entity County Street Address Lty State Code Survey Up Sur‘vly Up Survey | Received
Mailed #i Mailed | #2 Mailed YN
[ lichony Kallus Cty. Exec.Dir. FS A, Jackson Co. Jacksen 700 N Wells St.. Ste 202 Edna TN 27957 1718702 - 1/24/02
2 |Deanis Mueck Mat.Res.Dir. NRCS. Wharton Co. Whanan {2225 Highway 58 Loop S Wharon TX 774388 1/18/02 - - 21102
3 _|Gary Skalicky Parmer S & W Farms Jackson _|Hwy 1728 Ganado TX_ [ 77962 b 118/ - 1/28/02
4 _iWayne. Kent Glenn Gabrysch | _ Panners {Gabrysch Farmns Jackson }2488 CR 124 Ednuy TX 17957 118402 - 142802
__’5_ Ronald Gates Owner Morales Farms Jackson | Yoakurn Hwy Edng IX 77957 1/1R02 1/24402
6 |Bill Kubecka Agent IO.R. Sr & M. Kybecka Fams Jackson |P O Box 1024 Palacics X 77465 111802 - 24102
7 llchn H. Roades - Mustang ExEIurmiOn Co.. Lud. Jackson  |R lex Road 117 Edna TX 77957 1/18/032 - 277102
8 |Biil Schmidc Parmer Schmidt Brothers Jv Lavaca 1901 FM 530 IHalleitsylly TX 77964 | /1802 - - 1/28/02
9 |W.H. Appling Manager Appiing Farms Lavaca PO Box 1387 El Campo TX 77437 1/18:02 - 1282
10 |Lynel) Freeman - Lyncll Freeman Lavaca PO Box 354 Brookshin TX 77423 1/18/02 - U502
11 |Arnhur A. Prissmever - AA PHHEE& Sons Wharton  |HC 62 Box 39 El Campo X 77437 1/18/02 - - 2/4/02
T Layton Raun Parner Aoz JV Wharon 1201 W. Webh El Camwi TX 17437 1718402 - - 25702
13 [Gavnard Wiggimon Partner nggglw Family Jv Wharton | 1009 W. Noms El Campa TN 77437 1/18/02 - 112402
14 {LG Raun OwnerrManager |Lowell Farms/Woll Run Fartns ‘Wharton |4 N i 5t El Campo TX 77437 11802 21102
15 _|Craig Schonidt - Schmidt Brothers JV Wharton PO Box 784 El Campa TX 77437 1/18/02 - 24402
16 jDavid E Wagner | President Farm Burean. Lavaca Ca Lavaca jPO Box M Huilewsville TX 17964 1/18/02 - - 2711402
17 [Stephen Heard Pariner H & S Farms ackson |P O Box 74 Atglmulun TX 17440 171842 - TG
18 [Torwny Tumsr Partner Tomeat IV ‘Wharton _|HC | Box 58-B Louise TX 77455 1718702 - 241102
19 {Steven Goetsch Partner Sicven Goetsch Farns ‘Wharton (RT 2 Box 17 El Campn X 77437 11R02 V1AL
2¢_jloo L. Richards Parteer Pin Oaks Farms ‘Wharten |HC | Box 69 Lovisu LAY 77455 1718102 - 21302
2] |Lance Raun Partner K & L Fanns Wharton |PO Box 686 El Campo > 7437 11802 - - 21402
22 |Marvin E. Lestkar Ciy Ext. Agemt  TAES. Jackson Ce. Jackson _ ]411 Nonh Wells Ednu TX 77957 L1182 21842 - 225/02
| 23 [Billy Smith - Smith Farms Jackson _|County Road 240 Gunudo TX 27962 1718/ 218402 - 225007
24 | Bill, Steve. Marvin Slllhr:nbtrﬁ Partners Smhm Farms Jackson 9724 Stale Hwy 35 [ Paipciog TX 77465 1718702 1802 - ~2-19-02
25 {Buddy Brock Trustee Harry Maurigg Fanms Jackson  {PO Box 1208 Ganadi X 77061 11802 11802 - pizilive)
26 |Eiyse Chaloupka Sec.-Tres. Four E Dairy Inc Lavaca ]784 CR 25¢ Mou lton X 17975 1718502 2/18/02 - 225/02
_EF_ Anthony & Amy Drlik Anthony & Amy Drlak Iy Lavaca 1377 Old Nada Road Nuda TX 77460 111802 1802 - 228407
28 |Greg & Robert Schmidt - 441 S Farms Wharton |RT 1 Hox 48-A Louise [ 77455 B0 21802 34102
37 {teroy Mikeska Nat.Res.Mgr. NRCS. Juckson Co. Jackson _ [700 North Wells St.. Rm 200 Edn. N 77957 PR 218402 3702
63 |Perey and Frankic Petr - Petr Farms Wharton _[RT 3 Box 79-B El Campx S 77437 1/182 218402 372
28 |Chad Graham - Chad Graham Lavaca PO Box 1448 El Cumpo TX 77437 17300032 18402 unable to cemtacy
10 ~ J K Farm & Ranch Jackson Port Lavavi 1Y 7679 1718432 218,02 unable to contact,
3l - Gadeke Bros Whatton  |PO Bax 1020 Et Cumpe T 77437 X13/02 unable to contact|
12 - Cordele J V' Jackson _ |410 S. East Street Ena ™ 77957 21802 unahle 10 contact
31 |John Macha President Farm Bureau. Jackson Co. Jackson |PO Box 550 Edn. JEN 1757 2/18702 31802 -
34 {Daniel Gavranovic President Furm Bureau, Wharton Co. Wharton |PO Box 548 Wharton TX TTAYN /1802 21802 802 -
35 {Lawrence beil Cty. Exec.Dir FSA. Lavaca Co Lavaca 300 5 La Grange St. |Hatlensyilic TX 77904 1718102 2/18/02 3/18/02 -
36 |Jobn Williams Cty. Exec.Dir FSA. Wharion Co. Wharon 2225 Highway 59 Loop § Wharton S 7788 1718/02 21802 31802 325102
38 |Don Fabrygel Dhist. Technician  {NRCS, Lavaca Co Lavaca 1310 South La Grange Strect Hallettsvill ¢ ™ 771964 /1801 21302 31802 -
39 }Shannon DeForest Cry Ext Agent 'TAES. Lavaca Co. Lavaca  [PD Box 301 Hatlettaville [ 771964 I/L8AI V18402 18702 -
Richard L Jahn [Cty.ExtAgent TAES. Wharnan Co. Whanon {210 S Rusk 8t Whanon T THRR 171802 218/02 Ji802 -
_i_' John E. Dudlcz | President Cautle Raiscrs Assocation Stale 1301 W. Seventh S1. Fort Wt JAY 0102 171842 2/ L8/02 Y1802
42 |Bob MeCan Lst Viee Pres Cattic Raisers Association Region P {Box 146 Yiclor T THHI2 /182 21802 1842 -
43 Koop Farms Iv Jackson _|P O Box 806 Edn:t TN TTO57 1] R0 1802 3/18/02 -
44 | Jeremy Nowlin 3n Fanmns Jackson PO Box 147 La Ward X 7790 1R800 1802 318202 -
A5 : Brothers Farns Jackson |PO Box 741 Edu TX TI87 107 2/18/02 3/18702 -
46 - Allen Farms Jackson 1642 CR 107 Lolita X 77671 11802 TR0 I1RO2
47 - SM{M Farms Jackson 7135 FM 24 S Edn: X 77957 118407 V18/01 Y1802
48 McCormack Farming Co Jackson _|P O Box 486 Edna TX | 7957 | 1wl V1802 31802 -
49 JRobent Bergsurom Berpstrom Family JV Jackson {637 Wilson St Edn TX 77957 171802 V1802 1802 32502
50 _|Preston Ficus P F Farms. v Lavaca_ [110) W. Nomis El Campu R R T V1802 3418407 -
S1 Bunge Farms Iv Lavacu PQ Box 32 Crarwood TX 77447 1/1R02 1B/ 318402 -
52 Bar Z Ranch v Lavaca  |RT 3 Box 2i6 El Campo TX 77433 1182 V1802 3/18/402 -
53 - Glaze Farms Lavaca__IRR 3 Box 249 El Campo T~ [ 37337 [ s 3/18/02 3/18402 -
54 1Charles L. Borchers Panner Borchers 8. Y Ranches Lp Lavaca  k# | OConner Plaza Victori I'S 77901 118/ 1802 3118402 322
55 |Rav Allen Williamson - Ray Alien Williamson Lavacy  |PO Box 403 Halleussille ™ F7064 L8/ Y1802 3/18/02 -
56 |William H Borchers Pariner BMB invesements., Lid. Lavaca  |251 S. Seguin Ave New Rraunlels T~ 78130 233308 21802 3718/02 12202
57 |Oto Borchers - Ouo Borchers Lavaca 1307 E. Gonzaies ¥ oukuin X | 77005 | U182 2/18/02 311802 .
58 |Frank Zborit M PBanner Frank Zbori] Jr & Sons Wharton  {RT 3 Box 212 El Cinpo T 77437 1718703 21842 3718M2 3125102
59_JHerbert Rhoades Rhoades Farms 'V Wharton__[PO Box 467 Louis TN | 78S | g 21802 318402 -
|60 [Lowell Raun Sr Raun Farms V. Whanon_|2706 Hutchins Lane Ei Canipe: TN | 77437 ] Uik | visoz | snswe .
81 |Donald Raiher ) Mena Sons Wharon |HCR | Box 19 Lou:sc TN 77455 11802 /1802 802 -
62 John Paul Apgling Farms Wharton_JPO Box 1387 EJ Campo X Vw2 | 282 | WI8K2
64 |David & Lisa Green David & Lisa Green Farms Wharon  |PO Box 486 TN 2718702 18102 -
65 Chrs & Patti Supai Chns & Patu Supak Farms Wharon |HCR | Box 46 TN 18/02 18207
06 Harfst Famity J¥ Wharton_ [PO Box 749 amps I\ 21802 3/18/02
67 Goff & Henry Farms ‘Wharton JRT 2 Box 131 El Campa I\ V1802 3718102 -
08 Double A Famms Wharion _[HC 62 Box 26 El Campo [ V1802 | MW18/02
69 |Lawrence & Lettilyn Roddy - L& L Roddy J¥ Whanon [RT 2 Box 124 El Camp.: ™ 71802 I1RD2
70_|Damel Sulak Sulak Brothers Vamarion  |PO Box 30! Lo TN 53 1rigil J18/02 IR0
71 [Kenneth & Pauicia Korenck K & P Korcnck Wharion _|RT 3 Box 259 T Carp TX ] AT e 21802 MBI
Municipal Survey Response Record
Date
Zip Originul l)ult_Fnllnw Date Follow Rup?nse
Contact Name Job Title Municipal Entity County Street Address City State (‘(’l(l(‘ Surves Up Survey | Up Survey | Received
N #1 Mailed | #2 Mailed (Y/N)
Mlailed
| {Hunter A_ Kari Mavor Pro-Tem City of La Ward Jackson |PO Box 66 La Ward ™ 1¢1B/2 - - 2/4/02
2 {Pairicia Herz * Treasurer La Salle Landing WSC Jackson {2541 FM 234 S Edna ™ 1/18:02 - 1/24/02
3 {Michael Slobojan  |City Administrater | City of Moulion Lavaca {102 S. Main Moulton X 1F1802 - 1/24/02
4 {Norma Goelz City Secrewary City of Shiner Lavaca [810 N. Avenue E Shuner TN 7784 171842 - - 1/24/02
S _[Calvin Cook Dir.. Public Works _City of Yoakum Lavaca_[900 Irvine Strect Yoakum [ TX | 77095 111802 | 21802 - 3/4/02
6 |Eula MacCrowell Secretary Wharton Cty WCID # | Wharton |PQ Box 193 Louisc TN 1/18:02 2/18/02 - 2/19/02
7 |Madeline Shimek | President isaacson Mun.Lul.Dist Wharion [PQ Box 83 El Campo TN 1/18/02 2/18/02 - 3/5/02
8 |Tom Donnelly City Adrmimistrator | Caty of Hallensville Lavaca |101 N. Main 5t Hallettsville TN 171802 2/18/02 3/18/02 4/15/02
9 |Bill Haick Vice President Jackson Cty. WCID # | Jackson |PO Box 407 Lolita T~ /18,02 2/1802 3/18/02 4/18/02
10 |Mary Baker System Sect Jackson Ctv. WCID # 2 Jackson |PO Box 574 Vanderbik T~ | 11802 2/18/02 3/18/02 3/20/02
11 |James Killough Utilities Director City of Edna Jackson [126 W. Main St Edna T~ 7057 s 2/18/02 3/18/02 -
12 |Terry Ramey Dir., Public Works | City of Ganade Jackson |112 E. Puuman Ganadn TN 7607 17182 271802 3/18/02
i3 Office Manager Cape Carancahug WSC Jackson |HC 2-Box 214 Palacios TN 7409 17152 271802 3/18/02 -
i4 |iohn Steelrnan Dir., Public Works City of El Campao Wharton {315 E. Jacksan St El Campe ™ PRERR 1718:02 271802 3/18/02 -
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TWDB - Formatted IFR Data Table (for Agricultural IFR Survey)

