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Whole Earth Provision Co. Proudly Sponsors this Special Edition!

Whole Earth is a proud sponsor of
the SOS Alliance's 20th Anniversary,

honoring twenty years of diligent service

to preserve Austin's natural treasure,
Barton Springs. We invite all Austinites
to commit to Saving Qur Springs for
future generations to enjoy.

Who Are We?

We opened our first store in Austin over 40 years ago. We offer high quality tools
(and toys) to outfit adventurers, nature enthusiasts, world travelers, backyard
loungers, and all who share our enthusiasm for learning about, experiencing, and

preserving our Whole Earth.

2L OurWestgate Store
( (\\\\ « InSouth Austin

This picture, taken nearly

20 years ago, shows local business representatives,

standing in Barton Springs Poal, in a show of support for SOS.
We hope you enjoy this flashback edition and are reminded of
the importance of protecting our natural treasures.

Come And Visit!

We are proud of our knowledgeable and friendly staff
and eclectic assortment of merchandise displayed
in a relaxed, fun environment. Whether long time
friends or new to the neighborhood, come see how
we've changed and tell us how we're doing.

We have extensive shoe and clothing departments for casual and active wear,
gear to equip your outdoor activities, accessories like Swiss Army knives and
sunglasses; nature oriented gifts like wind chimes, bird feeders, hammocks,
and a delightful and unique collection of educational toys and books.

-
w5 [+ @ Marmot _ @ MERRELL(Q K\ B ’gf,’fp'b gg;‘g’;hg
MR ) EX=FFICIO [Tow A
i Naco, ) ‘
FLAX" 6 TBVE oo Ebﬁ WA @ Lifeisgand: "&ﬂm&w%{ﬁﬂ

Whole Earth Provision Co.

Ouvutfitting Texans for Adventure, Travel and FUN!

2410 San Antonio Street  South Lamar @ Westgate 1014 North Lamar
512-478-1577 512-899-0992 512-476-1414

To learn more about us, or to join our mailing list, visit www.WholeEarthProvision.com



SOS at 20

The Chronicle’'s Chronicles of the
Historic Battle To Save Barton Springs

In this special issue, we take a look back at the citizen movement leading to the landmark
passage of the Save Our Springs Ordinance on Aug. 8, 1992, The campaign kicked off in force
at an all-night City Council meeting in June 1990, when more than 900 people signed up to
speak against a massive Barton Creek development. Our e-edition begins with former
Chronicle writer Daryl Slusher’s call to action before the hearing.

- Amy Smith
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Development adversely affecting Barton
Springs and Barton Springs Pool is one of the
controversial issues facing Austin for the 90s.
It is amazing to us that this has attracted as lit-
tle media attention as it has.

The heart of the heart of Austin is Barton
Springs Pool. The community flows from
there, is defined by it. But the pool can be
destroyed. Try and imagine the city without it:
a future Austin with a crumbling near-empty
pool, restricted because what water there is is
too polluted for swimming. While we, on our
cover, are joking about this threat, others
might not be.

We are told that if our city council doesn’t
capitulate to the developers’ demands, the lat-
ter will simply incorporate their own town and
build whatever the hell they feel like. Let’s
stand tall to that threat, or bluff (a new luxury
community seems unlikely to be very attractive
if it has to develop its own school system and
be dependent on the county for fire and police
services). The council should vote no on this
development. The new state PUD law described
in Daryl Slusher’s article should be challenged
in the courts.

Unfortunately, although this would be an
ideal issue on which to watch the new council
cut its teeth, it may not come to that. The
oulgoing council may actually vote on this
before mid-June.

On a happier note, we understand that
Tower Records is committed to trying to pre-
serve as much of the Varsity building mural as
they can.
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One of the more inter.
esting developments of
the World Cup warm-up
campaign hastobethe
recent game in Israel
between Israel and the
U.S5.R. Since the two
don't share diplomatic
relations, and don't
exactly see eyeto-eye
on many matters, this
was one of very few
direct contacts ever
between citizens of the
two nations. It turned
out to be an interesting
game, as well. The spirit
ol perestroika has spread even (o Tel Aviv; the
popular response 1o the Russian visit was enthusi-
astic, and made more so because this wastobe a
homecaming for the country's top four players, back
from their stints in Europe. The crowd’s mood turned
ugly, though, when, some time between the teams’
introductions and when they 1ook the field, three of
the four decided not lo play, apparently due to a
dispute over insurance, of all things. The Israeli
fans, in an unexpected turn, started by booing their
own team and cheering the Russians. By the end,
though, the home side won over the fans, and pulled
off a shocker of an upset, 3-2, over one of the
favorites of the upcoming World Cup, who left town
with serious questions about their defense, and
withou! slar forward Alexei Mikhailichenka, who
suffered a shoulder injury that will sideline him for
the WC, which starts next week.

[

Next week!?! Yes, the long awaited Ifalia '90, the
1990 World Cup, starts next Friday, June 8. Turner
Network Television (TNT, cable ch.16) will broadcast
24 games live, including the opener (3am Fri, June 8,
Argentina-Cameroon), all three of the U.S. firstround
games (June 10, 14, 19), and all the quarterfinals,
semifinals, and finals, climaxing in Rome on July 8.
(Most of those, and 13 games TNT doesn't have, will
also be shown on the Spanish language Univision.)
I'll give more details next issue, plus an explanation
of how it all works and a preview of each of the teams.

Other World Cup tune-up aclion from the last week
or two: England siretched their unbeaten streak to 17
games with a 1-0 win over Denmark. Further up the
British Isles, Scotland was unceremaniously
dumped at home, 3-1, by surprising Egypt, while the
third British qualifier, Ireland, could only manage a
1-1 draw at home against Finland. The two British
non-qualifiers fared better against teams who will be
in laly: by identical 1-0 scores. it was Northern
Ireland over Uruguay, and Wales over Cosla Rica,
who may now be even longer shots than the U.S. The
United Arab Emirates established themselves as the
biggest underdog, though, by losing 2-0 to a decent
Stuttgarl leam, and 4-1 to a mediocre squad from
Nimes (France). Meanwhile, Brazil, one of the WC
favorites, beat a combined team of players from the
top two Spanish league squads, 10, while the
U.S.5.R. bounced back from their debacle in Israel to
beat two mediocre German league teams, 4-0 and 7-0.

Pants, Shirt, Shoes, etc. on Fire

Dear Chronicle:
Re the upcoming Chronicte Best of Austin issue:
How about “Best Liar"'? It could be individual,
group or institutidn; it could be for most prolific ly-
ing in a given period of time or for single most
sublime lie.
Having weathered the recent spate of elections,
. plus the wealth of perennial institutional hars Austin
accomodates, I, for one, would have a difficult time
narrowing my field of nominees. .. But would cer-
tainly appreciate the opportunity to try.
Thank you for your time and consideration.
Cordially,
M.M. Murray

The Pearl of North Austin

To the Editor:

Just thought I'd let you know that the Austin
Music doesn't end at 45th Street. In three
years of hosting nightly live music here on the north-
side, 1t seems impossible to gel

~paper. We offer many of the same bands seen at An-
tone's, The Continental, eic., our cover (if any) is
always less than other clubs, and we pay the bands as
well or beter than others.

What has compelled me to write is this week's
issue. | sent pictures and information on two road
shows for your recommended section. Having done
this many times, | was not surprised that they Failed
to make the paper. | was surprised (o see that while
guys like Mark Farner and Simon Townshend were
omitied, you did have room to mention a record
release by “*movin’ Melvin."* I'm sure Farner could
do a nice singing telegram if he were so inclined.

In the words of Andy Griffith, **You beat all 1
ever seen.”’

*'scene

any press in your

Clay Jackson,
General Manager
Pearl’s Qvster Bar
P.S. No offense, Melvin.

World Cup-related events: There'll be a World Cup
Soccer Camp during WC month, a youth instructional
program featuring UT soccer players and benefilling
the UT soccer program. There'll be four one-week
sessions, Mon-Fri, Bam-noon. The first starts June 4;
call Mr. Soccer, 3436198, for infa. Mr. Soccer will
also be showing the TV World Gup games live in their
store, it you feel like watching with some sericus fans

The U.S. pro leagues, meanwhile, are al opposite
ends of their seasons. The Major Indoor Soccer
League playoffs are down to the final round; Balti-
more eliminated Kansas City, four games to two, to
win the Eastern Division title, while the upstart
Dallas Sidekicks were ousted by defending champ
San Diego, 42 in the West. Still, it was a good year
for the Sidekicks. Widely picked for last place in pre-
seasaon polls, they inslead led the division wire-1o-
wire, and were up on §.D. two games to one before
the Sockers' experience took over. The finals are
slarling as | write this: games 3 & 4 should be
televised on HSE andior ESPN this weekend. For
those of you not familiar with Indoor Soccer, it's a
fast-paced hockey-style game which is controversial
among purists, but has drawn lots of fans due to the
quick action and relatively high goal-scoring pace.

Meanwhile, outdoors, this is the first season for
the American Pro Soccer League, the first national
soccer league since the demise of the NASL. The
22.team APSL was formed by a merger of the
Western Soccer League and the American Soccer
League in the East. They're currently about eight
games into their inaugural season; more later.

On the local front, there are two Austin semi pra
sguads whose seasons have recently begun: the
Austin Sockadillos compete in the Southwest Indcor
Soccer League, and outdoors, the Austin Thunder
are defending champions ol the newly-expanded
Lone Star Soccer Alliance.

Ma.Secen

WORLD CUP SOUVENIRS
& T-SHIRTS

SEE THE WORLD CUP GAMES
LIVE AT MR. SOCCER

343-6198
3818 Far West Blvd.

Really MADD

To Roxanne Boguka —

This is a letter concerning your article where you
griped about having happy hours banned (5/11/%0).
You really have a lot of gall. You claim that most
drunken drivers who attend happy hour get home
safely — so why the hell are so many people being
killed? Of course, not everyone is killed during hap-
py hour — my grandfather was killed by a drunk
driver at 9 in the morning. But you have to realize
that every step taken, including banning happy
hours, can only help matters. Maybe you wouldn't
have such a shitty attitude about what MADD is try-
ing to do if someone in your family was killed. My
grandfather was one of the greatest men in the
waorld, and he will never see me graduate, marry, or
see my children. Don't knock MADD — what they
do is wonderful. What's wrong with putting a red
ribbon on your car or Dial-A-Ride? It seems to me
you think the whole deal is silly, and I don’t like
vour attitude. You say you hope to never causc a
death, but yet you obviously are going to continue
drinking and driving. That is not being a responsible
adult, and as a twenty-year-old college student, |
don't mind telling you that. | agree with you that,
there are people wha will abuse the privileges — vou
are one of them. For as long as you drink and drive,
that is abusing your privilege. If they take away hap-
py hour, drinks won’'t be as cheap, bur you will still
be able 1o get them. So stop your whining and grow
up some. | didn"t like your anicle or your arttitude
toward MADD. You can be sure that the next time |
catch you griping about anything MADD does that
you will hear from me again.

Dena Jones

The Hegemony of Pecan Street
Dear Chranicle,

Cinco de Mayo commemorates the date Mexico
defeated the imperialist army of France at Puebla in
1862. On this date, troops were able to ourmaneuver
the French forces, winning onc¢ of the most glorious
victories in Mexican history.

Here in our lovely city of Austin we celebrate that
important moment in history with a festival at Fiesta
Gardens. For some unknown reason Pecan Street Festi-
val is held at the same time. This conflict of scheduling
cuts down on not only the fun and profits but dimin-
ishes the importance of that date. This is the one
time of year that all people of Austin can share in the
celebration of this truly Mexican tradition.

‘We hope that the organizers of the Pecan Street
Festival will re-examine their schedule so that all
Austinites can enjoy both celebrations.

LL. Tucker
Aleta Fairchid




Bob Larson, military small
businessman, average Ame
morning of May 1990 with more friends
than he’s ever had in his life. Everywhere he
goes now people will tell him what a great guy
he is and suggest what he can do for them and,
of course, for the entire city,

Even as you read this Larson is being besieped
by sweet-talking lobbyists who are trying to
persuade him that they're really reasonable
people after all. Larson, by the way, has pro-
mised to serve only one term. He bases this
promise on the premise that not seeking reelec-
tion will free him to make decisions without
taking personal political factors into con-
sideration.

Larson has not claimed to be educated on
issues other than those of a fiscal nature. He
has promised to consult with key environmen-
1alists before voting on environmental issues.
He has promised to consult with neighbor

reuree,

can, woke up the

hoods on neighborhood issues. He has gone so
far as to promise that his position on the
Koenig Lane Freeway will be ““whatever the
neighborhood wants.”

On the other hand, Larson has promised to
forge peace between the warring factions in
Austin’s two-decade-long growth war. Larson
says he will succeed where others have failed by
*“asking both sides to give up something.” It’s
:cially for a rookie

Last Saturday’s other winner, one-lerm in-
cumbent Max Nolager, 1s correct in his analy
sis that he won because he distinguished him-
self from fellow incumbents Sally Shipman
and George Humphrey. The narrowness of the
can probably be auributed 1o the fact
that the distinguishing moves came late in his
term, after almost three years of playing along.
I'he incumbent won by less than a thousand
vates even though he had the endorsement of
every newspaper and endorsement
group in town (including the Chronicle and the
lmerican-Statesman).

The victory itself can be attributed to several
factors. The number one move that distanced
Nofzger from the council majority was his
switch from support for the Manor airport site
to support for Bergstrom. At the same tme

victory

almost

COUNCIL

BY DARYL SLUSHER

Nofziger, braving an overwhelming tide of
booster logic, announced that he wanted the
base closed entirely. Many hope the response

to that bold initiative will encourage Nofziger
to take more chances during his second term.
Another contributing factor 1o Nofziger's

victory was his decision to hire campaign
veterans Mark Hampton and Jimmie Lou
Caples for the runoff. The two put together a
turn-out-the-vote effort that d

made the d
ference. Hamplon was an aide 10 both former
councilmember Roger Duncan and former
mavor Frank Cooksey. He also labored in
Nofziger's 1987 victory, but has not been ac-
tive in city politics lately. Caples is also a veter-
an of Nofziger's 1987 victory and more recent-
Iy worked on Marcos de Lceon's successful
challenge to incumbent Precinct 4 County
Commissioner Hank Gonzalez. Hampton,
Caples and the rest of Nofziger's staff, how-
couldn’t have pulled off the victory
without the volunteers, especially those who
turned out on election day. In fact the strong
base of election day volunteers is probably
what got the central city turnout high enough
to provide the margin of victory.

ever,

The New Line-up

Larson, the day afier his victory, said he

foresaw a council majority of himself, Mayor
Lee Cooke and Councilmembers Robert Barn
stone and Louse Epstein facing off against
Councilmembers Nofziger, Smoot Carl-Mitch-
ell and Charles Urdy. This could be true on
some fiscal issues, although Nofziger has voted
with Barnstone and Cooke on many matters,
including the bloody 1988 budget.

On other 1ssues Larson's envisioned coali-
tien is not such a sure thing. What seems more
likely is that the council will be characterized
by a trio of pairs, or duos. Larson will team up
with Cooke a lot. On the opposite side will be
Carl-Mitchell and Urdy, who will have serious
disagreements with Larson and Cooke during
the upcoming budget process. Another pair
will be Robert Barnstone and Epstein who will
unite around reform and fiscal issues. Earlv on
the two are expected to push a plan that would
forbid lobbyists from serving on city boards
and commissions

Barnsione 18 likely 1o ally with Cooke and
Larson on many budget and fiscal issues, as
are Larson and Cooke likely 1o support Barn-
stone’s proposals in those areas. Epstein’s
fiscal approach is less certain, however. She
has an extensive background in fiscal manage-
ment, but that doesn’t necessarily mean she
will be a budget slahser. She also comes from a
liberal political background, and d
campaign she stressed financial managen
rather than budget cutting. If she and Barn
stone’s alliance were to move in that direction,
they would be able to stop Cooke’s more
rabidly right wing ideas. Yet Cooke and Lar-
son would have no choice but to vore for the
fiscal moves made by Barnstone and Ej

If the pairings concept turns out as predicted
here, that would lecave Nofziger as the lonely
guy on the council. He could become a swing
vole, exacting a h price for that vote. If he
doesn’t push a program Nofriger could be
come a fifth vote on winning causes, or a third

vote on losing causes. Nofziger says his pro
gram is to make Austin into an environmental
showcase, a tourist aitraction, and a sports
center. These goals will require extensive work
and planning, the likes of which we haven’t
seen from Max thus far. |
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Within a few years, Barton
Springs and Barton Creek
could be poisoned beyond
repair, all so a few thousand
people can live, shop, and play

golf upstream.

A team of developers wants to build 2538
houses, 1900 apartment units, 3.3 million
square feet of commercial development and
three more golf courses (one is built already)
on 4000 acres along Barton Creek. The
development will also feature parks, but they
will be private, off-limits to the general public.
The property, called the Estates at Barton
Creek, is located several miles upstream from
Barton Springs and just upstream from where
the creek dips into the Edwards Aquifer. Parts
of the property are also habitat of the golden-
cheeked warbler. The golf courses would be ir-
rigated with effluent from the rest of the
development. The Barton Creek Country
Club, including the existing golf course,
already sits on the property.

The original owners of the property were
John Connally and Ben Barnes. They lost it
when they went bankrupt. The current owner
is Barton Creek Properties, a group composed
of Freeport McMoRan, Inc. and Club Cor-
poration of America, Inc. According to
Citizen Action, a Washington based consumer
group, Freeport McMoRan is the worst cor-
porate water polluter in the United States and
the number six overall U.S. corporate toxic
chemicals discharger (see accompanying
story). Club Corp. owns and manages golf
courses and private clubs across the nation.
(Golf courses, because of their extensive use of
pesticides and fertilizers, are among the coun-
try's worst water polluters.) The chairman and
founder of Club Corp. is Robert Dedman, a
multi-millionaire who is also chairman of the
State Highway Commission.

Living Inside the Law

Most of the property is outside the city
limits, but it is still subject to city watershed or-
dinances. A new state law, however, could
change that. Under provisions of this law,
sponsored by State Senator Gonzalo Barrien-
tos and State Representative Terral Smith, the
developers are applying for approval of the
project as a Planned Unit Development
{PUD). PUDs allow cities to impose some con-
trols on areas outside their city limits, but, as
the law states, only as “‘agreed by the land-
owner and municipality.”” The developers of
the Barton Creek PUD want Austin to agree to
19 waivers from city ordinances, including nine
**environmental’” waivers, and a waiver that
would allow private parkland.

e

Gonzalo Barrientos

The case is not a simple matter of the council
approving or denying the development. The
new law says that if the developers don’t get
their way, they can incorporate as a separate
town and avoid all of Austin’s environmental
and water quality restrictions.

If the council says no, or fails to approve the
PUD within 180 days (on terms acceptable to
the "*landowners’” or developers) then the city

is considered to have given ‘““consent” to “‘in-

BARTON SPRINGS:
THE DEAD POOL?

OKAY, WE'RE NOT REALLY GOING TO POISON BARTON SPRINGS. In
fact, nobody is planning to poison the pool. But while one man has been sentenced (o
prison for poisoning Treaty Oak — a largely ignored Austin historical landmark until it
was attacked — a development is being planned above Barton Springs that could
destroy the creek and the pool. The developers, who want to develop a huge section of
land adjacent to Barton Creek Country Club, are in a build/build situation. If the city
council approves their plans, they build the development. If the council says no, thanks
to a new state law sponsored by environmental heroes Gonzalo Barrientos and Terral
Smith, the developers can simply incorporate their own town and develop at will, free
from any Austin environmental restrictions. Either way, Barton Springs, Barton Creek
and the people of Austin are the losers. Even with the most stringent environmental
controls, there will be run-off and increased pollution in the creek and pool. Given the
size of the development, even if the damage is relatively minor, it seems only a matter
of time and other developments before we lose the pool. This time let’s avoid sym-
bolism and stop the damage before it happens.

corporation.’’ (The 180-day deadline is June
11, four days before the new council takes of-
fice.) The law further ties the city's hands
because if the city fails to approve the PUD
within the required 180 days, then it ‘‘waives
all rights to challenge the proposed incorpora-
tion in any court.”

Richard Hamner of Barrientos' office says
the bill was brought to the senator's office by
the city of Austin legal department and touted
as a compromise measure to prevent further
damage from legislators intent on stripping the
city’s power to regulate development. This
legislative phenomenon was also known as
**Austin-bashing.”"

Smith is an avowed basher but fancies
himsell an expert on water quality; Barrientos
co-sponsored much of Smith’s legislation, but
prefers 1o style himself as a compromiser, pro-
tecting the city from even worse damage

In their application, the developers say they
filed under the new law ‘‘because the project is
located in an environmentally sensitive area
that will develop over a 20-30-year time span.
Through the PUD the developers hope to
maintain the flexibility to continually incor-
porate the most innovative development tech-
niques for the protection of the natural en-
vironment while at the same time creating an
exceptional living environment for its future
residents.’” The developers also explain that
they are *“‘committed to creating a community
which is built around the principles of presery-
ing the natural environment to the greatest ex-
tent possible and emphasizing the quality of
life for its residents.”

Town Without Pity

The incorporation route involves a number
of steps, leading up to an election involving
residents of the area to be incorporated. The
area must first contain 200 people. The incor-
porators (developers) must then obtain the
signatures of 10% of the residents or 50 peo-
ple, whichever is greater, The petition must be
submitted to the county judge for verification.
Finally, an election is called.

e AR A R R R S SR TSRS
“‘l consider Barton Springs as the canary in the coal
mine for Austin and Central Texas.”’

Democrat Barrientos was reelected to the
Senate in 1988. He was first elevated to the
Senate in 1984 after 10 years as state represen-
tative for southeast Travis County. A key issue
in Barrientos’ original Senate campaign was
protection of the Edwards Aquifer. Republi-
can Smith is leaving the House after this term.
Smith was instrumental in weakening an aqui-
fer-protection bill that Barrientos steered to
passage in his first term.

Estates at Barton Creek is the first PUD ap-
plication under the new law, and it’s highly
likely that the law was written specifically for
the development. At the May 24 council
meeting, Councilmember Robert Barnstone
asked city staff who sponsored the bill (Barn-
stone, Smoot Carl-Mitchell, and_Mayor Lee
Cooke comprise the council’s legislative sub-
committee.). Planning Director Tracy Watson
wasn’l sure, but offered, *“Mr. Armbrust pro-
bably could tell you.”” David Armbrust is a
lobbyist for Barton Creek Properties; he
declined to confirm the sponsors of the bill and
explained his firm’s role in the legislative pro-
cess: ‘“‘In the case of this project, we were
thinking about it at the time and we thought
that we would like to come to the city. We
want to be part of the city. We want this pro-
ject 10 be planned in conjunction with the city.
So we supported the bill.,”" Armbrust added,
however, that neither his firm nor his clienis
had any influence over the deadline, saying,
““This is not a project that’s trying to go
through in the middle of the night.

— Shudde Fath, age 74

The law states that the incorporation drive
must be initiated “‘within six months after the
date of the consent [forced or approved] and
must be finally completed within 18 months
after the date of the consent.”

The incorporators are responsible for draw-
ing the boundaries of any proposed new town.
City officials say the Barton Creek developers
must include the adjacent Lost Creek water
district in order to have 200 people in the
district. Leaders of that neighborhood have
opposed the project; they don't want such a
huge development for a neighbor, they don't
want to live inside a municipality, and they
don’t want to have to shoulder the brunt of the
cost if the project fails financially. (On May 24
Barnstone raised the possibility that the city
might be financially responsible if the PUD is
approved. Staff members are supposed to ad-
dress that possibility at the June 7 meeting.)

The Barton Creck PUD will pass unless
there is a massive outpouring of public opposi-
tion. The council is scheduled to vote on the
PUD after a public hearing on June 7; the
hearing is scheduled to begin sometime after 4
p.m. Speakers at the council are given three
minutes. If there are enough speakers the hear-
ing could turn into a filibuster against the
PUD. If you're too shy to speak, you could
still show up and help pack the chamber with
concerned citizens.

Another way to influence the council is to
call their offices.

There may be ways for the developers to get
around the 200-residents problem. In cases
similar to this, where developers have won ap-
proval of MUDs (Municipal Utility Districts)
or RUDs (Road Utility Districts), they have
been known to temporarily move people into
areas for an election to approve the districts
and move them out afterward.

Despite the constraints of the new law, environ-
mentalists are urging the council to turn down
the PUD and take their chances with incorpor-
ation. They point to several factors working
against the incorporation scenario, including:

* [f the PUD route wasn’t favorable to the
developers, they wouldn’t be pursuing it;

® There is no guarantee the developers could
carry the incorporation election, especially
since leaders of the only existing neighborhood
in the area oppose the development; and

* The law could be challenged as unconstitu-
tional.

The People Speak

**1 consider Barton Springs as the canary in
the coal mine for Austin and Central Texas.”
The speaker is 74-year-old Shudde Fath, a life-
long resident of Central Texas, who has been
swimming in Barton Springs since her child-
hood. Fath was referring to how canaries are
used as indicators of poisonous gases in coal

Shudde Fath

mines. If the canary dies, it's time for the
humans to get out.

Fath spoke during the council's May 24
hearing on the Estates at Barton Creek. She
urged the council to deny the PUD despite the
constraints of the state law and despite the
threats of incorporation. Fath said she believes
the prospect of incorporating a new town is
an “‘empty threat.”” She said the developers
wouldn’t be pursuing a PUD if it weren’t to
their advantage, and that there’s no guarantee
the developers could control a majority in a
vote on incorporation.

The first speaker at the hearing was Arm-
brust, attorney for the developers and a top
fundraiser for every single councilmember.
Armbrust explained, **The project as it comes
to you is a low density project ... Variances
are few for such a large project.”” The lobbyist
added, *‘We are very fortunate that this land is
owned by a Fortune 500 company,’’ an asser-
tion that drew biting laughter from the crowd.
Armbrust denied any influence on the June 11
deadline, but when Councilmember Max Nof-
ziger asked if he would be willing to delay ap-
proval, Armbrust replied, ““We would like to
stay within the 180 days. We would like to stay
within the process."”

