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City of Austin Environmentat Board Resclution on BCCP EB110707 D2

WHEREAS the BCCP was formed as a community compact with the U S Fish and Wildiife and the
City of Austin Travis County Lower Colorado River Authonity the Nature Conservancy of Texas and
the Travis Audubon Society that allows public use as long as the use 15 within well managed and
monitored plans that protect the species covered by the plan

WHEREAS according to the USFWS IN 1896 The BCP Preserve System I1s to be managed to
permanently conserve and faciitate the recovery of the popuiation of target endangered species
inhabiting western Trawis County  This prionty objective will govern preserve management activities
to improve target species habital while protecting preserves against degradation caused by
urbanization of surrounding lands and increase demand for recreational usage within preserve lands

WHEREAS the biologists after reductions in necessary acreage to ensure conbinued survival of the
Black Capped Vireo and the Golden Cheeked Warbler decided that 30 428 acres and 62 important
cave features was the mirimum amount of habitat needed just to ensure the continued survival of the
Biack Capped Vireo and the Golden Cheeked Warbier

WHEREAS the BCCP terms and conditions require that a mimmum of 30 428 acres of endangered
bird habitat and 62 1/mportant cave features be protected in a system of preserves

WHEREAS the BCP permit 1s miigation for the recovery of target endangered species that allows for
economic growth and development in Travis County

WHEREAS the BCP has not yet achieved the 30 428 necessary acres and 1$ 2 000 acres short

WHEREAS the BCP 1s managed to conserve all of our native wildlife to protect and restore
Endangered species and to protect source water areas for Austin s water supply as well as a host of
ecological services to our community such as air and water quahty benefits

WHEREAS adverse effects to the golden-checked warbler are already occurring with the incidental
take of approximately 26 000 acres of warbler habitat within the permit area 74% of the available
hatutat Any addifronal impacts will exceed the amount of take authornized

WHEREAS according to the USFWS IN 1996 the BCP Preserve System Is to be managed to

improve target species habitat while protecting Preserves against degradation caused by urbanization
of surroundmg tands and Increase demand for recreatonal usage within preserve iands and

WHEREAS the Fish and Wiidlife position before a targe stakeholder group nearly a decade ago was
that the preserve was purchased as the first step to recover specific endangered species population
known to be ncompatible with mountain iking andfor urbanization

WHEREAS seven parkland tracts m BCCP allow the full range of recreational activiies that existed at
the 1992 ieve!

WHEREAS the Environmental Board supports recreational actwity in Travis County

WHEREAS increased trait usage and new trails in the preserve has been shown to increase changes
in plant communtties that result in hatitat fragmentation trampling soll compaction erosion
introduction of exolics increased spread of cak wilt potential wildfire igmition sources and increased
nest predaton Such activities over ime could result in a decline of the species which could result in
nsking the permit



WHEREAS should the BCP fail to preserve the species and the permit is revoked the site
development permiting process 15 likely to return to vast portions of western Travis County
THEREFORE

NOW BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY OF AUSTIN ENVIRONMENTAL BOARD that
the Board does not support the poficy of allowing additional recreattonat uses on preserve land until
the full 30 428 acres that are needed to ensure the contmued survival of the Black Capped Vireo and
the Goiden Cheeked Warbler have been acquired and

BE (T FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the Board does support additional compatibie uses
such as service projects on the preserve

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT upon completion of the Preserve system the Board
does not support additional recreational non nesting season use of preserve lands as the result
could be a dechne of the species that could result in a violation of the permit

BE 1T FURTHER RESOLVED that the Environmental Board does not support additionai
unrestricted public access after preserve acquisition 1s complete inciuding non nesting season pubhc
access as this poses a nsk of violating the federal permit

i

ADQPTLD November 7, 2007 ATTEST

Dawvid } Anderson PL CIM

I nvironmental Board Chin



To Favironmental Beard Members

I rom BLP Stafl
Kelly Nesy ]l Biologist
Austin Water Utihity

Steve Windhager Ph D
Director Landscape Restoration Program
[ adv Bird Johnson Wild{lower Center Unuversity of TI'cxas