1 [inricaTion[161004120] P [1004] 1004 120 | 15 GULF - } ; :
Ovﬁsﬁﬂﬁ?&”ﬂ(} 40 |12015| coAsT 13
2 {rRIGATION [161004120] P | 1004 |1004] 120 | 16 | THEAQ AQUIFER . . ; B
3 | IRRIGATION [1610042a1] P 1004 1004] 241 | 15 GULF ) - ; )
o;ﬁgggﬁg:@ 40 |24115| coast | 14
4 |imAiGaTIoN [161004241] P [1004] 1004] 241 | 16 AQUIFER ] ; . )
GULF
5 | LvesTock [161005120) P | 1005|1005 120 | 17 |OVERDRAFTING (s Foonis| coast o ; ; . ;
THE AQUIFER
AQUIFER
PUMPING GULF
s | Lvestook [161005143) P |100s|100s| 143 | 16 | AvawaBle | 40 {1a315| coasT 0 . ; . .
GROUNDWATER AQUIFER

Refer to
Survey
Results
Table for
details on
water
conser-
vaition

* Note: The purpose of the Agricultura! Water Infrastructure Survey is to REDUCE the need for new water supplies as listed under WMS_NAME by implementing
agricultural WATER CONSERVATION PRACTICES such as laser leveling of fields with multiple water inlets; converting open unlined canals to underground pipes; and,
using improved seed varieties that require less water. Please refer to the Survey Results table for water conservation details.

** Note: Unable to divide responses by river basin, only by county

*** Note: This table excludes irrigation in Lavaca County ( 8 responses ). Please refer to survey result table for all survey details.

1) Region P/ Irrigation / Jackson Co. / Colorado-Lavaca Basin

2) Region P / Irrigation / Jackson Co, / Lavaca Basin
3} Region P/ lrrigation / Wharton Co. / Colorade-Lavaca Basin
4) Region P/ irrigation / Wharton Co. / Lavaca Basin
5) Region P/ Livestock / Jackson Co./ Lavaca-Guadalupe Basin

8} Region P/ Livestock / Lavaca Co. / Lavaca Basin

TCB Job. No. 37-21187-003 (0527211870003)

WUG ID: Region#/Sequence#/County4  (eg: 16/1005/120 = RegionP/Livestock/JacksonCo.)
Source ID: Counly#t/Aquiferit  (eg:  120/15 = Jackson Co/Gulf Coast Aquifer)

Region # 16=P County # 120 = Jackson Co. Basin # 15 = Colorado-Lavaca
County # 143 = Lavaca Co. Basin # 16 = Lavaca
Seq # 1004 = Irrigation County # 241 = Wharton Co. Basin # 17 = Lavaca-Guadalupe

Basin # 14 = Colorado
Basin # 18 = Guadalupe

Seq # 1005 = Livestock

Page D -4
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APPENDIX D
SURVEY RESULTS TABLES
(AND TWDB-FORMATTED DATA TABLE)
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Municipal IFR Survey Results Table
Response Does Utility Q2 Q3
Political s Water Total Q1
olitical Subdivision U from Stratexy Name Steatesy Date | Capital Cost have ) ($) CanPay | ($)
ser ate ategy Date |Capital Cost| .
{(Pol/Sub) Type Pol/Sub &y &y P %) infrastructure Can P W/State | Cannot
) an Pa L.
YP (Y/N) needs? ¥ Participation| Pay
1} La Salle Landing WSC | Municipal Y Drilling new well and re-piping subdivision (61 lots) ? ? Y ~ 50%
. . . oo 1.) Feb 2002;
2l City of Moulton Municipal Y ‘lsati":’:‘::r . Cp:n'":::f’;‘s;& 2‘3 Sgﬁmde 5:000ft of mains; 3.) 2.) Aug 200%; - N ; ; .
P P ) Rewwel 3.) 2006; 4.) 2010
3 City of Shiner Municipal Y - - - N - - -
4 City of La Ward Municipal Y - - - N - - -
— - - i
5| Wharton Cty, WCID #1 | Municipal v W.atc.r line improvements; possibly adding another well (there are 2 ) Y 50% ] .
existing wells)
1.) Need a new water well & necessary lines to connect into existing
L WTP & distribution system; 2.) Need to expand existing distribution
: Y - - - -
6] Jackson Cty., WCID #2 | Municipal system to accommodate 600 resident population and 1,200 transient Y unknown
population.
water mains = $15,280,624; GST & EST = $2,190,000; booster
7 City of Yoakum Municipal Y stations = $240,000; controls = $240,000; wells = $1,680,000; total - $ 19,631,000 Y 50% - -
= $19,630,624. TWDB projected 2050 population is 9,836
1.) water & sewer mainline extensions for new customers (small #,
8 Isaacson MUD Municipal v maybe 6); 2.) rép_lace ongm‘al 2nd grade material (wz?s supposed to i ) v unknown } )
be copper on original blueprints) for 200+ customer lines, each
10feet long.
o Jackson Cty. WCTD #1 | Muicipal v Need: Aeration tank, p}lmps, and related materials. Population 800; i ) N $ 25,000 N A
212 household connections
wells, lines, elevated & above ground storage tanks, booster station.
Residential/Commercial/Industrial projected use in 2051 will be 433
10 City of Halletsville Municipal Y MGryear. If drastic conservation measures are inmplemented this - - Y unknown - -

decade, normal grouwth & conservation will yield a 600 MG/year
usage.

Note: the TWDB did not provide an IFR Data Table Template for the Region P Municipal Survey.

TCB Job. No. 37-21187-003 (0527211870003)
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Below is a summary of results from the responses to the Agricultural Infrastructure Survey:

(1) Total # surveyed: | 71 ]_100% of surveys sent out |

(2) # responses to date: F.’:S I 49% of surveys sent out j
(5 respondents, 7%,do not irrigate; an additional 4 farms could not be contacted, 5.6%)

(3) # respondents that have already incorporated some water conservation practices:
[ 23 I 66% of those responding —|

of these 23 respondents:

(3a.) laser level / multiple inlets 19 83% of these respondents
(3b.) canal lining 0 0%  of these respondents
(3c.) canal replacement w/ pipes 12 52% of these respondents
(3d.) improved seed varieties 5 22%  of these respondents
(4) Total acreage already laser leveled 12,891 not all respondents specified a value

Total acreage still needing laser leveling 14,060{ not all respondents specified a value
Cost estimate to maintain existing laser leveling & creating new laser leveling: $2,937,659

(Laser leveling needs to be re-done about every third use, which would be ~ every 9 years)

(5) Total acreage already replaced with pipes 7.474] not all respondents specified a value
Total acreage still needing pipe replacement 6,600| not all respondents specified a value
Total canal feet still needing pipe replacement |423,110| not all respondents specified a value

Cost estimate to replace canals w/ new underground piping: $3,604,897
(6) # respondents with unlined canals: | 24 | 69% of those responding |
(7) # feet of existing unlined canals: 1423,110 feet |

Of those with unlined canals, 20 respondents specified a length, for which the sum is shown above.
Note: Wharton Co. NRCS estimated there was probably a total of 400,000 feet of unlined canals in
Region P, which is significantly less than the farmers are indicating.

(8) # respondents interested in water conservation: L 20 | 83% | % based on the 24 respondents
(9) # respondents lacking funding for conservation: | 22 | 92% | indicating need

(10) # respondents that gave an estimate of the money they could afford to pay for water conservation
efforts, which include laser leveling, multiple inlets, canal lining or pipeline replacement, and/or
improved seed varieties:
(10a.) gave answer as actual dollar amount 8 33% | % based on the 24 respondents
(10b.) gave answer as % of the total cost 7 29% indicating need

Based on information from the 2001 Adopted Region P Water Plan (rice acreages and cost data), below
are estimations of the funding needed for agricultural infrastructure:

. * 5-Year Avc?rage Laser Level Pipeline Replacement
Region P County Planted Rice Costs of Canals
Acreage (1994-1998) Costs**
Lavaca Co 3,290 $358,610 $560,616
Jackson Co 24,873 $2,711,157 $4,238,359
Wharton Co (partial) 23,553 $2,567,277 $4,013.431
Total 51,716 $5,637,044 $8.812,406

* Estimate that 1/3 of a farmer’s land is planted per year for rice; and planted acreage is rotated every year.
** Cost based on estimate of an average of 20 feet of canal per acre.

TCB Job. No. 37-21187-003 (0527211870003) May 31, 2002
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Senate Bill 2 Survey Page 1 January 13,2002

Region P Municipal Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

Name of Municipality: (l ; ﬁ; ¢£ MQQL'}O N

Contact Person;_ Mrechael 5= /o ,é.gd,‘ A Title:%,ggﬂrmht/
Telephone: (36f ) S'f!( ~d4 Al E-mail:

1. Does your water utility have any current or projected infrastructure improvement needs
during the 50-year planning period? Yes_y No

If Yes - Please list what these needs are and for what size population and/or size of
commercial/industrial water use(s) (use additional sheets, if necessary):

@&M&Mﬂm& Febh-2002 /240 Pap Served,
@%M#&#_muu__%&w

| @ Pew _wetl RO/0~ RL /) 2

| @D_M Tower peplace pen T RO G

2. Does your water utility have sufficient revenue sources, including implementing necessary
rate and tax increases, to cover the capital costs associated with the needed infrastructure
improvements listed in question 1? Yes__L— No

If No — How much of the necessary capital costs could your utility pay? $

If No — Would you be interested in accessing in the State Participation Program to help fund
these utility improvements? Yes No

If No - For the costs your utility cannot pay, what funding option(s) would you propose?
What, if any, state funding sources would you consider? (use additional sheets, if necessary)




Senate Bili 2 Survey Page | January 13,2002
Region P Municipal Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

Name of Municipality: CITY OF SHINER

Contact Person: JOHN KURTZ or Title: Water Production Supervisor
Norma Goetz City Secretary
Telephone: { 361 ) 594-3362 E-mail:

1. Does your water utility have any current or projected infrastructure improvement needs
during the 50-year planning period? Yes No_ x

If Yes - Please list what these needs are and for what size population and/or size of
commercial/industrial water use(s) (use additional sheets, if necessary):

2. Does your water utility have sufficient revenue sources, including implementing necessary
rate and tax increases, to cover the capital costs associated with the needed infrastructure
improvements listed in question 17 Yes No

If No — How much of the necessary capital costs could your utility pay? $

It No — Would you be interested in accessing in the State Participation Program to help fund
these utility improvements? Yes No

If No — For the costs your utility cannot pay, what funding option(s) would you propose?
What, if any, state funding sources would you consider? (use additional sheets, if necessary)
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Region P Municipa] Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

Name of Municipality: Cz7Y  £F LRriARD

Contact Person:_funtsg 4 - KaL Title: p1450R o Tem
Telephone: (36! ) $72-AY&d E-mail:
1. Does your water utility have any current or projected infrastructure improvement needs

during the 50-year planning period? Yes_X No

If Yes - Please list what these needs are and for what size population and/or size of
commercial/industrial water use(s) (use additional sheets, if necessary):

iVaken Aattb.i&q Mu'» M‘f m.Cu:f ,c,umeuuult !%'j Rt
etld bo /valém{ u%zé”@zﬁm frer wtaloe conTo /tw&?@
L %LQ MULJ?;

. Does your water utility have sufficient revenue sources, including implementing necessary

rate and tax increases, to cover the capital costs assocrated with the needed infrastrucztr_e

improvements listed in question 1? Yes__ =2 Vé“““"" Pk
o

If No — How much of the necessary capital costs could your utxhty pay?

If No - Would you be interested in accessing in the State Participation Program to help fund
these utility improvements? Yes No___X

If No — For the costs your utility cannot pay, what funding option(s) would you propose?
What, if any, state funding sources would you consider? (use additional sheets, if necessary)

dczq;{ ,4/1.g7r/ /bj cavé}}( fﬂ'bﬁ’é/&m a4 7;% %L%F gdﬁ(&.




