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any say that the
Comprehensive
Watersheds Ordi-

nance (CWQ)isan extremel_y
complicated, highly techni-
cal issue. But, really it's quite
simple. The more develop-

ment there is the more pollution there will be.
And when too much development occurs in
an extremely sensitive area, then thatarea will
be destroyed.

It's also very simple to see what's going on
at the city council. When councilmembers
take their first vote on the CWO this Thursday
they will probably become the first council to
move backwards on water quality regulation.
(The final vote is scheduled for October 17.)
It's simple. There is a very tough, “no degra-
dation,” interim ordinance in place now. Max
Nofziger has filed that interim ordinance with
two strengthening amendments forapproval.
That plan, however, has little chance. At press
time the council was hashing out a compro-
mise between two plans, that of the Mayor’s
Task Force and that of the Planning Commis-
sion. Both plans are weaker than the interim
ordinance, and perhaps weaker than the 1986
compromise CWO.

It's also fairly easy and simple to figure out
that the council, like all councils in recent

memory, puts the interest of developers and
multi-national corporations ahead of the in-
terests of the average citizen, and even the
best interests of the future of the city.

The Public Speaks -
For Three Days

Meanwhile, last week’s public hearings
themselves featured an array of talent, cre-
ativity and eloquence. Common themes were:
reminding the council that they ran on envi-
ronmental platforms; personal testimonies to
how Barton Springs water quality has deterio-
rated in recent years; threats of recall; per-
sonal appeals to councilmembers that they
look inside themselves and do the right thing;
and appeals that councilmembers consider
theirplace in history. Pro-CWO speakers vastly
outnumbered the other side.

It would be impossible in these pages to do
justice to the citizens who spoke, but we will
quote from two on each side. Former Mayor
Frank Cooksey’s remarks are worth noling
because he was there when the 1986 CWO
was passed. Developers and Chamber repre-
sentatives have been whining about what 2
great ordinance that is. and saying it hasn't
been given a chance to work.

Cooksey said the people promoting the
1986 CWO now are “the Very same people,”

who at that time were crying, “Oh my word
we'll have no jobs in Auslin. .. |

growthers. .. you will destroy Austin’s economy.”
Cooksey said that crew must have had a “road

t0 Damascus experience ” because their love
for the 1986 CWO . “could not be related in the
least 1o economic self interest.”

The other speaker we'll note here is the one
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Some call the recent series of publi
hearings on the Comprehensive o
(CWO) an amazi
exercise in democracy. Othef)s see the ™
events more as a maze of government and
Corporate manipulation, designed to stem
the strength of citizen passion.

who got the longest ovation, Jennifer
Longenecker. Speaking before a packed house
on Thursday night, 18-year-old Longenecker
was admittedly nervous and choked back tears
throughout her speech. Nonetheless her mes-
sage built steadily to a powerful conclusion,
“There's a natural spring in that pool that presses
fresh water up. Ifyou can hold your breath that long,
youcangetdownthereandyou canfeelit. That water
is 2 beating heart and it beats the heart of Austin.
If you allow development to go through it stops
beating... If you let Barton Springs die, Auslin
dies, and developmentdieswith that.” Longenecker
turned from the podium with tears falling from
her face and received a long standing ovation.
The developers also had their stars. This
reporter’s personal favorites were Barton Creek
PUD project manager Barry Allison, who urged
the council not to give in to those who have
“threatened and cajoled” them for months. An-
other starwas custom homebuilder John Fenton.
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Fenton said he considered himself an environ-
mentalist because he was “bothered” as a child
when his father threw cigarette butts out the
window of the car, and because he is now

bothered by litter that shows up on the lawn of

his office. But, said Fenton, as a homebuilder he
has problems with a tough ordinance. Fenton
called for consensus and pleaded, “Can't we
find a happy medium?”
"No,” replied several people in the audience.
“You're idiots,” retorted Fenton.

Visitors from Another Planet

Another developer star was Ray Perryman,
the heralded economic genius from Waco. The
Greater Austin Chamber of Commerce, Board
of Realtors and other local boosters paid

tu;lth;:y. would do no good.

rings stretched over more than tw
weeks, with the dates originally set for :
September 19 and October 3. Rules were set
up that limited the hearings to 100 speakers

, and another 100 on

$10.000 to come into town and
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speak on his contention that

would have a dire effect on Austin’s economy
Perryman, however, ran into some nasty re-
search about his past and some rough ques-
tioning at a press conference.

The SOS (Save Our Springs) coalition
charged that Perryman’'s past clients have
included big tobacco, insurance and utility
companies. SOS trotted out an old quote
from when Perryman testified for South Texas
Nuclear Project partner Central Power & Light
of Corpus Christi. He said the Nuke “would
not have a severe rate impact.”

Perryman had trouble not only with the
past, but with the present. In a press confer-
ence at Franklin Plaza, home of Franklin

he was not an “environmental scientist™ or
“environmental engineer.”

Then why was Perryman here? To testify on
the economic impact, he replied. Then could
he name one city in which environmental
protection had a negative impact on the
economy? Well, no he couldn't, but then he's
not “an environmental scientist.”

A few hours after his press conference,
Perryman gave a similar performance during
the Citizens' Communication segment of the
meeting. After his speech his Chamber guard-
206 hustled him out of the building, refusingto

allow him to answer more questions.