Armbrust was followed by a parade of
speakers from the public, almost all of whom

Lee Cooke — 499-2250
Max Nofziger — 499-2260
Smoot Carl-Mitchell — 499-2256
Sally Shipman — 499-2255
George Humphrey — 499-2238
Robert Barnstone — 499-2264
Charles Urdy — 499-2266

Also:
Gonzalo Barrientos — 463-0114
Terral Smith — 463-0700

Tie up those phone lines. Come to the public
hearing. Make them deal with this.
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opposed the development. Bill Koons, a chem-
ist, warned, **You will be known as the council
that killed Barton Springs.”” Seventy-six-year-
old Marjoric Adams talked of her earliest
memories of Austin. She said Shoal Creek was
once known as a place where children swam,
but now it has become a ‘‘drainage ditch.”
Jack Goodman of the Save Barton Creek
Association said approval of the PUD would
bring the total of approved *‘impervious
cover'' in the Barton Creek watershed to 11
million square feet, the *‘equivalent™ of “*11
Barton Creek Malls.”” Roger Baker offered
councilmembers glasses of water drawn near
the current golf course. No one took a swig.
Christi Stevens ol Earth First! read from
The Letters of Roy Bedichek. In a December 6,
1951 letter to W. W, Cochran, the renowned
Texas naturalist and writer wrote, ‘“‘Personal-
ly, if 1 have to fight for this country, I will not

fight for the flag, or democracy, or private
enterprise, or the American ‘way of life,” or
for any other abstractions, which seem cold as
kraut to me. But I will fight to the last ditch for
Barton Creek, Boggy Creek, cedar covered
limestone hills, blazing star and blue bonnets,
golden-cheeked warblers and black-capped
vireos, and so on through a catalogue of the
natural environment of Austin, Texas.”
Environmental activist and lawyer Bill
Bunch gave one of the most detailed and im-
passioned presentations. Two other citizens
donated their speaking time to him so he could
go beyond the council’s three minute limit. He
reiterated that Freeport McMoRan is “‘the
largest discharger of pollutants into the water
of the United States.”” He then quoted a Texas
Water Commission study that says the Ed-
wards Aquifer is the ““most vulnerable to
pollution™ in the state. Bunch asked if any of

the council or staff had read the report. No
one had. He then explained how just down-
stream from the proposed PUD, Barton Creek
crosses the Mi. Bonnell fault along with other
*‘faults and fractures,”” where the water goes
down into the aquifer, then comes up at Bar-
ton Springs.

Bunch then quoted from a Hill Country Foun-
dation report on the Colorado River which said
that Austin’s Comprehensive Watershed Or-
dinance is inadequate to protect the river, or
Barton Creek. Pointing out that the developers
are seeking waivers from the CWO, Bunch
charged that “‘they’re not even proposing to
comply with an inadequate ordinance.”

Bunch continued with a discussion of the
developer’s plans to irrigate the golf course
with the development’s sewage effluent. He
criticized city staff for quoting a report that
said effluent irrigation has worked at some
golf courses. Bunch said those golf courses
weren't built on top of limestone. ““I don't see
how it can do anything but ruin Barton
Springs and Barton Creek,” he summarized.

Bunch then quoted the late John Henry
Faulk, who, when discussing the importance
of Barton Springs with Sraresman columnist
Billy Porterficld, said the springs are a *““potent
water symbol for this community.’’

Bunch asked, “‘Is that going to be a symbol
of life or death?”’ Bunch’s speech received
perhaps the longest and loudest ovation of the
evening, inspiring Mayor Lee Cooke to request
that the crowd not applaud anymore.

The Vote Count

At the developers' request, the matter was
postponed until a full council is present, June
7. Speculation is that Armbrust has at least
four votes for approval of his PUD. Robert
Barnstone has said he opposes the PUD, as has
Max Nofziger. Mayor Cooke and Council-
member Charles Urdy are almost certain votes
in favor. Carl-Mitchell is usually a sure Arm-
brust vote, but since he comes up for election
next year, he may be looking to vote no.

That means it will be a dramatic last meeting
for outgoing councilmembers George Humphrey

and Sally Shipman, who appear to be the
swing votes. The two were defeated on May 5,
in no small part because of the perception that
they had not lived up to their environmental
rhetoric. Both were also heavily criticized for
being too partial to lobbyists. Now comes a
true test, with the future of Austin's most
precious natural resource at stake.

Critics say Humphrey and Shipman are like-
ly to vote with Armbrust because the two need
his help to pay off their campaign debts. In this
scenario the two would use the excuse that the
state law forces them to vote yes.

But Humphrey and Shipman could just as
easily go the other way, denying the PUD and
leaving the next council to deal with the ensu-
ing battles. This would allow them 1o leave the
council in the spirit in which they first came to
power.

If Humphrey, Shipman, or any members of
the council choose the latter route, they will
have plenty of grounds on which to challenge
the PUD and the PUD law. One option is to
challenge the constitutionality of the law.
There seem to be several grounds here. For
one, the law takes away the city’s right to have
its case heard in court. It could also be argued
that the law infringes on the city’s right to pro-
tect its water supply, and interferes with our
right to self government.

The city could also challenge, to the federal
government, Freeport's endangered species
study, a report many believe greatly underesti-
mated the amount of warbler habitat on the
property. And, if all else fails, cily residents
could work with residents of the PUD area to de-
feat the developers in an incorporation election.

If past history is any indication, a majority
of the council will vote to approve the PUD,
and explain that they had to do it because of
state law. Questions asked on May 24 seemed
to indicate that the case was moving in this
direction. Politicians, however, can be moved
by mass outpourings of public sentiment. That
seems to be the only thing that can stop the
Barton Creck PUD from being approved on
June 7. | |

They’re the number one cor-
porate water polluter in the
United States. They’re the
number six corporate polluter
in the U.S. overall, behind Du
Pont, Monsanto, American

Cyanamid, Shell, and BP Chemicals. Freeport
McMoRan, Inc. is a multinational conglom-
erate with interests in chemicals, real estate, oil
and gas, and mining. Now Freeport and its
partner/manager Club Corp, want to build on
Barton Creek.

The UT Connection: A Dirty One

Austin L'ﬂ\ll'l'll]nlclllull.hl.\ have I.()Ilg com-
plained about the city council’s deference to
developers. Often overlooked in this political
axis, however is the role of the University of
Texas. In this case, for instance, UT-Austin
president William Cunningham (according to
his financial statements) sits both on the board
of Freeport McMoRan and on the policy com-
muttee of the Club Corp.-owned Barton Creek
Country Club (BCCC), the already developed
part of the Estates of Barton Creek. Cunn-
ingham annually receives more than $5,000 in
fees for auendance at Freeport directors’
meetings, according to his financial statement
(for his BCCC services, Cunningham is paid an
annual retainer fee of between one and five
thousand dollars.) Cunningham also owns
stock in Freeport McMoRan Inc. and in three
of its subsidiaries. One of the two gifts (valued
over $250) Cunningham listed on his 1990
financial statement was a ‘“‘Boehm Nativity
figure’* given the Cunningham family by
James R. Moffett, chairman of the board and
CEO of Freeport.

The UT connection gets ugly when Freeport
goes abroad to *‘develop™ other. countries.
Freeport Indonesia Inc., a Freeport subsidiary,
owns copper, silver, and gold mines in Indo-
nesia. According to the October 1989 issue of
the London-based magazine Down to Earth,
by August 1989, UT-Austin, along with the

FREEPORT

McMORAN:

NUMBER ONE WITH A TOXIC BULLET

When the Indonesian government, under pressure
from international environmental groups, agreed to
conduct a study on the impact of Freeport’s river
dumping, it allowed Freeport to hire the scientists
and conduct the study using Freeport facilities.

Bandung Institute of Technology, had begun a
10-year exploration of mineral resources in the
Western New Guinea section of Indonesia.
(Note that President Cunningfjam must per-
sonally approve every research contract ac-
cepted by the University.) In December, the
same journal reported that in October 89, just
months after UT had begun its study, the Indo-
nesian government granted Freeport Indonesia
exclusive one-year exploration rights in a
25,000-square-km section of Western New
Guinea — the same arca covered by the UT-
Bandung study.

Much of the Western New Guinea land given
for a year to Freeport hes in the Central
Highlands mountains area. To fully exploit
that land, Freeport would have to clear out the
indigenous tribes that live there. An earthquake
in August of 1989, which devastated the living

area of the Hupla tribe, provided the company
and the government the excuse they needed.
According to the London-based human-rights
group Tapol, the Indonesian government used
emergency reliel aid as a ool to uproot tribes-
people from more than eight villages in the
mountain area: people who left the area received
disaster aid, people who sitayed were denied it.

Freeport’s Environmental Record

The environmental journal World Rivers
Review reports in its Jan./Feb. 1989 issue that
Freeport Copper, another Freeport subsidiary
operating in Indonesia, has ‘““dumped mine
tailings from its open-pit copper mine on the
Aghawagong-Otomona-Aijkway river system
in the Jawawijay mountains continuously for
sixteen years.”

Freeport’s cozy relationship with the Indo-
nesian government allows it to continue that

disgraceful practice. According to the July/
August 1989 issue of the Indonesian magazine
Setiekwan, the U.S. government in 1967
demanded concessions from Indonesia that
would allow Freeport to mine copper, gold and
silver with no environmental restrictions in ex-
change for foreign aid and loans. The U.S.
government even threatened to deny scholar-
ships to Indonesian students who wanted to
study in the U.S. if the Indonesian government
refused to comply. Under the deal, the Indo-
nesian government allows Freeport 10 mine
while paying Indonesia nothing for the gold
and silver it extracts. This lucrative arrange-
ment made Freeport Indonesia the most pro-
fitable of all Freeport's subsidiaries.

The above-cited issue of the World Rivers
Review also reporis that when the Indonesian
government, under pressure from international
environmental groups, agreed to conduct a
study on the impact of Freeport's river dump-
ing, it allowed Freeport to hire the scientists
and conduct the study using Freeport facilities.
Not surprisingly, the study uncovered no
harmful effects of dumping raw copper-mining
wastes into water supplies.

The journal goes on Lo report that soon after
that study, an Indonesian doctor working at a
public health clinic downstream from the Free-
port plant began noticing a growing frequency
of gum discoloration in his patients. ‘‘Unfor-
tunately,”” the magazine states, ‘‘just as he was
about to investigate, he was transferred (o the
provincial capital and prohibited by his
superiors from pursuing the study.”

And Now Austin?

Perhaps Freeport's decision makers will
show more respect for the health and liveli-
hoods of the people of Austin than they have
for the people of Indonesia. But should we
trust this company, the nation’s leading water
polluter, with Barton Creek? With its shameful
environmental record and powerful boosters
such as William Cunningham, the company
appears poised to exploit one of Austin’s
treasures without concern for the community.
It's up to the Austin community to stop it.
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We knew it wasn't going to be an easy
season; already the partisan fighting has
started, “What about Hyde Park Barand Grill!”
one staff member screams. “You left out the
Chili Parlor,” another offers. The great ham-
burger wars have begun. Food Editor Robb
Walsh sent his brother Dave out to rate local
burgers. Dave takes his burgers seriously, and
he devoted himself to this survey with what
some might say was a religious fervor. His
instincts, in food and children, we trust as
much as any person’s. Still, he has undoubt-
edly missed hamburgersand hamburgerjoints
worth mentioning. The first hamburger sur-
vey | remember the Chronicle doing was
conducted by Scout Bowles, hamburger pur-
ist, who believed in a bun and meat, nothing
more. Surprisingly, it proved controversial.
We humbly offer up Brother Dave's observa-

. WHns and wait for your letters.

O

This issue begins our 5.0.5. ordinance and
upcoming bond elections coverage. Daryl
Slusher offers a detailed history of the con-
troversy. Perhaps the mosteloquent testimony
over the next few issues is Michael Eakin's
piece. Call up a friend, pick any paragraph,
read it to them over the phone, and ask them
when it was written and where it appeared.
They may well guess the Chronicle in 1992, Tt
sounds like what we've been writing about
Banon Springs for the last decade. But it
appeared in the Austin Sun in 1974, 18 years
ago. And what Eakins predicts will happen,
happens.

Next week we will offer a pro and con on
the ordinance: Bill Bunch in favor and Barry
Allison opposed. The issue will feature read-
ers’lettersas well, though they are disappoint-
ingly but not surprisingly one-sided. Finally,
Daryl Slusher will offer a technical analysis of
the ordinance and the Chronicle endorse-
ment, That's in the issue dated July 31, 1992,
The following Sawrday, August 8, 1992, we
shut up and they shut up and everyone shuts
upall around and it's your turn, You vote, W

You Lose Some...

To the Editor:

Just a note to let you know why you, in my
opinion, will never be a real alternative 10 the
Statesman. First, when 1 ran for mayor, 1 spent
money in your newspaper to reach those who |
thought really wanted change through their vote. It
didn’t happen. Then I pick up a current edition of
the publication with Marion Winik's article about
her kids. ... how insightful. | know Marion and she is
a great writer... my wife went to barber school with
her husband in the early Eighties.

To make a long story short, my book on Sam
Walton is on every major bookshelf in the country
at this writing, no brag, just facts. But I can't see for
the life of me where a story about someone's kids
will get the Austin Chronicle anywhere in the
mainstream of adventising and financial acceptance
that it must achieve if it thinks it is Austin's second
newspaper. We all know and realize that Austin
needs a second newspaper, but now I know that,
cven though 1 like it, in reality, the Austin Chronicle
is not it. Then, maybe it prefers it that way, I don't
know,

Sincerely,
Austin Teutsch

You Win Some

Dear Austin Chronicle Readers:

Regarding “My Sibilant Darling” published in the
July 10, 1992 issue:

Thave never seen 26 paragraphs that combine to
create more significance to a broader range of
people than these. If you are between the ages of 12
and 50, I suspect that something in the article will be
of value to you.

1f you didn't read it, please do.

If you did read it, and it didn't have an impact on
you which you might describe as “profound” (or a
lesser gradient thereof), please read it backwards,

last paragraph first, first paragraph last — it will be
worth it.

Sincerely,

Carl T. Wibbenmeyer

Cheap Shot at Live Shot

Dear Chronicle,

1 appreciated Hugh Forrest's not-so-subtle re-
minder that Austinites do indeed take their music
seriously. He's comrect in saying they deserve more
than just a “passing mention™ of their favorite bands
when they turn onthe 10 o'clock news to see what's
happening at Freedom Fest.

In all fairness though, Hugh must have watched
only the first 15 seconds of my report before his
itchy remote control finger flipped his critical eye
over 1o the other two local newscasts.

In both of Channel 36's July 4th shows my
taped reports featured Austin’s Two Hoots and a
Holler and Arc Angels, including performance
video and interviews with band members. I might
remind Hugh that in TV live-shots, we often give
“passing mention” to a lot of things, in order 1o
whet the viewer's appetite for the more in-depth
report that follows,

continued on p.4

Barton Springs Pool, which has been closed
for repairs following flood damage, will re-
apen this Sunday, July 19. A Parks and Rec-
reation Department press release of July 15
says the pool will maintain its “traditional”
hours, but an Austin American-Statesman
article the same day said city risk-management
officials advised against opening the pool to
the public when lifeguards aren’t on duty due
to potential liability problems. However, the
PARD release gives its current hours (to August
31) as: Sam-8am, for 18 years and glder with
no admission, no lifeguard, at your own risk;
Bam-10pm, with fee and lifeguard (except
Manday and Thursday after 7:30 pm due to
cleaning). The release also lists early moming,
no fee, no lifeguard hours through the winter.

Early Voting Polling Places

One American Center, 600 Congress Ave.

Austin Recreation Center, 1301 Shoal Creek Blvd.

Northcross Mall, 2525 W. Anderson (former site of Guaranty Savings)
South Austin Recreation Center, 71700 Cumberland Road

Pan American Recreation Center, 2100 E. 3rd

Givens Recreation Center, 3811 E. 12th

Manchaca Branch Library, 5500 Manchaca Road

University Hills Branch Library, 4721 Loyola Lane

Spicewood Springs Branch Library, 8637 Spicewood Springs Rd.
University of Texas, Flawn Academic Center Lobby (west end)
Pinnacle Campus, ACC, 7748 Hwy 290 W. (third floor)

Early voting will be held July 20-Aug. 4; 7:45am-4:45pm Mon-Fri, and 10am-4pm Saturday.

You may also vote by mail if you are going to be out of town during this period and on election day,
or in certain other circumstances. Applications for mail ballots may be obtained by calling the City
Clerk al 438-2210; the completed application must be received by the City Clerk's Office by July 31,

for August 8, 1992 Election
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by Daryl Slusber

Some local politicians explain their lackluster
records on protecting Barton Springs by saying
that citizens didn’t demand that protection until
the June 1990 uprising against the Barton Creek
PUD. That sentiment is as unirue as developer
claims that the water in Barton Creek and Barton
Springs is as clean as it was 20 years ago. For over
two decades, the Barton Springs Watershed bas
been the focus of the city’s environmental move-
ment. If not for the many citizens who fought to
preserve the creek and springs, both would bave
been ruined long ago. Much bas been lost, but
there’s still a lot left to save.

The sensitive watershed bas been invaded and
parts of it destroyed in the name of profits and

Taking the

private property rights. In reality, bowever, the
destruction bas been fueled by bundreds of mil-
lions of dollars in public subsidies to private devel-
opment interests: roads, sewer lines, schools, con-
sultant studies, and Municipal Utility Districts.
The roads were the first and most important;
everything else followed them. Loop 360 was cut
through ivi 1969, a bighway with little if any purpose
other than to serve the interests of real estate
speculators and bighway contractors. Next, MoPac
was laid through Zilker Park to connect with 360,
A giant regional mall rose at the intersection atop
one of the most magnificent bills in central Texas.
Soon, MoPac was extended across Barton Creek
over the recharge zone to U.S. 290. Then it was
extended to suburban developments off Slaughter

Twenty Years of Development along Barton Creek

Long View

proposed Outer Loop. Bee Caves Road was widened
1o accommodate developers, and the Southwest
Parkway was plowed across the Barton Creek
Watershed to serve the properties of Ben Barnes,
Jobn Connallyand others. William Cannon Drive,
begun in 1975, now runs across far south Austin
Jfrom east of IH-35 to the Southwest Parkway.
Through it all, citizen groups bave fought to
preserve Barton Springs and the Edwards Aquifer.
But almost every lime, they 've been failed by elected
political leaders: the city council, the state legisla-
ture, the county commissioners court. The SO§
ordinance, right or wrong, represents an attempt
by citizens to do for themselves what politicians
bave failed to do.
Here are some of the stories from the last 20 years

Politics

visible signs of development.

Aerial photos of Barton Creek as it winds past the current intersecti
1972: Loop 360 has been cut through the hills,

way to connect with the

o

ki

on of 360 and MoPac. (L-R:) 1966: Power Lln-Emmo

Square Mall has risen at Loop 360 and MoPac, the Travis County subdivision is-visible to the left.

The Opening

Chapter

A rﬁouement to establish a
Barton Creek Park falls short
at Lost Creek,

During the late 1960s and early 1970s, a
group called the Austin Environmental
Council (AEC) launched efforts to preserve
all the city's creeks. There was particular
emphasis given to six southwestern Travis
County creeks that contribute water to Bar-
ton Springs: Williamson, Slaughter, Bear,
Little Bear, Onion and Barton. Barton, of
course, flows into Barton Springs; water
fromitandthe others seepsintothe Edwards
Aquifer/Barton Springs Recharge Zone and
comes up at Barton Springs where the wa-
ter temperature is a constant 68 degrees.

The group’s membership consisted
largely of senior citizens, and featured some
of the city’s most prominent citizens. Head-
lines from 1970 list defenders like Russell
Fish, Mrs. Fagan Dickson, W.M. Percy, Mrs.
J. Frank Dobie, Mr. and Mrs. Paul Bolton,
Mrs, Cecil Cabaniss, and Mike Butler. They
took on an earlier generation of developers
- Jack Andrewartha, Tom Bradfield, Don
Cummins and others —who were starting to
build apartments, office buildings and sub-
divisions on Barton Creek behind Zilker
Park.

AEC president Fish told the Awstin
American in 1970, “Saving the land is a
continuous battle. A developer can come to
a naturally beautiful area with bulldozers
and tear it apart without any consideration
of maintaining, where possible, the area’s
natural beauty.” Fish added, “We're not
doinganything new. We're just trying to get
the 1928 Coch-Fowler plan for the city to be
put into use. The plan was adopted but the
city hasn't followed through on that plan of
orderly development.”

Mrs. Dickson, director of the AEC, said
pollution of many city creeks was already

getting bad: “The fish are dying, there are

suds on the banks, our city's natural beauty
is being destroyed and its health threat-
ened,” said Dickson. She said ordinances
intended to protect the creeks were on the
books, but not enforced by the city.
Afullpagead in the April 12, 1970 Austin
American, signed by more than 400 people,
reflected the spirit of the times: “There are
not — there cannot be - very many cities of
the size of Austin around the world thatare
blessed with such an extraordinary enclave
of wilderness so close to the heart of down-
town. A free-flowing stream with rapids,
with pools that reflect precipitous blufffs, a
marvel of variety in colors, textures and
shapes, a place 1o see flowers rarely seen in
acity, to hearbird songs rarely heard by city
dwellers - these are assets of inestimable
value to the residents of Austin.” The sign-
ers called for the city council to pass protec-
tion ordinances for all Austin creeks and
streams, ensure low density zoning in the

Watershed, and “undertaketopurchase land
along Barton Creek for the creation of an
integral BARTON CREEK PARK, to extend
from Zilker Park to Highway 71."

The 400 eventually got partof theirdream
fora park, but it ended at Lost Creek, where
a golf course, country club, and sprawling
subdivision now stand. Yet it could have
been different. W, H. Bullard, who owned
most ofthe land there, offered to sell the city
his 2,500 acres for $300 an acre during the
Sixties, but city officials said he was asking
too much. After his wife died in the early
Seventies, Bullard sold the land to pay off
taxes. Its development won approval soon
after, but the land didn't start filling up with
houses until about 1977. The Lost Creek
subdivision's sewage was routed toa pack-
age treatment plant and irrigated onto its
golf course.

The city also failed to obtain the acreage
just upstream from the Bullard homestead,
which was acquired in 1974 by a partner-
ship that included former Texas lieutenant
governor Ben Barnes. Today, it's the site of
the Barton Creek Country Club (BCCC) and
the Estates of Barton Creek, which, like Lost
Creek, irrigate their golf courses with treated
sewage from their developments.

Today, the water quality is dramatically
better above the golf courses than it is below
them. There have also been at least two
sewage spills from the Lost Creek treatment
plant into Barton Creek ~ during the Memo-
rial Day floods of 1981, and in 1986, whenan
accident at the treatment plant sent 30,000
gallons of sewage sludge into the creek. The

of development in the Barton Springs waltershed.

nts and a small subdivision off U.S. 290 are the only
1990: MoPac has been extended over the creek and on across the recharge zone. Barton Creek

SN d |

acreage above BCCC, most of itthe Uplands,
isstill wild, and the city is currently consider-
ing purchasing it as part of the Balcones
Canyonland Habit Conservation Plan.

The Butler

Years

Apartment construction
along the creek leads lo a
controversial floodwater bypass.

It’s difficult to pinpoint an exact turning
point for the decline of Barton Creek. Buta
good place to start would be April 3, 1971,
when car dealer Roy Butler was elected
mayor along with a whole new city council.
Butler headed a slate of new guard business
people and progressive UT students, Sup-
port for the slate was organized in large part
by fledgling consultant Peck Young. The
slate featured the first black city
councilmember, Berl Handcox, old guard
liberal Dick Nichols, and, anchoring the
progressive ticket, former UT student body
presidentand anti-war activist Jeff Friedman.
All four won, and Austin may never recover
from the progress they made.

One of the council's biggest problems
was thatthey couldn’t say noto developer
Sid Jagger. They approved a series of
apartment complexes behind Zilker Park
for Jagger (who also built a palatial home
there) and other developers, okayed a
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sewage pipe along and under Barton Creek
to serve the new developments, and ap-
proved construction of a *floodwater by-
pass” to divert polluted Barton Creek water
from Barton Springs. The council also ap-
proved Jagger's plan for a mall, Barton Creek
Square Mall.

The only councilmember who offered any
resistance of note was Bob Binder, another
former student leader, who was elected in
1973. He warned that apartment approvals
along Barton Creek were setting a “prece-
dent” which would lead to serious damage of
Barton Springs and the creek.

The construction and new developments
brought silt and mud into Barton Springs, and
the pool was closed several imes because of
il. The city closed Barton Springs in December
1974 to begin construction of a floodwater
bypass to route creek water under the pool
and pour out beyond it.

The bypass was an official acknowledg-
ment that creek water was degrading the
springs, as well as a clear signal that the city
planned to approve much more development
inthe Watershed. The bypass, however, didn't
deal with the water that comes up from the
recharge zone into the springs. City officials
estimated 60 days for the construction, but it
took 16 months. Barton Springs pool was
closed throughout 1975, reopening on March
20,1976, By that time Jeff Friedman was mayor.

The 1975

Bond Election

A citizens’ mandate for
preservation gets lost in the
city’s failure to execute.

Jeff Friedman was elected mayor in the
spring of 1975, in what was heralded as a
progressive breakthrough. Elected along with
Friedman were John Trevino, the council's
first Mexican-American; Jimmy Snell, who re-
placed Handcox; environmentally-oriented
Emma Lou Linn and Margret Hoffman; more
business-oriented Betty Himmelblay; and in-
cumbent Lowell Lebermann. Bob Binder had
resigned before his term was through and
gone to California,

On December 6, 1975, the Friedman coun-
cil held abond election to pravide $1.6 million
for extending the Barton Creek Greenbelt
from Loop 360 to the Lost Creek subdivision,
ameasure pushed by Linn. Developers, led by
Sid Jagger, promoted another item ~a sewage
line for new developments. The funds for the
greenbelt passed by 58 percent to 42 percent,
while the score on the sewer pipe was 41
percent for, 59 percent against. The message
seemed clear enough = the citizens of Austin
wanted the Barton Creek area to remain wild,
and they were willing to pay for it.

But by 1979, the city had only bought 8.4
acres, spending a mere $75,000 of the bond
money. Meanwhile, land prices had soared.
Voters approved more funding in 1979, and
the purchase was finally completed in 1981.