Scn"a{BiII 2 Survey Page 1 Tanuary 13,2002

Region P Municipgl Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

: / - . w ) . /f, -
Name of Municipality: . (,(A\—'L‘\/C(_, ey S (S Q_,
Contact Person: ‘777 Lu\«v’*a U\'(/ Title: C:LL«/L/J .
L .
Telephone: (3¢6{) 7824 9 E-mail:  falide ke @ el - Cern)

1. Does your water utility have any current or projected infrastructure improvement needs
during the 50-year planning period? Yes No

If Yes - Please list what these needs are and for what size population and/or size of
commercial/industrial water use(s) (use additional sheets, if necessary):

ﬂu \—(/LLL 4’ /l\,x..u«' e L
Lk mw‘iltq@g»._jf N frracin [ éL (ot < )

2. Does your water utility have sufficient revenue sources, including implementing necessary
rate and tax increases, to cover the capital costs associate \glth the needed infrastructure
improvements listed in question 1? Yes :

If No - How much of the necessary capital costs could your utility pay? $ LWLL Lu—?{

If No — Would you be interested in accessing in thg State Participation Provram to help fund
these utility improvements? Yes___\ No

If No — For the costs your utility cannot pay, what funding option(s) would you propose?
What, if any, state funding sources would you consider? (use additional sheets, if necessary)

1 /fi/l/c T W LL /uo to L Z‘«'?éf-/&
ﬂk@iww%qué dve . Lo Le
. ek T R Lo
‘}T/A <. u/)m e LA fliéfbu%pk /LL»LLL ol j‘*/;
e 8T TR o Ak S fw@é)budiﬁki£y/(r
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Senate Bill 2 Survey Page ! January 13. 2002

Region P Municipal Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

Name of ! \/Iumcnpahty L@@M&MWM@W

Contact Person: ,0/ R CW%«C'() Title: C/LCEL\
Telephone:ﬁ 79) d,’-fg 2l S E-mail:

1. Does your water utility have any current or projected infrastructure improvement needs
during the 50-year planning period? Yes L~ No

If Yes - Please list what these needs are and for what size population and/or size of
commercial/industrial water use(s) (use additional sheets, if necessary):

A-&_ /d&?éﬁl jie'/w_é"ji

B } "/" *

2. Does your water utility have sufficient revenue sources, including implementing necessary
rate and tax increases, to cover the capital costs associated with the needed infrastructure
improvements listed in question 1? Yes____ No

If No — How much of the necessary capital costs could your utility pay? $ 5 ’767&

If No —~ Would you be interested in accessing in the State Participation Program to help fund
these utility improvements? Yes_J No

If No — For the costs your utility cannot pay, what funding option(s) would you propose?
What, if any, state funding sources would you consider? (use additional sheets, if necessary)




Senate Bill 2 Survey Page | February 18, 2002

Region P Municipal Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

Name of Municipality: T SAAESON M; Talnel pa] l!‘h | ; +E! DIS'{T‘[QT}—

Contact Person: La uri. J—abn Title: M\ anager
Telephone: (379 ) S43- [, 544 E-mail:

I. Does your water utility have any current or prpjected infrastructure improvement needs
during the 50-year planning period? Yes No

If Yes - Please list what these needs are and for what size population and/or size of
commercial/industrial water use(s) (use additional sheets, if necessary):

l) \Na‘{'eré Sewer Wlam L'me extensSions
' % Small

New Customers.

LG wader]

Which wes Suappese to Be Copper on

+ CusStomer

lines cach 106.# \onSL.

2. Does your water utility have sufficient revenue sources, including implementing necessary
rate and tax increases, to cover the capital costs associated wjth the needed infrastructure
improvements listed in question 1? Yes No

If No — How much of the necessary capital costs could your utility pay? $ ﬂﬂ\' Surée.

If No — Would you be interested in accessing in t'nfafState Participation Program to help fund
these utility improvements? Yes No

If No ~ For the costs your utility cannot pay, what funding option(s) would you propose?
What, if any, state funding sources would you consider? (use additional sheets, if necessary)




Senate Bill 2 Survey Page |

February 18, 2002

Region P Municipal Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

Name of Municipality: City of Yoakum

Contact Person: Calvin Cook Title: City Manager
Telephone: ( 361 ) 293-6321 E-mail: —

1.

Does your water utility have any current or projected infrastructure improvement needs
during the 50-year planning period? Yes_X No

If Yes - Please list what these needs are and for what size population and/or size of
commercial/industrial water use(s) (use additional sheets, if necessary):

Water Mainos $15,280,624
Flevated & Ground Storage 2,180,000
Booster Stations 240,000
Controls 240,000
Wells 1,680,000

Total $19,630,62%4

TWDB Pop..Projection 2050 = 9,836

Does your water utility have sufficient revenue sources, including implementing necessary
rate and tax increases, to cover the capital costs associated with the needed infrastructure
improvements listed in question 1? Yes No__X

If No — How much of the necessary capital costs could your utility pay? $ 507

If No — Would you be interested in accessing in the State Participation Program to help fund
these utility improvements? Yes__ X No

If No — For the costs your utility cannot pay, what funding option(s) would you propose?
What, if any, state funding sources would you consider? (use additional sheets, if necessary)




Senate Bill 2 Survey Page | February 18, 2002
Region P Municipal Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

. L. . 4 .7 / 7 g
Name of Municipality:  Jrcccoo /o o b o) Comepme T IMF, /)(55 =z

Contact Person: /M ey Al g Title: Sdlmian e,

Telephone: (3¢/ ) Zeg 53577 E-mail:

1. Does your water utility have any current or projected infrastructure improvement needs
during the 50-year planning period? Yes__ ¢+~ No

If Yes - Please list what these needs are and for what size population and/or size of
commercial/industrial water use(s) (use additional sheets, if necessary):

Ve AT AT VAT I LA pee i gl e A E S T Candassa
v T SR ] Areiny | GL7 S N P AR R A 1 XY P
T At R R T N I A R Y A R G TR E T Al

R S S el AT A A oo foe e / flle A7 s
A L s L{/Jﬁ, ST, ;’ £

2. Does your water utility have sufficient revenue sources, including implementing necessary
rate and tax increases, to cover the capital costs associated with the needed infrastructure
improvements listed in question 1? Yes No_ 7

If No — How much of the necessary capital costs could your utility pay? $__ .27 KA cens

#<"If No — Would you be interested in accessing in the State Participaiion Program to help fund
7 aq .
’ these utility improvements? Yes No

If No ~ For the costs your utility cannot pay, what funding option(s) would you propose?
What, if any, state funding sources would you consider? (use additional sheets, if necessary)

ey AR G ra SR /J i oo U s - Forni i g rid
S - . _
Py AU Ap E .
} ‘}f = a4 Lo 15:'?5)T/C:! PAT#ors
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Reglon P 7% % ater hﬁastrcgct‘n’:‘e inancing Survey

Name quumcxpdh:y-' {é (/ Z==Z5r & /_/é— i
g Cc:mtacu Person '_'_‘ ZZ -=, é&g g_z..c.f/ / —_ 'l‘iue. g;‘;, _ % .‘,.,L-,:ﬁr’n"a—-

| Tercphone ( é( ) 7 [Pt f Vo E-mail: 2eldy./ favrery's naT 2 ar—
I i. ‘Dc-cs your water utility have any current or pm;e:ud infrastruciure lrnprovcmem needs
during ;he 50- vear pianmng period? Yes No

1t Yes - Please 'lisc what these needs are and for what size population and/or size of
‘ commefcml.’mdusma‘l waler use(s) (use additional sheets, if necessary}

1

‘ Uf-—/é — Ah‘c._,i,_ ‘é ll"& ‘ g ovc—'g_;—vo-._,(

2. Doea yowur wan,r utitity have sufficient revenue sources. including implementing
' necesiu} rate and tax increasss, to cover the capital costs associated with the needed
mfra.suuctun: unpmv:mems listed in question 17 Yes ——No ./" e e

f No - How much ofithe necessary capital costs could your utility pay? $
f N'o\- Would you be interested in accessing in_the Sune Partticipation Program to help fund
“hese uulu} :rnprovements" Yes No

if No - For the costs your utility cannot pay, what funding option(s) would you propuse? What,
f an.v stdte fundmg sources would you consider? (use additional shects. if necessary) |
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Senate Bill 2 Survey Page | February 18, 2002

Region P Municipal Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

Name of Municipality: “Sackson  Lowetn  wloter Contral cud Tmprovemest Nstrick of
Contact Person: B Hale Title: U Presidecr
Telephone: (261 ) k14.<4365 E-mail: b&h\@,}l/‘(c. Com

1. Does your water utility have any current or projected infrastructure improvement needs
during the 50-year planning period? Yes__X No

If Yes - Please list what these needs are and for what size population and/or size of
commercial/industrial water use(s) (use additional sheets, if necessary):

/) Aé_r’la—&-‘:on Tanll

—fRempS | G related smater'ials

rDepu(a.*'-O-\ - foo

212 household fonqectiony

2. Does your water utility have sufficient revenue sources, including implementing necessary
rate and tax increases, to cover the capital costs associated with the needed infrastructure
improvements listed in question 1? Yes No__X__

If No — How much of the necessary capital costs could your utility pay? §__ =5 ¢o©

If No — Would you be interested in accessing in the State Participation Program to help fund
these utility improvements? - Yes__X No

If No - For the costs your utility cannot pay, what funding option(s) would you propose?
What, if any, state funding sources would you consider? (use additional sheets, if necessary)

g_g-u oderest (oan o- lorast




Senate Bill 2 Survey Page | January 15, 2002

Region P Agricultural Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

Name of Agricultural Organizatign: S j ¥ «/& b/‘ “:Cﬂu&ul J/ l/
Contact Person: (‘Am& guﬁvm Title: GP A

Telephone: ( ) E-mail:

Please answer the following questions using the list below of recommended agricultural water
conservation strategies and their projected unit costs that were used in developing the Lavaca
Regional Water Plan.

Water Conservation Strategy Unit Cost ($) Assumptions for strategy unit cests:
1 Laser leveling + multiple inlets $109 peracre |* Lsssricvelings multiple inlets - assumes 1.5
— ac-ft water saved per acre irrigated: & assumes
2 Canal lining $0.51 per foot strategy applicable to 70% of irrigated acreage.
3 Replacing canals with pipes - e (Canal lining — assumes 38 ac-ft water saved
4 Improved seed varieties - per canal mile.

1. Have you already incorporated any of the recommended agricultural water conservation
strategies into your farming practices?  Yes No

If Yes - Please D’st which ones you are currently using and for how many acres:

e )55! ALAL A
Vteree, el oatl, Ripss 1950 fet:

If No — How many acres could beneflt from each of the recommended strategies?

2. Do you currently have any unlined canals? Yes No
If Yes — How many thousands of feet? 2 /
J
If Yes — Would you be interested in canal lining or pipe conversion? Yes No

3. Is lack of fxinds a primary reason for not incorporating water conservation farming practices?
Yes No

If Yes — How much money could you contribute to making improvements, if some type of

matching funds were available? $

4. Are there other water conservation measures that you have implemented or would like to
implement into your farming practices that are not listed above? Please list:




Senate Bill 2 Survey Page | March 14,2002

Region P Agricultural Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

Name of Agricultural Organization&gc/_pé‘zj Seutrhe s ne N kg SAre A eSs LpP,
Contact Person:CAlp Les £ Tekbrees M. Title:  }})a pac A6 & 2TNER

Telephone: ( 34/) ¢ 754227 E-mail:

Please answer the following questions using the list below of recommended agricultural water
conservation strategies and their projected unit costs that were used in developing the Lavaca
Regional Water Plan.

Water Conservation Strategy Unit Cost ($) Assumptions for strategy unit costs:
1 Laser leveling + multiple inlets $109 peracre |* Laserleveling+ mulliple inlets - assumes 1.4
) Canal lini $0.51 T ac-ft water saved per acre irrigated; & assumes
ana mm&_ _ : per toot strategy applicable to 70% of irrigated acreage.
3 Replacmg canals with pipes $8.52 per foot o Canal lining - assumes 38 ac-ft water saved
4 Improved seed varieties - per canal mile.

1. Have you already incorporated any of the recommended agricultural water conservation
strategies into your farming practices?  Yes No__ £—

If Yes - Please list which ones you are currently using and for how many acres:

If No — How many acres could benefit from each of the recommended strategies?
Nhe ~» &

Shone T HSE
2. Do you currently have any unlined canals? Yes No

If Yes — How many thousands of feet?