Date November 7 2007

Subject Comments 1o the T nyironmenttl Bord on the presantauon on the | and
MNanacement Plans lor Balcones Cmyonlands Preserves requesting Loy ronment d

Bo wrd recommendations, for the B( CP Coordination Commuttee and City Council
regarding possible acthions rulated to the drafi plans presented by Wilham Conrad Ausum
Water Utihits and BCP SAC Presentation by Steve Windhager Ph D

Gentlemen

Enclosed are comments and a presentation to the Environmental Board on November 7

20067 to be submutted with the City of Austin Environmental Board Resolution on
BCCP EB110707-D2

Respectuively submutted

Martita Shepherd
Environmental Board Liaison
WPDR

Attachments  Agendatem A |
Agendintem D 2



BCP Staft Commenis 10 the Environmental Board November 7 2007
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We do have data regarding the adversc eftects of recreational activities
including mhing camping and mountain biking on soil vegetation and wildhifc

Thee adverse etfects include loss of vegetation and/or changes in vegetation
composition soil loss and compaction and general disturbance to wildhife

Although many of these recreation effects studies are not specific 1o the GCWA
or their breeding habitat they provide support for adverse effects to soil plant
and wildlife In ecologv we often do not have data directly on the community we
are studying but have 10 use similar research from other areas to make inferences

In the COA BCP iricis with pubhic aceess have more 1ssucs regarding
tratlblazing unauthorized maintenance of trails including vegetation cutting and
removal which could fcad o 1ncreases in oak wilt introduction of matenals inte
the preserve potential wildfire 1gmition sources mvasive plants and soil erosion
Thus the impacts of one trail are not hmited to the trail tsclf

Potentsib adverse effects manv encompiss an oy imuch Irger than the trail
tootprnt Vegctiion loss ind subsequent soil loss could inlubit hardwood
regeneration  This s espectally 1 concern when tiking mto wcount the dechine of
the hardwood componunt of the oak jumipet woodlands m Travis County due to
the cumulative eftects of oak wilt and over browsing by WTID | oss of
hardwoods from the community rcmoves an essential component of GCWA
habitat and could lead to the loss or reduchion in GCWA from an area

Anv activity that temoves vegetwion and/or soil has the ibihiv 1o alter community
structure and funcuon 1t 1s possible the commumty can be modified to the point
where 1018 incffectual as habitat for the species that depend on it

Agenda item D-2
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Individuals demanding increased access have
stated that “If an effect on population cannot be
measured with statistical significance, it is not
signhificant.”

This is likely
NOT true for
the BCP.

The President’s indifference to global
warming was starting to show
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BCP Facts

« BCP mitigation for
development in Travis
County

 BCP represents
minimum size needed
for mitigation

« BCP stillincomplete

« Adverse effects within
the preserve would
have to be mitigated
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We do need better information

Without better data, we
must err on the side of
caution

Existing data needs to be
analyzed

Test “no effect of

n

recreation” using a paired
test off BCP lands

&

Frg e
= ot

L
¥,

Y




[}

i
&l ‘:g

%%%,m

e tog

il

yis
G

==

—
T

-
zf‘g"

g.‘_mq o

e

'“‘2'5‘4

ﬁ r‘an#ﬁwr‘
"&ﬁ %*?"
Pk

3

ki {ér A

A
N A !?“ 3!
o ..h by
=L GB‘

hE
*‘ “ﬂ:ﬁ;

y 4 -Ul \
ﬁ.a;_pl

T

2 ;iu
,z;%k» :

= ,a:{ﬁ?ﬁﬂw’* “’?}.

by *’YH‘W .efag
ur’“}i ﬁ{, 2%

'k’f;}ww y

? fﬁ;’f%w i ﬁ}é‘ﬁi

LRI

2 &gﬁf %
A 93’}”21. "‘k

L