And what of the sewer line tumed down
back in December 19757 Jagger proposed
building a “Zilker Park Lift Station,” as a “tem-
porary measure,” to which sewage would be
routed from his planned developments and
others. It would be located under the Barton
Springs parking lot, and developers would
pay the construction cost. The council ap-
proved the plan in March 1976. The lift station
was built,

Acouncil approved agreement, authored by
Water/Wastewater department director Curtis
Johnson, said that hook-ups to the lift station
would be limited to “2,027 lot equivalents.”
Only already approved developments signing

on to the agreement would be served by the lift

station, The agreement specified:. 1,048 for
Barton Creek Mall; 417 for other Jagger devel-
opments; and smaller quantities for Horseshoe
Bend, Barton Hills, Barton Terrace, Zilker
Heights, Timberline and Glencliff, all built or
approved.

The department proceeded to build the line
at twice its agreed capacity and hook up
almost double the number of lot equivalents,
including to developments notincluded inthe
original agreement. When news of this leaked
outin 1979, City Manager Dan Davidson, who
had outlasted his one time nemesis Friedman,
expressed surprise, and councilmembers
mildly protested that the line should not have
been enlarged without their permission.

City Auorney Jerry Harris settled things by
ruling that, “Ultimately, in the law it probably
doesn’t make much difference” whether the
staff or council approved the extra sewer
connection. That was that. Harrisand Davidson
later went on to financially successful work
representing developers.

In April 1982, the U.S. Geological Service
reported the highest fecal coliform levels yet
at Barton Springs, 22 times the safe level as set
by the EPA. A few weeks later, the culprit was
discovered — a leaking sewer pipe leading to
the Zilker Park Lift Station,

Barton Creek

Mall

The cornerstone of creekside
development goes up with
the city’s blessing.

While the springs were closed in 1975, Sid
Jagger brought forth his most ambitious pro-
posal yet. He had acquired some 400 acres
west-southwest of his apartments. Most of the
tract was a huge, magnificent hill, with hills
and valleys atop it. Rain flowing from the
property feeds four Barton Creek tributaries,
and most of the tract is over the recharge zone.
It was also on the northwest comer of the
point chosen for the intersection of Loop 360
and the planned extension of MoPac.

In November 1974, Jagger began a quest for
a series of approvals — annexation into the city
to guarantee utilities, zoning approval, and
then wastewaler service. Jagger offered to
accept deed restrictions guaranteeing that his
development “would not increase the down-
stream flooding in Barton Creek,” and also told
the Zoning Commission that his mall would
not “detract from the quality of the water.”

Jagger' submitted suggested language to
cover his promises. Guarantees against de-
grading the water weren't included, nor spe-
cifics on exactly how increases in downstréam
flooding were to be prevented. Jagger's pro-
posal did call for him or his successors to “take
such measures as may reasonably required by
the Director of Engineering of the City of
Auslin to prevent any increase in flooding
downstream” beyond what would come from
the property “in its undeveloped state.”

The Jagger zoning agreement made it tothe
council on February 6. According to official
minutes, Councilmember Friedman kicked
things off by saying he felt that the mall case
set a precedent that was “extremely worth-
while” and should be “followed through onall
sorts of development.” Planning Director Dick
Lillie heaped praise on Jagger for the many
hours he spent working with city staff to
ensure that the project was “compatible with
the character of the environment.”

The only sore point came when Jim
Bannerot, president of the Barton Creek Citi-
zens Association, suggested that the word
“reasonably” be removed from the covenant
and that a standard of compliance be set. He
suggested prefacing the water quality sec-
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1978 — The Melvin Simon Company has cleared
the mall site of virtually all living things.

tion ot the agret.ment wulh “In nrdcr not

to degrade the present quality of the water
inBarton Creek asevidenced by laboratory
analysis of said water by the Texas Water
Quality Board or other governmental
agencies or authorities.”

Jagger said he would rather not. Council-
member Friedman called Bannerot’s sug-
gestion “superfluous.”

Mayor Roy Butler added, “Yeah, I don't
think it's necessary.”

The mall zoning passed unanimously.

Afterwinning all his city approvals, Jagger
sold the property to the Melvin Simon Cor-

poration, a shopping mall giant. Construc-
tion didn’t begin for several years as Melvin
Simon waited for the extension of MoPac
and worked out details of its building per-
mit with city staff. By 1978, the developers
were worrying aboutwhether ornot MoPac
was actually going to be extended, City
leaders were able Lo assure the company
that the road was on the way, and Melvin
Simon soon leveled the hilltop and cleared
theentire property of virtually all living things.

Construction of the Barton Creck mall
began in the summer of 1979, after which,
say longtime swimmers, the springs never
returned to their former glory and clarity.
‘That year, the mall owners finally unveiled
their pollution control plan - three reten-
tion ponds to filter runoff. Representatives
of the Zilker Park Posse and the Save Barton
Creek Association argued that the ponds
were insufficient and would overflow in
heavy rains. The city engineer, however,
ruled that the ponds would “fully address”
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the terms of the Jagger covenant,

The ponds weren't finished in time for
the mall's grand opening on August 19,
1981. The Zilker Park Posse Express de-
scribed how “The network of pipes to drain
the ponds had not been laid, and the sand
and gravel filters had not been installed.
The embankments around the ponds were
simply slopes of dirt and rocks with nothing
to keep the dirt from washing into the
ponds.” The Posse and other groups asked
that a certificate of accupancy not be
awarded until the ponds were complete.
‘The city council, however, granted a 60-day
temporary certificate. On the day of the
mall's grand opening, Barton Springs Pool
was closed due to turbidity.

Since then, the mall's owners and citizen

groups had been debating whether it pol-.

lutesthe creek. Swimmers at Barton Springs,
however, knew which side they believed.
In November 1984, the results finally came
in from a city study of the runoff ponds. It
concluded they were holding back tons of
potential pollutants, butthat chemicals were
nonetheless flowing into the creek from the
giant mall.

Rob Roy

Gary Bradley and John
Wooley build out West Lake
Hills’ biggest development.

In 1977, Jeff Friedman chose not to seek
a second term. Carole McClellan (now
Rylander) was elected to take his place,
Emma Lou Linn was defeated by insur-
ance salesman Ron Mullen, Hoffman lost
to booster Lee Cooke, and middle-of-the-
roader Richard Goodman was elected to
an open seat.

This council was the first one to get to
know Gary Bradley, who, with partner John
Wooley, had purchased the Rob Roy Ranch,
near Barton Creek just past Loop 360 off
Bee Caves Road. The two partners acquired
an option to the whole ranch for $100, then
headed for City Hall, proposing to build
more than 200 luxury homes. Bradley
brought each councilmember on a tour of
the property. Among those helping the
young investors win city approval was
County Commissioner Ann Richards, who

was to receive more than $100,000 in con-
tributions from Bradley over the years, and
invest in a land purchase with him, which
turned out to be at the proposed intersec-
tion of MoPac and the Outer Loop.

The council approved Rob Roy in the
spring of 1979. The two developers, how-
ever, had trouble selling the lots, Bradley
and Wooley went off to spend the Christ-
mas holidays in Hawaii. While they were
gone, as Texas Monthly described it in May
1984, “Rumors swept Austin that busing
was imminent... The only escape was the
West Lake Hills school district, and Rob Roy
was far and away the largest available de-
velopment in it.”

“Wehadthe only gamé intown,” Wooley
explained to the Montbly. “It was like we
had just opened a new Baskin Robbins
across fromthe playground.” The two ended
up making a profit of almost $15 million.
Though the partnership later soured, hath
men went on to other developments over
the Barton Springs Recharge Zone.,

The 1980

Barton Creek
Ordinance

The council passes a
moratorium on development
in the Barton Creek Watershed,
and an ordinance regulating
residential development.

Asthe white flighters fled toRob Roy, and
the bulldozers rolled at the Barton Creek
mall, citizen groups started another round in
the fight for strong city ordinances, In 1977
the council passed a Lake Austin ordinance.
A year later citizen groups demanded that
the controls be extended to Barton Creek.

Public hearings were scheduled. City staff
said more study was needed and hired de-
velopment engineers Espey-Huston to do
one. A task force was appointed. Develop-
ers rushed to get their projects approved by
the council under the older, weaker regula-
tions, The council complied. A classic Austin
political stryggle was under way.

As more apartment roofs and office build-
ings began poking above the cedar trees in
the hills behind Zilker, the battle for the

ordinance was led by the Zilker Park Posse,
the latest citizen groups formed to fight for
Barton Springs and the Edwards Aquifer,
and the Save Barton Creck Association,
headed by Seth Searcy. The Posse’s leaders
included Joe Riddell, Betty Brown, Connie
Moare, Jeanette Granger, Wayne Gronquist,
Shudde and Conrad Fath and many more.
InJune 1979, the Posse called for a morato-
rium on apartment zoning approvals,

When the council granted the morato-
rium in July, there was only one problem.
Planning Director Dick Lillie announced
that the moratorium would not affect any
development or zoning requests, and added
that developers with prior zoning approval
could proceed with construction. The
moratorium was eventually extended sev-
eral times, as the council tried to forge a
compromise plan.

Finally the council passed an ordinance
on April 17, 1980. It was a victory, although
the ordinance wasa compromise with some
serious flaws. For example, it continued to
allow construction on the bluffs above the
creek, and applied only to subdivisions.

Then itwas summeragain, butrather than
a season Lo savor victory, it was the summer
of the construction of the Barton Creek mall.
And, overwhelming forces were gathering
to begin the second decade of assault on
Austin's beloved southwestern hills.

The

Boom

Easy credit and a new
pro-development council
coalition fuel a massive
round of project approvals.

With Ronald Reagan's 1980 election came
several real estate speculation tax incen-
tives, plus deregulated S&Ls. The boom
was on, By the end of the decade, the
federal Resolution Trust Corporation would
own eight per cent of the city.

Forthe Eighties, Austin developers coined
anew name for the area between Bee Caves
Road, Loop 360 and Texas 71. They called
it “the Barton Creek Diamond.” The 1980
census counted 2,200 homes there, By 1982
city planners were predicting that 17,400
more houses, apartments and condos would
be built in the area in the not so distant
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future. The bulldozers were ready to roll.

An election was scheduled for April 4, 1981.
Mayor Carole McClellan was challenged by
Bob Binder, who had returned from Califor-
nia, in an election dominated by environmen-
tal issues, Binder forced McClellan into a run-
off. Incumbents Ron Mullen, Richard
Goodman and John Trevino won reelection;
also victorious was liberal political consultant
Roger Duncan. Larry Deuser and Charles Urdy,
both campaigning on anti-nuclear/pro-envi-
ronment platforms, won places in a runoff,
But while the runoff campaign raged, the
lame duck council got busy.

On April 9, they considered the 160-acre
Brodie tractat §. Lamar and Loop 360, over the
recharge zone. The owners offered to donate
about 80 acres, roughly half the tract, for an
addition to the greenbelt. In exchange, they
wanted zoning approval for retail development
on a scale to rival the Barton Creek mall, plus
an office building near the creek on Loop 360.

Members of the Posse and the Save Barton
Creek Association opposed the zoning change,
but to no avail. Goodman, who had just won
reelection against weak opposition, moved
approval of the zoning. Mullen, who had also
won handily on April 4 against Marcos de
Leon, seconded. McClellan, facing a strong
challenge from Binder, was the only no vote.

The developers understood, especially since |

they won anyway. (Lame duck Cooke was out
of the room.)

Today, the office building sits next to the
Loop 360 access point to the Greenbelt, and
on top of the hill is the Brodie Oaks Shopping
Center — where many environmentally con-
scious Austinites shop for health food, out-
door gear, and Native American spiritual herbs.

OnMay 2, Deuser and Urdy won resounding
victories, each pulling over 60 percent of the
vote, McClellan umned back Binder with 54
percent, Before the new council could take
office, however, the lame ducks took up a
controversial proposal from semi-conductor
and toxic chemical user Motorola to locate a
plantin Oak Hill, just above the Recharge Zone
inthe Williamson Creek Watershed. Motorola's
attorney was David Armbrust. The project
passed with Goodman and Trevino voting no.

Upon taking office, Duncan and Deuser
brought the Motorola issue up for reconsid-
eration, but it didn’t do any good. Veteran
Goodman voted with them, but Urdy voted in
favor of Motorola. Urdy explained that, after
lengthy deliberation, he had decided that

Motorola could provide jobs for the poor of

East Austin, even if their plant was located in
Oak Hill. Trevino then switched and cast the
deciding vote for Motorola,

It was a major turning point. Trevino, pre-
viously an environmental vote, had switched
to voling with the developers as soon as a

chance existed for a four-vole environmental |
maijority. Trevino and Urdy remained a solid |

pro-developer bloc until Trevino's retirement
in 1988.

MoPac
South

Once the highway pushed
past Barton Creek Mall, could
an QOuter Loop be far behind?

Inlate 1981, the council engaged ina deadly
serious battle over the future of MoPac. At the
time, it ended at the river on the south. There
was a bridge, but motorists had to exit at Lake
Austin Boulevard, and line up at a traffic light
to cross the river. Once over, they had to exit,
make a U-turn at Bee Caves Road, and drive
around Zilker Park to Lamar Boulevard. It was
a very annoying situation for motorists
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Thesouthernextension of MoPacto Logp
360 changed that “when' it openéd in No-
vember 1981, only a few months after the
grand opening of Barton Creek Square Mall.
Even as this first extension opened, how-
ever, the development lobby was already
pushingto connect the road with U.S. 290 in
Oak Hill.

A majority of the council opposed the
extension, but proponent Mullen held the
swing vote on the Austin Transportation
Study, the official transponation planning
body for the area. Anti-extension forces on
the council voted to remove Mullen from
ATS and replace him with Urdy.

Mullen protested, and the controversy
spilled over into 1982. The council decided
to hold a MoPac election, and set it for April
2, 1982, Anti-forces faced almost an impos-
sible task, like holding the cars back at the
light at Lake Austin Boulevard. The further
southermn extension to U.S. 290 pulled 60
percent of the vote. The ATS approved the
extension five days later.

In January 1984 highway crews working
on the MoPac extension discovered ruins of
anancient Indian encampment just north of
where MoPac was to cross the creek. The
State Historical Commission determined that
the ruins were from 2,000 to 60,000 years
old. The antifacts were removed from the
path of the road and replaced by three
bridge abutments.

In late 1985, the newly-elected Frank
Cooksey council was called on to approve
another extension of MoPac, this time past
U.5. 290 to an intersection with the pro-
posed Outer Loop. Cooksey argued pas-
sionately that further extension would
damage the aquifer. He left the daisto make
his argument with a huge map of the area.
Councilmember Mark Rose, who is now
director of the Lower Colorado River Au-

Jtherity, countered with.a map of his.own. .

The rest’'aFthé colntil 1eft Cooksey hang-
ing. The extension passed 6-1. Itis currently
under construction.

MUDs

A new state-sanctioned
financing tool changed the
ground rules forever.,

In 1983, newly-elected Mayor Ron Mullen
warned the weenies to get out of the way,
because development was coming. He
wasn't Kidding, The council had taken a
distinct turn toward developer support in
the 1983 election. Goodman didn'trunagain
because of anunfortunate incident in which
he mistook a garden hose in his yard for a
snake and fired several shots at it, and was
replaced by maverick real estate magnate
Mark Spaeth. Deuser was defeated by de-
veloper-backed Mark Rose.

Developers had founda way lo overcome
a decade of voter refusal to grant bonds for
utility service in the Barton Springs zone,
The new vehicle was called MUDs (Munici-
pal Utility Districts). Development forces,
led by Ed Wendler Sr., had pushed changes
in MUD law through the state legislature.

The laws allowed developers to set
boundaries for a proposed MUD, usually
consisting of their own property. Then an
electionwas held on whetherornottocreate
a MUD, with bonding authority to build
utility infrastructure. The bonds would then
be repaid by future home buyers and busi-
ness people in the arex. Usually the elector-

ate consisted of developerempleyees moved
on'té the' propérty for thé election.

MUD bonds were almost as good as S&L
loans. The money was quick, and went not
only to developers, but to a covey of well-
connected contractors who could be counted
on to contribute back to council campaign
accounts, as well as to show up and protest
any time an atiempt was made to tighten
environmental regulations,

The council, facing threats that the devel-
opers would go to the state for MUD ap-
proval, rapidly approved a series of MUDs
circling the city. Wendler worked simulta-
neously to win approval of three adjoining
MUDs over the recharge zone, near Oak
Hill. The developers were Bill Milburn, Nash
Phillips/Copus, and Gary Bradley, who had
just bought the Circle C Ranch southwest of
thecity. The area was dubbed Wendlerville.

Wendler, however, abandoned Bradley
just before the council vote, saying he was
asking for more than the other developers
and endangering the entire deal. Bradley
felt that Wendler had backstabbed him to
eliminate him from competition with
Milburn and NPC. A bitter feud ensued, and
the ill will continues today.

Nonetheless, all the MUDs sailed to ap-
proval in December 1983, with density of
up to five units an acre. The city agreed to
guarantee the MUD bonds, and that city
ratepayers would pick up between 80 to 95
percent of the payments.

Soon after, Councilmember Roger
Duncan proposed an ordinance to restrict
residential density over the recharge zone
to one unit per three acres. The new re-
strictions would apply 1o the MUDs
Duncan’s plan was beaten back in a fierce
assault from Bradley, with helpfromMullen
No plans for stricter water quality regula-
tions were heard for several years.
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Parkway

Armed with another new
method of public finance,
Barnes and Connally blaze the
road to the PUD.

By 1983, Ben Barnes and John Connally
had moved in on the Barton Creek Water-
shed armed with hundreds of millions in
casy S&L loans. They began to develop the
former's old holding along Barton Creek,
putting in a golf course, corporate confer-
ence center and luxury homes. In April
1984, the two purchased the neighboring
3,280 acre Uplands, upstream from their
country club. The sale was financed by
Charles Keating's Lincoln Savings. (Keating
had been Connally’s campaign manager in
his ill-fated 1980 quest for the presidency.)

Barnes said the new acquisition, which
he called “the largest development project
inTravis County, would become a “state-of-
the-art, mixed-use community that will in-
clude residential, commercial, retail, re-
searchand developmentareas.” He said the
company would “go to greal extremes to
protect the environment,” and that the key
1o the success of development in the area
would be the expansion of roads in the area
and construction of new ones. He soon set

about getting his roads.

According to Texas Monthly, Barnes, a
former lieutenant governor, drafted a bill
allowing developers to create special road
districts, which couldissue bonds o pay for
roads — the road equivalent of MUDs.
Governor Mark White added Barnes” bill to
the agenda of a 1984 legislative special
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SOS.is good for the economy. A few of
Austin's engineers, merchants, builders, artists,
doctors, architects, realtors, accountants and
other business people agree.

Julian Zimmerman, former

dent of Lumbermen'’s

“Barton Springs is a unique

“S.0.8. will protect the
natural resource that's a

clean water and natural

] “S.0S. isall about prevent-
ol ing pollution and saving

real economic asset to the city. [t's been adraw  taxpayers’ money. The cost of prevention is far beauty that attract major corporations to Austin.
for people for 9,000 years. We have a choice less than the cost of cleaning up a polluted Barton Springs represents the high quality of
between short-sighted development that is highly  aquifer and springs. 8.0.S. will help safeguard life that enables businesses to recruit the best
profitable for a few and a long range vision of Barton Springs for many generations to come.” people — and keep them. Thar fosters the kind of
economic prosperity and quality of life for all. long-term, cost-effective work force that makes
S.O.S. will help preserve this great asset. That's for stable economic growth and an expanding,
just good business”” dependable tax base.”

e HERE IS A LIST OF SOME OF THE AUSTIN BUSINESSES AND PROFESSIONALS WHO ENDORSE THE SOS INITIATIVE AS SOUND ECONOMIC POLICY

A M C Company ® A.LM. Productions, Inc. # Abbe Waldman, Real Estate Agent ¢ Accupuncture Medical Centre  Aikido Association of America — Austin  AIMS Company & Associares ¢ Air
Ambulance America # Air Express International # Airmasters  Alan Pogue, Photographer # Alan Schumann, Archirect ¢ Amandine Bakery & Cafe ® Amdur Gallery ® Amelia's Retro-Vogue & Relics ¢
American Botanical Council # American Chiropractic Clinic ® American Group Life Insurance Co. ® American Innovations, Inc. # Amon Burton, Artorney at Law ¢ Amy's Ice Creams ¢ Anderson &
Company # Antone's Record Store @ A-Okay Signs ¢ Arbor Animal Clinic # A.R.C. Austin Rehearsal Complex # Ariel Communications  Armadillo Aire ¢ Artworks ¢ Arcz Caboose # As You Like It,
Agnes # Austin Area Limousine # Austin Co-op Radio # Austin “T" Party  Austin Kenpo Karate  Austin Yoga ¢ Austinova Cattery  Austin Visual Arts Association ¢ Avalon Hair Salon ¢ Avatar
Unlimited ¢ Aztec Pest Service # Barbara Miller, Consultant # Barbara White, R M.T. ¢ Barton Springs Nursery # Basic Bookkeeping Services # Basil's # BBA Management & Booking ¢ Bee Creck
Botanicals o Beto y los Fairlanes ® Beverly G. Reeves, Attorney at Law ¢ Beyond Are ¢ Bicycle Sport Shop ¢ Bill Oliver ® Bismeaux Productions ¢ Bonnie Austin, Inc. ¢ Bonsai Physical Therapy # Book
People, Inc, # Book Woman ¢ Breakthrough Graphics # Breck Plauche, P.E. ¢ Brighe Lights Acting Studio @ Butch Hancock # by george ¢ Call Mr. Dugan ¢ Capital Cruises # Capital Plaza Shopping
Center # Capital Rubber Stamp Service ¢ Capital Anesthesiology Assoc. ¢ Capitol City Playhouse ¢ Carl Morris, P.E. # Carrie D. York, Realtor ¢ Casa De Luz # Castle Hill Cafe ¢ Celebration! # CH3
Video Services # Chappell & Cross, Architects & Design # Charles R. Nettles, Actorney ® Chemical Sales  Chou Down Str-Fry Bar ¢ City Pruptr;w.\ # Clayworks Studio/Gallery  Clear Spring Studio «
Clifton Ladd, Ecologist  Cocoon Recovery Center # Compact Discs of Austin # Congress House Studio ¢ Conrinental Club # Continuum Corporation  Cooke Photographics # Copeland Jewelers o
Comerstone Realty ¢ Cowgirls & Flowers  Crimes of Passion Antiques # Culinary Arts Catering, Inc. ¢ Cunningham Copia Foundation ¢ Custom Photographic Labs, Inc. D & § Consulting Associate
+ Dave’s Perfection Automotive # David Garza  David Nagle & Associates, P.C.  Denmart # Dennis Fagan, Photographer # Devonshire Apothecary ¢ Diane Carr Bookkeeping ® Dobie Theater # Don
Crowell Builder, Inc. # Darsey Dental Plan ¢ Dr. Ramon Burstyn 4+ Dynamic Reprographics + East Side Cafe # ec-lec-tic # Eco-Wise ¢ Effective Reading Centers ¢ Ehlers Roofing & Remodelin + El
Intenior # El Rinconcito ¢ El Taller Gallery ¢ Ellis & Associates # Eric Beggs, Photographer # Eric Johnson ¢ Esther’s Follies # Evan Johns ¢ Fine Print Distributors, Inc. # Firestone Tire and Service ¢
First United Investments, Realtors @ Forbidden Fruit  Four Directions # Futon Comforts  Future Firm & Gallery of the Republic # Glass Menagerie ® Graphics Unique ¢ Hall Chiropractic  Harrison
Saunders Graphic Design # Hartsinger Press # Hay-Wire Garden ¢ Health Focus # Henry, Kelly & Lowerre # Hickory Street Bar & Grille # Hill Country Pasta House « Human Factors Computers for
Older Adults « Huts Hamburgers ¢ lain Matthews ¢ IBIS: Implementing Business ¢ Inform ¢ Inlingua School of Languages ¢ IntelliQuest ¢ Ironsmith Body ¢ James lsensee, P.E. ¢ James W. Brown
Builder, Inc. # Jeff Evans Trading Co. # Jeff Kessel, P.E. # Jeffrey's Restaurant # Jennifer Mellerr, Attorney at Law o Jerry Jeff Walker # Jill Maeder Design ® Jim Hightower & Associates ¢ Jimmie Dale
Gilmore # Jimmy La Fave # Joe Ely ¢ Joe Priesnitz Artist Management # Joe Rockhead  Joe Zakes/Almost Perfect Construction  John S. Rowley Real Estate ¢ John Scanlan, Attorney at Law # ] T.O.C.
Productions ¢ Kaleido Properties ¢ Kampa Design # Kare Berquist Design, Calligraphy # Kestrel-Printing « KGSR Star 107 FM ¢ Kim Wilson ¢ King's Hobby @ Kirk Mitchell & Associates ® La Zona
Rosa # Lacey Miesch Investments + Laidlaw Transit,. Inc. # Lamb & Lawrence, Architects # La Prensa 4 Las Manitas Avenue Cafe ¢ Lauren Ross, P.E. # Laurie Freelove # Law Office of David Frederick «
Lenore Avant, Realtor ¢ Leslie Van Parys, D.C. ¢ Linda Nenno, R.M.T. ¢ Little Sister # Lone Wolf Management Company # Lost Mill Aparcments ¢ Louis-Victor Jeanty, M.D. # Lubbock Or Leave It ¢ Lucy in
Disguise/Electric Ladyland # Lutheran Brotherhood Ins. # Lynn Herrmann Gallery « Mack Ray Hernandez, Attorney at Law # Manuel’s Downtown « Marcia Ball ® Marilyn Prengler « Martin Brothers
Cafe # Mary Doerr, Artist # Metal Optics, Inc. # Mexic-Arte Museum # Michael Ann’s Cleaning Service ¢ Michael Fracasso ¢ Mike Wise Real Estate # Moondance Diner & Bar ¢ Morgan Business
Accounting ¢ Mother's Cafe & Garden  MusicVision Phulugmplly + Native Sun ® Natural Comfort, Inc. # Natural Foods Marketing  Nestani Design ® New Texas Magazine « Nomadic Notions
Norman Fisher & Assoc., Inc. ® Oar Willies Campaign Headquarters ® Oriental Rug Gallery of Texas ® Orton Photography e Osiris International  Paradise Cafe » Parkside Communiry School
Paragonia # Paro’s Tacos # Paul Parsons, Artorney ar Law ¢ Peggy Kelly, Artorney ar Law  Perry Lorenz ¢ Pharmaco Dynamics Research ¢ Pierce & Robertson, Arrorneys ¢ Pipes Plus @ Plain View Press
# Planet K o Prickly Pear Studio ¢ Priority Copy ¢ Pro-Jex Gallery @ Rainlight Music # Ramin Tahmasebi, P.E,  Ray Hennigs Heart of Texas Music # Recar & Associates # Relax The Back Store ¢
Rieck & Maire Bookkeeping ¢ Rindy Media @ Rizanos  RLC Wallprine Company ® Roadstar Productions  Robert Swafford, Attorney at Law ¢ Ronald C. Barnetr, D.DS. # Rope Works ¢ Rues
Antiques ¢ Sam Gammon Real Estate # Sam Hurt, Cartoonist # Secret Garden + Shakespeare’s Pub & Cafe # Shakei Miller, NDCSW-ACP # Shiner of Austin, Inc. # Simmens Chiropractic Center # Sisters
& Company ¢ Smart-Mail ¢ Softshoe Publishing ¢ Soul Hat ¢ Sourdough European Bakery @ Southwest Expeditions ¢ Sparks ® Spectrum Environmental Services, Inc. ¢ Spirit Echoes Gallery &
Publications # St. Charles, Inc. # Statement ¢ Stephen Kubenka Architects # Stephen W. McGuire, Auto Repair ¢ Sterling Information Group, Inc. # Sceve Frost, P.E.  Steve Young ¢ Stress Control
Techniques # Stuart Shaw, Developer # Subterranean Theatre Co. ¢ Sugar's ¢ Sunbelt Organics # Sylvia Crossland, Real Estate Agent # Tamara Designs ¢ Tammadge Market Research, Inc. ¢ Tejas
Tennis/South Austin Tenms Center ¢ Telephone Distributors, Inc. # Teresa L. Todd, Attorney at Taw @ Tesoros Trading Company # Tex Guns # Tex-Style Screen Printing & Custom Design  Texas
French Bread # Texas Roofing & Dry Wall ¢ Texas State Low Cost Insurance # Texas Store Fixture ¢ Texicalli Grill « The Austin Angler # The Backroom ¢ The Bagel Manufactory # The Errand Boys ¢
The Insurance Market Place @ The Lauterstein-Conway Massage School & Clinic ® The Old Pecan Street Cafe # The Prairie Company ¢ The Sailboat Shop ¢ The WayOuts ¢ Threadgill's Service Station ¢
Threshold Institute ¢ Tower Records/Video @ Travel Shop International ¢ Travis County Daily Court Report ¢ Tried & True Music ¢ Tschurr Technology Corp. ¢ Turk Pipkin, Writer/Comedia ¢
Uncommon Objects # University Schwinn Cyclery # URP Productions # Vale/Kish Entertainment # Virginia Ivey, Real Estare Broker + Vulcan Video + Wallace Engraving Co. + Warerloo Cycles +
Waterloo Records « Waterwheel Soundworks  Wayne Gronguist, Actorney at Law ® West Lynn Cafe ® Westlake Technologies ¢ Wheatsville Food Co-op ¢ White Mountain Foods # Whole Earth
Provision Co. ® Whole Foods Marker, Inc. # Wilderness Supply # William Allensworth, Attorney at Law © William G. Bunch, Artorney at Law ¢ Will Sexton ¢ Windows Applications Services ¢
Women's Way ¢ WordSmith « Wylies Bar & Grill # Zamora's Cazuelas Tex-Mex Cafe ¢

This is not a no-growth list. We invite you to join the growing number of businesses and professionals who support the S.0.S. initiative. Please call 447-4290.