If Yes — Would you be interested in canal lining or pipe conversion? Yes No_4é—

3. Ts lack of funds a primary reason for not incorporating water conservation farming practices?
Yes No_ ¥

If Yes - How much money could you contribute to making improvements, if some type of

matching funds were available? $

4. Are there other water conservation measures that you have implemented or would like to
implement into your farming practices that are not listed above? Please list:

No




Senate Bill 2 Survey Page | January 13, 2002

Region P Agricultural Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

Name of Agricultural Organization: _ Mustang Exploration Co., Ltd.

Contact Person: John H. Roades Title: President

Telephone: ( 979 ) 648-2641 E-maitl:

Please answer the following questions using the list below of recommended agricultural water
conservation strategies and their projected unit costs that were used in developing the Lavaca
Regional Water Plan.

Water Conservation Strategy Unit Cost {$) Assumptions for strategy unit costs:
1 Laser leveling + muitiple inlets $109 per acre e Laserleveling + multi 1e‘i.ulgt - assumes |.4
3 C [liming 50.51 F ac-ft water saved per acre irrigated; & assumes
= anal ining : per foot strategy applicable to 70% of irmigated acreage.
3 REElnCmg canals Wl[h plpes Z ® Canal lining - assumes 38 ac-ft water saved
4 Improved seed varieties - per canal mile,

1. Have you already incorporated any of the recommended agricultural water conservation
strategies into your farming practices? Yes_X No

If Yes - Please list which ones you are currently using and for how many acres:

1-300 acres
3- 1,500 acres

If No — How many acres could benefit from each of the recommended strategies?
Have an additional 2,000 acres needing underground irrigation pipe

and leveling.

2. Do you currently have any unlined canals? Yes_x No
If Yes — How many thousands of feet? _11,00Q"

If Yes — Would you be interested in canal lining or pipe conversion? Yes__X No

3. Is lack of funds a primary reason for not incorporating water conservation farming practices?
Yes__x_ No

If Yes — How much money could you contribute to making improvements, if some type of

matching funds were available? $ 30%

4. Are there other water conservation measures that you have implemented or would like to
implement into your farming practices that are not listed above? Please list:




Senate Bill 2 Survey Page 1 January 13, 2002

Region P Agricultural Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

Name of Agricultural Organization: Gab e Sch Farams

Contact Person: (A/gym<¢ Keént, Elenn Title:  fartners
7 7

Telephone: (367 )Y 7P2- 23,/ E-mail:

Please answer the following questions using the list below of recommended agricultural water
conservation strategies and their projected unit costs that were used in developing the Lavaca
Regional Water Plan.

Water Conservation Strategy Unit Cost (5) Assumptions for strategy unit costs:
1 Laser leveiing ~ muitiple inlets S109 peracre {° Luserleveling muitiple inlets - assumes 1.4
— ac-{t water saved per acre irrigated; & assumes
2 .Canal hﬂm& : $0.51 per foot strategy applicable to 70% of irrigated acreage.
3 Replacing canals w"‘?‘ p1pes - « Canal lining - assumes 38 ac-ft water saved
4 Improved seed varieties - per canal mile.

I. Have you already incorporated any of the recommended agricyltural water conservation
strategies into your farming practices? Yes No ¢

If Yes - Please list which ones you are currently using and for how many acres:

If No —~ How many acres could benefit from each of the recommended strategies?

Do you currently have any unlined canals? Yes No —

es — How many thousands of feet?

If Yes ™Would you be interested in canal lining or pipe conversioy‘ 5 No

3. Is lack of funds

. . . / . . .
rimary reason for not mcorporatmg/wa&er conservation farming practices?
Yes No

/

ould ynm/cofﬂﬁbute to making improvements, if some type of

If Yes - How much mone

e

matching funds were available?

4. Are there other water conscrvatlon %sures that you have implemented or would like to
implement into your /am'ung practices that z%not listed above? Please list:

o

-

e o~




Senate Bill 2 Survey Page | January 15,2002
Region P Agricultural Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

Name of Agricultural Organization: /'("/44 qNON TArmiL ’SO/[.UTJ;EJ&7&L E
71 7
)

Contact Person: 63 Z4AL ) /é:’jag Ny v Title: PAg LR

Telephone: (979 ) _SUA SY 4 ¢ Email: _— AonE

Please answer the following questions using the list below of recommended agricultural water

conservation strategtes and their projected unit costs that were used in developing the Lavaca
Regional Water Plan.

Water Conservation Strategy Unit Cost (3) Assumptions for strategy unit costs:
1 Laser leveling + multiple inlets $109 peracre |* Laserleveling+ multiple inlefs -~ assumes 1.4
> — — - ac-ft water saved per acre trrigated: & assumes
< _Cnnal lining 30.51 per foot strategy applicable to 70% of irrigated acreage.
3 Replacing canals w“h ptpes - e Canal lining - assumes 38 ac-ft water saved
4 Improved seed varieties - per canai mile

1. Have you already incorporated any of the recommended agricultural water conservation
strategies into your farming practices?  Yes No__ &

If Yes - Please list which ones you are currently using and for how many acres:

If No — How many acres could benefit from each of the recommended strategies? _/ 4 2D
Acpes speigulbd Laad ACKES fioc 1400/ce
' sl Y S S L ) £ % ; ~ o 00 Ak &

/0::,6 LA T ['cwd FRE i oaT77e =
Do you 4rrent1y have any unlined c{rzles? Yes_<&—"" No

if Yes — How many thousands uf ieet? /5— C)/Z/"%
If Yes — Would you be interested in canal lining or pipe conversion? Yes /No

[ LS

3. Is Iach a primary reason for not incorporating water conservation farming practices?
Yes No

If Yes — How much money could you contribute to making improvements, if some type of

matching funds were available? $ AR g ‘é;ﬁ SsHLE

4. Are there other water conservation measures that you have implemented or would like to
implement into your farming practices that are not listed above? Please list:




Senate Biil 2 Survey Page | January 135, 2002

Region P Agricultural Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

Name of Agricultural Organization: SHO FaRums

Contact Person: @A—ﬂ’.q SKal 1'<1 K~1 Title: _ Pagtae.
[ \
Telephone: (B36[ ) 27/ — R L PO E-mail: — ~—

Please answer the following questions using the list below of recommended agricultural water

conservation strategies and their projected unit costs that were used in developing the Lavaca
Regional Water Plan.

Water Conservation Strategy Unit Cost ($) Assumptions for strategy unit costs:
1 Laser leveling + multiple inlets $109 peracre |° Laserleveling+ multple inicis - assumes 1.4
5 — - ac-ft water saved per acre imrigated: & assumes
= Canal lining 30.51 per foot strategy applicable to 70% of irrigated acreage.
3 Replacmg canals w“'h plpes z e Canal lining — assumes 38 ac-ft water saved
4 Improved seed varieties - per canal mile.

1. Have you already incorporated any of the recommended agricultural water conservation
strategies into your farming practices?  Yes v No

If Yes - Please list which ones you are currently using and for how many acres:
s baye pRescatly [aser leveied Yoo Aeres of
[ond +ipat are farmed in Rice at this time .

£ How many acres could benefit from each of the recommended strategies?
(e, 4fsc have Ahout /rlre draes ' oals T we
' rhatl nee i
Us To At —[ 4g’s PR £its cn Rice.
2. Do you currently have an§ unlined canals? Yes / No

If Yes — How many thousands of feet? __ 3 '7: goo Pr-

r

7 L
If Yes — Would you be interested in canai lining or pipe conversion? Yes No

3. Islack yﬂds a primary reason for not incorporating water conservation farming practices?
N

Yes 0

If Yes — How much money could you contribute to making improvements, if some type of

matching funds were available? s Cea mec’ beo-‘r /q o F"“—"‘U"’I Cost™

cf [rlS'f'A’A—]"u_n of (Dﬂaﬁlua—hun M(,“ HES . todsys faam it That yeu
4. Are there other water conservation measures that you have 1mple ented or oul like t0 pave L/sted

implement into your farming practices that are not listed above? Please list: Abov e,




Senate Bill 2 Survey Page | January 13, 2002

Region P Agricultural Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

Name of Agricultural Organization: ..5; é oz i AL /. 535
Contact Person: ﬂ,// &cj; ” [.;/f Title: /eﬂ'fﬂ e
Telephone: (977 ) ~§93- 7252 E-mail:

Please answer the following questions using the list below of recommended agricultural water
conservation strategies and their projected unit costs that were used in developing the Lavaca
Regional Water Plan.

Water Conservation Strategy Unit Cost ($) Assumptions for strategy unit costs:
1 Laser leveling + multiple inlets $109 peracre |*® Laserlevelings multiple inlets — assumes 1.4
5 C [ lining $051 ~ ac-ft water saved per acre irrigated: & assumes
= canalliung D1 _per foot strategy applicable to 70% of irrigated acreage.
3 Replacmg canals Wl[_h E'pes - ¢ Canal fining - assumes 38 ac-ft water saved
4 Improved seed varieties - per canal mile.

1. Have you already incorporated any of the recommended agricultural water conservation
strategies into your farming practices?  Yes [l No

If Yes - Please list which ones you are currently using and for how many acres:

[puejin} 200 ze

It No — How many acres could benefit from each of the recommended strategies?

JTO0D ze L&..&/J éc”e,ﬁf'

2. Do you currently have any unlined canals? Yes.o” No
If Yes - How many thousands of feet? _ 290 &

If Yes — Would you be interested in canal lining or pipe conversion? Yes ! No

3. Is lack of funds a primary reason for not incorporating water conservation farming practices?
Yes ~ No

If Yes — How much money could you contribute to making improvements, if some type of

matching funds were available? $

4. Are there other water conservation measures that you have implemented or would like to
implement into your farming practices that are not listed above? Please list:
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Region P Agrlcultural Water Infrastructure Financing Survey
/
Name of Agricultural f!)rganization: M /C oA

¥

Contact Person: ) ~ Title: Y2 &» a gas’
L4 I J
Telephone: (3¢ )« 782 —~=2793 E-mail:

Please answer the following questions using the list below of recommended agricultural water
conservation strategies and their projected unit costs that were used in developing the Lavaca
Regional Water Plan.

Water Conservation Strategy Unit Cost ($) Assumptions for strategy unit costs:
1 Laser leveling + multiple inlets $109 peracre |* Lasrleveling+ multiple inlets - assumes 1.4
5 — - ac-ft water saved per acre imrigated; & assumes
< Canal lining $0.51 per foot strategy applicable to 7G% of urigated acreage.
3 Replacing canals w:t‘hPlpes - * Canal lining - assumes 38 ac-ft water saved
4 Improved seed varieties - per canal mile.

1. Have you already incorporated any of the recommended agricultural water conservation
strategies into your farming practices?  Yes_f~ No

If Yes - Please list which ones you are currently using and for how many acres:

[

Efw /&u—da_.«—,:[ — SO0 Cered

If No - How many acres could benefit from each of the recommended strategies?

2. Do you currently have any unlined canals? Yes_e—" No_ &

If Yes - How many thousands of feet? LS, oo 0

If Yes — Would you be interested in canal lining or pipe conversion? Yes__ £~ No

3. Is lack of funds a primary reason for not incorporating water conservaticn farming practices?
Yes el No

If Yes — How much money could you contribute to making improvements, if some type of
matching funds were available? $___ 444 o299

4. Are there other water conservation measures that you have implemented or would like to

implemeny into yourf ng practices that are not listed above? Please list:
ﬁ&ﬂ—‘—-“tf Fal codlon .
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Region P Agricultural Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

Name of Agricultural Organization: 3

7 'M?vf /’/?F’ﬂ'd/l ci’/»fh /)s/ /—1'5(57_
Contact Person: [p//,a}/,, < E" € & N g Title:
Telephone: (2F/ ) 39/~ // 72— E-mail:

Please answer the following questions using the list below of recommended agricultural water
conservation strategies and their projected unit costs that were used in developing the Lavaca
Regional Water Plan.

Water Conservation Strategy Unit Cost ($) Assumptions for strategy unit costs:
R Laser leveling + multiple inlets $109 peracre | ° Lassrleucling - muhtipie fles - assumes 1.4
3 — — F ac-fi water saved per acre irrigated; & assumes
= Canal lining $0.51 per foot strategy applicable to 70% of irrigated acreage.
3 Replacing canals with pipes - + Cacal lining — assumes 38 ac-ft water saved
4 Improved seed varieties - per canal mile.