An additional interesting aspect of the
Perryman press conference was the presence
of New York political consultant Ritchie Fife
Since 1988, Fife has been a key force in several
important local campaigns. In 1988 he was 2
consuitant on the campaign of successful may-
oral candidate Lee Cooke. Fife then played an
Important role in winning approval of the conven-
uon center. He also showed up inthe Bruce Todd
camp on election night of this year, but denied
involvement in Todd's campaign. Fife also de-
nied any involvement in the CWO issue. “I'm not
f:mplyed hy an‘fhl)d‘« N lown. | wanted to see this
council meeting,” he explained.

The other speaker we’ll note here is

Money Trail

While we're looking at intrigue and big
shots, let's check in on our NC buddy im Hub
Moffett, partner in the Barton PUD
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The high amount of no-shows led to the
Numbers being called faster. Consequently,
many people who had been led to believe
that they wouldn't speak until Saturday or
Sunday were called on Friday. In fact, by the
end of the evening Todd had called on all
630 speakers. He let those who showed up
after their number was called speak, then
announced that he would go through the whoie
list (of those who didn't speak on the first two

Coniinued on p. 14

R

B B B 3




S e ——

COU'\C“ w-‘tl‘l, continued fromp. 12

fertilizer producer and mover of Indonesian
mountains. Many have suspected that Moftett
is behind much of the manipulation going on
with the CWOQO. But so far the closest thing to

proof has been the lunch (or breaktast) that he
and his City Hall lobbyist David Armbrust
shared with Councilmember Ronney Reynolds,
a day or two before Reynolds called for a delay
of the CWO in August.

Now Moffett’s trail has been picked up
again, as a big contributor to Armbrust’s po-
litical action committees (PACs). Armbrust’s
PACs have long been a player in municipal
elections, but municipal laws don’t call for the
PACs to reveal their contributors. The PACs,
however, contributed to candidates in state-

wide races and thus had to report, to the
Secretary of State, who they contributed to as
well as who contributed money to them.
Since April 1990, right before his PUD came
up at the city council, Moffett has contributed
$28,000 to Armbrust’s PACs — Texas Commit-
tee for Responsible Government and Texas

Horizons. The rate of contributions picked up
considerably after Moffett's trouncing at the

June 7 hearing. There are also other contribu-
tors from Louisiana, some of them with

Moftett’s corporate address. The Louisiana
contributors are almost certainly connected
to Moffett. That is, unless they have some
otherreasonforbeing interested in Austin city
government. In all, the two Armbrust PACs

have received almost $40,000 in Louisiana
money since April of last year, more than half
the total contributed to both of the PACs.

The Secretary of State form also asks for the
names of people whowill decide how the PAC
spends its money. The Texas Committee for
Responsible Government listed Armbrust, PUD
partner Robert Dedman, Freeport executive
Jim Miller and B.M. Rankin of Dallas.

Texas contributors to Armbrust PACs in-
clude University of Texas president/Freeport
board member Bill Cunningham; former UT
coach/PUD partner Darrell Royal; PUD project
manager Barry Allison; and professional golfer/
PUD partner Ben Crenshaw. Cunningham con-

tributed $500 on April 3, 1990; Royal $500 two

dayslaterand Crenshaw $100 on April 26. Note
that all those contributions were before the
June 7 hearing, and before the rebellion. Allison
gave $1,000 in November 1990, months after
the PUD hearing.

The PACs have given money to the mayor
and all current councilmembers except Bob

Larson. Also receiving $1,000 when he ran for
the legislature in 1990 was Planning Commis-
sion member Scott Roberts, a member of the

pro-developer voting bloc. State candidates

receiving support included successful guber-
natorial candidate Ann Richards and Republi-

can Rick Perry, who defeated populist Jim

Hightowertobecome Agriculture Commissioner.
Thisinformation came very near presstime.

the best idea seems to be to watch what the
Save Our Springs coalition does. That group
has been the most steadfast during the pres-

sure packed CWO process.
This battle will soon be over, but not the

war. There will be time for deeper analysis of
the byzantine maneuvering, disinformation

so I will follow up next week with more
information on contributions from Armbrust
PACs and others.

The Battle Ends Soon,
The War Goes On.

So what happens now? How bad is it? Does
Austin have a chance in hell?

Since April 1990, right before his PUD came
up at the city council, Jim Bob Moffe#t has
contributed $28,000 o Armbrust’s PACs -

Texas Commitiee for Responsible Government

and Texas Horizons. The rate of contributions
picked up considerably after Moffelt’s
frouncing at the June 7 hearing.

At press time a dizzying series of negotia-
tions were taking place, with the parameters
being the Planning Commission recommen-
dation and the Mayor’s Task Force plan both
weakerthan the interim ordinance. There’s no

telling what might emerge from these negotia-
tions. Some environmentalists are likely tobreak
off and go for a compromise while others stick
o support for the interim ordinance.

IU's difficult to advise citizens on how to
judge what comes out of the negotiations, but

tactics, and possibly deliberate confusing
scheduling of public hearings. Despite all the
confusion the situation is still quite simple:
We began with a historically strong “interim”
ordinance, and, barring a miracle, will be left
compromising between two plans, both
weaker than what we had. It's the same old
thing that council after council has delivered.
And, it’s hard to escape the suspicion that this

was all orchestrated in a corporate board
room somewhere. L
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