Pol. Ad. paid by Austin Business Leaders for the Environment (ABLE), P.O. Box 2382, Austin, Texas 78768
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session on education reform. It passed. The
first road district under the bill was pre-
sented Lo the Travis County Commissioners
Court on March 1, 1984 (by law, the com-
missioners court isthe board of directors for
all road districts in their county). Under the
Barnes' plan, two-lane Boston Lane would
become a six-lane expressway, connecting
the not yet complete intersection of MoPac
and U.S. 290 with Highway 71 near Bee
Caves Road. County Commissioner John
Milloy, who had recently replaced Ann
Richards, gushed, “I think it's an exciting
cancept, Tt looks like a way of making
growth pay for itself.” The commissioners
soon approved the road district.

Barnes also needed access o the Estates
and the country club from Bee Caves Road.
That problem was solved quietly by the
Travis County Commissioners Court on
November 19, 1984. The court, without
discussion, unanimously passed an item
sponsored by Commissioner Milloy. It
committed the county to paying up 1o
$800,000 for a bridge connecting Barnes/
Connally property to Bee Caves Road, with
Barnes/Connally picking up the rest of the
$2.9milliontab. The bridge wentup quickly.
‘The Parkway took much longer.

The Southwest Parkway finally opened in
March 1921, but not before the county bailed
out the road district with a $3.5 million loan
and a bond refinancing package that added
$160 million in extra interest 1o the $20
million debt. Commissioner Pam Reed cut
the ribbon, as demonstrators sang the cho-
rus, “Highway to Hell, Highway o Hell.”

The Cooksey

Revolution

A “pro-environment” council
approves more development
than all previous councils;
they also draft the first CWO,
but fail lo enforce it.

In 1985, at the height of the fabled boom,
another council and mayor ook office
Mayor Ron Mullen - plagued by revelations
that he had investments near proposed
roadways where property values were likely
to increase — was whipped by Frank
Cooksey, a former president of the Save
Banton Creck Association. Trevino, Urdy,
Rose and Sally Shipman — first elected in
1983 —won reclection. Anti-nuclear activist
George Humphrey, who had lost to Spaeth
two years carlier, defeated developer-
hacked Gilbert Marntinez. Roger Duncan
didn't run again, and was replaced by
neighborhood activist Smoaot Carl-Mitchell.

It looked like the revolution had come.
Cooksey and his crew now formed what
Roger Duncan and Larry Deuser, or Bob
Binder even carlier, had never had: a pro-
environment majority. Ironically, the
Cooksey council proceeded to approve
more square feet of development than all
previous cauncils combined.

In 1986, the council, led by Shipman, did
stop amassive office development at Barton
Bend just above 360. And later that year
they passed the first Comprehensive Water-
sheds Ordinance (CWO) covering all the
streams west of town. Like the Barton Creek
Ordinance, it took a long time, and this one
featured a developer dominated task force.

Many charged that the council majority
had caved into the developer backed mi-
nority - Rose, Urdy and Trevino (the RUT).
The majority, however, said that the ordi-
nance, while imperfect, was strong, No one
ever got a chance to find out, though, as the
council immediately began handing out
CWO waivers, including those for several
large projects in the Barton Springs Zone.
The votes were almost always six to
Cooksey. A memo released by Environ-
mental Department Director Austan Librach
in October 1991, reported that during the
first five years of the CWO, there had been
603 applications for exemptions in the
Banon Creek Watershed. Of those, 524, or
87 percent, were granted.

One project that was said (o comply with
the 1986 CWO was the Uplands, which had
beenrepossessed from Bames and Connally
by Keating, “Itjust went too slow,” Keating
tald Texas Monthly, By this time, a St, Louis
lender had also repossessed the two Super
Texans' Estates of Barton Creek and their
Barton Creck Country Club.,

The Cooksey Council, faced with the
Uplands proposal, basically lold the devel-
opers 1o work out a compromise with the
Save Barton Creek Association, and then
retum (o request approval. After months of
negotiating, the developers returned with a
“compromise.” They would “cluster” homes
and leave 55 percent of the tract undevel-
oped. The agreement cavered 3,200 acres.
Onthatwouldbe 2,429 single family homes,
1,711 duplexes and more than 2,000 apart-
ments and condos. There would also be
800,000 square feet of offices, half a million
square feet of retail and 1.4 million square
feet of industrial use. "

Uplands representatives said the devel-
opment complied with the Comprehensive
Watersheds ordinance, while a city staff
report concluded that “the proposed devel-
opment can be achieved without major
variances (o the CWO." The Save Barton
Creck Association supported the compro-
mise, The group's vice-president, Bert
Cromack, told the Planning Commission,
according 1o minutes, that the Uplands had

been “the most pleasant experience of ne-
gotiations” he had ever had.

Amid much praise and back patting, the
city council unanimously approved the
Uplands agreement. The project was bigger
than the Barton Creek PUD, which would
set off a city-wide rebellion five years later.

The Uplands property was saved from
the bulldozers by Keating's financial and
legal problems, and scon ended up in the
hands of the federal Resolution Trust Cor-
poration, which still possesses it today.
Nationmagazine reported that the Uplands
deal cost American taxpayers $70 million.

Financial collapse of other developers
helped preserve more parts of the Barton
Springs Watershed, as well as other sur-
rounding countryside. As well, the discov-
ery of endangered species in the Austinarea
forestalled much development. Somehow
birds and bugs proved much more adeptat
stopping developers than politicians.

Despite the financial downturn, devel-
opments continued to show up on the
council agenda. On September 1, 1988 a
new council unanimously approved the
Parkstone PUD, with more than 1,000
apartments and 1.5 million square feet tobe
located on 149 acres adjacent to the Twin
Falls and Sculpture Falls areas of the creck.
The council that approved this proposal
included Max Nofziger, who had joined the
group in 1987; Lee Cooke, who defeated
Cooksey tobecome mayor in 1988; and also
Robert Barnstone, a central city developer
who hadbeen elected in 1988 toreplace the
retiring Trevina, Shipman, Humphrey, Caul-
Mitchell and Urdy were all still in place,

Thencame the Bohls Ranch, located alang
both Barton Creek and its Little Barton Creck
tributary at Highway 71 and Barnon Creek,
justupstream from the Uplands, Tts owners,
the principals in the advertising finm
GSD&M, hired legendary development
lobbyist Ed Wendler Sr. to represent them

Wengdler asked that the city disannex the
property, so it would be in the jurisdiction
of the Village of Bee Cave, and thus ex-
empted fromcity controls, Meanwhile, State
Senator Gonzalo Barrientos was sponsor-
ing a hill in the legislature designed to
achieve the same purpose.

The council first refused to disannex on a
4-3 vote, with rookie Robert Barnstone and
George Humphrey leading the fight against
disannexation, Carl-Mitchell and Max
Nofziger voted with them. Urdy, Shipman
and Mayor Cooke voted for disannexation,

Wendlerand Barrientos then wentto work
on Nofziger, who announced two weeks
later that he had changed his mind. Bam-
stone and Humphrey protested vehemently,
but to no avail. The Bohls Ranch, like the
Uplands, ran into financial problemsand has
not been developed. But a new develop-
ment group now has plans 1o proceed.

e

Up To The

Present

Then Jim Bob Moffett came to town. In
September 1988, Moffett— CEO of Freeport-
McMoRan — bought the 2,000 acre Barton
Creek Country Club and corporate confer-
ence center, as well as some 2,000 sur-
rounding acres. His Freeport subsidiary,
Barton Creek Properties (BCP), purchased
it from the St. Louis S&I. who had repos-
sessed it from Bames/Connally. In De-
cember of that year, the country club and
conference center were sold to ClubCorp
International, the world's leading owner
and manager of exclusive country clubs
(BCP retained the undeveloped land).
ClubCorp is run by Robert Dedman, who
served on the State Highway Commission
from 1981 1o 1985, and was its chairman
from 1987101991, Heis also CEO of Franklin
Feceral, a federally subsidized bank com-
prised from three failed S&Ls.

Moffett and Dedman proposed to build
roughly 5,000 homes and apartments, plus
several million square feet of commercial
and industrial development on their prop-
erties. When the word got out about the
development, citizens rose up in a week of
rebellion. Thousands of calls poured into
City Hall. On Thursday June 7, 1990, 900
peaple signed up to speak at a public hear-
ing on the PUD proposal. Hundreds more
gathered outside. The hearing went on for
13 hours, until six o'clock the next morning

The council, led by Barnstone, Humphrey
and Nofziger, turned back an early morning
attempt by Shipmanto grantvariances while
denying the development. (Shipman and
Humphrey were appearing at their last
meeting.) They then voted unanimously to
deny the developers' plans for a PUD
(Planned Unit Development)

After the victory, a “no degradation” ordi-
nance wasdeveloped forthe Banon Springs
Watershed. The council passed it unani-
mously in February 1991, but only on a six
month “interim” basis. The next council
then gutted that ordinance later in 1991,
and passed a much weaker “composite
ordinance,” worked out by newly-clected
Mayor Bruce Todd. The Save Our Springs
(SOS) coalition was formed, and launched
a petition drive to force an election on a
stronger CWO. SOS got the petitions in on
time fora June 2 election, but four members
of the council = Ronney Reynolds, Charles
Urdy, Bob Larsonand Louise li|')hl('in(l€i ILE)
—defied city charter mandates that an elec-
tion be set within 90 days of certification.
The electionwasthensetfor August8. W

eSS tl! tHe $3%4% MmoNey if dt the

MA ceNter
6V .

AUSTIN plLas
4

Gently Worn Spring/Summer Clothes for the
Whole Family - brand Names & Designer Lables

High Prices?

50% OFF SALE
Begins July 18 puetckes

at a Fraction of the Original Cost

He Knew what people thought o hs kinds —‘
High Strurg Speiled Kepien Fremch*

But i the nest 24 hours He's ’ ng

nange aif that

Just Between Us

A Ladies' and Children's and Men’s
Resale Boutique
13233 Pond Springs Rd. (off 183N)

OPEN
7 DAYS
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"NOW OPEN FOR | Bl or o e
BREAKFAST! $2,%9 M[I cm h

7-Tlam 1

Free Estimates
Weekly & Monthly Rentals
Hard Drive Recovery & Repair

MR. NATURAL

Whole Wheat Bakery & Juice Bar
Huevos Rancheros
Huevos ala Mexicana
Chilaquiles

Special...

Laser Printer Tune-Up
Includes cleaning,
lubrication and adjustments

e $75.00

Visit our store in the
PS Commerce Park Shopping Center
5555 North Lamar Suite K-111

452.1113

~r

Even
Eggless
Migas!
LUNCH BUFFET °3.95 115w
M-Sat. * 1901 E. 1st St. w cuiow * 477-5228

Winner, 1991 Austin Chronicle Critics' Poll.
Best Mexican Restaurant and Best Brunch.

Festive Fare!

Lunch and Dinner
Dishes from Oaxaca,
Veracruz & The Yucatan.

Full Bar Serwice
[thwlr"\lrll‘::‘l I:'nlii\(i,ln \'icj.iilm:fif;‘l.lllrr&'im 3 @%ﬁ' FONdPr SAN MIGUEL
Magnificent Hacienda Bufiet ':@% .

Sunday 11.30-2 2330 W. NORTH LOOP » 459-4121

Tntelligently.

The SOS Election is almost upon us and Austinites are beginning to
voraciously read everything they can find.
The Austin Chronicle will be presenting a series of articles
leading up to the August § éfection.

July 24 we will cover the pros and cons of the SOS ordinance with
Bill Bunch, SOS attorney, and Barry Allison, of Barton Creek Properties.
July 31 we'll feature a technical analysis of the ordinance and focus on
Raleigh/Durham, North Carolina where the strictest water quality
ordinace in the country is currently in effect, along with

so that you can decide how best to vote.
So cast your vote intelligently.
Or we may all cast our collective fates to the winds.

clear, consise, easy-to-understand facts |

LA AR
i

“Money can't buy everything it’s true,
but what it can't buy I can't use.
So, give me money... that's what I want.”

f you are having a hard time trying to under-

stand the wild accusations being thrown

around after last week's decision by Bascball

Commissioner Fay Vincent to force the Cubs
and the Cardinals to move to the Western Division
of the National League, just hum along with the
Beatles. It will calm yourmind and get you quickly
to the heart of the matter.

The once lovable Cubbies — who are owned
by _ﬁupcrs[anun WGN, who are owned by The
Chicago Tribune Corp. -
are making George Stein-
brenner look like kindly
old Grandpappy Amos
McCoy. The Cubs' (aka
WGN/Trib) pathetic
bleating about how this
move is “bad for the
game"” and “unfair to our
fans® is a blatant and
hypocritical smoke-
screen

Nowhere dao the Cubs
mention whatis really be-
hind all this self-serving
slobber. It's about a sub-
ject that’s close to the
hearts of sports fans ev-
erywhere. Just say... adventising revenues. Re-
alignment has been a high priority baseball issue |
for a number of years. It makes obvious sense,
both geographically and economically, o have
teams from the same general areas play in the
same division. The Cubs were the only team out of
12 1o vote against this proposal last spring. They
feel they will lose big bucks due to the laler
starting time for West Coast games, which means
fewer viewers, ergo less advertising revenue, This,
of course, has zippo to do with the “good of the
game,” which is exactly my point! Yes, it’s confus-
ing and the Cubs intend to make it more so. “If you
have a sorry case, then confuse the issue.” | think
Clarence Darrow said that. Here is the way [ see it:

1) Baseball is in trouble. Attendance is down
and would look a lot worse if it were not for the
large increases in Baltimore, Toronto and Chi-
cago, which have shiny new ballparks that are
tourist destinations. A number of teams are on the
verge of bankruplcy. The difference between the
haves (hig market teams with superstation cover-
age) and the have-nots (K.C., St. Louis, elc.) is
getting bigger and more spiteful each year. It's a
situation not unlike the 1840-1860 perigd before
the Civil War, The shit is going to hit the fan unless
baseball does something dramatic and does it
soon. Like for instance...

2) Eliminate the American and National Leagues
completely. Realign all the teams into smaller,
more sensible divisions. The Astros and Rangers
could play in the same division. Same for the Cubs
and the White Sox. New natural rivalries would be
created. Old ones could be maintained. It would
be fun. ltwould create renewed interest. Of course,
this is so sensible that you can count on it not
happening until the grim reaper is at the door. As
Harry Carey said, “It secems so sensible, but then
again, baseball never does anything sensibly.”

3) Baseball has always been run by a bunch of
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fellas who would make Barry Goldwater seem
like an SOS bumper sticker owner. These cod-
gers think tradition is everything, no matter how
outdated and stupid. The Cubs, for example,
cite “tradition” as a reason not to move them out
of the Eastern Division. Never mind that the
tradition dates all the way back to the old days
of 1969. Baseball is the only major sport that
does not have inter-division play. Hey fellas, the
21st century beckons!

4) It's time to consider some kind of revenue
sharing, like the NFL. If baseball owners ever
realize that what is good for one is good for all, this
will occur. Otherwise, the Golden Goose is gonna die.

5) Adopt an NBA-style salary cap, The out-of-
control salaries are ruin-
ing the game's financial
structure and turning the
fans off.

6) Make the Coach
Commissioner for life,
and 1 promise to make
all these things come to
pass AND give each of
you box seats to any
game of your choice,

Chump of the Week
Award!... goesto National
League president Bill
White. He viciously at-
tacked Fay Vincent for
bravely doing what he
had failed 1o do, i.e
moving the Cubs. He cited the "viclation of the NL
constitution” as the basis of his case. From a legal
point of view, the NL constitution probably has as
much validity as the Tri Delt by-laws!

Barcelona Dreamin’

I'm having second thoughis on this dream team
stuff. Stockton, Ewing and Bird have already suf-
fered serious injuries. Every guy on this leam is a
franchise player. How will Don Nelson feel if
Chris Mullin is airmailed out of some backwater
town with a career ending injury? The NBA season
puts a tremendous physical strain on all its play-
ers. Most of the Dream Teamers have played deep
into the playoffs and have had the additional
burden of carrying their teams. Next time, pick
pros from teams that don't reach the playoffs. The
results would be the same. The players would
want to play instead of being all but forced 1o
participate by the media. These games scare me.

Parting Shots

Sweet baby Jesus, will it never end? Guess who
else is making a boxing “comeback?” How about
Leon “I'm sorry officer. .. uh, I guess I forgot to get
a license” Spinks. Pretty soon, you're going to see
the old Leon... “I'm kinda like a black Rocky.”
Barf, barf.

“Honey, not now,
I'm trying to think... “

Last week's question was: “Who hit the most
HR by the age of 307" The answer is Jimmy Foxx,
with 379. Guess this week's question and win a
free Chronicle 1-shin: “Before grunting bothered
her, Martina Navratilova won 9 Wimbeldon titles
Who is in second place?” Send your answers (o
Coach's Comer, The Austin Chronicle, PO Box
49066, Austin, TX 78765 -

Before we start any unexpected repairs,
we always pick up the one on the left
before we pick up the one on the right.

At Kenny | {ill's Autowerks we always call you before we start
on any unexpected repairs, That means your VW, Audi, Porsche,
Volvo, BMW, Toyota or Japanese model, will never come with
any unexpected bills, Not even a quarter for the phone call.

REMYHLS |
AUTOWERKS |

Goodrich at §.Lamar 445-0101
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ACT LOCALLY
DON'T FORGET TO VOTE AUGUST 8
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CHOOSE IT OR LOSE IT COUPON 11500 METRIC :

WITH THE PURCHASE OF A %195 ADT SECURITY SYSTEM YOU MAY SUITE 430 I
I CHOOSE EITHER 3 MONTHS FREE MONITORING SERVICE AUSTIN, TX 78758
Security OR A %75 DONATION TO THE ENVIRONMENTAL

ISystems CAUSE OF YOUR CHOICE. : 832'0122

LSouthwest, Inc. MENTION THIS COUFON WHEN CALLING, PRESENT IT AT TIME OF INSTALLATION, OFFER GOOD WITH NEW INSTALLATION ONLY EXFIRES §-31-92
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Austin’s PQSTER LART

is the graphie definition of this
town’s music. Stapled on
telephone poles, taped in store
windows, blowing down the
Drag, catalogued in collections,
on display in living rooms,

the medium is the message.

OCT.15 16 ERI-SAT &:3OPM~ARMADILLO WIRLDHGS.

925% BARTON SP.RD.JADVANCE TICKETS PLEASE!3.00 AT OAT WILLES /DISCOUNT RECORDS/BUDGET TAPES AR
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it'f No fecret. if you're Looking for W tHere'S
compeNfdtioN oN Your fit/t pldfmd dondtion.
iNitidL pHY/icdl dnd Hiv sereeNiNg.

510 w. 20tH Jt. mon-ftl. cdll for INfo £77-3735
we're Locdted oN the corner of 29tH dnd gudddlupe.
S

T Texas Hiw Country

SCRABBLE OURNAMENT

July 25-26
Driskill Hotel
604 Brazos St.

3 Divisions
* Expert
* Intermediate

* Novice

For more information contact
| | Caesar Jaramillo 441-8306 or 891-2564

RO

REDIT CARS can put you be .
clean, late model car or truck in

job, you can
redit Cars.,,

hind the wheel of 2

less than 30

i 3 f people all
minutes. We've helped thousands o _
over Central Texas get the car and the credit

they deserve.

/ Choose from over 350 immaculat-e l-:ars
/ Every car is sold with a 30-day limited warranty

7/ No credit hassles _
7 Get your wheels today at Credit Cars!
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Across from Palmer Auditorium

478-8756
7575 Burnet Road

Near Northeross Mall
451-1505

5408B Highway 290w
In Oak Hill
892-3190

4715 South 1-35

In Temple
817-771-3877
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Celebrate Summer
and Barton Springs
at any of these fine
establishments and
they’ll donate

%

S.0.S.

SAVE OUR SPRINGS COALITION
Antone’s Nightclub
AP&L Deli
Bagel Manufactory
Brick Oven
Cafe Spiazzo
Chez Nous
Conan’s Pizza
Evita's Botanitas
Green Mesquite BBQ
Liberty Lunch
Moondance Bar & Grill
Pizza Nizza
Ruby’s BarBQue

Upper Crust Bakery
La Zona Rosa Aug. 2
Marda Ball » Native Sun
Beto y Los Fairlanes 7-11pm

VOTE!
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The sound and the fury

bave really been impressive
this time, with the noise
almast overwhelming the
importance of the issue.
Almast, but not quite,
because the SOS vole is a
referendum on our city and
its frture,

Let's not be cule bere— the
Chronicle’s leanings bave
been obvious. So this week we
quietly siepped aside and
inviled one proponent of the
ordinance, Bill Bunch, and
one opponend, Barrett
(Barry) Allison, to give their
reasonings for their positions.

Q Bill Bunch

ost people under-
stand that when
large sums of
money are atstake, the truth
is the first casualty. So it is

with the debate over the
Save Our Springs (SOS) citizens' initiative.
The developers and their anti-SOS mouth-
pieces - Citizens for Responsible Planning
(CRP), Save Our Neighborhoods (SON) and
the Greater Austin Chamber of Commerce
{GACC) - will tell you they agree that Bar-
ton Springs should be preserved, but they
wanl to talk about “facts, not emotions.”
The reality is that their “facts” are fabrica-
f— tions, and their campaign rests on instilling
confusion and fear in the electorate.
e |t is impossible to answerall of the misin-
e pmmms| formation and fear-mongering here, but
ey hopefully a few points will show that the
§0S citizens' initiative makes sense and that
anti-808 confusion and intimidation tactics
should be ignored.

The issue is actually quite simple: Pro-
tecting Barton Creek and Barton Springs
requires strictly limiting the amount of ur-
ban development upstream. Austinites have
known this since the 1970s, and have re-
peatedly expressed their will to steer devel-
opment towards other areas. Yet over and
over, politicians get elected promising to
protect the environment, and then break
these promises under pressure from large
developer campaign contributions.

As a result, current ordinances to protect
Barton Creek and Banton Springs are 99

SOS: In Favor

ILLUSTRATION BY DOUG POTTER

Protecting Our Natural Resource

percent loophole and 1 percent law; water
quality in the Creek and Springs has dete-
riorated, and massive new development
projects have been and continue to be built
in the Barton Springs watershed,

Following these many years of betrayal
by elected officials, Austin cilizens have
drafied their own ordinance to protect the
Creek, Springs, and Aquifer. If it passes, itis
binding on council. By separating the in-
sider money politics from water quality,
508 will preserve our most treasured natu-
ral resource for all citizens. If it fails, the
Creek, Springs, and Aquiferwill continue to
decline as shopping malls, office buildings,
roads, parking lots and tens of thousands of
apantments and homes pave over the most
vulnerable groundwater system in Texas,

People understand that large-scale devel-
opment upstream of Barton Springs is not
desirable. They also understand that politi-
cians have consistently sold out to develop-
ers and their lobbyists. But when bom-
barded with “expert” opinions and “facts,”
it is easy to forget these simple truths.