1. Have you already incorporated any of the recommended agricultural water conservation
strategies into your farming practices?  Yes il No

If Yes - Please list which ones you are currently using and for how many acres: Sl [
Sita tedy on (0 oF [ vicres  apprav se’E/y
r >7 7

If No — How many acres could benefit from each of the recommended strategies? /2 &

16?/@:% Lo /J ﬁe‘gf"", 1+~

Do you currently have any unlined canals? Yes l/ No
If Yes — How many thousands of feet? 3£ = 35'/ ,/
No

If Yes — Would you be interested in canal lining or pipe conversion? Yes

2

3. Is lack of funds a primary reason for not incorporating water conservation farming practices?
Yes No

If Yes — How much money could you contribute to making improvements, if some type of

. : ‘ { S )
matching funds were available? $ Ler 15 /2

4. Are there other water conservation measures that you have implemented or would like to
implement into your farming practices that are not listed above? Please list: £y rre ézdﬂ

o me// /r)ﬁa; ’T/ I Smrﬂfﬁg_:?e Gt 72 ™ ry a”’gm — 4.1.{ k>
4&’ 2 77‘4’ i FJs M», rTz 2 :/r_@zr‘.af\- T mz%g £c,:¢ Z:i
Cfn LD .“/g . /ég L ;’4* 4/ 35 It f /",z—; o e T /w-

/ALJr ;) y T 77 ) & & ret =, [1 f '/ { 52!//,9;'/:5:

I‘F ’M//e(",u/r"/i J‘ry/"/ dﬁ/ﬁ’)’zt )‘/@// [‘/7' g’/‘}"’f"{ -2 fé’?‘ —r.(e).
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Name of Agricultural Organization: & K,ﬁ‘r - / 7&' f‘JM«, :(/u é-ec ﬁc Fﬁ TS

Contact Person: /'3{'{/ I(vée( . Title:  zgent
7/
Telephone: ( 36/ ) G7}- 266 T E-mail: —

Please answer the following questions using the list below of recommended agricultural water
conservation strategies and their projected unit costs that were used in developing the Lavaca
Regional Water Plan.

Water Conservation Strategy Unit Cost ($) Assumptions for strategy unit costs:
! Laser leveling + multiple inlets $109 peracre | * Laserlevelings multipleinlets - assumes 1.4
5 Canal Linina — ac-ft water saved per acre irrigated: & assumes
= anal ining $0.51 per foot strategy applicable to 70% of irrigated acreage.
3 Replacing canals with pipes - » Canal lining - assumes 38 ac-ft water saved
4 Improved seed varieties - per canal mile.

1. Have you already incorporated any of the recommended agricultural water conservation
strategies into your farming practices?  Yes_ v~ No

If Yes - Please list which ones you are currently dsing and for how many acres:
¥/ - /€ acrey

If No — How many acres could benefit from each of the recommended strategies?

2. Do you currently have any unlined canals? Yes_ &7 No____
If Yes — How many thousands of feet? _/ 3 gog’
If Yes — Would you be interested in canal lining or pipe conversion? Yes_&” No

3. Is lack of funds a primary reason for not incorporating water conservation farming practices?
Yes_i+~ No

If Yes — How much money could you contribute to making improvements, if some type of
matching funds were available? $ -5—,, too

4. Are there other water conservation measures that you have implemented or would like to
implement into your farming practices that are not listed above? Please list:

Spffakfen 5;/5/«"”’?.
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Region P Agricultural Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

Name of Agricultural Organization:  )&DA “ N fared pgspurc&s Caanserko\ /.-.n,. Seso.ce
Contact Person:  Dew s A Mueck Title: Mafur-of (o;g.,.,./cf ﬁ;’,

Telephone: (979 ) §32-0077 £x£3 Email donismueck @ #2 asde gov.
Ti:s ;s basesd o~ Wha-la. Caun/},@?_ffﬂ i f?’g_a‘.(,w _ﬁ

. . . Bt inaly mne .
Please answer the following questions using the list below of recommended agricultural water
conservation strategies and their projected unit costs that were used in developing the Lavaca

Regional Water Plan.

Water Conservation Strategy Unit Cost ($) Assumptions for strategy unit costs:.
1 Laser leveling + multiple inlets $109 peracre |* Laserleveling+ multiple inlets - assumes [.4
— ac-ft water saved per acre imigated; & assumes
2 Canal lining 30.51 per foot strategy applicable to 70% of irrigated acreage.
3 Replacing canals with pipes ' e Canal lining — assumes 38 ac-ft water saved
4 Improved seed varieties - per canal mule.

1. Have you already incorporated any of the recommended agricultural water conservation
strategies into your farming practices?  Yes_ / No

If Yes - Please list which ones you are currently using and for how many acres: 24,

o, . 4 ¥ - ' i
LacEr /f(r g , ,é':ie/ EAO L f:é,t“_ ,‘);.\.;__  Mu /,’L ot} ne+;
3 7 T

If No - How many acres could benefit from each of the recommended strategies?

2. Do you currently have any unlined canals? Yes_ No
If Yes — How many thousands of feet? __¢/ 00, 02

If Yes — Would you be interested in canal lining or pipe conversion? Yes__y/ No

3. Is lack of funds a primary reason for not incorporating waier conservation farming practices?
Yes_v/_ No

If Yes — How much money could you contribute to making improvements, if some type of

matching funds were available? $

4. Are there other water conservation measures that you have implemented or would like to
implement into your farming practices that are not listed above? Please list: 7747/ /e

YE Lo T &r_{"‘;é—v‘ns &_sf ‘M’g}. On Ex,s;&\j ﬂg_.aq__} !c«#wtcag_lj"??ﬁ'nc :fiwl

>
4
o

me z‘ror 5
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Region P Agricultural Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

Name of Agricultural Organization: 4 KFH#4X A- /’/{’/5‘5/3/)5 VERL A Sods
‘ 7/

Contact Person: ARAHUR A. PRIZESM d:“arjc'/& Title:  PARFLERL

Telephone: ( 4 729) S¥3-4 293 E-mail:

Please answer the following questions using the list below of recommended agricultural water
conservation strategies and their projected unit costs that were used in developing the Lavaca
Regional Water Plan.

Water Conservation Strategy Unit Cost () Assumptions for strategy unit costs:
! Laser leveling + multiple inlets $109 peracre |*° Laserlevcling ~multiple inlets - assumes |.4
— ac-ft water saved per acre imigated; & assumes
2 Canal lining 30.51 per foot strategy applicable to 7024 of imigated acreage.
3 Rgplacmg canals Wlth pipes - e Canal lining - assumes 38 ac-{t water saved
4 Improved seed varieties - per canal mile.

1. Have you already incorporated any of the recommended agricultural water conservation
strategies into your farming practices? Yes & No

If Yes - Please list which ones you are currently using and for how many acres:

/ — 00 oS

If No — How many acres could benefit from each of the recommended strategies?

2. Do you currently have any unlined canals? Yes &7 No

If Yes — How many thousands of feet?

If Yes — Would you be interested in canal lining or pipe conversicn? Yes_ &~  No

3. Is lack of funds a primary reason for not incorporating water conservation farming practices?
Yes No v — Cewtd &se. Ssare d83.5/p0cE

If Yes - How much money could you contribute to making improvements, if some type of

matching funds were available? $

4. Are there other water conservation measures that you have implemented or would like to
implement into your farming practices that are not listed above? Please list:
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Region P Agricultural Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

Name of Agricultural Organization: A{ ) ?W

Contact Person: ,5_#-(,_4/{ ent ﬂeafc/ Title: )%r/;uc/ {daﬂ/awe,\
[4
Telephone: (777 ) 77 -550 ¢ E-mail:

Please answer the following questions using the list below of recommended agricultural water
conservation strategies and their projected unit costs that were used in developing the Lavaca
Regional Water Plan.

Water Conservation Strategy Unit Cost (S) Assumptions for strategy unit costs:
1 Laser leveling + multiple inlets 109 peracre | ° Laserieveng~ muluple inlets - assumes 1.4
T — pe_ 3 - pera ac-fl water saved per acre irrigated; & assumes
2 Canal lining $0.51 per foot strategy applicable to 70% of irrigated acreage.
3 Replacing canals w"-_h pipes ‘ * (Canal lining — assumes 38 ac-ft water saved
4 Improved seed varieties - per canal mile.

1. Have you already incorporated any of the recommended agricultural water conservation
strategies into your farming practices?  Yes No

If Yes - Please list which ones you are currently using and for how many acres:

If No — How many acres could benefit from each of the recommended strategies?

320D
7

2. Do you currently have any unlined canals? Yes ¥ No
P/ ‘
If Yes — How many thousands of feet? /@ A A2 i fes

If Yes — Would you be interested in canal lining or pipe conversion? Yes

‘/ No

3. Islack of funds a primary reason for not incorporating water conservation farming practices?
Yes ~~ No

If Yes — How much money could you contribute to making improvements, if some type of
. . 22 o .
matching funds were available? S /@ poo.”— # s yxeqr (canal L. wivg ot Pipe)

4, Are there other water conservation measures that you have implemented or would like to
implement into your farming practices that are not listed above? Please list:

resenily C,ozvsffuc—;‘//vti fac/lites Fo carrcdh
Lo oFF an;/ig@n?"fﬁ From r.ce Fiedts Gad
fe 5¢ nu' 11,99t Systean

\) Covld mateh an add. t‘:'om»/B/;aoo Per yealr For faser Levef
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Region P Agricultural Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

Name of Agricultural Organization: T ewmeetr J. VUV
Contact Person: Th om s T tu e mec Title: _ Py tuer
Telephone: (979 ) 54 3~ 28 74 Email: _7j 2¢ 76 @ wepet net

Please answer the following questions using the list below of recommended agricultural water
conservation strategies and their projected unit costs that were used in developing the Lavaca
Regional Water Plan.

Water Conservation Strategy Unit Cost ($) Assumptions for strategy unit costs:
i Laser ieveling + multiple injets $i09 peracre |° —~————-—L“:t’ leveling *d—m—g-““i le inlets s i4
- C;ma[ lininu $0 51 or f00t ac-{ water sgve per acre Im:',:l B % assumes
- i =} : p strategy applicable to 70% of irrtgated acreage.
3 Replacing canals WIt'h plpes - ¢ Canal lining ~ assumes 38 ac-ft water saved
4 Improved seed varieties - per canal mile.

1. Have you already incorporated any of the recommended agricultural water conservation
strategies into your farming practices?  Yes No

If Yes - Please list which ones you are currently using and for how many acres:

rhua”-'{:[e nleti  mn all £ o1ds (ahowut 40 oo fyens)

Jmﬂ»)lerl seed ./o.rref el EC«.({u dr ve: ueorlu MOt ng O wNPry GS.C

Larfcr Level. 4o Lit Ja pondi T with high (D\ba.A‘i' 0% of Gtklc'C'J‘)
If No — How many ascres Could bénefft from each of the recommended strategies?

2. Do you currently have any unlined canals? Yes_ ./ No___

If Yes — How many thousands of feet? _} @ o000

If Yes ~ Would you be interested in canal lining or pipe conversion? Yes__ .~ No

3. Is lack of funds a primary reason for not incorporating water conservation farming practices?
Yes_ o~ No

If Yes - How much money could you contribute to making improvements, if some type of

matching funds were available? $ _ﬁa’;;_ﬂu_g_«_&.f_{“m biit

4. Are there other water conservation measures that you have implemented or would like to
implement into your farming practices that are not listed above? Please list:

L oot ke 4o leasn ohout conal  liaing.
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Name of Agricultural Organization: /_ Au e A Co on Y Fﬂ’l‘zﬂ’? ﬁﬂ;&.‘%"d{,
7

Contact Person: :Df}L-’i P2 Lo GAE R- Title: J&.&S/ DEAT

Telephone: (347 ) SC/~ 34 // E-mail: > 0 e € Lepi &Y.

Please answer the following questions using the list below of recommended agricultural water
conservation strategies and their projected unit costs that were used in developing the Lavaca
Regional Water Plan.

Water Conservation Strategy Unit Cost ($) Assumptions for strategy unit costs:

1 Laser leveling + multiple inlets $109 peracre |* Laserleveling» mulliple inlets - assumes L4
5 T ac-ft water saved per acre imgated; & assumes
< _Canal llnlng _ $0.51 per foot strategy applicable to 70% of irrigated acreage.
3 Replacing canals with pipes - e Canal lining - assumes 38 ac-ft water saved
4 Improved seed varieties - per canal mile.

