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Fwd: Public Input for Calhoun County GCD Proposed Rule Revisions designated the 2026 Proposed
Rules of the District

From Michelle McCabe <mmmutd@yahoo.com>
Date Sun 9/13/2026 11:33 AM

To  Tim Andruss <tim.andruss@vcgcd.org>

Mr. Andruss,

Thank you for posting my comments and recommendations to the website.

To give context and clarity to my recommendations, would you please also include the email below
that | wrote to the board on 7/22/26.

Thank you,
Michelle McCabe

Begin forwarded message:

From: Michelle McCabe <mmmutd@yahoo.com>

Date: July 22, 2026 at 8:12:20PM CDT

To: admin@calhouncountygcd.org

Cc: tim.andruss@vcgcd.org, Michelle McCabe <mmmutd@yahoo.com>

Subject: Public Input for Calhoun County GCD Proposed Rule Revisions designated
the 2026 Proposed Rules of the District

Dear Calhoun County Groundwater Conservation District Board,

| am a Calhoun County property owner who lives on the Olivia/Port Alto Peninsula.
My address is 159 Red Snapper Drive, Port Lavaca. | live on the west side of
Carancahua Bay.

There is no municipal water where we live, leaving us dependent on groundwater for
drinking water and household use.

| have attended both Jackson and Victoria County Public Hearings for the proposed
rule revisions designated the 2026 Proposed Rules of the District to gain a better
understanding of the 2026 Proposed Rules of the Calhoun County District.

During these hearings, | heard a significant amount of testimony from Dr. Steve
Young.

Dr. Young spoke about his modeling and the results and recommendations during
these two hearings. | hope he provides even more information during the upcoming
Calhoun County GCD meeting. Dr. Young noted that the Characterization of



Brackish Groundwater Resources for Calhoun, Jackson, Refugio, and Victoria
Counties Report was a starting point, not a final answer to our Gulf Coast Aquifer.
He stated that there is limited data and that the modeling has to infer areas where
there is limited or no data.

One item that really struck me is that Dr. Young gave the impression that we should
be extremely cautious when it comes to high-capacity and deep-saline production
along the coast. He noted that we do not have enough information about brackish
water and that salt water intrusion and subsidence are of significant concern. He
also noted that subsidence takes three years to see and that it can take decades to
see the full drawdown. The most unsettling and ominous point Dr. Young made was
that since our aquifer is young and has a lot of clay, it has the highest risk of salt
water intrusion and subsidence in the state.

With all this information in mind, | would like to state that | am not in favor of
the 2026 Proposed Rules of the District as published.

With Dr. Young's cautions in mind, | would like to recommend the following be
included as part of the rulemaking process for the 2026 Proposed Rules of the
District:

» Please keep the groundwater in the 1,000-5,000 TDS range characterized as
slightly saline to moderately saline reserved for the domestic and agricultural
users that depend on it. This is the same water that many families and farms
in our county have safely used for domestic and agriculture purposes for years
and should not be considered for permitting of high-capacity or deep-saline
industrial uses. If needed, up to 5,000 TDS can be readily desalinated on
property. Please adjust the deep-saline special groundwater management
zone definitions to not include 2,000 to 5,000 TDS and remove Figure 4.
Spatial Extent of Slightly Saline Groundwater Zone so it is not incentivized and
please do not allow high-capacity and deep-saline industrial exemptions for
this 1,000 to 5,000 TDS groundwater.

» Please consider defining the Moderately Saline Groundwater Zone as greater
than 5,000 TDS and less than 10,000 TDS, which would be the starting level of
the incentivized zone and use Figure 5. Spatial Extent of Moderately Saline
Groundwater Zone.

» For the Spatial Extent of Moderately Saline and Extremely Saline Groundwater
Zones, please consider revising to not allow any high-capacity or deep-saline
production near the coast due to high risk of salt water intrusion. Please
reduce spatial extent, perhaps a couple of miles inland along all coastline
areas to allow enough of a buffer zone from salt water intrusion.

¢ Dr. Young's modeling has only one data point (3.22D) for the Olivia/Port Alto
Peninsula. Itis on the Keller Bay side of the peninsula. The data states that
there is no freshwater at this point. It has 1000 - 2000 TDS between 350 feet
below the surface (FBS) to 375 FBS and 450 FBS to 500 FBS . This is the



peninsula's only domestic and agricultural groundwater. At 700 FBS, the
groundwater is 5,000 - 10000 TDS. This is only 190 feet from a 510 ft.
domestic well located on the peninsula. Please keep in mind that the
peninsula's width is 3 miles or less from side to side and has Keller Bay on the
west side and Carancahua Bay on the east side of it. Due to the risk of salt
water intrusion, groundwater contamination and subsidence, it would be
prudent to not allow high-capacity or deep-saline production on the peninsula.
Therefore, | am requesting that the entirety of the Olivia/Port Alto Peninsula be
removed from all Deep-Saline Special Groundwater Management Zones
(Figures 4 - 6).

Please raise the deep-saline special groundwater management zone definition
from 750 FBS to 2000 FBS to allow significant separation between freshwater
up to 5000 TDS water and high-capacity or deep-saline production. Rule of
three safety factor is 3 times what is needed to be safe. If our domestic wells
are at 500 FBS, then the safety factor should be 500 FBS times 3 or 1500 FBS
from domestic wells, thereby 2000 FBS is a reasonable seperation zone.
However, the more distance separation in this situation, the better.

Dr. Young expressed in the Texana meeting that once clay is depleted of water,
it does not expand back with added water. It shrinks dry, cracks and falls to
lower levels. Due to the risk of subsidence, please add a new rule to not allow
any industrial exemptions for high-capacity and deep-saline production.

Please remove Rule 6.4: 7. The district may reduce or eliminate the limited
groundwater production provision associated with the first twenty-four
months...if all of the performance conditions have been achieved during the
initial twelve months of production. A two year period will give more data and
allow for any problems to surface. Changing it at 12 months is not enough
time for thorough evaluation. 24 months should be the minimum and there
should be no change for meeting all the performance conditions.

As stated in the district mission, conservation and management strategies designed
to conserve, preserve, protect and prevent waste of groundwater resources for the
long-term sustainablity within Calhoun County should be your number one priority,
so we don't end up like Corpus Christi and the surrounding areas.

Please protect this limited resource for our citizens and future generations, our
environment, and our economy.

Thank you for your time and consideration of my recommendations.

Sincerely,
Michelle McCabe
469-831-4696