Jim Bob Moffett's threat to “bankrupt the
city” with lawsuits claiming an unconstitu-
tional “taking” of property is perhaps the
best example of developer attempts to in-
timidate voters. People care about property
rights, and nebody wants more litigation.
But a few moments of thought will answer
the charge.

The law and common sense have long
recognized that no person has the right to
use their property in a way that harms
others. Laws prohibit excessive noise or air

pollution, oroperation of certain businesses,
such as gambling halls. Traffic laws assure
that each of us use our private automobiles
in a safe manner.

Similarly, the people, acting through their
government, have the authority to restrict
land use to protect water quality. The con-
stitution protects ownership of propeny; it
does not entitle the owner to any particular
use. The people have no obligation to pay
Mr. Moffett or any one else to refrain from
polluting Barton Creek. The constitution
and the courts have clearly provided that
regulations on land use to protect public
health, safety and welfare are not “takings”
but legitimate exercises of governmental
police powers.

Mr. Moffett is certainly free to threaten a
“takings” claim, just as he threatened to
incorporate his own city if the council de-
nied his PUD. But his takings charge, like
his threat to incorporate, is wholly without
merit,

The proper question is who is really
“taking” what without compensation? In
their rush to develop regardless of the
water quality effects, some developers seek
to “take” long standing public rights to
enjoy Barton Springs. Just as Clayton
Williams family pumped Ft. Stockton's
Comanche Springs dry, Claytie, Jim Bob
and other Barton Creek developers would
deprive the public of their long standing
rights to use and enjoy Barton Springs.
Barton Springs was donated to the city as
a park in 1917. No landowner has the right
to take that resource away from the pub-

lic, either directly or by pollution runoff
from upstream development.

Anti-SOS charges of taxpayer doom and
gloom is another particularly rank example
of fear-mongering. SOS will save, not cost,
taxpayers tens of millions of dollars. City
staff have estimated it will cost mare than
$130 million to clean-up after existing de-
velopment in the Barton Springs Zone.,
This excludes the cost to “retrofit” thou-
sands of acres of development approved

Requiring those who
would profit to invest
in an ounce of preven-
tion, as SOS does, will
assure that taxpayers
do not get stuck

paying the pound of
questionable cure.

but not yet built under exemptions and
variances from the current ordinance. Re-
quiring those who would profit to invest in
an ounce of prevention, as SOS does, will
assure that taxpayers do not get stuck pay-
ing the pound of questionable cure.
Besides forcing taxpayers to clean up
after them, Barton Springs watershed de-
velopers have raided the public treasury for
enormous subsidies. For example, devel-

continued on p.14
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by Barrett Allison, P.E.

first came to Austin in

1965, and have lived here

for 18 years since that
time. I have used my training
asaregistered environmental
engineer and my leanings as
an environmentalist to work to improve the
quality of life of many individuals in Austin,
and other states and communities. In 1965,
there was loud, shrill screaming to “save Aus-
tin” from growth, Still, now, in 1992, new loud,
shrill voices (most of them paid professional
campaign workers living in Austin just a few
years) shout to “save” Austin from growth.
This is the Austin built by the community
leaders who the no-growth advocates of the
Sixties and Seventies said would ruin Austin
forever. It seems our leaders from those times
did an excellent job, since so many newcom-
ers howl it must be “saved.”

Much to the chagrin of Save Our Springs
minions, the city environmental staff and wa-
lersupply engineers have now dismissed their
claim that SOS is about drinking water. It is
nol. Barton Creek and Springs contribute al-
most nothing to our drinking water, its source
being the Colorado River almost entirely up-
stream of Barton Creek. If this were about a
threat to our drinking water, it would not be
wise to purposely pollute it by swimming in
the springwater, adding bacteria, viruses,
various oils, greases, chemicals, and such that
people use, many of which include known
carcinogens.

SOS minions tell us regulations exist all over
the country which are stricter than the CWO.
They differ in critical ways from SOS. First,
they may limit impervious cover severely, but
without exception, do so for small areas, not
112 square miles, When they do, they do not
require the landowner to give up huge areas
of his land first, which he cannot use at all,
then require enormous expenditures for wa-
ter quality control structures, and then limit
building further on the little which is left, This
is unique to Austin. Others limit impervious
cover in the areas nearest to the reservoirs,
estuaries, elc. Little or nothing else. Recently,
in the Austin American-Statesman, John
Scanlan showed that they all apply to areas
around drinking water reservoirs only., Mr.
Scanlan demonstrates rather well that com-
paring the SOS to reservoir rules is invalid, and
is intended to mislead the voters. Scanlancites
the generally accepted position that above 15
to 20 percent impervious cover, Some con-
trols may be needed to maintain water qual-
ity, while areas in which the cover is less than

SOS Ordinance: Against

The Debate to Stop Growth in Austin

20 percent do not threaten water quality, even
without controls. The way the 1991 CWO
works, on any master planned community, it
limits impervious cover to less than 20 per-
cent, and requires stringent controls as well,
as an extra safeguard for water quality. Mr.
Scanlan is a lawyer and not a water quality
expert, but he has done a good job of showing
a fundamental weakness of SOS.

SOS requires absolutely no increase in the
annual amounts of constituents of rain water
running off of your land during your use of it,
for a home, for example. City of Austin Envi-
ronmental & Conservation Services Depart-
ment head Austan Librach stated to City Coun-
cil that: “Development intensity would have
to be reduced effectively to zero to maintain
pollutant loads at background levels.” He also
questions whether more controls in the area
to be regulated by SOS will do anything for
waler quality in the Springs. The City’s own
environmental department states impervious
cover will bave to be ZERO to comply with SOS
[writer's italics and capitalization]. If it is

If it is adopied, SOS
will eliminate all
economically viable
use of many tens of
thousands, if not
hundreds of
thousands of acres
of land.

adopted, SOS will eliminate all economically
viable use of many tens of thousands, if not
hundreds of thousands of acres of land. “POL-
LUTIONIS POLLUTION," and our creeks don't
care whether it comes off a parking lot or a
farm. If all increase is probibited for the sake
of the Creeks, then it matters not where it
comes from, does it? So, not just impervious
cover is out, but also farming, ranching,
wineries, even parks. Even a glass of your
drinking water would violate the SOS if it ran
into the Creek.

It is popular to be anti-development, espe-
cially among SOS newcomers. It has been
said, “If you eat, you are involved in agricul-
re.” Similarly, if you have a place to live, to
work, to shop, or to go to school, you are
involved in land development and growth in
a big way, because your need was the reason
it happened. Farmers do not raise crops for

themselves, they fill demand. The SOS min-
ions believe that building homes for people
causes people to move here, It is the other
way around.

There is no disagreement that we all want
and need clean water. Most of the community,
however, wants clean water everywbere, not
justin one Creek, but in all of them. They want
controlled, careful, and well monitored growth
in Austin,

The election on August 8 is about a so-
called 2,000 word “water quality” initiative,
written by lawyers, not by water scientists. It
adds to the CWO, that they call “a mess;”
perhaps the definitive case of adding insult to
injury. It does not fix the mess, it just makes it
a few pages longer. It does not clean up any
water quality problem anywhere, not in the
Springs or pool. It does prohibit fixing 40-
year-old subdivisions and apartments over-
looking the pool and Creek, so that pollution
will go on, right into the pool. United States
Geological Survey hydrologist Ray Slade has
said that the fecal coliform which frequently
closes the pool after rains must be coming
from no further away than 1/2 mile. Next time
you are at the pool, look around. You will see
where the problems are, and you will see
them there forever, under SOS.

SOS minions beat their chests for months
about the right to vote, but huge numbers of
people affected by SOS cannot vote on it atall.
Voting is a right SOS minions demand for
themselves but deny this same right to tens of
thousands. It is unfair.

If you can build at all under SOS, it will
backfire by causing huge numbers of septic
tanks and wells. Septic tanks are designed to
pour virtually raw sewage into the ground.
The SOS minions say this same ground is so
porous that any added pollutant on top of it
will gointothe Aquifer, poisoning the Springs.
How can you believe someone who says if
you put it on top of the ground it will soak in
and poison you, but if you put it underground
it will be fine? Water wells will slurp water out
of the Aquifer, lowering flow at the Springs.
USGS basdocumented this. SOSminions aren’t
concerned about these things for one reason
only: An SOS spokesman has said that build-
ing 165 homes at the Parkstone project will
poison the Aquifer and the Springs forever. A
Chronicle writer, who also supports SOS, has
said the same will happen if 4,000 or 5,000
homes are ever built near the Barton Creek
Resort. And yet SOS minions say their pro-
posal will allow 1-2 homes per acre on the
affected area. Folks, that is 71,000 acres, or
71,000t0 142,000 homes. If SOS will allow this

many homes, bow can they let this bappen,
based on the things they are saying? But, if
SOS is really meant to stop growth entirely in
this area, then they can hold to both positions
easily, as long as they do not have to admit,
except to each other, that SOS is not a water
quality plan, but is a no-growth plan.

School children will be hurt by this plan.
Small landowners will be hurt by this plan.

SOS is unfair,
technically baseless,
and asks you to bet
the farm, literally,
on a plan which
cannot hope to work
to provide clean
water.

Long drives to work and school, from residen-
tial-only areas will harm air quality (already in
danger according to the Texas Air Control
Board) and also waste energy resources for
fuel. Most of the other ereeks and the river will
suffer worse pollution than they have now,
while SOS minions go about their campaign
unconcerned for other city ills, or for water
quality in other creeks, even those which
contribute more water to the Aquifer than
Barton does, and do directly provide our
drinking water,

SOS is “take it or leave it," unable to be
changed even though SOS spokesmen are
now saying what the document says is not
really what they meant to say. Perhaps if they
had used some engineers or scientists, they
might have produced a document which is
technically defensible, and says what they
meant.

SOS is scaring you about exemptions, as
with the drinking water scam. Exemptions
granted in the 1991 CWO expire in May, 1996.
Exemptions under the SOS expire on August
18, 1995, only nine montbs earlierunless they
are granted by operation of state or federal
law, in which case they go on forever.

There are better ways to assure clean water,
clean air, and quality of life for Austin. SOS is
unfair, technically baseless, and asks you to
bet the farm, literally, on a plan which cannot
hope to work to provide clean water. In fact,
it will stop us from solving problems here
today in our watersheds, Isthatwhatyouwant
for Austin? ]

We're

We’ve set our sights on Northwest Austin,
and we want your help.
If you have a business interested in distributing the
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call Elizabeth at 454-5766 Mon-Fri, 10am-5pm.
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oper Gary Bradley stuck taxpayers with
over $110 million in bad S&L debts on his
Circle CRanch project. Austin ratepayers are
paying 85 to 90 percent of the cost of provid-
ing utilities to Circle C, the state taxpayer
spentover $60 million on MoPac South, and
the City Council directed $350,000to build a
bicycle racetrack at Circle C.

By eliminating the possibility of high-
density development upstream of Barton
Springs, SOS willassure that more taxpayer-
insured bank and S&L deposits are not
squandered on projects that will ultimately

ruin the Creek and

The shameful spring:. 505 wil

fruth is that the
CWO is really

also reduce the
need for additional
roads and utilities,
which are ex-
a CEO, OF tremely expensive

to build in the

Comprehensive ..., hiy waer

14

supply watersheds
west of town.

Exemption
Ordinunce. Another anti-
SOS canard is that

the current ordinance is the strongest water
quality ordinance in the nation. For years
developers and some councilmembers have
pointed to the Comprehensive Watershed
Ordinance (CWO) as evidence that they
and the City are on the cutting edge of
environmental protection.

The shameful truth is that the CWO is
really a CEO, or Comprehensive Exemp-
tion Ordinance. From 1986 to 1991, out of
603 development applications filed in the
Barton Springs watersheds, 524 were com-
pletely exempt, for an 86.9 percent exemp-
tion rate. Virtually all of the remaining 13
percent were granted significant variances

from the CWO. In short, the CWO was all
loophole and no law,

The 1991 “composite” amendmentstothe
CWO eliminated only one of 14 categories of
exemptions, and did nothing to expire ex-
emptions previously granted to projects not
yet built. The very first Barton Creek devel-
opment considered by council after the 1991
ordinance was passed was given a variance
allowing five times greater density of devel-
opment than the ordinance allows.

Assuming that someone, somewhere
might eventually have to comply with the
current ordinance, it allows 40 to 70 percent
of a development site to be covered with
impervious surfaces. For comparison, the
Shoal Creek watershed — which is flood
prone, polluted, and virtually dead - has
only 43 percent impervious cover. Many
communities around the country that are
seriousabout protecting sensitive watersheds
(e.g. Weare and Wolfboro, New Hampshire;
Lake Tahoe Basin; Spokane and Thurston
counties, Washington) limit imperviouscover
to 5 to 10 percentsor even less.

While some developersand councilmem-
bers repeat over and over that the current
ordinance is the strongest water quality ordi-
nance in the nation, it is undisputed fact that
almost no one has to comply. When there
are plenty of examples of stronger ordi-
nances in other communities, it is clear that
anti-SOS “facts™ do not match reality.

Another anti-50S scare tactic is the ab-
surd claim that SOS will actually result in
more pollution because it requires septic
tanks to be used. “Septic tanks” is a scary
term that many people do not understand.
The fact is that septic and other kinds of
small, on-site treatment systems that typi-
cally serve low-density and rural develop-
ment are not a problem. The documented
sources of pollution in Barton Creek and

Barnton Springs are non-point urban runoff,
leaking sewer lines, and irrigation of golf
courses with treated effluent. While Barton
Springs has been closed due to leaking
sewer lines and non-point pollution, they
have never been closed because of septic
SYSlEITlS.

Moreover, SOS does not require either
septic or central sewer. Whichever is used,
both must assure no pollution under SOS.
Yet this fact does not constrain the opposi-
tion from using the “septic tank” threat to
scare voters.

The late Austin champion of civil rights,
John Henry Faulk, used to tell a story, a
metaphor about the McCarthy era
witchhunts which threatened the very
foundation of ourdemocracy and destroyed
Falk’s career. As a child, Faulk was retriev-
ing eggs from the chicken coop when he
found himself eye-to-eye with a chicken
snake. The frightened Faulk bolted from
the coop, smashing into the door frame and
bruising his head and shoulders. As his
mama tended his wounds, she explained
that chicken snakes may eat a few eggs but
they won't hurt you. But they can scare you
so much that you hurt yourself.

So it was with the McCarthy blacklisters.
Their fear tactics frightened our elected
leaders and the nation into destroying
people’s rights to free speech, free associa-
tion, and fair trials. With similar tactics, anti-
SOS forces hope to scare the citizens of
Austin into destroying their most treasured
Community resources soa rL'W sp{‘(‘ulzlorﬁ
can make a fast buck.

Do not be frightened. Use your brain and
your heart. Protecting Barton Springs for
ourselves and for future generations - no
exemptions, no excuses, no politics - is the
right thing to do. Vote yes on the 50§
citizens' initiative.

SUSHI ON,
SIXTH STREET

§ Japanese Restaurant ¢ Sushi Bar

Mr ‘Wasaﬁ

215 E. 6th (2 blocky east of Congress) ® 469-0477
Open 7 Days Mon-Sun » Serving til 12:00
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FUTON

Company

3820 N. Lamar
at 38th St

' 452-8788
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from $169

Futon sofabeds are perfect for summer quests, sleepovers,

or beach houses. Now that our unfinished-pine line is on sale,
they've never been more affordable!

FACTORY

DIRECT!

Springs
Needs
pemGEeRety oL

To Help Volunteer please call 472-2552
Vote Absentee until Tuesday, August 4

Vote YES on Ordinance #1

Polls are open 7:45 am to 4:45pm Mon-Fri; 10am-4pm Saturday.

S.0.S.

Austin Recreation Center 1301 Shoal Creek Bivd.
Northcross Mall (formerly occupled

by Guarantee Savings) 2525 W. Anderson Lane
South Austin Recreation Center 1100 Cumberland Road
Pan American Recreation Center 2100 East 3rd
Givens Recreation Center 3811 East 12th

Manchaca Road Branch Library
University Hills Branch Library

5500 Manchaca Road
4721 Loyola Lane

Spicewood Springs Branch Library 8637 Spicewood Springs Road
Pinacle Campus, ACC (third floor) 7748 Hwy 290 West
One American Center 400 Congress Ave.
University of Texas Flawn Academic

Center Lobby (west end)

A Public Service announcemenl

ht t k 5
breuht to, Yoy by We urge all our friends and customers

to help protect Austin's future.

Pick up 5.0.5 yard signs at either location
(

ted If possible)

North 9407 N. [H35 832-8544
South 1516 3. Lamar 443-2292

small donatk



Most people wouldn'’t expect real estate professionals
to stand up for environmental restrictions on prop-
erty, but some far-sighted ones do. They know that
protecting the quality of the environment improves
the value of property and is therefore good for the
overall economy. They know that individual property
rights are very important, but that the rights of the

, Teresa Recar, Recar & Assotiotes

“Those who support the S.0.S initiative,
and I'm one of them, are taking a long
view of Austin’s future and asking,
“What kind of city are we leaving to
our children? One that sacrificed
Barton Springs or one that had the
vision to save it?" People in Austin take

great pride in our city because of its natural beauty. It's why others, like the

California families I relocated here last week, want to come here. S.0.S. is

not about preventing growth, but about managing growth so we preserve the

very qualities that make Austin so special. Nowhere else can you find a such

a beautiful creek flowing clean and clear through the heart of a major city.”

Lee Allbright, REALTOR®
Tom Amiss, REALTOR
Lenore Avant, REALTOR
Barbara ]. Baskin, REALTOR
Carrie Bills, REALTOR
Ann Blaiss, REALTOR
Elaine Byrne, REALTOR
The Caldwell Co.

Lois Charles Real Estate
City Properties
Comerstone Realty

Sylvia Crossland, Real
Estate Broker

First United Investments,
REALTORS

Priscilla Gibson, REALTOR
Janet Gilles, REALTOR

Jean Hamner, REALTOR
Virginia Ivey, Real Estate Broker
Curtis Jordan, REALTOR

Kaleido Properties

George Liebes [11, REALTOR

HERE ARE SOME OF THE AUSTIN BUSINESSES AND PROFESSIONAL

S WHO ENDORSE THE SOS INITIATIVE

Perry Lorenz, Real Estate Broker
Flynn Mauthe, REALTOR
Mike McHone, REALTOR
Connie Moore, REALTOR

Nancy C. Pond, Real
Estate Broker

Carroll H. Price, REALTOR Bill Smith, REALTOR
Teresd Recar, REALTOR Abbe Waldman, Real
Recar & Associates Estate Broker

Cynthia Reynolds, REALTOR
Peach Reynolds, REALTOR

AUSTIN REAL ESTATE
PROFESSIONALS
ARE SOLD ON S.0.5.

community to enjoy clean water are important, too.
Austin citizens value the natural beauty and clean
water that make it an attractive place to live and work.
And that’s why people keep coming here. These real
estate professionals are not “no-growth They know
that preserving a city’s environmental quality en-
hances its growth. They know S.0.S. means business.

Sam Gammon, Som Gommon Real Estote

“As real estate people, we care very
much about property rights, but we
don't believe anyone has the right to
pollute. That's why we're supporting
S.0.S. It will protect water quality in
the Barton Springs watershed while
allowing non-polluting development

to occur. We share the concern of landowners in Southwest Austin for the

value of their property. But environmental restrictions do not degrade
property — pollution does. As we have seen in Westlake Hills, environ-

mental restrictions actually improve the value of private property. S.0.S.

will be an asset to our overall economy both now and in the future”

AS SOUND ECONOMIC POLICY

Karie Robertson, REALTOR
]nhn S: Rowley Real Estate
Sam Gammon Real Estate

Lael Seagert, REALTOR

Morrie Schulman, REALTOR
Kris Sorenson-Hyatt, REALTOR

Carrie D. York, REALTOR

REALTOR IS A REGISTERED TRADEMARK
OF THE NATIONAL ASSOCIATION
OF REALTORS.

This is not a no-growth list. We invite you to join the growing number of businesses and professionals who support the 5.0.5. initiative. Please call 447-4290.

Pol. Ad. paid by Austin Business Leaders for the Environment (ABLE), P.O. Box 2382, Austin, Texas 78768, Deborah Morin, Treasurer

—
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AAA+: Essential

Propositions 1-4. These are healthand
safety matters which the city must do. Let’s
hope waste is at a minimum within these
items, and that they will acheive their
stated purpose, rather than simply
sounding worthwhile. Prop. 1 allocates
$1.01 million for expanded Emergency
Medical Services. Prop. 2 provides $8.7
million for four new fire stations: Burleson
Road at Drossett Dr.; S. Congress & Fore-
most Dr.; U.S. 71 & Fletcher St., and another
at an as yet undesignated location, Obvi-
ously the need for new stations reflects the
costs of government-subsidized suburban
sprawl, But, at this point we can't let the
suburbanites burn to a crisp. Hopefully,
they'll be as kindhearted when voting on
needs of the central city. Prop. 3 provides
$5.5 million for new police substations in
north, south and east Austin. Prop. 4 fea-
tures $18.8 million for asbestos abatement,
making city buildings and parks accessible

w to the handicapped, and to replace the
heating and cooling system at the East 2nd

‘H St. Health Clinic.

Propositions 17-22. Deauthorizations.
We hale to see the energy conservation
bonds go, (Prop. 18), but they've been
ruled unconstitutional by state courts. Also
proposed for deauthorization are the elec-
tric department’s waste to energy plant or
trash burner(Prop. 17), and suburban water
lines inthe northeast and southeast,( Props.
19-22).. When city officials say they aren’t
going to spend money, encourage them,

@ AAA: Non-Essential,

but Worthy

Proposition 7. Neighborhood Side-
walks. $500,000. Not absolutely essential,
but a small expense that should be phased
in gradually.

Proposition 9, Libraries. $16.4 million,
Included are funds for: new libraries in
Dove Springs, Oak Hill, and Milwood
(Parmer & Burnet); replacement libraries
| at Zaragosa (now the Govalle Branch)and
| Windsor Park; and a new heating, cooling

and electrical system for the Austin His-
“ tory Center.

Proposition 10. Land Acquisition. $22
million. There is a bottom line to thisissue,
supporting the Balcones Canyonlands
Conservation Plan, Its supporters, includ-
ing the Nature Conservancy and Travis
County Audubon Society, claim that this

~ Have you ever wondered
~ what goes on in a medical
| research study?

Yes to Everything but 13, 14, & 16

Bond Election

plan s the best possible land management
Lo preserve endangered species at the best
price, made more attractive by a bargain
basement RTC sale price that is good until
October. The land involved in the pend-
ing RTC contract is located throughout
western Travis County. It includes the still
largely wild Uplands and Sweetwater
Ranch in the Barton Creck Watershed.
Both propertjes are above the golf courses
atthe Barton Creek and Lost Creek country
clubs. The RTC purchase also includes
beautiful land along Bull Creek, Lake
Austin, and Cypress Creek — which feeds
into Lake Travis.

Cynics claim that the plan is a disguised
bail out for distressed developers, that this
is simply a ploy that will allow more devel-
opment in other areas, and that the land is
really insufficient to preserve the endan-
gered species. Much of this is true, and it
troubles us to support a plan which most
developers also support.

Brutally, however, the best way to pre-
serve land is to buy it. There were opportu-
nities through out the Seventies and Eight-
ies for the city to buy land; it passed on
many of those deals, leading to several
environmental heartbreaks of today. Bottom
line: you buy the land, you own it. The
question of courts, laws, ordinances, re-
strictions, reasonable and unreasonable
developments becomes moot. This is a lot
of land at a not unreasonable price. If it is
defeated, how long do you think it will take
for the city to come up with another land
purchase package and will it be any better?
Buy the land.

Proposition 12. Mexican American
Cultural Center, Carver Museum., $10.5 mil-
lion. This proposition expands the existing
Carver Museum and would construct a new
Mexican American Cultural Center.

Proposition 15. Revenue Bonds for
Electric Distribution, Street Lighting. $82.5
million. The Electric Department had the
good sense to deauthorize the trash burner
and to stop the building of 345KV lines.
This bond money would fund new distri-
bution mains., The department last re-
quested and won bond funds in 1985.
They predicted that money would last for
three years. The department now predicts

Endorsements

that funding will last until 1994, when they
will need the new bond money.
AAA -:Yes, withReservations

Proposition 5. Erosion and Flood Con-
trol. $21.5 million, This item covers the
completion of flood control work on the
Fortand Tannehill branches of Boggy Creek;
widens and stabilizes the channel on Shoal
Creek between Shoal Creek Blvd. and White
Rock Dr.; and goes to the much discussed
erosion problems along Little Walnut Creek.
We are concemed that this will be a boon-
doggle in which developers who caused
the flooding problems will retumn to feed off
the bonds as they build city-funded erosion
controls that the developers should have
built at their own expense in the first place.
But, the work needs to be done.

tlon 6, Street Reconstruction,
Traffic Signals. $27.5 million. The problem
here is that the Public Works and Trans-
portation Department keeps getting more
money, but the streets stay bumpy. They
receive funds from Capital Metro to fund
some street repair, They receive the new
$6 million transportation fee levied on city
utility bills. Now they want $27.5 million
in bonds.

After anguishing over it, however, we
say approve the bonds. Department offi-
cials say the money from the transporta-
tion fee will go to maintain streets and
prevent them from getting in the shape
where they need massive repair. The bond
money will goto fixthose that have already
gotten into bad enough shape that main-
tenance Is not enough to fix them. We
think poor management led to the streets
getting in the bad condition where they
need this money to repair them, That's no
reason to leave them unrepaired.

Proposition 8. Parks and Recreation.
$17.35 million, This proposition showcases
the council and staff at their most cynical.
Included are projects which only the so-
cially blind and morally cold hearted would
oppose: a new recreation center for Dove
Springs and Zaragosa; a Montopolis Sports
Complex; a new South Austin Senior Activ-
ity Center; repairs to the Govalle ball fields.

The problem s that this item contains less
worthy plans, including some that could

turn Zilker Park near Barton Springs into an
amusement park/commercial strip.

We recommend voting for the proposi-
tion, then riding herd to make sure the
recreation, senior and sports facilities get
built first, and the Zilker commercialization
items die a slow death. We feel this is the
worst time to be considering major changes
to the Barton Springs area, at a time when
thousands of citizens are engaged in a fierce
struggle to preserve the very existence of
the springs.

Proposition 11: “Wildemness Park.” $20
million. This Is Louise Epstein's hastily
thrown together land purchase plan. With
the BCCP, we get land for per acre costs
ranging from §1,100 1o $4,000. Epstein's
proposal would authorize $20 million for
1,048 acres inthe lower portions of Barton
Creek, the “urban natural area.” That's
$19,093 per acre. The land is closer to the
city than the BCCP land, and thus, prob-
ably more valuable, but still, this price tag
seems excessive. Epstein and her council
colleagues have added to cynicism by ap-
proving developments in the proposed
purchase area, thus adding to their value.
Opponents of the Epstein proposal say
that those developments won't happen
anyway because of financial and endan-
gered species concerns. That is a gamble
to take, but on the other hand, developers
should not be permitted to shake the city
down with councilmembers as their in-
struments. It's not pretty. Still, a land pur-
chase is a land purchase, and perhaps
public pressure can force a fairer sale
price. This one is up to each of you to
decide, though we're voting for it.

Proposition 13. Land Acquisition for
New Municipal Building. $650,000. This is
simply a fund transfer to pay for land the
council hasalready purchased. It'sadjacent
to the current parking lot for the council
chamber. The deal is already done. The
city manager is skilled at finding money
for emergencies. This would be a good
time for that to happen, and it's probably
a good vehicle to send the the council a
message. Do we really need a new mu-
nicipal building?

Proposition 14. Cultural, Perfforming
Arts. Expanded authority to spend $1.97
million in bonds already approved and
issued. This is a strange one. Voters in

Come find out and
benefit Caritas!

@@@@@

On Saturday, July 25, Pharmaco 1s opening the world’ largest overnight medical
research facility. We're giving Austinites a one-time ghimpse at what actually goes ongp a medical research study. Tour our facility and
we'll donate $3.00 in your name to Caritas, an Austin charity dedicated to helping people in need of food, shelter and medical care 0""0
"
HEAR live music! An all-Beatles concert featuring well-known — WIN two free roundurip airline tickets, courtesy of Northwest
Austin musicians Stephen Doster & Tommy Taylor; Shana Airlines and Sunbelt Travel!
Norton of the Ausun Symphony and many more FEEL the thrill of being a study participant without the commitment!
BET vour FREE t-shirt just for coming 7
’ ’ NELP Caritas - an Austin charity that provides food, shelter and
TASTE great food and drinks catered by the Purple Plum! financial assistance to those in need,
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706 Banister Lane
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1985 approved this amount of funding for
the renovation of cultural arts facilities, and
the bonds have already been issued. The
city, however, wants the authorization ex-
panded so that the money can be used for
“purchasing, constructing, improving,
equipping and renovalting facilities for cul-
tural arts or performing arts or both, and
acquiring land and interests in land and
property necessary therefor.” When the
council placed this item on the ballot, no-
body in the room would admit to knowing
what the money was to be spent on, but it's
widely rumored to be a purchase and reno-
vation of the State Theatre on Congress Ave,
As much as we would love to see that space
renovated, we're leery of creating a city-
owned and operated arts center. More than
that, we can't see giving this council a §2
million blank check which they could spend
on any land acquisition it pleased.
Proposition 16. Water & Wastewaler
Revenue Bonds. $44 million. The depan-
ment says these expenditures are to meet
new federal standards for drinking water, to
improve deteriorated facilities all over town,
and to fund equipment and other improve-
ments in the Dillo Dirt Program, which cre-

JOCELYN VELASCO

Fashion Doctor
e A ffordable

.‘W?ﬂﬂlﬂlﬂ)(:

Revamping A B g

.A]f.eraﬁuns

*Custom

Sewing

¢[Formals, Bridal
all your
Special Occasions!

Free Consulations
l)y App{u'n(mcnll Only |

4442869 1

™ 1 L - S
TS GET WILD AND G0 HATWVE!
Specialist in native &
country landscapes
City of Austin Xeriscape
Award Winner

264-1392

ates compost from wastewater sludge. All of
this sounds worthy, but much of it could be
funded from the $10 million to $15 million
that the city takes from current revenues and
puts toward Capital Improvements Projects
each year. And, the department has not gone
far enough in their deauthorizations. The
Bear Creek Sewer Main over the Barton
Springs Contributing Zone, intended origi-
nally to serve developments which have
failed, should have been deauthorized, Most
importantly, the department is moving for-
ward on Phase 2 of the South Austin Outfall
through Zilker Park and on into the Barton
Creek Watershed, even though voters ap-
proved funding only for a less controversial
Phase 1. Until the department is more honest
in dealing with the public they should not be
given additional bond money, ]
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This is really a lot easier decision than the
opposition — which is almost entirely com-
posed of people with direct financial interests
in the affected area — would have us believe.
When it came right down to it, even the
editorial board of the Austin American-
Statesman, which has been working tirelessly
for the anti-SOS forces on its news and busi-
ness pages, had to admit that there’s no real
reason notto pass it, and endorsed it. The Save
Qur Springs ordinance is not a radical work; it
limits growth in the Barton Springs Watershed
in order to protect the purity of the Creek and
Springs. More building, even the best planned
building, means more pollution. The ordi-
nance limits density, which is the only consis-
tently effective way to limit pollution. This
ordinance won't, by itself, save the creeks and
Springs. Itstill allows fora lot of development,
which will, as all development does, have a
negative effect on the environment. But the
bill is the most reasonable legal way to regu-
late growth for the sake of the environment.

The insidious and dishonest nature of much
of the anti-SOS campaign (suddenly develop-
ers have become militant supporters of civil
rights and economically priced family homes
— if only this were to last) makes it tempting
but probably foolish to refute in detail all their
silly assertions, disingenuous shadings and
outright lies. Limiting growth is going to cost
little in jobs or taxes; developers will simply
build elsewhere, And, unfortunately, they'll
probably get to build a lot, because a city that
protects its environment is a very attractive
city. What do you think is bringing all these
companies and all these people here - the fact
that if we try really hard we can end up
looking like Houston? No, it is Austin, the city,
the idea and the seality, the environment and
the vision. The SOS Ordinance, sadly, is prob-
ably the most aggressive pro-growth legisla-
tion anyone has put forth in years. By cher-
ishing and preserving what is here, we will
attract hordes.

The amazing thing is how some people
don’t get that. They argue taxes, the future,
ownership rights, pollution, but it is about
something bigger. We have a moral right to
fight for our city., Someone quoted in the
Statesman suggested that we chlorinate Bar-
ton Springs Pool and get on with growth,
because there are a lot of natural springs left
in Texas. We live in a city with a (once)

crystal-clear, super-cold pool at its center
not by accident, but because we want to live
here. It’s our city. Preserving water is more
important than building a few more houses
and shopping centers. When we lose the
water, there will be no way to get it back.
When we lose the water, think of the atten-
tion we'll devote to preservation. Even H.
Ross Perot gave $50,000 to help preserve
Treaty Oak. And that's one tree; we're talk-
ing miles of water.

I's water and it's endangered species, but it
Is something more than that. Surprisingly, we
don't think this is 2 town torn by dissension.
Instead, there is a remarkable shared vision
about a decent kind of city, about the kind of
place in which you would want to live and
raise children. The failure has been on the part
of the politicians, especially this pathetic
council (and we exclude Max Nofziger and
Gus Garcia, while pointing especially at Bruce
‘Todd, whose failure of leadership has been
inexcusable). Again and again we have voted
for one kind of city; there’s been no back and
forth here.

Ordinance #1-508: Whether it's been for
bonds to acquire parkland or in response to
politicians’ promises to protect the environ-
ment, the citizens of Austin, Texas have con-
sistently voted for the environment. The citi-
zens have been continually ignored.

The SOS Ordinance is the ordinance that
every member of the current council promised
they'd pass if they were elected (except Bob
Larson). They were elected. They didn't pass
it. Now, we the people, must. It makes sense.
It will work. Vote yes,

But just voting yes on Saturday, August 8, is
not enough. We have to monitor the Council
until we can elect a new one, and we have o
continue to work hard to protect the envi-
ronment. Wealsohavetoaccept development.
Houses will be built; Austin will expand. So
let's save this watershed, this remarkable body
of water, this integral part of Austin.

Ordinance #2 — The City Council Alter-
native: Vote no. This is garbage, but it's far
from innocuous. Its wording could mean the
city would relinquish sovereignty over its por-
tions of the Barton Springs Watershed to the
Texas Water Commission. It's an insult to the
people of Austin that it's even on the ballot. Its
supporters — Councilmembers Ronnie Reyn-
olds, Charles Urdy, Larson and Louise Epstein
—voted against enacting it as an ordinance, and
wrote in language making it inoperable if the
vastly superior SOS passes. Why should we
take it more seriously than they do? m

VOTE EARLY
see p.4 for polling places

For the last few weeks, we've been asking
our readers to send us tbeir comments on
the SOS Ordinance. Not surprisingly, the
responses we received were largely in sup-
port of it, and they follow below.

Don‘t Go West

Dear Editor,

I believe in the SOS initiative.

Ireceived my first anti-SOS propaganda last week.
It contradicted itself within the first six paragraphs.
It started with a heartwarming picture of an old
couple with a quote “This law would destroy the
value of our home. .." Six paragraphs later *. .. only
the wealthy, who can afford big parcels of land and
luxury homes, will be able 1o build throughout the
area. That's unfair to average income people...”

It seemstome that the SOS isdoing the developers
afavor. When you have a limit on how many houses
will be built in a beautiful area; those houses will not
only have a higher value, they will sell faster, Look
at the areas west where development has plunged

forward: Circle Chasbeen inand out of bankruprcy.
Rob Roy and Lost Creek have had their share of
financial problems. If the developers were able to
build to their lide heans desire, the Austin housing
market could never support the increase in new
homes and the developers would be *up a creek”
(so o speak).

I hear the 5OS is anti-growth. What a misnomer.
You can develop all you want north, south and east.
Let's just keep the west as park land and preserve it.

The other argument I hear concerns legal fees
when the developers sue us. Have we thought
aboutthe financial burden of cleaning the aquifer in
ten years when it is trashed? It seems to me if all we
have to pay is legal fees, and/or land purchases, it is
a steal.

Doris Nelson

A Pool by Any Other Name
is Still Not Barton Springs

Dear Chronicle,

We've now spent a summer without Barton
Springs and it’s very depressing. The city’s concrete
pools can never compare to the natural setting of
Bartons. It really is enough to make me want to
move away. Barion Springs is the charm of Austin.
It's our beach, our special place - without it Austin

continued on p.4



“Whlskev s for I Drinking,
Water’s for Fighting.”

- Mark Twain
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by Daryl Shisher

ow complicated is
it? The Save Our
Springs (SOS) ordi-
nance is so complicated that
for several months the local
daily newspaper, television
reportersanddeveloper representatives have
droned on and on about how S0S is more
than the average cilizen can grasp, more
than the average citizen desires o grasp.
Indeed there are a few technical terms in the
three page ordinance: site plan, final plat,
impervious cover, preliminary subdivision
approval, But, as ordinances go, this one
features a large dose of simplicity as well as
principle. And, it's a lot easier to compre-
hend than, say a speech by Ronney Reynolds

or Bob Larson.
The 508 ordinance is not so much an
allump( to prevent growth and de-
B yvelopment in the Baron Springs
Watershed, as a quest to keep the
B area from becoming totally urban-
ORDINANCE #1  jzcd. SOS is based on three funda-
mental principles. One is that the higher the
density ofa development, the more pollution
it creates. Thus SOS would allow roughly
half as much impervious cover (unnatural
ground cover; ie, parking lots, buildings,
roads etc.) as the cumrent Comprehensive
Watersheds Ordinance (CWO), The second
isthatnon-degradation—whichSOS backers
and opponents say they want = means a
m development should generate no more pol-
lution than came from the same property
before the development. So SOS requires
® pumms that a development not increase the total
g amount of pollutants beyond what comes
from the property right now. The third is that
o pu— everyone should play by the same rules and
exemptions should not be allowed. To that
end, SOS dramatically tightens - but does
O not eliminate — exemptions and variances,

=nd shortens the timetable on previously

granted project approvals,

SOS attomey Bill Bunch says the ordi-
nance is based on the Austin Tomorrow
Plan, which was developed through years
of citizen input and adopted by the city
council in 1979. The relevant section reads:
“Development in this [Barton Springs] zone
should not contribute lo any increase in
pollution of surface or ground water above
that expected to occur in the natural, undis-
turbed state. Impervious surfaces in the
zone should be minimized.”

The Existing CWO

Tounderstand the technical aspects of the
SOS ordinance, one must compare it to the
the current CWO, aka the “compasite.” If
SOS fails, the current CWO stays in place. If
SOS passes, however, it will not replace the
existing CWO, but will instead strengthen
key parts of it. Neither of these laws, though,
was bomn in a vacuum; they're just the latest
episode in an environmental war which has
raged in Austin for more than 20 years.

In 1986 the city council passed the first
Comprehensive Watersheds Ordinance
(CWO) which wasn't all that comprehen-
sive. Central city waterways were left out in
a compromise with development interests,
Those crecks finally won protection last

(R LR NN

year in the Urban Watersheds Ordinance,
over the objections of development inter-
ests led by the Greater Austin Chamber of
Commerce. During the current campaign
developers have tried to blame environ-
mentalists for the gap in coverage for cen-
tral city creeks.

After passing the 1986 CWO, the council
immediately began handing outexemptions
and waivers to it. Between 1986-1991, 603
exemptions were requested in the Barton
Springs zone alone; 524 or them, or 87 per-
cent, were granted.

Citizen outrage finally boiled over in June
1990 with the historic uprising against the
Barton Creek PUD proposal. After that pro-
posal was unanimously rejected, the Lee
Cooke council followed through in Febru-
ary 1991 with a stronger CWO, almost as
strong as the SOS proposal. But they passed
it only on a six month “interim” basis. The
interim applied only to the Barton Springs
zone. The 1986 CWO stayed in place for
other areas.

The next council, led by new Mayor Bruce
Todd, threw out the interim changes and
passed a new compromise or “composite”
CWO, forged as a compromise between a
proposal put forward by Todd's developer-
dominated task force and another from the

even more developer-dominated Planning
Comumission. The changes, like the interim,
applied only to the Barton Springs zone.

The SOS petition drive began soon after,
amid charges that Todd and his council
colleagues (except for Nofziger who voted
against the composite) had broken cam-
paign promises to protect the environment.
SOS quickly collected around 30,000 signa-
tures, more than enough to put their proposal
on the ballot. The council's RULE majority
(Ronney Reynolds, Charles Urdy, Bob Larson
and Louise Epstein) defied the city chanter
and abstained from a vote to set the election
for June 2. They instead put it on with 22
bond items for August 8.

(The council also added an SOS “alterna-

ve,” offered by Reynolds. That's proposal

number two, and it’s a sham.)

Impervious Cover

Themost fundamental difference between
SOS and the existing CWO involves impervi-
ous cover, or density. Impervious cover
limits have been the focus of mare than two
decades of warring between developers and
citizen groups, Citizen groups have argued
that the higher the density, the more pollu-
tion a development creates. For example, a
large shopping mall, with acres and acres of
buildings and parking lots, generates more

The Save Our Springs Initiative

AN ORDINANCE INITIATED BY PETITION BY THE
CITIZENS OF AUSTIN TO PREVENT POLLUTION OF
BARTON SPRINGS, BARTON CREEK, AND THE BARTON
SPRINGS EDWARDS AQUIFER; RESTRICTING
IMPERVIOUS COVER; LIMITING EXEMPTIONS,
VARMNCES, ETC.: REDUCING RISKS OF ACCIDENTAL
CONTAMINATION OF BARTON SPRINGS AND OTHER
WATER BODIES; REQUIRING FAIR, CONSISTENT, AND
COST EFFECTIVE ADMINISTRATION OF AUSTIN'S
WATER QUALITY ORDINANCES: CONTAINING OTHER
PROVISIONS RELATING TO THESE SUBJECTS; AND
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
AUSTIN:

PART 1. DECLARATION OF INTENT: The people of the
City of Austin declare their intent 10 preserve a clean
and safe drinking water supply, o prevent further
degradation of tha water quality in Barton Creek, Barlon
Springs, and the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer, to
provide for fair, consistent, and cost-effective
administration of the City's watershed protection
ordinances, and 1o promote the public health, safety,
and welfare. The City of Austin recognizes that the
Barton Springs Eowards Aquifer is more wuinerable to
pollution from urban development than any other major
groundwater supply In Texas, and that the measures
set out in this ordinance are necessary 10 protect this
ireplaceable natural resource.

PART 2, POLLUTION PREVENTION REQUIRELD: (a) In the
watersheds contributing to Barton Springs, no
development nor any revision, extension, or
amendment thereof, may be approved unless it is
designed, carred out, and maintained un a site-by-site
basis to meet the poliuti

set forth helmnl'nrlfhlrholtl‘npmjoci lno«iﬂ'lo
prevent pollution, impervious cover for all such
development shall be limited to a maximum of fifteen
(15) percent in the entire recharge zone, twenty (20)
percent in the contributing zone within the Barton Creek
watershed, and twenty five (25) parcent in the
remainder of the contributing zone. The impervious
cover limits shall be calculated on a net site area
basis. in addition, runoff from such development
shall be managed through water quality controls and

technlques s0 that no increases occur in the
annual of total

suspended solids, total phosphorus, total nitrogen,
chemical oxygen demand, biochemical oxygen
o d, total lead, c , fecal colify , fecal
streptococci, volatile organic compounds, total
organic carbon, pesticides, and herbicides from the
site. For a given project, Impervious cover shall be
reduced il needed to assure compliance with these
pollutant load restrictions.
(b) Within the watersheds contributing to Barton
Springs, Section 13-7-23 of the Land Development
Code is amended so that in no event shall the
boundary of the critical water quality zone be less than
200 feet from the cenlerline of a major waterway or be
less than 400 feet from the centeriine of the main
channel of Barton Creek. No pollution control structure,
of residential or commercial bullding, may be
constructed in the critical water quality zone in these
watersheds.
PART 3: NO EXEMPTIONS, SPECIAL EXEMPTIONS,
WAIVERS OR VARIANCES: The requirements of this
ordinance are not subject to the exemptions, walvers,
or variances allowed b;AldckVul'Chnptar 132 of the
Land D Ad] s to the
awucmionolml:nmlnmmuspucﬂlc project may
be granted only as set out in Pan B'below,
PART 4: APPLICATION TO EXISTING TRACTS, PLATTED
LOTS, AND PUBLIC SCHOOLS: (a) This ordinance does
not apply 1o development on a single platted lot or a
single tract of land that is not required 1o be platted
before development If (1) the lot or tract existed on
November 1, 1991, and (2) the development Is either:
(1) construction, renovation, additions to, repair, of
development of a single-family, single-family attached,
of a duplex construction used exclusively for msldlnllnl

and ¢ of id

Councll protecting water guality pursuant to Section 13-
2:502(o)(7) of the Land Devel

opment Code,
° PART 5. EXPIRATION OF PRIOR APPROVALS: Within the

walersheds contributing to Barton Springs, the
following provisions shdl govem the expiration of
cartain prior a
A. PREVIOUSLY APPRDVED PRELIMINARY SUBDIVI-
SION PLAN:
(@) Unless it has or will have expired sooner, a
preliminary subdivision plan Initially approved before
the effective date of this ordinance expires one year
after the effective date of this ordinance, or two years
after its initial approval, whichever date is later, unless
an application for final plat approval Is filed before this
expiration date and a final piot is approved no later
than 180 days after fiing.

plan, and no portion of an

(b) No approved preliminary
approved plan, shall be valid or effective
after the expiration date established by this part, or
shall be extended, revised, or renewed 1o remain
effective after the expiration date, except according to
subpart C.
B. PREVIOUSLY APPROVED SITE PLAN: (a) Unless it
has or will have expired sooner, a site plan or phase or
portion thereof initally approved before the effective
date of this ordinance shall expire one year after the
e date of this of three years after its
initial approval, whichever date Is later, unless:
(1) an application is filed before this expiration date for
buillding permits for all structures shown on the site
plan or phase or portion thereof and designed for
human occupancy, and the bullding permits are
approved and remain valld and certificates of
oCCupancy are Issued no later than two years after this
expiration date; or
(2) if no building permits are required 1o construct the

to that residential use; or

{ii) development of @ maximum of 8,000 square feet of
impendous cover, including Impervious cover existing
before and after the development.

(b) This ordinance does apply to development of public
primary or secondary educational facilities if the City
and the school district enter Into a development

shown on a site plan described in subpart
(a), construction begins on all bulldings shown on the
site plan or portion or phase thereof before this
expiration date, and the bulldings are diligently
constructed and completed, and certificates of
compliance or certificales of occupancy are issued no
later than two years after this expiration date.

{b) No approved site plan, and no separate phase of

effective afer the expiration date established by this
part, or shall be extended, revised or renewed 10
remain effective after the expiration date, except
according to subpart C.
C. APPROVED PLANS WHICH COMPLY: An approved
preliminary subdivision plan, portion of a preliminary
plan, approved site plan, or separate phase or portion
of an approved site plan that complies with this
ordinance does not expire under subpart A or subpart
B and remains valid for the period otherwise
established by law,
PART 6. LIMITED ADJUSTMENT TO RESOLVE
POSSIBLE CONFLICTS WITH OTHER LAWS: (a) This
ordinance is not intended to conflict with the United
States Constitution or the Texas Constitution or to
be inconsislent with lederal or state statutes that
may preempt a municipal ordinance of the Austin
City Chanter.
(b) The terms of this crdinance shall be applied
consistently and uniformiy. If a three-quarters majority
of the City Council concludes, or a court of competent
Jurisdiction renders a final judgment concluding, that
this ordinance, as appliad lo a specific development
project or proposal, violates a law described in subpart
(a), then the City Councll may, after a public hearing.
adjust the application of this ordinance 10 that project
1o the minimum extent required to comply with the
conflicting law. Any adjustment shall be structured to
provide the maximum protection of water quality.
PART 7. CONSTRUCTION OF ORDINANCE: This

Is to be of other City

In case of conflict in the

application to a specific development proposal between
a provision of this ordinance and any other ordinance,
the p y which provi \ger water quality
controis on development shall govem. If a word of term
used In this ordinance is defined in Austin City Code of
1981, as that code was in effect on November 1,
1991, that word or term shall have the meaning
established by the Austin City Code of 1981 in effect
on that date, unless modified in this ordinance.
PART 8. REDUCE RISK OF ACCIDENTAL CONTAMINA-
TION: Within one year of the effective date of this
ordinance the City of Austin Environmental and
Conservation Services Department shall compiete a
study, with citizen input, assessing the risk of
accidental contamination by toxic or hazardous
materials of the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer and
other streams within the City of Austin and its

‘Save Our Springs: Clear and Simple
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onsite ﬂmnm prevention and assimilation agreement approved by a three-quarters vote of the City  portion of an approved site plan, shall be valid or extraterritorial jurisdiction. The assessment shall
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pollution than a small shopping center with
only a few parking places. Likewise, an apart-
ment complex with several acres of parking
generates more pollution than a few houses on
large lots. And, a subdivision with five houses
to an acre generates more pollution than a
subdivision with lots of an acre or more. The
development lobby, on the other hand, ar-
gues that density doesn't necessarily create
pollution. They say it can be prevented
through structural controls like berms and
retention ponds

Both ordinances feature impervious cover
limits, but the limits in the SOS are much
stricter. The composite CWO allows more
density, and relies more heavily on struc-
tural controls.

SOS would limit impervious cover to 15% in
the entire recharge zone of all six creeks. The
rest of the contributing zone, the parts of the six
waltersheds upstream from the recharge zone,
would be limited 1o 25%, except for the the
Barton Creek Watershed where areas notinthe
recharge zone would be limited to 20%. Barton
Creek receives special distinction because it
flows directly into Barton Springs Pool.

The composite makes no distinction for the
recharge zone. It does distinguish between
commercial and residential development, al-
lowing more impervious cover for commercial
projects. Commercial limits are 40% in the
Barton Creek Watershed and 55% for the rest
of the contributing zone, Residential limits
are 25% and 40%, respectively - the same as
in the 1986 CWO.

This may not be as big a contradiction as it
sounds. SOS opponents have concentrated
much of their fire on the effects SOS would
have on residential development; but the real
concern among developers and land specula-
tors is about its effect on commercial develop-
ment. Profits can be made selling houses with
large lots, and/or builders can build in other
areas. Commercial investors, though, will be
hurt worse. The fewer stores and parking lots
that can be packed into the watershed, the
lower the return on speculative land invest-
ments. And that's exactly where the SOS would
make the biggest difference.

The composite, like the 1986 ordinance,
carves a special category for intersections of
state highways, where “bonuses” allow imper-

continued on p. 14

Inventory the current and possible future use and
transportation of toxic and hazardous materials in and
through Austin, and shall make recommendations for City
actions to reduce the risk of accidental contamination of
the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer and of other water
bodies. Within 60 days of completion of the study, and
following a public hearing, the City Councll shall take such
actions deemed necessary to minimize risk of accidental
contamination of city waters by hazardous or toxic
materials.

PART 9. EFFICIENT AND COST-EFFECTIVE WATER QUALITY
PROTECTIVE MEASURES: In carmying out City of Austin
efforts to reduce or remedy runoff pollution from curmently
developed areas or 1o prevent runoff pollution from
currently developed or developing areas, the City Council
shall assure that funds for remedial, retrofit, or runoff
poliution prevention measures shall be spent so as o
achieve the maximum water quality benefit, and shall
assure that the need for future retrofit Is avoided
whenever feasible.

PART 10. SEVERABILITY: If any provision, section,
subsection, sentence, clause or phrase of this ordinance,
or the application of the same to any person, property, of
set of circumstances |s for any reason heid 10 be
unconstitutional, vold, or otherwise invalid, the validity of
the remaining portions of this ordinance shall not be
affected by that invalidity; and all provisions of this
ordinance are severable for that purpose.

PART 11. AMENDMENT, CODIFICATION, AND EFFECTIVE
DATE: (a) The adoption of this ordinance is not Intended to
preciude the adoption, at any time, by a majority vote of
the City Council of stricter water quality requirements upon
development in the watersheds contributing to Barton
Springs or of further measures 1o restore and protect
water quality.

(b) If this ordinance Is enacted by the Austin City Councll
under subsection (a) of Section 5, Article IV of the Austin
City Charter, this ordinance shall be effective ten days
after the date of its final passage and, subject to subpart
(a) and to controlling law, shall not be repealed or
amended by the City Council until two years after its
effective date, Thereafer, this ordinance may be repealed
or amended only by an affirmative vote of no less than six
members of the City Council

(c) The City Councll shall codify the provisions of this
ordinance into appropriately numbered sections of the
Austin City Code without changing the language or effect
of this ordinance, except to delete those subparts that do
not apply because of the method in which this ordinance
became effective.

“Rappolo’s Pizzeria will fill you up in fine fashion
without leaving you strapped for cash. Portions are
beit-busting, so come hungry or plan for plenty of
leftovers... Alongside the traditional toppings of
pepperoni, sausage, onions, peppers, tomatoes and
mushrooms, Roppolo’s offers broccoli, eggplant,
spinach, zucchini, falapenos and pineapple.”
Linda Antheny
American-Statesman
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m been approved as well. "ta,,
Along with impervious cover T
limitations, the SOS features tight- e
™ v 2

ORDINANCE #1

sos Anulys‘s,jmm p.13

vious cover to go as high as 70%. Such
intersections in the Barton Springs zone are
U.S. 290 and Texas 71, MoPac and 290,
MoPac and Loop 360, and, if it happens,
MaPac’sintersection with the proposed Outer
Loop. Many of these intersections are still
wild land and their future islinked directly 1o
the future of Barton Springs.

The high intersection density is consistent
with a city policy dating back at least two

What Territory Does SOS Cover?
SOS covers the contributing zone for
Barton Springs or the Barton Springs
Watershed, where water from Barton,
Willlamson, Onion, Slaughter, Bear and
Little Bear creeks flows underground Into
the Barton Springs/Edwards Aquiler
Recharge Zone, then resurfaces at Barton
Springs. Barton Creek flows directly into
Barton Springs Pool, but Barton Creek
waler also dips Into the recharge zone
beginning near the Twin Falls area of the
creek. Other city creeks are covered by
elther the by the 1986 CWO or by the year-

decades. That policy encourages high den- KEY old Urban Watersheds Ordinance (UWO).
sity al major intersections, as a means of « = Barton Springs Changes made to the CWO by the 1991
preventing stripdevelopment elsewhere. The Contributing Zone councll, like the SOS, apply only to the
strategy is questionable, especially over a Edwards Aquifer Barton Springs Watershed.

sensitive recharge zone, but the real prob- Recharge Zone I

lem is that only one part of it has been (Barton Springs

; " . _ segment)

implemented. Ellgb den§1ly has been al- sty done by the engineering firm Espey-
lowed at intersections, like Barton Creek ‘g;ga W‘i’emidha\‘ﬂ Huston. The company's spokesperson was
Mall at MoPac and Loop 360, but thousands ma?w:esgg c TooBasl. Sowhicxoescnioe SN ki

ofacresofstripdevelopmenthave |

ened restrictions on building in
the critical water quality zone
(CWQZ), defined as 400 feet from the
centerline of Barton Creek and 200 feet on
each side of any other “major waterway” in

the rest of the contributing zone. Structures
prohibited include residential and commer-
cial buildings, as well as “pollution control
structure(s).” The existing CWO prohibits
commercial orresidential structures and most
pollution control structures in the CWQZ, It
doesallow wet pondsinthe CWQZ, and also
allows bluff lines to define the edges of the
CWQZ when the bluffs are closer than 400
feet, meaning that in some cases developers
could build atop bluffs closer than 400 feet

A Case Study
at the PUD

Speclfic cases are hard to come by,
because of the number of varlances, and
the variations In each property’s nel site
area. Barry Allison, vice-president and
general manager of Barton Creek
Propertles (developers of the proposed
Barion Creek PUD), offered an SOS worst-
case scenario for residential develop-
ment, during a serles of “town meetings™
sponsored by BCP this spring. Allison

from the Creek. That option is eliminated in
the SOS ordinance.

Neither ordinance, by the way, allows
developers to use CWQZ property as part of
the area from which they derive their imper-
vious cover percentages. The impervious
cover limitis instead calculated from the “net
site area,” the area on which building can
occur. Steep slopes, where building is gen-
erally impossible, also deduct from the net
bulid 306 houses on the 265 acres; under
S0S only 153 houses could be bullt, To
Alllson and BCP officlals this amounts to
a confiscatlon of their property. Bul to
many SOS backers It is an example of
how their ordinance still allows much
development to occur.

It Is unclear exactly how SOS, or the
current CWO, would affect the future of
the entire Barton Creek PUD, the develop-
ment proposal that set off the more than
two-year battle for a stronger CWO. That
proposal featured 2538 houses, 1900
apartments, and 3.3 million square feet of

al

site area, Slopes are figured into the net area
in percentages according 1o steepness, The
formulas are the same in both the 505 and
the composite.

Sowhat does that mean in practical terms?
In traditional layout subdivisions, SOS limits
residential density to roughly one unit per
acre, Evidence that that's not an unreason-
able limitation date back to the 1979-80
Barton Creck Watershed Study, a consultant
city officlals and BCP representatives
were unable to say how the PUD would
fare under the new ordinance. In April of
this year, BCP flled a new set of 13
subdivision plans, as well as plans for
commerclal and industrial development. It
included more residentlal development
than the previous plan, as well as
comparable amounts of commerclal and
Industrial development. BCP representa-
tives sald the plan complies with the 1991
CWO, even as they applied for at least
one walver from It. After more than a
month of analysis, clty staff concluded
that more than one varlance would be
required. Staff did not say exactly how

MAFP BY TIM GRISHAM

nent Citizensfor Responsible Planning (CRP).
In that study, Espey-Huston recommended
that residential development outside the
CWQZ be limited to densities ranging from
one unit per two to three and a half acres. 5o
Beal’s 1980 recommendation was stricter on
residential development in the Barton Creek
Watershed than the ordinance that he now
vehemently opposes.

Storm Runoff:
Can More Be Less?

The second key difference between SOS
and the composite is in the approach to
measuring storm runoff. Both rely on struc-
tural controls to reduce the amounts of pol-
lutants coming off a site. But there are two
major differences.

The composite measures “concentrations,”
meaning the proportion of pollutants in the

BCP officlals have not yet to
the questions, but i they do respond
before October 5 (180 days after thelr
filing), they could seek variances and
approval from the current Planning
Commission and council under the
compasite CWO, and the commission and
councll would be free to grant varlances
on a majority vote. But even then, parts of
the development that have not begun
construction within three years, would fall
under SOS, BCP representatives say thelr
project will be bulit over a 20-30 year
period. This will almost certalnly

fought out In the courts, with BCP
claiming that state law says they fall

presented maps showing how BCP thinks  “en varlances,” Including many varlances would be required, but under rules In place when they filed. And

the SOS would affect a 265-acre residen-  varlances to the CWO. That proposal was  Instead sent the developars a long listof  even If the SOS were to end up applying

tial section of the company's latest unanimously rejected by the city councll In questions that must be answered before to the PUD, It Is unclear how much less

development I. Under the current  June 1990 after a 13-hour public hearing. they can proceed further In the develop- development would be permitted.

composlie CWO, sald Allison, BCP could When the 1991 ordinance was passed, mant process. — Daryl Slusher
T T TN R e S T AT TR TS
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water, whereas SOS says the total amount;of
pollutants ‘must ndt incredse when the site'is
developed.

CRP spokesperson Beal explains the differ-
ence between the two approaches with an
example of pouring a teaspoon of salt into a
glass of water, “It tastes salty,” says Beal. Add a
gallon of water, says Beal, and, “it's not as
salty.” Add five gallons, he continues, and,
“You wouldn't taste it at all.”

Concludes Beal, “The concentration has
dropped greatly, which is what the CWO re-
quires. The pounds of pollutants is the same,
which is what the SOS would require. So you
have 1o ask yourself, isit okay to drink some of
that water, the five gallons that has a teaspoon
of salt in it, or should I not be allowed to put
any more salt into that water because I might
taste it? That's the difference between pounds
and concentrations.”

The amount of pollutants will likely increase
from development, but where will the extra
water come from to dilute the concentration? It
will come from development also. Develop-
ment increases runoff, giving more water to
mix with more pollution. Moreover, the stan-
dard for concentration levels comes from wa-
ter quality measurementstaken at Barton Creek
s

/'V'\

At Last, a Cleaners
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Way You Do!
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*Everything Done at
This Location

e,,f'/ WG-M/M’I/y )a’i

Laundry & Dry Cleaning
1113 West Lynn 472-1616

& MUCH MOGRE!! |
1603 BARTON SPRINGS |
3ISS-901 1 WED.-SUN.

and Highway 71 dugng stotms. SOS§ backers
say this means théstandards are set fromatime
when the Creek is at its dirtiest.

Anaother difference is that SOS calls for mea-
surement of 13 pollutants and indicators of
pollutants; the composite for four. SOS stipu-
lates that runoff “shall be managed...so that no
increases occur in the respective average an-
nual loadings of total suspended solids, phos-
phorus, nitrogen, chemical oxygen demand,
biochemical oxygen demand, total lead, cad-
mium, fecal coliform, fecal streptococci, vola-
tile organic compounds, total organic carbon,
pesticides and herbicides.” The composite
covers only suspended solids, phosphorous,
nitrogen and organic carbon.

SOS opponents, like Beal, maintain that it is
impossible to determine current levels ofall 13
constituents, and add that it is also impossible
to design a system to meet the requirements.
SOS attomey Bill Bunch counters that esti-
e e e e

 mates of “background levels® for 10 of the 13

‘constituentstvere calculated by Beal'semployer
Espey-Huston in their 1979-80 Barton Creek
Watershed Study. Beal wasa spokesperson for
Espey-Huston on that study. SOS director Brigid
Shea says the group chose these 13 constitu-
ents because the federal United States Geologi-
cal Survey (USGS) has been sampling for “most
of them” “from 18 different stream sites around
Austin, including several sites along Barton
Creek. Both Bunch and Shea add that the way
to prevent some pollutants, in particular her-
bicides and insecticides, is to not apply them
in the first place.

Beal wamns, however, “I will tell you as an
engineer that I wouldn't know how to design a
system that would meet the requirements of
that [SOS] ordinance.”

Bunch says the process will work like this:
City staff will develop rules establishing current

continued on p. 16
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levels of pollutants, and non-degradation
strategies of structural and non-structural
controls. (Staff is currently engaged in rule
making for the composite.) Bunch says that
if staff determines that a particular develop-
ment proposal, because of its topography or
other factors, cannot meet the pollutant stan-
dards, then it will have to be modified 0
compensate, which could include a further
reduction of impervious cover.

Developers must submit plans, before
projectapproval, satisfying city requirements
to prevent increases in the 13 constituents.
SOS backers argue that their approach is
favorable because it relies on determining
in advance that the development will not
pollute, rather than building it and then
testing. On the contrary, the CWO relies on

developers’ designs to achieve
B that. It is impossible to determine
if the pollution abatement plans
m Work until after the development

ORDINANCE #1 is built. Then it is oo late to stop
the pollution. The same could
happen under SOS, but it is less likely be-

cause the developments will be smaller.

Exceptions Are the RULE

The third key difference between SOS and
the CWOQ is that the SOS mightactually apply
to someone. The composite CWO carried

“Septic lanks cause poliution.” it has
been repeated so many times, people may
be starting to belleve It. Counclimember
Bob Larson repeals It frequently. So do
opponents of the SOS ordinance. It has
also been used as a justification for the
proposed sewer line through Zliker Park
called the South Austin Outfall. Last
week, University of Texas professor
Joseph Malina, who was hired by the anti-
S0S group Cltizens for Responsible
Planning (CRP), completed a report which
sald that septic tanks In the Barton
Springs watershed would “have a
devastaling and Irreparable Impact on the
quality of the water flowing In Barton

ngs.”

But there's a problem. In the past 13
years, three studies have been done on
septic tanks In the Austin area which
show that septic tanks don't cause water
poliution. The most recent study was
completed in April of this year In the
Barton Creek walershed. It's the only
study of saptic tanks In the Barton
Springs watershed. The findings? Septic
tanks are not a problem.

The study resulls were included In an
April 1 memo from Fred Rogers of the
Austin/Travis County Health Departmen
to Envire ntal and C I
Services Department director Austan
Librach. The survey found that of 308
private sewage treatment facilities In the
Barton Creek watershed, only 22 (or 7.1%)
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Anti-Septic Burns

over almost all exemptions from the 1986
CwWO. Of 14 exemption categories, only one
was eliminated. Remember, the 1986 ordi-
nance featured an exemption rate of 87% in
the Barton Springs zone. Many of those
projects have not been built, The Cooke
Council’s “interim ordinance” tightened ex-
emptions policy by establishing a January
1, 1992 expiration date for CWO exemp-
tions where the proposed development had
not been built. The composite CWO ex-
tended that deadline to 1996.

The SOS states that it is “not subject 1o
exemptions, exceptions, waivers or vari-
ances” allowed in the city Land Develop-
ment Code. There are, however, tracts and
potential developments that are exempt
from SOS from the beginning. The ordi-
nance will not apply to construction or
renavation of a single family home or du-
plex, or to developments with less than
8,000 square feet ofimpervious cover. These
exceptions apply on lots that don't need to
be subdivided. Public schools will also be
exempt if they reach a water quality agree-
ment with a three-fourths majority of the
City Council (six votes),

SOS forbids other variances except for a
legal safety valve that comes into effect if a
court renders a “final judgment” that the
ordinance “as applied to a specific develop-
ment project or proposal” violates state or
federal laws or constitutions. In such a case

weren't working properly. The average
age of the falling systems was 15.2 years,
Rogers conciuded, “Based on the
department’s previous experience, the
ratg of private sewage facllity fallure
determined from the survey Is not
unexpectedly high, considering the
extended volume of high rainfall. in only
one case was any significant volume of
sewage flowing away from the property
and getting into a dralnway, and that
overflow has been corrected. Due to the
distance, It Is unlikely that any detectable
number of bacterla could survive an
overiand flow to a creek.”

When the Chronicie asked Malina If he
had seen the county report, he said, "No, |
haven't seen their data.” The only report
on septic systems In the Barton Springs
watershed, and Malina didn't even look at
It before he concluded that septic tanks
would poliute Barton Springs pool! Nor
did Malina (who sald he was pald “less
than $5,000" for his work) bother to read
the 1979 graduate thesls by Ann Elizabeth
St. Clair of UT, who studied septic tanks
In the Rollingwood area.

Hydrolagists consider the Rollingwood
area to be an ldeal testing ground -
because the region Is small (about four
square miles) and it has lots of residentlal
development, with about two houses per
acre. And although Rollingwood Is part of

Distinctive
Vintage Attire for

& Women
Hafs to Lingerie,
Shoes to Cufflinks

CRP representatives argue that SOS is
vnnecessary because Barton Springs is

not poliuted.

the city council can "adjust the application of
this ordinance to that project to the mini-
mum extent required to comply with the
conflicting law.” In addition, a “three-quar-
ters majority of the City Council” can make
the same determination, voting to grant
whatever it considers to be the minimum
variance required to comply with that
majority’s interpretation of the law. That
would also take six votes on the council to
grantsuch a variance; whereas variances can
be granted with a simple majority vote under
the existing CWO.

Also on the legal front, SOS contains a
“severability” clause saying that if any parts
of SOS are determined to be unconstitu-
tional, void or invalid, then the remainder
of the ordinance will remain in place and
not be affected.

Now, before proceeding we must de-
fine a few terms because ~ I hate to admit
it — things get a litle complicated, or at
least technical, at this point. Subdivisions
first receive preliminary approval, then
they return with a “final plat® proposal —
basically a map of exactly how the subdivi-
sion will be laid out. The final plat also
requires letters of credit to fund road and

section of the Aquifer. All of the water
from the Rollingwood section of the
Aquifer Is discharged at one spot: Cold
Deep Eddy Springs, on the banks of the
Colorado River, directly across from
where Deep Eddy Pool Is now located. It
Is essentlally, a small scale version of the
Barton Springs Aquifer.

In her theslis, 5t. Clalr explained that “In
order to determine If effluent from septic
tanks has affected the quality of ground
waler In the Edwards Aquifer, samples
from wells In the area were analyzed for
several constituents that may indicate
contamination by septic tanks - nitrate,
ammonlum, chioride, phosphate, organic
carbon, and total collform bacteria.
Concentrations of these parameters are
simliar to background concentrations in
water from the Edwards, Indicating that
suburban development has not resulted
In detectable degradation of the quality of
water In the Aquifer.” In her summary, St.
Clalr states that “there has been no
significant degradation of the quality of
water In the aquifer as a result of more
than 25 years of suburban development
using septic tanks.”

In August of 1991, Susan Parten
completed a thesls study of the same
septic systems In Rollingwood for her
Masters In Englineering at UT. Parten sald
that about one-third of all households In
the U.S. use on-site sewage disposal
systems. And she figured that some 1400
people now live and work In the
Rollingwood area, generating about
132,000 gallons of wastewater every day,
all of It disposed Into septic systems.

utility improvements., Commercial and
multi-family developments require site
plan approval, similar to a final plat, but
more detailed.

Another critical issue is how the SOS deals
with cases approved, or simply filed, before
the ordinance goes into effect. There are
more than 140 commercial and residential
projects with some stage of city approval in
the Barton Creck Watershed alone. Re-
member, the 1986 ordinance featured an
87% exemption rate for variances applied
for in the Barton Springs zone, and many of
those projects have still not been built. The
Cooke Council’s “interim ordinance” tight-
ened exemption policy by establishing a
January 1, 1992 expiration date for CWO
exemptions where the proposed develop-
ment had not yet been built. The composite
extended the deadline 1o 1996, and carried
over almost all exemptions from the 1986
CWO, And now, with 505 looming, devel-
opers have been rushing to file applica-
tions so they will fall under the older,
weaker ordinance. The council has been
playing its traditional role, handing out ex-
emptions and approvals each week head-
ing up to the election.

continued on . 62

(Note that Malina's report Is based on the
bellef that “Typical residential water use
Is about 200 to 300 gallons per person per
day.” The city ol Austin says that actual
water usage Is about 100 gallons per day).
Several times In her 190 page report,
Parten points out that the septic tanks in
Rollingwood are not up to today’s
standards: “According to the avallable
records for on-site treatment systems, an
estimated 22% of Rollingwood’s septic
tanks are undersized and a large number
of tanks are constructed of lable
materlals, such as cinder blocks and
metal.” Parten concluded that some of
these old systems need 1o be replaced.
But rather than put the entire Rollingwood
area on centralized sewer, Parten
concludes that “ The on-site |

disposal] alternative was found to be the
least costly alternative.”

Although Parten’s study was not an
endorsement of septic systems in
Rollingwood, water analyses In her report
and from the U.S. Geological Survey
continue to show no sign of contamina-
tion from septic sysiems at Cold Deep
Eddy Springs. Malina did not reference
Parten’s report or the Si. Clair study in his
report. In addition, Mallna apparently
forgot a study that he did last September
which conltradicts the study he did for
CRP. In a study on wastewater treatmant
systems for small communities he sald
that on-site treatment systems (Including
seplic systems) are “advantagecus in *
situations where a group of residences Is
separated from the main community by
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(This is in keeping with a long tradi-
tion of granting approvals and vari-
ances under an old ordinance, before a
new stronger ordinance takes effect.
The developers seeking these approv-
als and variances may not even intend
to proceed with developments. Bul,
with approvals and variances, the re-
sale value is greater, whetherthe land is
being sold to another developer, or to
the city for parkland.)

The SOS would allow those projects
which are already in the works to con-
tinue under the existing rules, but only
ifthey're actively being developed. For
instance, preliminary subdivision ap-
provals granted under another ordi-
nance will expire one year afier the
approval of the SOS or two years after
initial approval, whichever is later, De-
velopers must file for a final plat before
the preliminary approval expires, then
win final plat approval within 180 days,
or their preliminary approval expires
and they must comply with SOS. The
city must act on a final plat within 180
days, but the plat can be denied if it
doesn't meet specifications, and/or if it
requires variances the city is not willing
to grant. Then the property would fall
under SOS. Similar rules apply to com-
mercial and apartment development,
and to projects filed, but not approved.

Moreover, a development cannot
maintain its exemption from the SOS
unless construction on all buildings in
the site plan is begun before the dead-
line, and “the buildings are diligently
constructed and completed . .. and certifi-
catesof occupancy are issued nolater than
wo years after this expiration date.”

If a site plan already complies with
SOS, then it does not expire,

Development representatives are al-
most certain to contest this section and
maintain that they should fall under the
ordinance in place when they origi-
nally filed.

Other Sections

Contamination of the Edwards
Aquifer is the focus of part eight of SOS,
This section requires the city Environ-
mental and Conservation Services De-
partment to complete a study within
one year of the passage of the ordi-
nance to determine the risk of acciden-
tal contamination to the Barton Springs
Edwards Aquifer from toxic and haz-
ardous materials that are used and
transported through Austin, Within 60
days of the completion of the study, the
city shall then act to reduce the risk of
accidental contamination of the Aquifer.

Part nine requires that all city funds
allocated for “remedial, retrofit or run-
off pollution prevention” be “spent so
as to achieve the maximum water qual-
ity benefit...” Despite this call for
spending on retrofitting — building of
structural controls to uy to mediate
existing pollution problems — devel-
oper representatives, including Barry
Allison in this paper last week, main-
tain that SOS would forbid retrofitting,

Part 11 of the ordinance also speaks
to retrofitting, or restoring water qual-
ity. It reads: “The adoption of this ordi-
nance is not intended to preclude the
adoption, at any time, by a majority
vote of the City Council of stricter water
quality requirements upon develop-
ment in the watersheds contributing to
Barton Springs or of further measures
torestore and protect water quality.” This
means SOS directly addresses retrofit-
ting, as well as restoring water quality.

"This hardly seems like a prohibition of
retrofitting.

Do We Need H?

CRP representatives argue that SOS
is unnecessary because Barton Springs
is not polluted. Beal and development
attomey David Armbrust have made
this claim at a series of forums and
media appearances.

SOS backers say there is a clear trend
of pollution as documented by the U.S.
Geological Survey (USGS), the Texas
Water Commission (TWC) and the City
of Austin. SOS director Shea pointsto a
1985 study by the City of Austin show-
ing increases in phosphorous. She also
frequently invokes a USGS study show-
ing increasing pitrates, and, in the last
couple of years, the carcinogen TCE in
trace amounts at the Springs. “There is
a dear trend of inareasing contamination
and it is directly related to excessive
developmentonthe Aquifer,” saysShea.

When Beal presented the Barton
Creek Watershed Study to the council
in January 1980 he said, “It's [Barton
Creek] not a pristine stream today, but
with development it will become even
less pristine. Speaking during a forum
at the Barton Creek Country Club ear-
lier this year, Beal maintained, “The
basic premise for having all of these
sorts of controls is thatthere is a trend of
pollution within Barton Springs. If you
ask knowledgeable people, people
who have studied the data, I believe
that you will find that there is no iden-
tifiable trend of pollution within those
Springs and the Creek today. .. If there
are individuals that tell you there is an
identifiable rend of pollution there to-
day, you should ask knowledgeable
people like the USGS and the Texas
Water Commission what theiropinion is.”

Ina 1990 study, the USGS concluded
that fecal coliform bacteria, an indica-
tor of human or animal waste, had
“exceeded established water quality
criteria” in Barton Creek and Barton
Springs several times. Samples taken at
Loop 360 (just downstream from two
popularswimming pools)duringstorms
was more than 13 times the safe level
established by the federal Environmen-
tal Protection Agency.

In October 1990 Raymond Slade of
the USGS told a water quality gather-
ing, “There is something happening in
the reach—the five mile reach of Barton
Creek between Highway 71 and Camp
Craft Road. The things we see increas-
ing are things associated with sew-
age.” Two golf courses along that
stretch of the Creek - Lost Creek and
the Barton Creek Country Club — irri-
gate their courses with sewage from
their developments. Continued Slade,
“There is strong evidence to show that
irrigation on golf courses inthe Barton
Creek Watershed may serve as a detri-
ment to the water quality of the Creek '
during floods.”

On particularly high fecal levels at
the Springs, the report stated, “The
source for at least some of the high
fecal coliform densities for Barton
Springsis probably any of several sewer
lines near the Springs.”

The TWC ina 1990 report concluded
that Barton Creek is being polluted by
golf course runoff, highway construc-
tion, runoff from existing highways
and rangeland.

Yet David Armbrust still maintains,
“There is no evidence of any signifi-
cant change in the quality of Barton
Springs ... It is today like it was years
and years ago." =



AISD BUDGET FOLLIES  TEATRO GOMUNITARIO GOAGH'S GORNER

featuring:

i Browning Griffith
Bill Crider

Gail Donochue Storey
Gene Fowler

Nicole Jeffords
David Lindsey

Learry McMurtry
SAT. AUGUST 8 and Cormac McCearthy

Vol. XI, No. 49 | dit dit dit dah dah dah dit dit dir August 7, 1992




RP: Agitating - us.
from Dallas, Hous-
ton and New Or-
leans. A comparison of the
final contribution and ex-

pense reports before the
Saturday election shows which side is be-
ing supported by “outside agitators,” and
I'll give you a hint: it's not SOS. According to
reports filed with City Clerk Elden Aldridge’s
office on Monday, a quarter of the money
flowing into the coffers of the anti-SOS
Citizens for Responsible Planning (CRP) is
coming from big corporations and attor-
neys from outside of Austin.

The repont filed by CRP shows that the
vast majority of the group’s support is com-
ing from the Greater Austin Chamber of
Commerce, homebuilders, their political
action committees and developers. From
July 1 through July 29, CRP raised
$105,440.47 in cash. Of that total, 25.05%

came from sources outside of

“S Austin. Among the biggest
contributors were: Capi-
tol Aggregates of San
Antonio (the company
that wanted to build
anasphalt plantin Oak

Hill last year), $5,000;

Paragon Groups of Dal-
las, #2500, the law firm
by R Baker & Botts of Houston,

$1,000; Guaranty Federal Savings

Bank, Dallas, $1,000; Nations Bank, Dallas,

$3,000; Johnson & Gibbs, Dallas, $1,000;

First City Bankcor-

poration-PAC, Hous-

Fmpo" OMNC@ ton, $500;anda$1,000

contribution from K.
"9-“" Mk Goleman, H. Rose, R.
the top spot

Davis, T. Holt, and J.
among leans, $1,000.

Q

=
.

Gangstad of New Or-
Other notable

America’s contributions to CRP

included: Gary Brad-

water ley $2,500; Barton
polluters. In Efﬁﬁﬁ Rsessggo-msc:
(ICII““GII, Galindo, $500; J.C.

Evans Construction

Freeport’s ;, o0, murfec
,000; e

R Engineering, $1,000;

Agl'i“ hc“lw Daoyle Wilson Home-
in Uncle Sam, Iu:ld:r, si{ 5(;0 the
aw rirm ! lll'II'IlS

Lovisiana is (ochridge & Kilgore,
$5,000; and Louise

'h. big’.‘. Epstein’s close friend
’ingh source Chris Penders, $100.
CRP ralsed

of water 55933350 in in-kind
contributions. The

pollutants in ;. inkind con.
“.. ‘ounwm tributor was the
merce, which pro-

vided a $15,000 vater poll, $4,200 in sup-

portservicesand a $22,000 economic study.
Also, FM Properties Operating Co. gave
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Sculpture and Drawings
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$4,889 in video production services (based
in New Orleans, this company listed attor-
ney David Armbrust's Austin address), and
the Home-PAC donated $12,094.50 for TV,
personnel and support services.
Meanwhile, SOS raised $104,194.86 in
cash and $44,441.10 in in-kind contribu-
tions during the same time period. Most of
their cash came from donations of $5, $10
and $20, Their biggest supporters were
California musician Don Henley, who con-
tributed $20,000, and Texas Citizen Action,
who gave $14,675. Other notable contrib-
utors included Whole Foods Market, $1,000;
Frank Cooksey, $50; John Scanlan, $700;
and Mary Kelly, $100. <]
‘The size of the reports were also telling. ﬁ
CRP's report was 86 pages long. The report &
for SOS — which raised almost the same E
amount of money as CRP — was 439 pages -
long. (Note that the final contributions re- ©
port will be out after the election, so it's
likely that the big out of town money will 3
flow into the CRP camp this week).

a

Freeport and Jim Bob: Still number
one. Freeport-McMoRan, multi-national
fertilizer and mining company and devel-
oper of the Barton Creek PUD, once again
claims the dubious distinction of being
America’s biggest corporate water polluter.

——According todata rclcasced by Texas Citizen
Action, Freeport once again took the top
spot among America’s water polluters. In
addition, Freeport's Agrico facility in Uncle
Sam, Louisiana is the biggest single source
of water pollutants in the country; the plant
released a total of 36,155,967 pounds of
toxic material into surface waters during
1990.In a July 29 press release, Tim Curtis of
Texas Citizen Action wrote that Freeport
“once again tops the list as the nation's
number one water polluter.” The study
compiled by the Washington, D.C.-based
Citizen Fund and distributed by Citizen
Action, says that three of Freeport's plants
— in Mulbery, Florida; Hahnville, LA and
Uncle Sam = released a total of 43,684,722
pounds of taxic material.

Pollution apparently pays for the New
Orleans-based company, whose board-
members include Bill Cunningham, soon to
become chancellor of the University of
Texas. Cunningham earns at least $37,000a
year to sit on the board, and he owns
options on some 4,400 shares of Freeport
stock worth an estimated $150,000. In ad-
dition, Cunningham also sits on the board
of Barton Creek Properties, the Freeport
subsidiary that is developing the Barton
Creek PUD. For his services on that board,
Cunningham earns at least $5,000 a year.
Cunningham's office at UT did not respond
toa Chroniclerequest fora commentonthe
Citizen Action report.

According to the Associated Press, Free-
port posted earnings of $23,1 million for the
second quarter ending June 30. Much of
that is due to increased productivity at the
company’s mine in Irian Jaya, Indonesia.
Freeport sold 218 million pounds of copper
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Naughty Gifts

Phil Savoy at the recent CRP rally, screaming:
“Brigid Shea |s a llar! We want the truth|”

and 202,800 ounces of gold during the

quarter- more than three times the amount

sold during the same time period last year.

You may recall that in 1990, Freeport CEO

(and UT bigshot) Jim Bob Moffett earned

$6.82 million; orabour 28 vents persecond.
O

Rockin' on Savoy. During the SOS de-
bate, numerous claims have been made by
bath sides aboutwater quality, and both sides
have relied on various “experts.” The SOS
side has relied primarily on Lauren Ross, a
soft spoken engineer with Glenrose Engi-
neering, while anti-SOS forces have relied
heavily on Joe Beal of Espey Huston and
Assaciates and Phil Savoy.

No one in the anti-50OS camp has been
more vocal or more strident than Savoy, an
employee of Murfee Engineering, a com-
pany that worked on Gary Bradley's Circle
C development. And subtlety is not his
strong suit. “Brigid Shea is a liar! Brigid Shea
is a liar”" and “We want the truth!” Savoy
shouted repeatedly at the Citizens for Re-
sponsible Planning rally last week. On the
access TV, Savoy has also charged that SOS
attomney Bill Bunch wants to buy land along
Barton Creek so he can develop it, that the
water quality in Barton Springs hasn't
changed in 100 years and that pollution in
Barton Creek is caused by trash,

To back up his claims, Savoy has pre-
sented himself as a hydrologist. In fact,
anyone can claim to be a hydrologist, as
there is no state board requiring any cernifi-
cation orlicensing. Savoy toldthe Chronicle
that he has worked as a hydrologist since
1978 when he worked for Travis County.

But Savoy’s expertise could be suspect.
In the early 1980s, the Texas State Board of
Registration for Professional Engineers
(TSBRPE) filed a suit against Savoy in state
district court because Savoy was reportedly
claiming to be an engineer. According to
Ron E. Hall, supervising investigator for

the TSBRPE, an injunction was filed
against Savoy, When asked about the
incident, Savoy said he had never
claimedtobe anengineer, When asked
why he agreed to sign the injunction,
he said “I signed an injunction be-
cause | was guilty of nothing.”
O

Larson: Todd controlsStatesman.
Councilmember Bob Larson has never
hidden his dislike of Mayor Bruce Todd.
But in an interview last week, he at-
tacked the local daily’s editorial policy
and alleged that the paper's editorial
slant is controlled by the mayor, “The
mayor is ghost writing editorials for the
Statesman,” Larson said. “He has edito-
rial control over there, Their agenda is
to save the mayor's butt,” Larson then
opined, “If the SOS is defeated, the
mayor’s career is down the tubes.”

Last Sunday, Todd said that Larson’s
charges were “ludicrous.”

Statesman editor Maggie Balough
said, “Obviously it's not true. | have no
idea what prompted that.”

(Todd told the Chronicle he hastakenno
position on the SOS ordinance),

O

FWS says yes, EF| says no to BCCP.
Although Earth First! doesn't think it does
cnough;-the Balcones Canyontands Con-
servation Plan was given a critical ap-
proval two weeks ago by the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service. The biology of the BCCP
was perhaps the final stepping stone for
the 29,000 acre plan before it goes to
voters, who will decide on whether to ap-
prove $22 million in bonds to buy land for
the endangered species preserves. The
endorsement by the feds comes asareliefto
Mayor Bruce Todd and the other members
of the Executive Committee, who've been
hoping that the project would get some sort
of guarantee from the feds before the voters
decide on it. The BCCP purchases have
been endorsed by the Travis Audubon
Society, The Greater Austin Chamber of
Commerce, the Sierra Club, Austin Inter-
faith and other groups, as well as Mayor
Todd and U.S. Rep. JJ. Pickle.

However, members of Earth First! be-
lieve the plan doesn't go far enough. About
16 demonstrators protested the FWS deter-
mination on July 27 at the FWS's downtown
office. Christi Stevens of Earth First! told the
Chronicle that the BCCP will protect only
29 percent of the Golden-cheeked warbler
habitat in the study area. “At the end of the
30 years, we still will have only half of the
warbler habitat that exists now in the BCCP
area,” Stevens said. “Earth First! doesn't see
how the FWS can call this plan biologically
sound. It's a recipe for extirpationand it’s a
bailout for developers.”

a

Recallappeal. The effortto recall Louise
Epstein and Bob Larson currently has 17,000
signatures, and they're hoping to collect the
rest of them on August 8. If you want to
help, call Lou Jost at 454-2002. |
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FORBIDDEN FRUIT

From here it looks like you
could use some new underwear

Phote: Van Osdol



What will we leave
to the children!?
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Barton Springs — still clean, still hanging on against encroaching pollution.
Photo by Alan Pogue.

polluted by development.

For 700,000 years Barton Springs has been
aushing forth its crystal clear waters from
the depths of a limestone aquifer. For over
10,000 years, parents have been bringing
their children to Barton Springs. Today,
hundreds of thousands of people from all
over the world still come to swim in this
idyllic spot.

Barton S[\Tin;_[.'« is too valuable an asset to
lose because of a few people's greed and our
neglect. This Saturday you will decide if the
Springs will survive us. Let’s make sure we're
not the ones to bring this long and hallowed
history to an end. Vote YES on Ordinance =]
to Save Our Springs.

5.0.5. IS ORDINANCE #1

$.0.5. also supports Making Austin
Stranger (MAS) Neighborhood Coalition for:

B Prop. #5 Erosion and Flood Control

I Prop. #8 Parks and Recreation Fadilities
M Prop. #9 Libraries

M Prop. #12 Mexican American Cultural

Center (MACC), Carver Museum

§.0.5. dlso supports Propasition #10
to protect water quality and preserve
the Hill Country.

Save Our Springs and the Aquifer.
Vote YES on Ordinance #1, The S.0.S Citizens’ Initiative, Saturday, August 8th.

ENDORSEMENTS FOR ORDINANCE #1 (5.0.5. ORDINANCE) TO SAVE BARTON SPRINGS AND THE AQUIFER

Austin American-Statesman; Austim Chronicle; Making Austin Stronger; NAACP; League of Women Voters; Travis County Democratic Party; South Austin Mexican American Democrats;
LULAC; PODER; East Austin Strategy Team; Sierra Club; Clean Water Action; Texas Citizen Action; Austin Neighborhood Council; Nokoa; La Prensa; South Austin Democrats; North East

Austin Demacrats; University SOS - 20 Student Organizations; Hays County Democratic Party; AISD Board Members Kathy Rider, Ted Whatley & Diana Casteneda; Former Agriculrure
Commissioner Jim Hightower; State Representatives Glen Maxey, Libby Linebarger & Elliot Naishtar; Austin Community College Trustees Beverly Davis & Hunter Ellinger: Travis County
officials Marcos De Leon, Margaret Gomez & Stacy Suits; Barton Springs/Edwards Aquifer Conservation District Members Jack Goodman, Patrick Cox & Sue Johnson; Former City Council

| Members Frank Cooksey, Jeff Friedman, Emma Long, Robert Barnstone, Smoot Carl-Mitchell, Larry Deuser, Emma Lou Linn & Margaret Hoffman; and over 370 Austin Business Leaders,

Pol. Ad. paid by Austin Business Leaders for the Environment (ABLE), PO Box 2382, Austin, Texas 78768
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PHOTG BY WILL VAN OVERBEEK

Life After August 8

An Open Letter to the Austin City Council
from Daryl Slusher

Dear Bruce, Ronney, Charles, Bob, Louise, Gus and Max:

We've just come to the end of a long, bitter
election fight. It was, of course, made longer,
and more bilter, because four of you defied
the city charnter as well as a count order, and
refused to set the election for May 2, But let's
not dwell on that,

We heard during the election that this was
one of the most divisive fights in Austin his-
tory. These statements were made mostly by
developers, the local daily, television report-
ers, and some of you. I disagree, I think this
election was one of the most unifying events
in Austin history, and the most unifying politi-
cal struggle since I arrived here in 1976, It may
not seem like that to y'all, because it was y'all
that the people united against.

The people of Austin united against you,
and against the power structure of the town,
including the Chamber of Commerce, the
Austin American-Statesmanand TV channels
7 and 24. The 64% to 36% SOS victory was a
triumph of an intelligent, informed populace
overa manipulative, self-serving power struc-
ture. And, let’s face it, the SOS victory was a
stinging rebuke to the council, not just to the
RULE, but to all of you except Max Nofziger,
the only one who voted against the composite

ordinance which the SOS overturned. And, -

Ronney, this is really an even more serious
rebuke to you. Your alternative just got
stomped into the ground,

But let's not dwell on that either. 1 write to
challenge you to faithfully implement the clear
will of the people, and to move on to other
issues which have been neglected for far too
long, and which have particularly suffered
during the long war over SOS.

Gang, forget me, forget the Chronicle, and
forget SOS for a moment. Simply recall that
you were elected to serve the citizens of Aus-
tin. Remember?

Things are bad out there. Crime is rampant.,
Unsolved murders abound. Too many youth
see no hope, The Police Department has big
problems. More and more homeless roam the
streets, begging at intersections, sleeping out-
side. Social program funding has been cut as
the demand for the programs increases.
Waiting lists for public housing are longer
than ever. Citizens who call the 911 emer-
gency number sometimes get a recorded mes-
sage, saying they will be helped by the next
available operator.

This is totally-unacceptable. Why is it that
the council and the city manager can always
find money for emergencies like a convention

| center parking garage or East 6th Street up-

grades to serve conventioneers, or land for a
new City Hall, but you can't find the money to
adequately staff the 911 center, or other criti-
cal needs? Come on, something is seriously
wrong here,

At the East Austin tank farm, hundreds of

Write Us, Tell Us!

On September 4, 1992, The Austin
Chronicle will publish Vol. 11, #1, its 11th
Anniversary issue. In our 10th Anniversary
issue, we published selections from 10 years
of letters we had printed inthe Chronicle. For
our 11th, we'd like to invite readers to write
in and tell us what they think we're doing
wrong, what we're not doing that they feel
we should be doing, and what we're doing
right. We're not looking for cheap kudos
here (and given our readers, we're not ex-
pecting them), but rather a dialogue with
our readers as (o whal they think about this
publication. As always with letters, the
shorter they are, the better.

men, women and children are sick. Some of
themaredying. Dying! They've beento count-
less meetings, describing to government offi-
cialstheirheadaches, nausea, rashes, repeated
miscarriages. The issue has been on the front
pages since January. It has received national
media attention. You listen to these people
pour out their hearts and souls, hear them cry
when their children and their elders don’t get
well. Then you explain that the city has little
power to help them. And when a county
official tells you that you have more power
than you think, then Gus Garcia and Charles
Urdy shut the meeting down, What's going on
here, guys? Where are your minds? Don't run
fromthese people. Find outhow you can help
them, then do it.

In northeast Austin, an apartment complex
had to be evacuated because it was built over
a former city-county dump, and methane
started seeping through the floors, This com-
plex wasbuilt with the financial backing of the
city, because the developer agreed to devote
atleast 20% of the units to subsidized housing
for low income people. Neither the city, nor
the developer, informed prospective tenants
of the site’s former status as a dump,

The only one who was on the council
when this project was approved is Charles
Urdy, who, of course, voted yes. More recently,
however, the city and apartment manage-
ment failed to inform residents even after
methane gas began seeping from under-
ground into apartments. Even when five
apartments were evacuated, other residents
weren'ttold why. New tenants were accepted
up to the very day before the evacuation was
ardered. How can you let this happen? Why
aren't heads rolling?

Every one of you ran for office pledging to
tackle problems like these. Instead, most of
you have spent the last year warring for the
interests of a few land speculators and devel-
opers with direct financial interests in the most
environmentally sensitive pant of town. You
betterrack up some accomplishments on other
fronts immediately, because let’s face it, this is
probably the last term for at least some of you.

Rappin’ with the RULET

It's really hard to take this council seriously.
Dr. Urdy, you held a meeting in East Austin
before the election to urge voters (o oppose
the SOS, as well as land purchases for parks
and endangered species habitat. You argued
that $60 million in bonds approved for East
Austin in 1984 has not been spent. You're
probably right. In fact, your figure is probably
low. But, Dr. Urdy, you're the senior member
of the city council. You've been sitting up
there since 1981. So why haven't you fought
to get that $60 million appropriated? And

continued on page 12

Neo More Slush Fund

Dear Editor:

I am very glad to see that the Chronicle is now
reporting on actions and activities of the Austin ISD
and, in particular, the Board of Trustees' votes on
important issues, such as the upcoming district
budget, I recognize, however, that the topics may
sometimes be somewhat recondite for the uninitiated
in "educationese.”

For example, in describing the budget which 1
presented o the Board of Trusiees, the author
comments on the absence of a “contingency fund.”

continued on p.4
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how come you didn't complain about this
until you went out to huckster for some
more bonds? And, Dr. Urdy, you should be
honest with the folks and tell them that most
of the $159 million in General Obligation
Bonds(GOBs)approved on Saturday won't
happen for a long time because only $50
million in GOBs can be issued this year and
$25 million in each subsequent year,

Dr. Urdy, you continually argue that en-
vironmental regulations cost African-
Americans jobs, but a forward-thinking city
council could create more jobs through
environmental protection: recycling; water
and air quality monitoring; making retrofit-
ting and environmental technology into a
jobs program.

You never propose ideas for creating
those kinds of jobs, or any other. You only
talk about jobs for the poor and minerities
when someone proposes stricter environ-
mental regulations. Where are your jobs pro-
grams? Are the people in East Austin, whom
you invoke to fight environmental regula-
tion, better off today than they were 11
years ago when you took office? I think not,
Dr. Urdy, the monument to your term is the
Arthur DeWitty Job Training Center, which
you and the city built in 1984,
but which the city has never
figured out how to utilize.

Dr. Urdy was sick after the
This cicction and we didnt get to
talk. But, Ronney, Bob and
Louise, we talked, Louise said,
“It's a new day. This is the law
and we need to fight with all
our resources to defend it.”
Ronney quoth, “I will follow
the people’swill.” Bob offered,
“The citizens have spoken. I
accept that.” Each of you sol-
emnly promised not to pull
any technical tricks, and not 1o
sabotage the city’s legal posi-
tion if any lawsuits are filed
against the 5OS. I'd like to be-
lieve you, but I don't. I challenge you to
convince me, And guys ~ the people spoke
long before this election, many times.

Louise, you and the mayor, in particular,
ran as environmentalists. You promised a
new day when you ran. You promised (o
take care of the city and its environment,
and you haven't, Your performance in office
hasbeen directly opposite of your promises
on the campaign trail. But now if you keep
your new promises, if this time you carry
out the will of the voters, perhaps we really
will see a new day at City Hall.

Bob, you told me the voters were “mis-
led” into approving the SOS. That is just
incredible, What an insult. You are saying

]
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that the voters weren't smart enough to
make a decision. You were also quoted in
the daily as saying that if you were a land-
owneryou would sue the city. Bob, itseems
that you won't be able to defend or support
this ordinance, even though it is now city
law, If you can’t respect the intelligence of
the voters (I can see how you'd be cynical;
they did, afterall, elect you), or carry out the
laws of the city, then you should resign.
Immediately.

Ronney, you expressed concerns that no
one will trust your motives on SOS, This
shows you're at least reading the populace
better than Bob. To deal with this percep-
tion problem, you promised to “follow the
mayor's lead” on any controversial matters
to do with implementing the SOS. “I just
need out of the issue,” you explained. Now,
Ronney, if you want to follow a colleague's
lead, why not Max Nofziger? He supported
SOS. Better yet, you should take your cues
from SOS aworney Bill Bunch, Those two,
not the mayor, had their positions validated
by the people last week.

Ronney, you're probably not going to
follow Bill Bunch's lead, or Max’s, but let
me explain to you, and the mayor, why
Bruce Todd is not the guy to follow here. It
is his ordinance that the SOS overturned. If
the mayor had made good on his campaign
promises, there would never have been an
SOS petition drive or election. The mayor
ran for office promising to bring peace
between developers and the citizenry, and
to pass the toughest watershed ordinance
possible. Instead, he appointed a devel-
oper-dominated task force to sabotage the
interim ordinance (similar to SOS) passed
by the previous council. He then worked
out a compromise between his task force's
plan and an even weaker plan puttogether
by the Planning Commission. The result
was the “composite CWO,"” a compaosite of
the two weak plans. “Betrayal,” is how SOS
director Brigid Shea described Todd's role
in the CWO.

The mayor argued that he had not broken
his campaign promises because the com-
posite was the toughest ordinance he could
getthroughthe council. Buthe then refused
to support SOS, even though it was much
tougher. (The mayor's lack of support for
SOS didn’t stop him from seeking that group’s
help with his problems. A few weeks before
the election, he went to the SOS steering
committee and pleaded with them to sup-
port all the bond packages. SOS officials,
who had already worked out a plan to
support four central city bonds with a coa-
lition of minority groups, declined to help.)

CRP officials went around the campaign
circuit claiming that Todd told the Chamber

of Commerce executive committee that he
was going to vote no on SOS. Todd denied
that, but refused to say how he would vote.

Finally, on election night, he told Chronicle

reporter Robert Bryce that he voted yes on
everything.

Let's face it, mayor, you haven't been
much of a leader, and you've been a dismal
failure as a “consensus builder.” Your con-
sensus building is a cruel joke. You've gota
new chance now, Please take it seriously, and
please don't get tricky, especially now that
you're voting for yourself and Ronney.

And, Gus, you're getting off a lot easier
than you deserve. You were up onthe stage
at the SOS victory party celebrating, soak-
ing up credit. You do deserve some credit
for helping gather support for SOS, behind
the scenes. But some of us remember that
you voted for the composite, leaving Max
hanging out there all alone, and averting a
major PR disaster for the mayor by prevent-
ing RULE from becoming RULET. And you

just recently deserted the defenders of

Barton Creek on the Tamarron project.
You're a nice guy, Gus, but being a nice guy
isn't enough. We've had a lot of those.

Barton Creek,
The Immediate Future

Several of you expressed concerns about
misinformation spread by the SOS. I agree
in one aspect. SOS sent out a mailer asking
volers Lo “wrile the last chapter in the fight
Lo preserve our Springs.” Election day was
not the final chapter. I know it. SOS knows
it. You know it, and the citizens know it.
The campaign operatives got a little carried
away on that one. We are nowhere nearthe
last chapter.

Here's the theme of the SOS chapter, and
all the chapters leading up to last Saturday.
For a number of years now, in a number of
elections, in as many ways as possible, the
people of Austin have asked for one simple
thing: that their city (the whole city: councils,
developers, and populace) not include the
Barton Springs and Barton Creek Waler-
shedsand other ecologically sensitive areas
inits preferred growth corridor. That's nota

new idea —it's been a prominent feature of

Austin master plans since Calvin Coolidge
was president, since before any of the cur-
rent players were born — and if we're all on
the same page it should not be that hard to
implement. City planners have many toolsto
shape growth - primarily roads, utility hook-

upsandtaxing policy —and there’s plenty of

room for Austin to grow in other directions
which are both less environmentally fragile
and closertothe underemployed laborforce
of East and Southeast Austin,

Yetcity councils for at least 20 years have
not only allowed intensive development in
the Barton Springs zone - they've encour-
aged and subsidized it, with publicly funded

roads, sewers and utilities, not to mention
loan bailouts by the federal government, It
is time for that to stop, and it is time for you
to stop fighting a rear-guard action against
the will of the people, and get on with the
business of running this city.

My advice is that you pause and think as
deeply as you can about the message voters
have sent on Barton Springs. You now face
two issues that are absolutely critical to the
future of the springs, and the entire city:
Phase 2 of the South Austin Outfall, and the
hundreds of pending development appli-
cations in the area. Those are the immediate
issues on which the public will judge your
resolve to implement their mandate regard-
ing SOS.

The development applications were filed
in a rush during the four-month delay
before the election so they could fall under
your CWO. They’re heading for, or already
on, the Planning Commission agenda. If
you hope to win back any respect from
voters, you will urge members of the Plan-
ning Commission to reject the frivolous,
incomplete applications, and instruct them
to oppose all variances. Variances can be
appealed to you, so if and when the cases
make it to the council, you should oppose
all variances or, once again, you will betray
the voters.

On September 3, you are scheduled to
consider construction of the South Austin
Outfall. The Outfall is a massive sewer line
that is planned to cut across Barton Creek,
below the springs, run across Zilker Park,
then out into the reaches of the Barton
Creek Watershed. This pipe is probably
what the real war is over. It would serve
massive development in the Watershed,
including: the Parkstone PUD near Twin
Falls and Sculpture Falls; Clayton Williams’
Terrace PUD behind Zilker Park at Loop
360 and MoPac; and probably Jim Bob
Moffett’s Barton Creek PUD.

If you have any intention of carrying out
the will of the voters, this project will be put
on indefinite hold while the future of the
walershed is pondered. To do otherwise
would be of an arrogance we have not yet
witnessed, and there is no telling what kind
of forces it could set into motion. Instead of
approving the Outfall, begin using the bond
money that voters allocated for land pur-
chases, starting with the $15 million for the
RTC property on Upper Barton Creek.

Lastly, appeal to your allies in the elec-
tion just past. Ask them to acknowledge
and respect the citizen mandate. So far, the
development representatives who have
shown their faces have talked of taking the
battle to the courts and to the state legisla-
ture. Persuade them not to do this for the
good of the city, and persuade them to treat
the land well. After all, that is what bol.h

sides claim to want.
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NORTH LAMAR
Between 29th & 30th i

9:30A.M. - 6:30P.M. MON-SAT
1-5 PM. SUN
479-8608
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 ADOPTION ,

nounc'?
US DAYSI!!

ADOPT! !

PUPPIES, KITTENS
DOGS & CATS! |
PUREBREEDS ]
Come in TCDAY and see
our fabulous selection of :

cute & cuddly pets. Don't
ADOPT NOW!

wait...,

FREE + Pre-Adapt Shots
Adopter’s * Free Starter Kit » Spay/Neuter l
Bonus * Free Leash—and more!
Directions: Located one block Wast of Lamar Bivd I

| Humane Society of Austin & Travis Co. |

Open Everyday: 11AM-7PM I
156 Wast 1st St., Austin, TX 478-9325
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' |ATTENTION VOTERS

Are you registered to vote at
your current address?
ou have a blue voter card?
f not, your name will be
removed from voter rolls on
August 16, 1992
Everyone counts in Travis County
call
Travis County
Voter
Registrar
for more
information at

473-9473

Do

1.9.0.0.0.0.0.0.9.¢