L. Have you already incorporated any of the recomxmended agri ral water conservation

strategies into your farming practices?  Yes_i No

If Yes - Please list which ones you are currently using and for how many acres:
L PROVED S€en  Japie nfs - T HSsumba \Jhic olE
Taudwe Gepsy.

It No - How many acres could benefit from each of the recommended strategies?

NET

7 LE Do T iede -

2. Do you currently have any unlined canals? Yes No ) C anpla—

If Yes — How many thousands of feet?

If Yes — Would you be interested in canal lining or pipe conversion? Yes INo

3. Is lack of funds a primary reason for not mcorporatma water conservation farming practices?

Yes No Tf\.c/u, Y u£«}a&2tﬁw -c»uw Lo (m e

If Yes — How much money could you contribute to ma improvements, if some type of

matching funds were available? $

4. Are there other water conservation measures that you have implemented or would like to
__[i‘,’ll_]_gLQment into your farming practices that are not listed above? Please list:
22

ﬁ%% zéaa'f_(;éaz::; 'Q_/E/é— Iﬁhi/@ .

éﬁf&%ﬁc_{u GMM,]{(&/‘ cw{/,cotj %“W‘) dvﬂt/— W

Lera oy



Senate Bill 2 Survey Page | January 135, 2002
Region P Agricultural Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

Name of Agricultural Organization: P;n Cok Farems IT

Contact Person: Joq L. Richurds Title: fartner

Telephone: ( 743 )20§- FobLo E-mail: J‘ric,ka.rf!_g@ dodi.com

Please answer the following questions using the list below of recommended agricultural water
conservation strategies and their projected unit costs that were used in developing the Lavaca
Regional Water Plan.

Water Conservation Strategy Unit Caost (%) Assumptions for strategy unit cosis:
L Laser leveling ~ multiple inlets $109 peracre |* Laserleveling* multipie inlets = assumes 1.4
— ac-ft water saved per acre irmgated; & assumes
2 Canal lining $0.51 per foot strategy applicable to 70% of irrigated acreage.
3 Replacing canals with pipes - e Canal lining — assumes 38 ac-it water saved
4 Improved seed varieties - per canal mile.

1. Have you already incorporated any of the recommended agricultural water conservation
strategies into your farming practices? Yes v’ No

If Yes - Please list which ones you are currently uSing and for how many acres:

'(I) Laser leve“ng - q.?froy:‘maﬁej-é_ A0 acreg feuelecl to date

(3) Approximabe - 200 acres cap he walered withost vse o€ canals,

If No - How many acres could benefit from each of the recommended strategies?

I have a??rsﬁmwft'} (000 ceres Yhat coold beneFit fron laser
\eue”inﬁ, MC{ ic(iqa'ﬁh\. DIpe.
i 7 LI

2. Do you currently have any unlined canals? Yes v No

If Yes — How many thousands of feet? <=z /2, 500 £,

If Yes — Would you be interested in canal iining or pipe conversion? Yes

v’ No

3. Is lack of funds a primary reason for not incorporating water conservation farming practices?
Yes ¥ No

If Yes - How much money could you contribute to making improvements, if some type of

matching funds were available? $§_150, 00 o over Hm<€

4. Are there other water conservation measures that you have implemented or would like to
implement into your farming practices that are not listed above? Please list:

No, basec \¢Vt\;n3 ‘UH." Vﬂa’er?c’ouné }((l's’lﬁffc‘n (P;lop\
s all T am rcqﬂ\# conteresled jn. T auwn unapalf

o Cnna‘ [infn} and ity censevvubens lf—'/&(-




Senate Bill 2 Survey Page 1 January 13. 2002
Region P Agricultural Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

Name of Agricultural Organization: K + L Fﬁ\’ md

Contact Person: L.C.‘J']C €. Qau,\ Title: geiered sastne~
) 1

Telephone: (§79) 543 - 44§ E-mail:

Please answer the following questions using the list below of recommended agricultural water
conservation strategies and their projected unit costs that were used in developing the Lavaca
Regional Water Plan.

Water Conservation Strategy Unit Cost % - Assumptions for strategy unit costs:
1. Laser leveling + multiple inlets $109 peracre |* Lascrleveling® multiple inlets - assumes [.4
— ~ ac-ft water saved per acre irrigated. & assumes
2 Canal lining $0.51 per fo?t strategy applicable to 70% of irrigated acreage.
; ; ; r\
3 Replacing canals with pipes [ - full fer] o Canal lining - assumes 38 ac-{t water saved
4 Improved seed varieties - per canal mile.

1. Have you already incorporated any of the recommended agricultural water conservation
strategies into your farming practices? Yes_*~_  No

" If Yes - Please list which ones you are currently using and for how many acres:

Laﬁ?(‘ LGL‘(_)I‘r‘ﬁ -~ ritu/ﬁ;p/a 1.1/%1‘:5

If No — How many acres could benefit from each of the recommended strategies?

2. Do you currently have any unlined canals? Yes l/ No
[f Yes — How many thousands of feet? LOK- 3Q.cea K+

If Yes — Would you be interested in canal lining or pipe conversion? Yes_j / No

MR
3. s laj?}funds a primary reason for not incorporatingﬂvater conservation farming practices?
Yes No

If Yes — How much money could you contribute to making improvements, if some type of

matching funds were available? $

4. Are there other water conservation measures that you have implemented or would like to
implement into your farming practices that are not listed above? Please list:

M_{ ‘:d‘cn_m LL.CL.L&L:) d-rh, bL"LLL C‘:.‘}’ +}LK_ (S K Tk‘\‘s §¥\ iﬂiﬁég

Q%: hackhge cuds on Tha Qr._‘d.-.d \\’H-L—- (R (Jﬁ.._.»j' Hu (pels | I "‘Lur,

Doatoh v opea cond bbb de by g e Sy watee e AhaL el

IS SELY, STV 3 \\{\_L(x;.l.«.l

J. ('uqff G HIWS” s winh i we A__;.,g < J:(,m Eh ,jram_
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Region P Agricultural Water Infrastructure Financing Surve G !
# ¢ )LS; ATE
, Hu f 2
Name of Agricultural Organization: "?> TUFREH BT EL 7{_71*3 15
” T L
Contact Person: J&~ Jet- . ST CorR MRl Tile HALTNER S
Telephone: (4! ) <17y - § > 1— Email: SFaem¢ a YE€C . com

Please answer the following questions using the list below of recommended agricultural water
conservation strategies and their projected unit costs that were used in developing the Lavaca
Regional Water Plan.

Water Conservation Strategy Unit Cost ($) Assumptions for strategy unit costs:
i Laser leveling + muitiple inlets $109 peracre |* Laserlexeling: multiple inlets —assumes 1.4
— ac-ft water saved per acre irrigated; & assumes
2 .Canal lmmi& i $0.51 perfoot strategy applicable 10 70% of irrigated acreage.
3 Replacing canals th pipes - + Canat lining - assumes 38 ac-{t water saved
4 Improved seed varieties - per canal mile.

I. Have you already incorporated any of the recommended agricultural water conservation

strategies into your farming practices? Yes &~ L No

If Yes - Please list which ones you are currently using and for how many acres:
-y - a"' . .'
S } N L(L{ ¢ > R e

If No — How many acres could benefit from each of the recommended strategies?

2. Do you currently have any unlined canals? Yes No L~

If Yes — How many thousands of feet?

If Yes — Would you be interested in canal lining or pipe conversion? Yes No

3. Is lack of funds a primary reason for not incorporating water conservation farming practices?
Yes_i~ No

If Yes — How much money could you contribute to making improvements, if some type of

m
A

matching funds were available? §_ 2 s 2% /0 A 4 :/ e

4. Are there other water conservation measures that you have implemented or would like to
implement into your farming practices that are not listed above? Please list:
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Region P Agricultural Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

Name of Agricultural Organization: /‘7,/4—ERV MM/Q/ J 2 /:,;EMS
Contact Person: M . }-{- BR‘O oK Title:  “TRuSTEFE
Telephone: () ) 771 — 332 E-mail:

Please answer the following questions using the list below of recommended agricultural water
conservation strategies and their projected unit costs that were used in developing the Lavaca
Regional Water Plan.

Water Conservation Strategy Unit Cost ($) Assumptions for strategy unit costs;
1, Laser leveling + multipie inlets $109 peracre | * Leseclevelings multiple inlets - assames 1.4
3 C I Tinine $051 P ac-tt water saved per acre irmigated: & assumes
= anal itning ! per oot strategy applicable to 70% of immigated acreage.
3 Replacing canals with pipes - e Canal lining - assumes 38 ac-ft water saved
4 Improved seed varicties - per canal mile.

1. Have you already incorporated any of the recommended agricultural water conservation
strategies into your farming practices?  Yes No

- If Yes - Please list which ones you are currently using and for how many acres:
* | AR50 AcRES
* 4 250 AorES

If No — How many acres could benefit from each of the recommended strategies?

2. Do you currently have any unlined canals? Yes_ v~ No
If Yes — How many thousands of feet? _3Z, 000 ~—

If Yes — Would you be interested in canal lining or pipe conversion? Yes No

3. Islack of funds a primary reason for not incorporating water conservation farming practices?
Yes___ No

If Yes — How much money could you contribute to making improvements, if some type of

matching funds were available? $

4. Are there other water conservation measures that you have implemented or would like to
implement into your farming practices that are not listed above? Please list:
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Region P Agricultural Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

- -

Name of Agricultural Organization: "¢ { & ~ € /j/'} /K :,/:'L_(

Contact Person: (-, ég'fﬁ f / é‘gg é (: g”é ¢ Title: éf(’f ‘7/:’;54’ i)
Telephone: (34 [ ) ‘)ﬁ"[é ’75(57? E-mail: ﬁfg,.’/‘e({) ‘7‘@@ A, 32 Otz

Please answer the following questions using the list below of recommended agricultural water
conservation strategies and their projected unit costs that were used in developing the Lavaca
Regional Water Plan.

Water Conservation Strategy Unit Cost ($) Assumptions for strategy unit costs:
L Laser leveling + multiple inlets $109 per acre | ° Laserleveling+ multiple inlets - assumes 1.4
5 — ~ ac-ft water saved per acre irrigated: & assumes
< .Ca“al lln'ng : $0.51 per foot strategy applicable to 70% of irmgated acreage.
3 Replacing canals W“_h pipes - ¢ Canal lining - assumes 38 ac-ft water saved
4 Improved seed varieties - per canal mile.

1. Have you already incorporated any of the recommended agricultural water conservation
strategies into your farming practices? Yes No___~~

If Yes - Please list which ones you are currently using and for how many acres:

If No — How many acres could benefit from each of the recommended strategies?
W SN L ) i
£ / M LA T T A L2210 5 G A

Wt =2 <Sury L/f/ "

2. Do you currently have any unlined canals? Yes No__ v/

If Yes — How many thousands of feet?

If Yes - Would you be interested in canal lining or pipe conversion? Yes No

3. Is lack of funds a primary reason for not incorporating water conservation farming practices?
Yes No

If Yes - How much money could you contribute to making improvements, if some type of

matching funds were available? $

4. Are there other water conservation measures that you have implemented or would like to
implement into your farming practices that are not listed above? Please list:
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Region P Agricultural Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

/ g .
Name of Agricultural Orcanization' beg Aa GL‘W @,_,q\. v TS (0.
Contact Person: wqﬂﬂv i\ LQ SIKARZ Title: CEA- AG
Telephone: (261 ) 182 - 3 E-mail: Y~ Lesicae & TAmy. €du

Please answer the following questions using the list below of recommended agricultural water
conservation strategies and their projected unit costs that were used in developing the Lavaca
Regional Water Plan.

Water Conservation Strategy Unit Cost ($) Assumptions for strategy unit costs:
1. Laser leveling + multiple inlets 5109 peracre |® Lasecleveling+ multiple inlets - assumes t.4
3 Canal i 051 P ac-ft water saved per acre irmgated: & assumes
= L-anai fing 30.51 per foot strategy applicable to 70% of irrigated acreage.
3 Replacing canals with pipes - e Canal lining - assumes 38 ac-ft water saved
4 Improved seed varieties - per canal mile.

l. Have you already incorporated any of the recommended agricultural water conservation
strategies into your farming practices? Yes__i~ No

If Yes - Please list which ones you are currently using and for how many acres:
L_A S¢R l_t'iiw\q - o lAcre‘ﬁ(k

LLV’\A&lﬁ\rOmV\A OJDU(W -~ lcoo a .
fr\e—utd v A ey ~ G_i\
If No - How many acres could benefit from each of the recommended strategies?

o

Do you currently have any unlined canals? Yes_t~ No
If Yes — How many thousands of feet? __ QL

If Yes — Would you be interested in canal lining or pipe conversion? Yes_ No

3. Is lack of funds a primary reason for not incorporating water conservation farming practices?
Yes_ ¢~ No

If Yes — How much money could you contribute to making improvements, if some type of

matching funds were available? $ 2%

4. Are there other water conservation measures that you have implemented or would like to
implement into your farming practices that are not listed above? Please list:

“?O ng\oab. \'LL‘x IILE_[V\.(\(_""’ SDrinclee jvr Lq KT n.v\ .
. : R fZ (,L”
CMSevvc»‘&n%‘F-‘lM&% S 8r b1 e TN

ko “H'\Oc.\j\ C\ki . ‘L: l""\*—(: E}(,W é 1‘./\_\‘
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Region P Agricultural Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

Name of Agricultura] Organization: %m, 7/ /fz@ s rrid

Contact Person: /7, é%, ﬁ?;; gé,,,,‘_i% Title:
Telephone: (3¢ /)

77L; 2704 E-mail:

Please answer the following questions using the list below of recommended agricultural water
conservation strategies and their projected unit costs that were used in developing the Lavaca
Regional Water Plan.

Water Conservation Strategy Unit Cost ($) Assumptions for strategy unit costs:
1 Laser {eveling + multiple inlets $109 peracre | Laserleveling+ multiple inets - assumes 1.4
> — — ac-ft water saved per acre irrigated: & assumes
2 Canal lining _ 30.51 per foot strategy applicable to 70% of imrigated acreage.
3 R@lacmg canals w“h plpes - ¢ Canal lining ~ assumes 38 ac-ft waler saved
4 Improved seed varieties - per canal mile.

1. Have you already incorporated any of the recommended agricultural water conservation
strategies into your farming practices?  Yes No

If Yes - Please list which ones you are currently using and for how many acres:

If No — How many acres could benefit from each of the recommended strategies?

2. Do you currently have any unlined canals? Yes No

—_— N e

If Yes - How many thousands of feet?

If Yes — Would you be interested in canal lining or pipe conversion? Yes No

3. Is lack of funds a primary reason for not incorporating water conservation farming practices?
Yes No

If Yes — How much money could you contribute to making improvements, if some type of

matching funds were available? $

4. Are there other water conservation measures that you have implemented or would like to
implement into your farming practices that are not listed above? Please list:

49[ Qg _/!/‘_47/ b{*‘f‘f-mlj /'L;_;J_J P U 7’ ¢ ?IJ -
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Region P Agricultural Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

Name of Agricultural Organization: MW, //M ﬁ;},/]é 7V
Contact Person: _MM jvﬁ TxtIe. ﬂ-’m‘é:“'M |

Telephone: ( 974 ) 75, -2p0 < E-mail:

Please answer the following questions using the list below of recommended agricultural water
conservation strategies and their projected unit costs that were used in developing the Lavaca
Regional Water Plan.

Water Conservation Strategy Unit Cost ($) Assumptions for strategy unit cogt-
1 Laser leveling + multiple inlets $109 peracre |® Laserleveling+ multiple inlets - assumes I.4
3 Canal lining $0.5 F ac-ft water saved per acre irrigated: & assumes
< LAanamng 21 per foot strategy applicable to 70% of irrigated acreage.
3 Replacing canals W‘tlh pipes - » Canal lining - assumes 38 ac-ft water saved
4 Improved seed varieties - per canal mile.

1. Have you already incorporated any of the recommended agricultural water conservation
strategies into your farming practices?  Yes No_¥%

. If Yes - Please list which ones you are currently using and for how many acres:

If No -~ How many acres could benefit from each of the recommended strategies?

/- 900&0% Z- //l'/z-)"//-'f[é 3 - //// 4 se pig

2. Do you currently have any unlined canals)?/ Yes \/ No
If Yes — How many thousands of feet? l 2 A
If Yes — Would you be interested in canal lining or pipe conversion? Yes No v

3. Is lack of funds a primary reason for not incorporating water conservation farming practices?
Yes No

If Yes — How much money could you contnbute to makmg improvements, if some type of
. 4 /0

matching funds were available? $

4. Are there other water conservation measures that you have implemented or would like to
implement into your farming practices that are not listed above? Please list:
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Region P Agricultural Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

Name of Agricultural Organization: ' /-3 f':z«-»-, <
Contact Person: &£oly et Scbiprs, dt Title: P Frem
Telephone: { 1 724) G958 " 294y E-mail;

Please answer the following questions using the list below of recommended agricultural water
conservation strategies and their projected unit costs that were used in developing the Lavaca
Regional Water Plan.

Water Conservation Strategy Unit Cost (3) Assumptions for strategy unit costs:
1 Laser leveling + multiple inlets $109 per acre | ° Laserleveling+ multiple inlets - assumes 1.4
— ac-ft water saved per acre irrigated: & assumes
2 Canal lining $0.51 per foot strategy applicable to 70% of imigated acreage.
3 Replacing canals with pipes - e Cana! lining ~ assumes 38 ac-ft water saved
4 Improved seed varieties - per canal mile.

I. Have you already incorporated any of the recommended agricultural water conservation
strategies into your farming practices? Yes_i¢~ No

If Yes - Please list which ones you are currently using and for how many acres:
/__— 360
-3 - 750

If No — How many acres could benefit from each of the recommended strategies?

2. Do you currently have any unlined canals? Yes__« No

If Yes — How many thousands of feet? _ & 54« F

If Yes — Would you be interested in canal lining or pipe conversion? Yes_—~"  No

3. Is lack of funds a primary reason for not incorporating water conservation farming practices?

Yes_«—— No

If Yes — How much money could you contribute to making improvements, if some type of

matching funds were available? $ e 7 o Fotd

4. Are there other water conservation measures that you have implemented or would like to

implement into your farming practices that are not listed above? Please list:




's
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Region P Agricultural Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

Name of Agricultural Organization: j:/?i —f_/,wd—/

Contact Person: —é,w‘,f;u__ 4‘/& Title: oo
—— L , /

Telephone: (4" 7¢ ) JL£ 3 $7 3/, E-mail: A A7

Please answer the following questions using the list below of recommended agricultural water
conservation strategies and their projected unit costs that were used in developing the Lavaca
Regional Water Plan.

1.

Water Conservation Strategy Unit Cost (3) Assumptions for strategy unit costs:
t Laser leveling + multiple inlets $109 peracre | ¢ Laserleveling+muliiple inlets - assumes {4
P — 0.5 T ac-ft water saved per acre irrigated: & assumes
= Canal lining 30.51 per oot strategy applicable to 70% of irigated acreage.
3 Replacing canals with pipes - * Canal lining - assumes 38 ac-ft water saved
4 Improved seed varieties - per canal mile.

Have you already incorporated any of the recommended agricultural water conservation
strategies into your farming practices? Yes_y_— No

- If Yes - Please list which ones you are currently using and for how many acres:

—_ 4_/( PP

{/ - ”~ * -~
A e W '(bt (\/ﬁ’fa-\{:/ el 2—‘44'(;-2":4"'\/ P
e - v _
If No — How many acres could benefit from each of the recommended strategies?

Do you currently have any unlined canals? Yes No

If Yes — How many thousands of feet? ___ 2-577-¢>

If Yes — Would you be interested in canal lining or pipe conversion? Yes No

Is laclfyunds a primary reason for not incorporating water conservation farming practices?
Yes_d No

If Yes — How much money could you contribute to making improvements, if some type of
matching funds were available? $ fzf (e e

Are there other water conservation measures that you have implemented or would like to
implement into your farming practices that are not listed above? Please list:
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Region P Agricultural Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

Name of Agricultural Organization: \_\ &R N Rt,_\
Contact Person: \N\,‘Q \\\ m\\\\&\\l\\\ Title: MML_“NM‘\\N

Telephone: (N S\~ v & E-mail: ngg,i ;M}& ﬂ& Q!S},g‘gﬁn ,%

Please answer the following questions using the list below of recommended agricultural water
conservation strategies and their projected unit costs that were used in developing the Lavaca
Regional Water Plan.

Water Conservation Strategy Unit Cost ($) Assumptions {or strategy unit costs:
1 Laser leveling + multiEle inlets $109 per acre ¢ Laser leveling + multiple iplgts —assumes 1.4
3 [Tinine 05 ac-ft water saved per acre irmigated: & assumes
= Canal lining 30.51 per foot strategy applicable to 70% of irrigated acreage.
- Replacing canals WIM‘E‘?S - « Canal lining - assumes 38 ac-ft water saved
4 Improved seed varieties - per canal mile.

1. Have you already incorporated any of the recommended agricultural water conservation
strategies into your farming practices?  Yes No

If Yes - Please list which ones you are currently using and for how many acres:

If No - How many acres could benefit from each of the recommended strategies?

r3

Do you currently have any unlined canals? Yes No

If Yes — How many thousands of feet?

If Yes — Would you be interested in canal lining or pipe conversion? Yes No

3. Is lack of funds a primary reason for not incorporating water conservation farming practices?
Yes No

If Yes — How much money could you contribute to making improvements, if some type of

matching funds were available? 3

4. Are there other water conservation measures that you have implemented or would like to
implement into your farming practices that are not listed above? Please list:

\ls&\u. A k\\\\\\x\éa \ l\*\t\,&&s
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Region P Agricultural Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

Name of Agricultural Organization: 5 teven Cr ce 'l_ 5S¢ 11 Farms
Contact Person: S Fe. 2o Gc. ets ¢l Title: 'OQ ~tia e~
Telephone: (9119 ) §43-Se3¢ E-mail:

Please answer the following questions using the list below of recommended agricultural water
conservation strategies and their projected unit costs that were used in developing the Lavaca
Regional Water Plan.

Water Conservation Strategy Unit Cost ($) Assumptions for strategy unit costs:
! Laser leveling + multiple inleis 5109 perucre |° Laser leveling + multiple intets - assumes 1.4
5 C [ Tinina - ac-ft water saved per acre irrigated: & assumes
= _ ana lmm;., : 30.51 per toot strategy applicable to 70% of irrigated acreage.
3 Replacing canals w"_h Ptpes - « Canat fining - assumes 38 ac-ft water saved
4 Improved seed varieties - per canal mile.

1. Have you already incorporated any of the recommended agricultural water conservation
strategies into your farming practices? Yes_ L7 No

If Yes - Please list which ones you are currently using and for how many acres:

566 ACRES /- 3~

If No — How many acres could benefit from each of the recommended strategies?

" No

If Yes — How many thousands of feet? %l, ec e I

2. Do you currently have any unlined canals? Yes

If Yes — Would you be interested in canal lining or pipe conversion? Yes " No

3. Is lack of funds a primary reason for not incorporating water conservation farming practices?
Yes_&_ No

If Yes — How much money could you contribute to making improvements, if some type of

matching funds were available? $ /Eece. e

4. Are there other water conservation measures that you have implemented or would like to
implement into your farming practices that are not listed above? Please list:




Senate Bill 2 Survey Page 1 January 15, 2002
Region P Agricultural Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

Name of Agricultural Organization: lcw See Fivitm G well e Farms

L {

~- I 3 . .
Contact Person: L\ G L P Title: CLlpe ~ / (MG, ~—
' 7 J

I

Telephone: (1715 ) 'S4 % 31k G E-mail: l Al o & Sl e |, l"Lé.t
Lo

Please answer the following questions using the list below of recommended agricultural water
conservation strategies and their projected unit costs that were used in developing the Lavaca
Regional Water Plan.

Water Conservation Strategy Unit Cost (8) Assumptions for strategy unit costs:
1 Laser leveling + multiple inlets S109 per acre | * -kaserleveling+ multiple inlets ~ assumes 1.4
— ac-ft water saved per acre imgated; & assumes
2 Canal lining $0.51 per foot strategy applicabie to 70% of irmigated acreage.
3 Replacing canals W"-_h prpes - o Canal lining - assumes 38 ac-ft water saved
4 Improved seed varieties - per canal mile.

1. Have you already incerporated any of the recorpmended agricultural water conservation
strategies into your farming practices? Yes \~ No

If Yes - Please list which ones you are currently using and for how many acres:
+ I - 2 ) Col  TulN e
3~ MOC el
If No — How many acres could benefit from each of the recommended strategies?
f | — Soo (L ?\‘\Lu.,’\-t‘_," e Lf\_kLTL _
i+ 7 - [l p oL o

@t 2 G g
2. Do you currently have any unlined canals? Yes L ~ No

If Yes ~ How many thousands of feet? 11L4 , 00C /
No

If Yes — Would you be interested in canal lining or pipe conversion? Yes

3. Islack ?ﬂds a primary reason for not incorporating water conservation farming practices?
Yes_\ No
If Yes — How much money could you contribute to making improvements, if some type of
matching funds were available? § 20U 0o T '
Fd

4. Are there other water conservation measures that you have implemented or would like to
implement into your farming practices that are not listed above? Please list:
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Region P Agricultural Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

Name of Agricultural Organization: ARfs ¢ Jo ;ﬂmﬂ L < v‘-_ru.L\:.
Contact Person: L&\/“i' "o A /7) AL Title:__ < nTupeRr
Telephone: (979 ) /54/ 3- Qo4 E-mail: /};'f;y@ swhell-peT

Please answer the following questions using the list below of recommended agricultural water
conservation strategies and their projected unit costs that were used in developing the Lavaca -
Regional Water Plan.

Water Conservation Strategy EUnit Cost (8) Assumptions for strategy unit costs:
1. Laser leveling + multiple inlets $109 peracre {° Laser leveling + multiple inlets —assumes 1.4
T — ac-ft water saved per acre irrigated; & assumes
2 Canal lining $0.51 per foot strategy applicable to 70% of imigated acreage.
3 Replacing canals wl[_h pipes - s Canal lining — assumes 38 ac-ft water saved
4 Improved seed varieties - per canal mile.

1. Have you already incorporated any of the recommended agricultural water conservation
strategies into your farming practices? Yes L~ No

- If Yes - Please list which ones you are currently using and for how many acres:
Jassrlevide X Feeoe acus  mudTiple ju,leTs  78ce ackys

BLOIQ(( carmaly widh a:uﬁa 240 ;T AcRKS

If No — How many acres could benefr from each of the recommended strategies?

2. Do you currently have any unlined canals? Yes l/ No
If Yes — How many thousands of feet? vz—@-@-ﬁ-e / 5

[f Yes — Would you be interested in canal lining or pipe conversion? Yes"/ Ne

3. Is lack of funds a primary reason for not incorporating water conservation farming practices?
Yes No

If Yes — How much money could you contribute to making improvements, if some type of

matching funds were available? $§

4. Are there other water conservation measures that you have implemented or would like to
implement into your fanming practices that are not listed above? Please list:




Senate Bill 2 Survey Page | January 135. 2002

Region P Agricultural Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

Name of Agricultural Organization: Appling Farms
Contact Person:___ W, H. appling Title: _Manager
Telephone: (979 ) 543-4301 E-mail: _aAplpgfrméwenet.net

Please answer the following questions using the list below of recommended agricultural water
conservation strategies and their projected unit costs that were used in developing the Lavaca
Regional Water Plan.

Water Conservation Strategy Unit Cost ($) Assumptions for strategy unit costs:
! Laser leveling + multiple inlets $109 peracre | Laserieveling*multiple inlels - assumes 1.4
— — ac-ft water saved per acre irrigated; & assumes
2 Canal lining 50.51 per foot strategy applicable to 70% of irrigated acreage.
3 Replacing canals Wl[h pipes - e Canal lining - assurmes 38 ac-ft water saved
4 Improved seed varieties - per canal mile.

1. Have you already incorporated any of the recommended agricultural water conservation
strategies into your farming practices? Yes__ X No

If Yes - Please list which ones you are currently using and for how many acres:

Replaced canals with underground pipe and land leveled,

If No — How many acres could benefit from each of the recommended strategies?

around 900

2. Do you currently have any unlined canals? Yes X No

If Yes — How many thousands of feet? _2000 about

If Yes — Would you be interested in canal lining or pipe conversion? Yes_X No

3. Is lack of funds a primary reason for not incorporating water conservation farming practices?
Yes x No

If Yes — How much money could you contribute to making improvements, if some type of

matching funds were available? $

4. Are there other water conservation measures that you have implemented or would like to
implement into your farming practices that are not listed above? Please list:

Yes, hold all waste water and could possibly reuse it if needed.
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Region P Agricultural Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

Name of Agricultural Organization: /'40 v c\( < % "Lf; oA
Contact Person: ?@ ,\jd(({ Ga { < Title: Koo v <™
Telephone: (34:( ) 7§2 -0 2/ E-mail:

Please answer the following questions using the list below of recommended agricultural water
conservation strategies and their projected unit costs that were used in developing the Lavaca
Regional Water Plan.

Water Conservation Strategy Unit Cost ($) Assumptions for strategy unit costs:
1 - Laser leveling + multiple inlets 5109 peracre |* Laserleveling+ multiple inlets - 2ssumes 1.4
5 - -4 — T 2 - P _L ac-ft water saved per acre irrigated; & assumes
< Canal lining $0.5! per foot strategy applicable to 70% of irrigated acreage.
3 ngcmg canals w“b Elpes z + Canal lining ~ assumes 38 ac-ft water saved
4 Improved seed varieties - per canal mile.

1. Have you already incorporated any of the recommended agricultural water conservation
strategies into your farming practices?  Yes_t~ No

~If Yes - Please list which ones you are currently using and for how many acres:
Lpser Leveling ¢ Malts ple snlets
t?__P_LA(/r”ﬁ & o Aasd /S wJ 'I'l p pc_

If No — How many acres could benefit from each of the recommended strategies?

2. Do you currently have any unlined canals? Yes__\/ No
If Yes — How many thousands of feet? S

If Yes — Would you be interested in canal lining or pipe conversion? Yes No

3. Is lack of funds a primary reason for not incorporating water conservation farming practices?
Yes No

If Yes — How much money could you contribute to making improvements, if some type of

matching funds were available? $ O

4, Are there other water conservation measures that you have implemented or would like to
implement into your farming practices that are not listed above? Please list:
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Region P Agricultural Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

Name of Agricultural Organizaticn: bBMB Investments, Ltd.

Contact Person: William Hi. Borchers Title: Partner

Telephone: ( 830 ) 609-0918 E-mail:

Please answer the following questions using the list below of recommended agricultural water
conservation strategies and their projected unit costs that were used in developing the Lavaca
Regional Water Plan.

Water Conservation Strategy Unit Cost ($) Assumptions for strategy unit costs:
1 Laser leveling + multiple inlets | $109 per acre | * - Laserleveling + multiple inlets — assumes 1.4
5 C i S051 F ac-ft water saved per acre irrigated; & assumes
_~—anal imng D1 per foct srategy applicable to 70% of irrigated acreage.
3 Replacing canals w‘['h P'pes $8.52 per foot ¢ Canal lining — assumes 38 ac-ft water saved
4 Improved seed varieties - per canal mile.

1. Have you already incorporated any of the recommended agricultural water conservation

strategies into your farming practices?  Yes No_X Not as far as known by the

. . . cntact person
If Yes - Please list which ones you are currently using and for fow many 4cres:

If No - How many acres could benefit from each of the recommended strategies?
Unknown

2. Do you currently have any unlined canals? Yes No_X (Not in use)

If Yes — How many thousands of feet?

If Yes ~ Would you be interested in canal lining or pipe conversion? Yes No ¥

3. Is lack of funds a primary reason for not incorporating water conservation farming practices?
Yes No_%

If Yes — How much money could you contribute to making improvements, 1f some type of

matching funds were available? $_ Unknown

4. Are there other water conservation measures that you have implemented or would like to
implement into your farming practices that are not listed above? Please list:

Preventing erosion




Senate Bill 2 Survey Page ! March 14,2002

Region P Agricultural Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

Name of Agricultural Organization: Eyppnfe Thovil Y S eang

Contact Person: F/ocﬁd Lhorit # Frant 2 s/ [ZETitle: ﬁ/—]‘}, &y S

Telephone: (779 ) S¥3 ~ 7272 E-mail:
@75 EY¥S5- A5ES
Please answer the following questions using the list below of recommended agricultural water

conservation strategies and their projected unit costs that were used in developing the Lavaca
Regional Water Plan.

Water Conservation Strategy Unit Cost ($) Assumptions for strategy unit costs:
1 Laser leveling + multiple inlets $109 peracre |°® Laserlevcling multiple inlets ~ assumes 1.4
> — — " ac-ft water saved per acre irngated; & assumes
< Canal lining 50.51 per foot strategy applicable to 70% of irrigated acreage.
3 Replacing canals with pipes $8.52 per foot |+ canal lining - assumes 38 ac-ft water saved
4 Improved seed varieties - per canal mile.

I. Have you already incorporated any of the recommended agricultural water conservation
- . . . -~
strategies into your farming practices? Yes__«~ No

If Yes - Please list which ones you are currently using and for how many acres: A4

‘Zaie:f /eve/m?g" ﬁp/&cu@ Q.cznaﬁ Lo /A ﬁD;P-;#S

Z;IPKC ved S e JW‘\_I)VJIQE'AJ

If No - How many acres could benefit from each of the recommended strategies?

2. Do you currently have any unlined canals? Yes__ o7 No

If Yes — How many thousands of feet?

If Yes ~ Would you be interested in canal lining or pipe conversion? Yes + No

3. Islack of funds a primary reason for not incorporating water conservation farming practices?
Yes__:.~” No

If Yes — How much money could you contribute to making improvements, if some type of

matching funds were available? $__ A/ £

4. Are there other water conservation measures that you have implemented or would like to
implement into your farming practices that are not listed above? Please list:
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Region P Agricultural Water Infrastimettract inareing Surwm
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Name of Agricultural Organization:

Telephone: (SR ) ®¥H2- D BLN W E-mail: ,)b\.\.-. AdIMams @Yy Wdda . N

Please answer the following questions using the list below of recommended agricultural water
conservation strategies and their projected unit costs that were used in developing the Lavaca
Regional Water Plan.

Water Conservation Strategy Unit Cost ($) Assumptions for strategy unit costs:
1 Laser leveling + multiple inlets $109 peracre | * -Laserleveling= multiplcinlets - assumes 1.4
5 — ac-ft water saved per acre itrrigated; & assumes
& Canal lining $0.51 per foot strategy applicable to 70% of irrigated acreage.
3 Replacing canals Wlt‘h P‘PCS 58.52 per foot ¢ Canal lining — assumes 38 ac-ft water saved
4 Improved seed varieties - per canal mile.

1. Have you already incorporated any of the recommended agricultural water conservation

strategies into your farming practices?  Yes No

If Yes - Please list which ones you are currently using and for how many acres:

If No — How many acres could benefit from each of the recommended strategies?

2. Do you currently have any uniined canals? Yes No
?\ If Yes — How many thousands of feet?
b\ If Yes - Would you be interested in canal lining or pipe conversion? Yes No

3. Islack of funds a primary reason for not incorporating water conservation farming practices?
Yes No

Q\F\ If Yes — How much money could you contribute to making improvements, if some type of

matching funds were available? §

4. Are there other water conservation measures that you have implemented or would like to
implement into your farming practices that are not listed above? Please list:
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Name of Agricultural Organization: ,‘Qa é«-vk /384"; < e~

-t

Contact Person: [ o Title:
/} . /l ¢ 1 A
Telephone: ( ) L do MU : " -mail:

Please answer the following questions using the list below of recommended agricultural water
conservation strategies and their projected unit costs that were used in developing the Lavaca
Regional Water Plan.

Water Conservation Strategy Unit Cost ($) Assumptions for strategy unit costs:
! Laser leveling + multiple inlets $109 peracre |® Laserleveling+ mulliple inlets —assumes 1.4
Py — 305 T ac-ft water saved per acre irrigated. & assumes
= Canal lining 31 per foot strategy applicable to 70% of irrigated acreage.
3 Replacmg canals Wlt_h P1pes 38.52 per foot * Canal lining - assumes 38 ac-ft water saved
4 Improved seed varieties - per canal mile.

1. Have you already incorporated any of the recommended agricultural water conservation
strategies into your farming practices?  Yes No

If Yes - Please list which ones you are currently using and for how many acres:

If No — How many acres could benefit from each of the recommended strategies?

2. Do you currently have any unlined canals? Yes No

If Yes — How many thousands of feet?

If Yes — Would you be interested in canal lining or pipe conversion? Yes No

3. Is lack of funds a primary reason for not incorporating water conservation farming practices?
Yes No

If Yes - How much money could you contribute to making improvements, if some type of

matching funds were available? $

4. Are there other water conservation measures that you have implemented or would like to
implement into your farming practices that are not listed above? Please list:




